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Within the next decade the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) is due to be launched,
providing the opportunity to extract physics from stellar objects and systems, such as Extreme Mass
Ratio Inspirals, (EMRIs) otherwise undetectable to ground based interferometers and Pulsar Timing
Arrays (PTA). Unlike previous sources detected by the currently available observational methods,
these sources can only be simulated using an accurate computation of the gravitational self-force.
Whereas the field has seen outstanding progress in the frequency domain, metric reconstruction
and self-force calculations are still an open challenge in the time domain. Such computations would
not only further corroborate frequency domain calculations and models, but also allow for full
self-consistent evolution of the orbit under the effect of the self-force. Given we have a priori
information about the local structure of the discontinuity at the particle, we will show how to
construct discontinuous spatial and temporal discretisations by operating on discontinuous Lagrange
and Hermite interpolation formulae and hence recover higher order accuracy. In this work we
demonstrate how this technique in conjunction with well-suited gauge choice (hyperboloidal slicing)
and numerical (discontinuous collocation with time symmetric) methods can provide a relatively
simple method of lines numerical algorithm to the problem. This is the first of a series of papers
studying the behaviour of a point-particle prescribing circular geodesic motion in Schwarzschild in
the time domain. In this work we describe the numerical machinery necessary for these computations
and show not only our work is capable of highly accurate flux radiation measurements but it also
shows suitability for evaluation of the necessary field and it’s derivatives at the particle limit.

PACS: Classical Black Holes, Gravitational Wave Sources, Astronomical Black Holes

I. INTRODUCTION

Detection of gravitational waves from extreme mass-
ratio inspirals (EMRIs), in the low frequency band of
10−5 to 10−1 Hz, is one of the key targets for the Laser
Interferometer Space Antenna, LISA [1–5]. EMRIs are
composed of a supermassive black hole (BH) of mass M

∗ Corresponding authors: lidiajoana@pm.me

in orbit with a compact object such as a neutron star
(NS) or BH of mass µ, where the mass-ratio ϵ = µ/M ≪
1. Given the disparate scales in an EMRI, the radiation
reaction problem is best tackled through a perturbative
treatment. Techniques that yield highly accurate models
for comparable mass systems, like numerical relativity [6]
and post-Newtonian methods [7] will not work in their
current state, for this case [8].
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A. Overview of current computational strategies
for EMRI modelling

Through the machinery of black hole perturbation the-
ory, we approximate the smaller compact object as a
point-particle such that at zeroth order in µ it follows
the geodesic of the background and at first order it de-
viates from this geodesic due to the interaction with its
self-field. This deviation is viewed as a force acting on
the smaller object, the self-force [8–10]. The metric is
directly perturbed as:

gαβ(x) = ḡαβ(x) + hαβ(x) +O(ϵ2), (1)

where ḡαβ is the background metric, taken to be a vac-
uum solution to the field equations, and hαβ is the per-
turbation of the metric to first order in the mass-ratio. In
this work we shall ignore any higher-order terms and fo-
cus on first-order self-force computations. Incorporation
of the local self-force is an essential step for a complete
EMRI waveform model. Second-order calculations are
imminent [11–14], with already simpler waveform mod-
els yielding promising results [15–18]. However, within
the context of our numerical technique here, these will
not be reviewed.

In this paper we start by approximating the supermas-
sive BH background spacetime to be spherically symmet-
ric, described by the Schwarzschild metric. In reality,
BHs are expected to be rotating [19], and more accu-
rately approximated by a Kerr background, albeit at the
price of adding extra degrees of complexity to what oth-
erwise is a numerically friendly 1 + 1D model. Another
decision that needs to be taken, strongly entangled with
the choice of background, is the even harder choice of
gauge, which, ultimately will influence the final self-force
result and the full EMRI’s orbital evolution [8, 20].

The foundations of the radiation reaction problem have
traditionally been set in the Lorenz/harmonic/de Don-
der gauge [21–25]. In Schwarzschild, the Lorenz gauge
is amenable to scalar and tensorial harmonic decomposi-
tion, facilitating gravitational self-force (GSF) computa-
tions that have been successful in multi-domain computa-
tional strategies. The regularisation of the metric pertur-
bation in a Kerr background remains an open challenge
[26–28], mostly due to the lack of separability into multi-
pole modes. It was not until very recently that several
promising strategies started emerging [29–31], paving the
way to compute the full GSF from the Lorenz gauge, or,
at least through a partial gauge approach [12, 32].

Another common choice of gauge is the radiation gauge
(RG). Here the perturbations are most commonly cal-
culated from curvature scalars in the Newman-Penrose
framework where the Teukolsky equation is found to be
separable [19]. Radiation gauges can be subdivided into
three main classes (for a detailed review we refer the
reader to [9, 33]). The main difference among them is
the resulting “string-like” singularity emerging from the
point-particle. Most of the progress in Kerr in Table I,

has come from the implementation of the no-string RG
[34, 35].

The Regge-Wheeler gauge [36] choice yields a well-
posed numerical set-up in Schwarzschild mostly thanks
to the fact that a full tensorial harmonic decomposition
is possible and one is left to solve a set of 1+1D wave-like
equations which are distributionally sourced and have a
potential. These are known as the Regge-Wheeler-Zerilli,
RWZ, [36, 37] equations. A full regularised framework
has been implemented in [38, 39] for circular geodesic
motion at first order. Unfortunately, the extension of
the RW gauge to Kerr has remained unsolved to date
[40], with a recent progress in the slow rotating regime
[41]. In this work we choose to work in the RW gauge
and solve for the RWZ master functions.

There are currently four main different computational
strategies to tackle self-force computations. In what fol-
lows we give a quick overview and refer the reader to
[42, 43] for a more comprehensive review of these tech-
niques.

• GSF from flux balance laws - One can calculate
the gravitational self-force dissipative components
in the time t and angular ϕ direction, Ft and Fϕ by
computing the total radiated fluxes at future null
infinity and the horizon one can compute the dis-
sipative components of the gravitational self-force,
e.g., [44–46]. For the full self-force computation
one needs to include any of the other three compu-
tational strategies discussed below.

• GSF from mode sum - The 4D gravitational field
is first decomposed into spherical harmonics modes
allowing for the 1+ 1D numerical treatment of the
problem [47]. This wave equation is then solved
mode by mode. With adequate regularisation tech-
niques the scalar, e.g., [48, 49], and the gravita-
tional, e.g., [50, 51], self-force can then be com-
puted by summing over all modes.

• GSF from effective source/puncture methods - Reg-
ularisation is done before solving the wave equa-
tion. The final numerical solution to the wave equa-
tion accounts for the regularised field [52–58].

• GSF from Green functions - The regularised re-
tarded field is computed as the integral of the
matched retarded Green function along the parti-
cle’s worldine [59–61].

All these computational strategies, background metric
and gauge choices result in a final differential equation
which, like the Schrödinger’s problem can be tackled as
a time-dependent or time-independent problem: either
we choose to solve it as an ordinary differential equation
(ODE) for the radial component in the frequency domain,
(FD), or as a partial-differential equation (PDE), where
we must solve for two-dimensions in time and space (time
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domain, TD)1. In Table I, we highlight the current state
of first-order GSF calculations.

B. Motivation for time-domain algorithm
development

Most of the progress has happened in the frequency do-
main. This is mainly due to the fact that the equations
to solve become fully separable into frequency harmonic
modes, reducing the numerical problem to solving a set
of ODEs. However, FD methods still show some disad-
vantages. Due to the number of higher modes required
in this domain, highly eccentric orbital models remain an
open challenge (the more eccentric, the more modes are
required for convergence), especially in the Lorenz gauge
[34, 62, 63]. In the RG some progress has recently been
achieved at first-order in the FD [35], though there is still
room for improvement as the current results do not reach
the required sub-radian accuracies from EMRI data and
inclusion of second-order effects is expected to improve
current results.

Another disadvantage of FD methods is that they are
largely restricted to bound orbits due to the need for a
finite range of discrete orbital frequencies. Recent work
has relaxed this requirement allowing for calculations of
self-force quantities for scattering orbits [64]. However,
the most accurate calculations have been performed in
the TD, where the methods can naturally handle the full
range of frequencies [65–67].

Local self-force computations are just the first step to-
wards the production of a full EMRI waveform model,
on top of more efficient self-force computations for highly
eccentric and unbound orbits, time-domain methods are
also expected to provide two alternative ways for wave-
form generation [9, 43]. One is by computing all the re-
quired dynamical quantities for an EMRI model through
a self-consistent evolution [68, 69] and another is as part
of a two-timescale expansion, where, a balancing act
between frequency- and time-domain methods may be
possible [9]. Furthermore, accurate TD codes can help
improve current 0PA adiabatic-level inspirals attained
through FD methods and provide a more flexible route
to evolve from the adiabatic inspiral to the transition to
plunge [70–74].

C. Difficulties associated with time-domain
numerical methods

With all these motivations in mind, we consider some
of the key difficulties associated with the implementation

1 One should note, depending on the gauge and computational
strategy choices, the problem can be tackled in 1 + 1D, 2 + 1D
or 3 + 1D given that simplifications of the angular dimensions
are not always possible.

of a time-domain numerical PDE solver:

• Difficulty 1 - representation of the Dirac-δ distri-
bution emerging from the point-particle model of
the compact object;

• Difficulty 2 - the numerical domain of integration
encompasses an infinite domain (−∞ ,∞), whereas
boundary conditions are imposed at a finite artifi-
cial hypersurface;

• Difficulty 3 - Time-domain methods must ensure
that sufficient accuracy is maintained for signals
potentially lasting the entire 3 ± year LISA mission
duration.

• Difficulty 4 - Owing to the distributional nature
of our source, one needs care when choosing ini-
tial data and effective metrics to determine it’s ef-
fects in the full radiative process of EMRI systems.
Smooth initial data choices are ill-posed and must
be carefully considered.

1. Difficulty 1 - Dirac δ distribution representation

There have been many computational implementations
solving the RWZ master functions in the TD, the main
difference in these algorithms being the treatment of the
Dirac-δ distribution, difficulty 1. The first attempt at
solving the RWZ equations in the TD was implemented
by Lousto & Price [75–77] using a finite-difference rep-
resentation of the δ distribution and integrating in the
time-domain using a Runge-Kutta scheme. Later, Mar-
tel & Poisson calculated the TD energy and angular mo-
mentum fluxes by correcting the finite-difference scheme
to second-order convergence [78, 79]. Their work became
the standard accuracy test for all the TD algorithms that
followed (including this work). The method was then
fine-tuned by Lousto [80] to fourth-order. Following their
attempts came a new algorithm from Sopuerta & Laguna
[81], who used an adaptive finite-element approach to
represent the distributional source terms. Another novel
approach by Sopuerta et al. was to use a multi-domain
spectral collocation method representing the Dirac-δ by
finite elements [82, 83] following the promising implemen-
tations of [84, 85]. Later Field et al. [86, 87] put forward
a novel discontinuous Galerkin algorithm registering sig-
nificant improvements to previous physical flux results.
Another attempt at numerically representing the Dirac-
δ distribution was as a Gaussian function by Nagar &
Bernuzzi et al. [88, 89].

2. Difficulty 2 - How to solve the outer radiation problem

The answer to difficulty 2 by most of these numeri-
cal algorithms [79–82, 86, 88, 89] was to use radiation
boundary conditions put forward by [90, 91]. The main
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issue with this is known as the outer radiation prob-
lem: where it is not entirely clear whether extraction
of information by extrapolating data to the horizon/in-
finity is contaminated with new information stemming
from the implementation of these conditions. An alter-
native that gets rid of this issue altogether is the use
of hyperboloidal slicing, a mathematical technique aris-
ing naturally in the study of asymptotics of the gravi-
tational field by means of conformal methods [92, 93].
With the spacetime parameterised by a compact radial
coordinate defined on a hyperboloidal time hypersurface,
one is able to access information directly at the black
hole horizon and future null infinity. The first successful
application of hyperboloidal slicing in black hole pertur-
bation theory (BHPT) came from Zenginoglu, when solv-
ing the Bardeen-Press equation [94]. Later, along with
Bernuzzi & Nagar, Zenginoglu extended his work from
solving the homogeneous RWZ equations [95] to the inho-
mogeneous case using the aforementioned Gaussian-δ nu-
merical treatment [95, 96]. Altogether, their innovative
implementation showed significant improvement relative
to their previous TD work [88, 89], motivating the adap-
tation of hyperboloidal methods within the radiation-
reaction community.

3. Difficulty 3 - Time integration numerical evolution
schemes

Finally, we discuss difficulty 3 with regards to time
evolution methods. There are two main classes of inte-
gration methods: explicit and implicit methods. Explicit
methods depend on the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy condi-
tion, i.e., a limitation on the time discretisation with re-
spect to the spatial grid which ensures the numerical al-
gorithm’s velocity does not surpass the physical velocity.
Besides, these methods tend to violate energy conserva-
tion by not preserving an underlying symplectic struc-
ture. Examples of such widely used methods are explicit
Runge-Kutta methods, with the most common version,
RK4, ensuring fourth-order convergence. Implicit meth-
ods such as geometric integrators do not violate energy
conservation nor symplectic structure nor are constrained
by any time steps. Historically, all of the aforementioned
numerical strategies have performed time evolution by
using a RK4 time integration scheme. Ref. [81] is the only
exception as it employs a Bulirsch-Stoer extrapolation
evolution method. Ideally, any suitable time-integrator
for EMRI modelling should allow for long, stable and
accurate time evolution.

4. Difficulty 4 - Initial data choices

We consider these to be the three main difficulties as-
sociated with designing a core numerical evolution al-
gorithm in the time domain. However, even if the al-
gorithms address all of these difficulties we also expect

there to be two further potential complications stemming
from the choice of initial data. The initial value problem
(IVP) has been attempted before at the light of solving
the RWZ equations. The first attempt at understanding
the problem was made by Lousto & Price [75, 76] who
derived exact ID from an initially conformally flat three-
metric for the case where a particle is plunging into the
SMBH. Later, these works were generalised by Martel
& Poisson as a one-parameter family of time-symmetric
ID, where the parameter measures the GW content of
the initial surface. With this model, they were able to
show the choice of ID strongly influenced the waveforms
produced and the total energy radiated [78]. These ini-
tial data was then used in [114], for the first, and only
to date, TD GSF computation in the RW gauge. A key
observation concerning ID by their computation was the
presence of a spurious effect at the onset of the plunge
which was resolved by waiting a sufficiently long time al-
lowing for the extraction of the GSF to good analytical
agreement. Recently, O’Toole & Wardell [61, 97] have
derived a set of ID to calculate the Green function of the
RWZ equations by taking a characteristic initial value
approach. Relatively, to their previous work [98], where
a smooth narrow Gaussian was used as ID, the number
of modes required to compute the self-force halved, with-
out significant accuracy loss further motivating future ID
investigations.
In spite of these attempts most TD work for a point-

particle on a circular orbit [79, 81, 86, 89] has been
treated as an ill-posed IVP where smooth trivial initial
data is chosen, i.e the field and it’s time derivative are ini-
tially zero, given rise to spurious, junk radiation, which
dominates at earlier times. Two main concerns arise [86]:

• Concern I - TD simulations must ensure that sim-
ulations have been evolved for a sufficiently long
time such that the junk radiation dominating the
simulation initially is negligible. TD codes must
thus have reasonable metrics to gauge when the
simulating has reached steady-state.

• Concern II - Potential presence and/or effects of
persistent junk radiation - Given the distributional
nature of our source, choosing smooth initial data,
such as zero, results in an ill-posed problem. Under-
standing how/if this affects the numerical physical
results extracted at longer times is paramount to
ensure TD performs accurately.

In previous work, [86, 89] found necessary, due to con-
cern’s I and II, to slowly turn-on the source through the
means of an error function acting on the distributional
source terms. Field et al [87] observed that a Jost
solution would appear i.e a persistent junk solution,
with it’s contamination extent depending greatly on
how the distributional forcing term is treated and not
the numerical method. Shortly after, Jaramillo et al
[83] argued that no Jost solutions would be observed
provided the numerical method is capable of correctly
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implementing the δ distributional source terms at late
times. They justify the presence of Jost solutions in [87]
as a consequence of them modifying the distributional
source terms to make them compatible with trivial ID
choices, i.e by means of an error function that slowly
turns them on.

D. This work

With all these difficulties in mind, we introduce a
new method to address all concerns. To benchmark
the algorithm we follow refs. [79–81, 86, 96] and con-
sidered the problem of a particle on a circular orbit on a
Schwarzschild background, with the perturbation equa-
tions represented in the Regge-Wheeler gauge. We cross-
check our time domain results against those obtained in
the frequency-domain at first-order by ref. [39].

In our novel algorithm we incorporate three main nu-
merical methods to handle the aforementioned difficul-
ties. To handle difficulty 2 we will use an alternative to
both radiation boundary conditions and hyperboloidal
layers and instead use a hyperboloidal chart known as
the minimal gauge, introduced by [99–101] which auto-
matically ensures outflow behaviour at the boundaries
and direct access to relevant physical quantities at both
the horizon H and future null infinity I +. To address
difficulty 3 and ensure we can compute long-term evolu-
tions, we will apply an implicit geometric integrator in
an explicit form as demonstrated in [102]. Unlike pre-
dicted in the literature [103], we can use implicit-turned-
explicit schemes to ensure not just energy conservation to
higher order accuracy, but also recover symplectic struc-
ture [102, 104]. Difficulty 1, will be handled by using dis-
continuous collocation methods to represent the Dirac-δ
distribution. These were initially introduced by [105] and
further refined to the hyperboloidal wave equation and
generic cases by [106–109]. As we know the local struc-
ture of the discontinuity at the point-particle a priori, we
can adapt the Lagrange interpolation scheme by adding
these known amplitudes, such that it holds for the case
where the problem is smooth everywhere except at the
point-particle’s location.

Finally we address difficulty 4. Most TD RWZ cir-
cular orbits results have been obtained with algorithms
using trivial initial data. In this work, in line with the
results of Jaramillo et al [83], we too opt for trivial ID
when addressing difficulty 4. By design our algorithm
adequately incorporates the jump conditions at all times
in the evolution system, ensuring the correct initial value
is passed on. We expect by addressing concern I, to solve
for difficulty 4 altogether, expecting the effects of spuri-
ous radiation to be minimal/if present at all at late times.
Furthermore, in other gauges, namely in the Lorenz gauge
the GSF has been computed in the TD for a particle on a
circular geodesic in Schwarzschild by Barack & Sago [116]
through the use of trivial ID and monitoring of concern

I by studying the time evolution of the metric perturba-
tions evaluated at the particle location at different times.
We further note by opting for trivial ID, we also ensure
a more faithful comparison with [116], who seemingly
seem to further validate [83] findings. We found though
important to highlight the problem of initial data should
not be overlooked. A good example is the work carried
out by Dolan & Barack, [117], who were able to com-
pute the GSF in Schwarzschild in the TD through an
effective source approach in the Lorenz gauge. For radia-
tive modes, they too found trivial ID to suffice, however,
for the m = {0, 1} modes a linear instability growing in
time was observed. To remedy this, for m = 0, they
were able to derive analytically exact initial data, effec-
tively taming the instability. However, for m = 1 this
was not possible, so they mitigated the effects of the
growing instability by applying a frequency filter. For
m = {0, 1} imposing ID was indispensable. Remarkably,
in their recent work, [29], their approach was validated
through comparison against their recent novel FD frame-
work computing metric perturbations in Kerr (see their
Fig. 12) allowing for the error to be quantified.

This is the first of a series of upcoming papers studying
circular geodesic motion of a point-particle. Here we will
show competitive accuracy to frequency domain methods
with a simple yet elegant proof-of-concept implementa-
tion in Mathematica, and we will then show a prelimi-
nary evaluation of the fields and it’s derivatives. In an
upcoming paper [110] we will show how we can compute
the scalar self-force surpassing all the aforementioned dif-
ficulties with not one but two numerical methods in the
time-domain, the second method following the recipe of
[111]. Lastly, in future work [112], we will aim to finalise
the computation for the fully regularised GSF corrobo-
rating the results of [38, 39].

This paper is organised as follows. In Section II we
revisit the necessary theoretical background to under-
stand the problem of modelling gravitational perturba-
tions induced by the point-particle on a Schwarzschild
background prescribing circular geodesic motion. This
section is further complemented by Appendix A. In Sec-
tion III we introduce our numerical framework to solve
this problem, complemented by Appendix B and C. In
Section IV we introduce our results substantiating them
with Appendix D. Finally in Section V we summarise our
results and motivate our upcoming work.

The conventions that we follow throughout this work
are: Greek indices denote 4D spacetime indices; lower-
case Latin letters are used for indices in the 2 dimensional
(t, r) Lorentzian manifold M2; and capital Latin letters
are used to refer to the 2D spherical space S2. We use
physical units in which G = c = 1 and metric signature
(−,+,+,+).
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Case Author(s) Domain Gauge Strategy
Newtonian Potential: Pfenning & Poisson [113] direct, analytic
Schwarzschild: Barack & Lousto [114] Time Regge-Wheeler mode sum, numerical,
radial geodesics (1 + 1D evolution)
Schwarzschild: Keidl et al [115] Radiation analytic,
static geodesics regularisation
Schwarzschild: Barack & Sago [116] Time Lorenz mode-sum, (1 + 1D evolution)
circular geodesics Dolan & Barack [117] effective-source, (2 + 1D evolution)

This work Regge-Wheeler mode sum & flux balance,
(1 + 1D evolution)

Akçay [62] Frequency Lorenz mode sum, numerical
Merlin & Shah [118]
Berndtson [119]
Durkan [13]
Keidl et al [120] Radiation
Shahet al [121]
Detweiler [122] Regge-Wheeler
Berndtson [119]
Thompson et al [38, 39]
Durkan [13]

with spinning secondary Mathews et al [123]

Schwarzschild: Barack & Sago [124, 125] Time Lorenz mode-sum,
eccentric geodesics (1 + 1D evolution)

Akçay et al [63] Frequency Lorenz mode-sum, numerical
Osburn et al [126]

osculating Warburton et al [127]
Osburn et al [128]

Kerr: Shah et al [129] Frequency Radiation mode-sum, numerical
circular geodesics
osculating geodesics Lynch et al [130]

Isoyama et al [131] Frequency, Radiation, effective, numerical
Time Lorenz

Kerr: van de Meent & Shah [27] Frequency Radiation mode-sum, numerical
eccentric geodesics

equatorial van de Meent [27, 51]
generic van de Meent [34]
NITa & osculating Lynch et al [35]

a near-identity (averaging) transformations

TABLE I. Summary table of the previous work on computing the first-order gravitational self-force by the radiation reaction
community. This tables builds up from Table 3 and Table 1 of, [42, 43], respectively, though strictly restricted to works where
an explicit GSF result is numerically given.

II. GRAVITATIONAL PERTURBATIONS ON
SCHWARZSCHILD IN THE TIME DOMAIN

In this section we briefly review the perturbation for-
malism we adapt to model the point-particle behaviour
on a circular geodesic around the non-rotating supermas-
sive BH. We show how this model yields a simple 1+1D
wave-like inhomogeneous PDE problem which admits a
weak-form.

A. Point-particle on circular geodesic motion
around a non-rotating supermassive black hole

We can express the Schwarzschild spacetime as a 4-
dimensional manifold M with coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ) and
metric:

ds2 = ḡabdx
adxb + r2ω̄ABdθ

AdθB .

= −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2

(
dθ2 + sin θ2dϕ2

)
, (2)

with f(r) = 1− 2M/r.
The standard approach in numerical BHPT is to split

this spacetime into two sub manifolds, M = M2 ×S2: a
2D Lorentzian manifoldM2 with coordinates xa = {t, r},
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covariant under two-dimensional coordinate transforma-
tions xa → x′a, and a 2D spherical space, S2, with coor-
dinates θA = {θ, ϕ}. We further note the 2D tensor ḡab
and the scalar coordinate r are functions of the coordi-
nates xa and ω̄AB = diag(1, sin2 θ).
Following our ansatz solution in Eq. (1), we expand

the Einstein tensor Gαβ to linear order in hαβ , such
that Gαβ = Ḡαβ − δGαβ/2 + O(ϵ2). We know that the
Schwarzschild metric is a solution to the Einstein vac-
uum equations, Ḡαβ = 0, thereby to first-order in the
mass-ratio ϵ it suffices to write

δGαβ = −16πTαβ . (3)

Considering the case where we have some external matter
represented by the stress-energy tensor Tαβ , written in
terms of Dirac-δ distributions which reflect the point-
particle model of our compact object of mass µ following
a geodesic given as zµ(τ) = {tp(τ), rp(τ), θp(τ), ϕp(τ)},
we have

Tαβ = µ

∫ ∞

∞

uαuβ√
−g

δ4(xµ − zµ(τ)) dτ

= µ
uαuβ
utrp(t)2

δ(r − rp(t))δ(θ − θp(t))δ(ϕ− ϕp(t)), (4)

where τ is the particle’s proper time. We benchmark
our numerical framework with the motion of the particle
along a circular equatorial geodesic in the Schwarzschild
spacetime, where zµ(τ) = {tp(τ), rp(τ) = rp, θp(τ) =
π
2 , ϕp(τ)}. One can parameterise the particle’s four-
trajectory zµ(τ) in terms of its specific energy and an-
gular momentum {E ,L} given as

E =
f√

1− 3M/r
, L =

√
rM

1− 3Mr
. (5)

The four-velocity uµ = dzµ/ds has then components

ut =
E
f
, (ur)2 = E2 − U2, uθ = 0, uϕ =

L
r2
, (6)

where U2 = f(r)(1 + L2/r2). For circular orbits we can
further show the orbit’s physical frequency satisfies Ke-
pler’s law given by(

dϕ

dt

)2

= Ω2 =
M

r3p
. (7)

B. The Regge-Wheeler-Zerilli Formalism

We first test our algorithm by solving for two scalar
master functions obtained by Regge-Wheeler [36] and
Zerilli [37], RWZ, in terms of the metric perturbations
for the polar and axial cases. We follow the gauge invari-
ant approach of [38, 39] with the axial or odd-parity, “a”,
perturbative treatment given by the Regge-Wheeler mas-
ter function [36] and the polar or even-parity, “p” given

by the Zerilli-Moncrief master functions [132]. Each of
these master functions satisfies a 1+1D hyperbolic wave
equation[

−∂2t + ∂2r∗ − V
a/p
l (r)

]
Ψ(t, r)

a/p
lm = S

a/p
lm (t, r), (8)

with r∗ = r+2M log(r/2M − 1) the tortoise coordinate.

Furthermore the potential V
a/p
l (r) refers to the axial and

polar potentials respectively, given as,

V a
l (r) =

f

r2

[
(λ+ 2)− 6M

r

]
, (9)

V p
l (r) =

2f

r2

[
λ2(λ+ 2)r3 + 6M(κλr + 12M2)

rκ2

]
,(10)

where λ = (l + 2)(l − 1)/2 and κ = 6M + λr.

The source S
a/p
lm (t, r) is usually given as,

S
a/p
lm (t, r) = G

a/p
lm (t, r)δ (r − rp(t))

+F
a/p
lm (t, r)δ′(r − rp(t)). (11)

We can further expand this with respect to the particle
worldline by using selection property Eq. (A49),

S
a/p
lm (t, rp(t)) = F

a/p
lm (t, rp(t))δ

′(r − rp(t))

+

[
G

a/p
lm (t, r)− ∂rF

a/p
lm (t, r))

]∣∣∣∣
r=rp

δ(r − rp(t)). (12)

For simplicity, and following [133] we re-define the source
term functions given in Eq. (11) as,

F̄
a/p
lm (t) = F

a/p
lm (t, rp(t)), (13)

Ḡ
a/p
lm (t) =

[
G

a/p
lm (t, r)− ∂rF

a/p
lm (t, r)

]∣∣∣∣
r=rp

. (14)

C. The weak-form solution to the inhomogenous
RWZ master functions

Given the presence of distributional term δ(r−rp) and
its radial derivative we need to extend the homogeneous
solutions for the master functions Ψa/p to a weak-form
solution [133] 2 as they approach the particle position,
rp, from the left (−) and right (+) limits,

Ψlm(t, r) = Ψ+
lm(t, r)Θ[r − rp(t)] + Ψ−

lm(t, r)Θ[rp(t)− r],
(15)

2 We further clarify here, by weak-form solution we refer to a gen-
eral weak solution to the PDE, which is smooth but may have
a set of measure zero non-differentiable or limited differentiable
points.
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where Θ(z) is the Heaviside function defined via

Θ(z) =

 1 for z > 0,
1
2 for z = 0,
0 for z < 0.

(16)

The functions Ψ±
lm(t, r) satisfy the homogeneous RWZ

equations and the jump of the retarded field (as well as
its derivatives) at the particle’s trajectory is defined via,

[[Ψ]](t) = lim
ϵ→0+

[
Ψ(t, rp(t) + ϵ)−Ψ(t, rp(t)− ϵ)

]
,

=
E2

f2pU
2
p

F̄ a,p
lm (t), (17)

[[Ψr]](t) =
E2

f2pU
2
p

[
Ḡa,p

lm (t)

+
1

U2
p r

2
p

(
3M − L2

rp
+

5ML2

r2p

)
F̄ a,p
lm (t)

−2ṙp
d

dt

(
[[Ψ]](t)

)]
; (18)

[[Ψt]](t) = ∂t[[Ψ]](t)− ṙp[[Ψr]](t); (19)

[[Ψr∗ ]](t) = fp[[Ψr]](t). (20)

Here, we follow the jump formalism of ref. [133] to facil-
itate future work and comparisons and indicate a deriva-
tive with a subscript. We further include in Appendices
A and B a full derivation of the jump conditions and the

explicit form of terms F̄
a/p
lm (t) and Ḡ

a/p
lm (t), respectively.

III. HYPERBOLOIDAL TIME-SYMMETRIC
DISCONTINUOUS COLLOCATION NUMERICAL
ALGORITHM WITH HIGHER ORDER JUMPS

Here we describe our novel numerical algorithm, ad-
dressing all three main difficulties reviewed in Section I.
Numerically, we tackle this problem through the method
of lines (MoL) framework, which usually prescribes four
essential stages: picking boundary and initial conditions,
followed by reducing the system to first-order with spatial
discretisation and then integrating in time. Our 1 + 1D
wave-like inhomogeneous equation is a hyperbolic PDE
of the type

∂tU = L U+ S, U =

(
Ψ
Π,

)
(21)

where L is a spatial differential operator and Ψ
a/p
lm (t, r),

Π
a/p
lm (t, r) are the RWZ master functions and their par-

tial derivatives with respect to time, respectively, given
explicitly in Eq. (8).

We then show how we build hyperboloidal discontinu-
ous spatial and temporal discretisations by building upon
well-established Lagrange interpolation methods. Our
work takes full advantage of the fact that we know all
the information associated with the distributional part of
the problem represented by the coefficients on the RHS
of Eq. (8), here represented by S.

A. Boundary conditions - a hyperboloidal slicing
approach

As reviewed in Section I, difficulty 2, associated with
the outer radiation problem, can be avoided altogether
with the use of hyperboloidal methods. We choose to
fully map our problem into a new set of coordinate trans-
formations through applying a hyperboloidal slice, such
that t → t(τ, σ), σ → r(σ) [94]. We employ the so-
called “scri-fixing technique” [134] to construct the hy-
perboloidal slices. Specifically, the coordinate transfor-
mations are given by,

t = λ (τ −H(σ)) , r =
2M

σ
, (22)

where λ is a length scale of the spacetime, conveniently
fixed here to λ = 4M . We follow the the strategy in
[100, 101, 135, 136], which fixes the height function to,

H(σ) =
1

2

[
ln(1− σ)− 1

σ
+ ln(σ)

]
. (23)

In these coordinates, future null infinity is located at σ =
0, whereas the black hole horizon is at σ = 1.
To obtain the inhomogeneous wave equation in

hyperboloidal coordinates, we begin by abusing the

notation and identifying Ψ
a/p
lm (τ, σ) directly with

Ψ
a/p
lm (t(τ, σ), r(σ)). Then, the coordinate transformation

in Eq. (22) implies

∂t = λ−1∂τ , ∂r = − σ2

2M

(
∂σ +H ′(σ)∂τ

)
. (24)

Applying these chain rules to the wave equation (8) yields[
□− Vl(σ)

]
Ψ

a/p
lm (τ, σ) = Sa/p

ℓm (τ, σ) (25)

with

□Ψ =

(
− Γ(σ)∂2τΨ+ ε(σ)∂σ∂τΨ+ ρ(σ)∂τΨ

+χ(σ)∂2σΨ+ ι(σ)∂σΨ

)
. (26)

The coefficients on the above expression read

Γ(σ) =
σ2

4M2
(1 + σ), (27)

ε(σ) =
σ2

4M2
(1− 2σ2), (28)

ρ(σ) =
σ2

4M2
(2σ), (29)

χ(σ) =
σ2

4M2
σ2(1− σ), (30)

ι(σ) =
σ2

4M2
σ(2− 3σ), (31)

where we observe two features: (i) an overall factor
σ2/(4M2) in all functions; and (ii) the vanishing of the
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function χ(σ) at the boundaries σ = 0 and σ = 1. The
latter behaviour is a practical way of identifying the de-
sired outflow behaviour at future null infinity and the
horizon. Indeed, boundary conditions in this setup arise
directly from the regularity conditions that follow by im-
posing the wave equation directly at σ = 0 and σ = 1.
We also write S̃a/p(τ) as a time-dependent only func-

tion to conserve the convention established in Eq. (14)
which ensures our numerical algorithm is with respect
to the particle worldline. For the moment this is place-
holder notation and we will show in the next section how
the discontinuous nature of our problem will be correctly
incorporated into the algorithm. Furthermore we reduce
our problem to a set of coupled ODEs as given in Eq. (21),
simplifying Eq. (26) to the following system of equations,

∂τU = L U+ S, (32)

where U is now defined in hyperboloidal coordinates
(τ, σ) and L is given as,

L =

(
0 1
L1 L2

)
, (33)

with the operators

L1 =
1

Γ(σ)

(
χ(σ)∂2σ + ι(σ)∂σ − Vl(σ)

)
(34)

and

L2 =
1

Γ(σ)

(
ε(σ)∂σ − ρ(σ)

)
. (35)

The source vector S in Eq. (21) reads

S =

(
0

Sa/p
ℓm (τ)/Γ(σ)

)
. (36)

For convenience we introduce the tilde notation to de-
note division of the coefficients in the operator by Γ(σ),
e.g., ε̃(σ) = ε(σ)/Γ(σ). In what follows from the rest
of the numerical method, we will work entirely on the
Lorentzian manifold, M2, parameterised by the hyper-
boloidal coordinates xa = (τ, σ), with σp = 2M/rp re-
ferring to the particle position. To extract the wanted
physical quantities inherent to the (t, r, θ, ϕ) coordinates,
we revert back to the original system by careful applica-
tion of high-order chain rules.

B. Discontinuous Spatial Discretisation

In this section we address difficulty 1 on how we will
represent the Dirac-δ distribution. Before we introduce
this machinery, we need to address how we will discretise
in space the differential operators present in Eq. (33). We
will then correct these operations such that the distribu-
tional nature of the problem is fully accounted for.

1. Spatial discretisation through Lagrangian interpolation

We can discretise our field, given generically in
Eq. (21), and further specified in hyperboloidal coor-
dinates in Eqs. (32)-(33), U(τ, σ), in space such that
U(τ, σ) → U(τ, σi) := Ui(τ) = U(τ) where 0 ≤ σi ≤ 1
with the collocation nodes ranging from 0 < i < N .
Essentially, we discretise in space by building the collo-
cation polynomial of degree N ,

p(σ) =

N∑
j=0

cjσ
j , (37)

determined by solving the linear algebraic system of con-
ditions specifically given as,

p(σi) = Ui, (38)

for the coefficients cj . Rewriting it in Lagrangian formu-
lae we have the Lagrange interpolating polynomial (LIP),

p(σ) =

N∑
j=0

Ujπj(σ) (39)

where πj(σ) is the Lagrange basis polynomial (LBP)
given as,

πj(σ) =

N∏
k=0,
k ̸=j

σ − σk
σj − σk

. (40)

We can then, by acting on the LIP as given in Eq. (39),
differentiate (or integrate) our field U any n-th times,
explicitly,

U (n)(σi) ≈ p(n)(σi) =

N∑
j=0

D
(n)
ij Uj , (41)

where,

D
(n)
ij = π

(n)
j (σi). (42)

We will now explicitly give the form of spatial differential
operators given in Eq. ((32),(33)) and later discretised
as Eq. (41) by using both spectral and finite-difference
collocation methods [102].
For the spectral method, the Chebyshev-Gauss-

Lobatto collocation nodes are given by,

σi =
a+ b

2
+
b− a

2
zi,

zi = − cos θi, θi =
iπ

N
, i = 0, 1, ..., N (43)

yielding,

D
(1)
ij =

2

b− a


ci(−1)i+j

cj(zi−zj)
i ̸= j

− zj
2(1−z2

j )
i = j ̸= 0, N

− 2N2+1
6 i = j = 0

2N2+1
6 i = j = N

(44)



10

for the first-derivative matrix, and

D
(2)
ij =

(
2

b− a

)2



(−1)i+j

cj

z2i +zizj−2

(1−z2i )(zi−zj)
2 i ̸= j, i ̸= 0, N

2
3

(−1)j

cj

(2N2+1)(1+zj)−6

(1+zj)
2 i ̸= j, i = 0

2
3

(−1)j+N

cj

(2N2+1)(1−zj)−6

(1−zj)
2 i ̸= j, i = N

− (N2−1)(1−z2j )+3

3(1−z2j )
2 i = j, i ̸= 0, N

N4−1
15

i = j = 0 or N
(45)

for the second-derivative matrix. We also further note,
alternatively we could compute the dot product from

Eq. (44), such that D
(2)
ij = D

(1)
ij ·D(1)

ij .
For finite-difference methods we use equidistant nodes,

σi = a+ i
b− a

N
, i = 0, 1, .., N (46)

and resort to the fast library of the Wolfram Language
which uses Fornberg’s algorithm to compute higher-order

derivatives, D
(n)
ij , obtained through the command,

Dn =
NDSolve‘FiniteDifferenceDerivative
[Derivative[n],X,
"DifferenceOrder" -> "4"]
@ "DifferentiationMatrix"//Normal//
Developer‘ToPackedArray//SparsedArray.

It is important to note in the minimal gauge the interval
[a, b] is defined as [0, 1].

2. Discontinuous generalisation of the Lagrange
interpolation method by incorporating higher order jumps

We then construct the discontinuous generalisation to
the Lagrange interpolation briefly reviewed above. This
was put forward generically in [105] and later improved
by [106, 107, 109]. This method uses higher order jumps
as input, where here by jump we mean exactly that we
can take advantage of the fact we know the location of
the particle, σp, a priori, such that it holds to write the
master field RWZ variables a combination of jumps in
their fields and derivatives. Hence,

Ψ(m)(σ+
p )−Ψ(m)(σ−

p ) = Jm(τ), m = 0, 1, ...,∞ (47)

where explicitly, albeit in (t, r) coordinates this have been
given for the first m = 0, 1 orders in Eq. ((17)- (18)) and
will be later specified in hyperboloidal coordinates after it
has been adequately incorporated within the Lagrangian
method described above. Essentially we take our weak-
form of the solution to the master RWZ functions as given
in Eq. (15) and rewrite it as a generic collocation poly-
nomial,

p(σ) = p+(σ)Θ(σ − σp) + p−(σ)Θ(σp − σ), (48)

where the right/left interpolating polynomials are given
respectively as

p+(σ) =

N∑
j=0

c+j (σp)
j , p−(σ) =

N∑
j=0

c−j (σp)
j . (49)

By solving Eqs. (49) as a system of algebraic equations
with the collocation conditions given by

Ψi =

{
p+(σi), σi > σp,
p−(σi), σi < σp,

(50)

we determine half of the (2N+2) polynomial coefficients,
c±j . The remaining coefficients are then determined by

imposing the jump conditions in Eq. (48) as,

p
(m)
+ (σp)− p

(m)
− (σp) =

{
Jm, m = 0, 1, ...,M
0, m =M + 1, ..., N

. (51)

where hereM ranges from [−1, ..., N ] and theM = N+1
jumps are left unspecified until when studying the num-
ber of jumps optimal to the algorithm’s implementation
for the particular physical model here studied. We then
rewrite everything in the LBP, πj(σ), as given in Eq. (40)
which varies depending on whether we choose to work in
a spectral Eq. (43) or a finite-difference Eq. (46) colloca-
tion methods. It then suffices to solve algebraically the
interpolating piecewise polynomial,

p±(σ) =

N∑
j=0

C±
j (σp)πj(σ). (52)

Specifically we have the algebraic conditions,

C+
j (σp) = Ψj +Θ(σp − σj)g(σj − σp), (53)

C−
j (σp) = Ψj −Θ(σj − σp)g(σj − σp), (54)

where,

g(σj − σ) =

M∑
m=0

Jm
k!

(σj − σp)
m (55)

are the weights computed from the jump conditions
derived at the discontinuity σp. Finally, substituting
Eqs. ((52)-(54)) into Eq. (48) we get the generic interpo-
lating piecewise polynomial,

p(σ) =

N∑
j=0

[
Ψj +∆Ψ(σj − σp;σ − σp)

]
πj(σ) (56)

where the ∆Ψ function is given by

∆Ψ(σj − σp;σ − σp) =

=

[
Θ(σ − σp)Θ(σp − σj)

−Θ(σp − σ)Θ(σj − σp)

]
g(σj − σp)

=

[
Θ(σi − σp)−Θ(σj − σp)

]
g(σj − σp). (57)
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In the end we approximate our master RWZ field vari-
ables as given in Eq. (25) by

Ψ(τ, σ) ≈
N∑
j=0

[
Ψj(τ)+∆Ψ(σj −σp(τ);σ−σp(τ))

]
πj(σ).

(58)
To be precise, all the differential operators in Eq. 25 and
further specified in Eqs. ((28)-(31)) will be computed
through discontinuous differentiation as,

∂nσ (τ, σ)Ψ|σ=σi
= p(n)(σ)

=

N∑
j=0

D
(n)
ij Ψj + s

(n)
i (τ), (59)

where s
(n)
i (τ) is given as

s
(n)
i (τ) =

N∑
j=0

D
(n)
ij ∆Ψ

(
σj − σp(τ);σi − σp(τ)

)
(60)

and the user-specifiable high-order jumps in Eq. (55) ob-
tained through the computation of the higher order re-
currence relation given as,

Jm+2(τ) = −γ2
∞∑

m=0

[ m∑
k=0

(
m

k

)(
ε(k)(σp)J̇n+1−k + ρ(k)(σp)(J̇m−k − σ̇pJm+1−k)

+ι(k)(σp)Jm+1−k − V (k)(σp)Jm−k + Γ(k)(J̈m−k − 2J̇m+1−kσ̇p − Jm+1−kσ̈p)

)
+

m∑
k=1

(
m

k

)
Jm+2−k

(
ε(k)(σp)σ̇p + χ(k)(σp)

)]
. (61)

where here for simplicity the time dependence on the
RHS of the jumps has been suppressed and we have,
γ−2 =

(
σ̇2
pΓ(σp) − σ̇pε(σp) − χ(σp)

)
. Furthermore we

note the initialising jumps J0(τ), J1(τ), given explicitly
in Eqs. ((C12), (C13)), are obtained through careful im-
plementation of the chain rule and Dirac-δ distribution
composition rules as given in Eqs. ((A50)-(A51)) acting
on the J0(t), J1(t) jumps as given in Eqs. ((17)-(19)) fol-
lowing the derivation in Appendices A 1 and C. We also
note for the derivation of the jumps, as described thor-
oughly in Eqs. ((C7)- (C11)) we work with the source
term without dividing by the Γ(σ), as one may be misled
by Eq. (36). This is then accounted for by incorporation
of the source terms through Eq. (59) and explicitly given
in Eqs. ((C4) - (C6)).

C. Discontinuous Time Integration

Finally we address difficulty 3 by applying a new class
of geometric integrators as put forward in our previous
work [102]. That work introduced a numerical evolution
scheme based on Hermite integration which has time-
reversal symmetry and is unconditionally stable, ensuring
symplectic structure and energy are conserved through-
out long-time evolutions. Mathematically, we apply the
fundamental theorem of calculus and discretise in time,
as:

U(τn+1) = Un +

∫ τn+1

τn

L ·U(τ) dτ, (62)

By building a 2 point-Hermite interpolant, we then get
the fourth order Hermite rule

Un+1 = Un +
∆τ

2
L · (Un +Un+1)

+
∆τ2

12
L · (U̇n − U̇n+1) +O(∆τ5). (63)

Furthermore we can write this in an explicit form as,

Un+1 =

(
I− ∆τ

2
L+

∆τ2

12
L2 + · · ·

)−1

·(
I+

∆τ

2
L+

∆τ2

12
L2 + · · ·

)
·Un, (64)

where we have replaced the time derivatives as U̇ = L ·
U. This effectively amounts to a fourth-order numerical
evolution scheme as showed by our preliminary results
in [102].
We note for second-order implementation of Eq. (62),

it is essentially the trapezium rule, and Eq. (63) yields the
Crank-Nicholson scheme, which can be written in a sim-
ilar fashion, i.e., in an implicit-turned-explicit form and
solved through self-consistent iteration (Iterated Crank-
Nicholson, ICN). In the past, when attempting to use
implicit-turned-explicit evolution schemes hoping to re-
tain the benefits of a geometric integrator schemes, such
as ICN [103], it was expected that iterating more than
twice would not lead to improvements, however, as we
show in [107, 109] we recover time-symmetry and con-
serve energy with increasing number of iterations.
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To reduce the number of stored matrix operations and
minimise round-off error, we further rewrite Eq. (64) as

Un+1 = Un +

[
I− ∆t

2
L ·

(
I− ∆t

6
L

)]
·Un. (65)

To account for the discontinuous nature of the numerical
problem we will use a similar scheme attained through
similar logic as described above in Section III B This
has been outlined in detail in [105] and later adapted
to the hyperboloidal case by [106, 107, 109]. Specifically,
Eq. (62) has the additional integrals,

Un+1 = Un + L.

∫ τn+1

τn

Un dτ +

∫ τn+1

τn

s̃(τ) dτ + [[Υ]]i,

(66)

where s̃(τ) accounts for the source terms introduced by
the discontinuous discretisation highlighted in Section
III B by Eq. (60) describing all the differential operators
associated with Eq. (25), given specifically as

s̃(τ) =

(
0

s̃
(1)
Ψ + s̃

(2)
Ψ + s̃

(1)
Π

)
, (67)

and explicitly given in Eq. ((C4)-(C6)). Additionally we
have in Eq. (66),

[[Υ]]i =

∫ τn+1

τn

S̃(τ)δ(σi − σp)dτ (68)

which as shown in [105], only switches on when the par-
ticle worldline crosses the numerical grid σi at a time
ti = [τn, τn+1]. The S̃(τ) vector follows directly from the
RHS of Eq. (25) and is given as,

S̃(τ) =
(
F̄ (τ)
Ḡ(τ)

)
. (69)

where here we loosely use the F̄ (τ), Ḡ(τ) notation to
refer to the coefficients associated with the distributional
sources.

Finally, we solve the PDE problem in Eq. (21) through
the MoL recipe. We obtain the following generic fourth-
order Hermite evolution scheme,

Un+1 = Un +

∆τ

[(
I − ∆τ

2
·
(
I − ∆τ

6
L

))−1

·(
L ·

(
Un +

∆τ

12
(sn − sn+1)

))
+ J(∆τ,∆τi)

+
1

2
(sn + sn+1) +

∆τ

12
(ṡn − ṡn+1)

+ [[Υ]]i

]
, (70)

where s, ṡ are given by Eq. 67; ∆τi is the interval from τn
to the crossing time τi, satisfying σp(τi) = σ(τ)i for some
i and J(∆τ,∆τi) is a vector including the jumps in U
resulting from integrating in time with the discontinuous
collocation algorithm, again where the Lagrange formula
has been corrected to account for the temporal jumps.
Explicit form of this can be found in Appendix C 2. We
note that as we are studying circular geodesic motion,
this jump vanishes, but when we apply our algorithm to
eccentric/radial in-fall motion this will be necessary due
to the inherent time dependencies.

D. Initial Data

Our main goal is to compare our work to the reference
frequency domain work of [30, 39] and the time domain
codes of [79, 81, 86, 89]. With the exception of [86] all
of the aforementioned TD computations used trivial ini-
tial data, where Ψ(0, σ) = Π(0, σ) = 0 and, here, we
too choose trivial initial data. This non-physical initial
data produces spurious “junk” radiation which decays as
t−2l−3 [137]. We discard data from the first few orbits to
ensure the system has reach a steady-state. Studying the
potential contributions by Jost solutions [83, 87] into our
hyperboloidal implementation for a full self-force compu-
tation goes beyond the scope of this paper and it may be
subject of further works. We will briefly revisit the IVP
in Section IVA and V.

IV. COMPUTING THE NUMERICAL
SOLUTION TO THE RWZ MASTER FUNCTIONS

In this section we present our results emphasising the
improvement our numerical framework brings to time-
domain methods when solving a distributionally sourced
equation of the type Eq. 25, allowing us to compute rel-
evant physical quantities to high accuracy. We focus on
the case for a point-particle on a circular geodesic with
orbital radius of rp = 7.9456M . 3 The main numeri-
cal test from previous time-domain works in the Regge-
Wheeler gauge, see refs. [79, 81, 86, 96], has focused
on calculating the radiation fluxes at both infinity and
the horizon. Here we too compute these quantities and
compare to their results. However, most self-force com-
putational strategies require the evaluation of the fields
and their derivatives at the particle limit from the right
(which we call exterior solutions) and left (interior so-
lutions), thus we include this test as a sensible measure
of whether or not our algorithm can handle a full self-
force computation. Appendix D1 includes the imple-

3 We note this specific value choice of rp = 7.9456M was originally
made by Martel in [79] and later adapted by the community,
though the choice has no specific physical significance we are
aware of [138] and can be interpreted as arbitrary.
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FIG. 1. Gravitational waveforms for a point-particle on a circular geodesic at σp = (2M/7.9456M) on a Schwarzschild
background. Top: Waveform for the axial component, (l,m) = (2, 1), of the Regge-Wheeler master function. Bottom:
Waveform for the polar component, (l,m) = (2, 2), of the Zerilli master function.

FIG. 2. Here we show the phase portrait of our numerical evolution for the field Ψp
2,2(τ, σ) at I +. From left to right and then

top to bottom, we include the evolution from an initial time of τ = {0, 40, 60, 100}. We determine a reasonable time to assume
all junk radiation to dissipate away and our simulation to be in steady-state to be at least τ > 100, corresponding to ignoring
the first 2.8 orbits as per Fig. 1. We will then show in the proceeding section that this can be more accurately measured when
all numerical optimisation factors are taken into consideration.
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mentation of our algorithm to the simpler problem, where
the vacuum equations of the scalar perturbation problem
are solved by studying the late-time behaviour obeying
Price’s Law [139]. These results complement our numeri-
cal work, validate our time-integration scheme and allow
for a self-contained understanding of the numerical strat-
egy described in the previous section.

A. Numerical Solution: symplectic structure and
discontinuities

We begin our numerical investigations by assessing if
the orbital behaviour of our system is as expected of a
point-particle on a circular geodesic. In Fig. 1 we show
the gravitational waveforms of axial and polar parity for
the modes (l,m) = {(2, 1), (2, 2)}, respectively. As we
can see at early times the field oscillates irregularly due
to the junk radiation resulting from trivial initial condi-
tions. Once we have waited sufficient time, the effect dis-
sipates away and the radiation emitted dominates, reach-
ing a steady-state. We observe, as expected for circular
motion, a periodic pattern where the field oscillates with
an angular frequency of mΩ.
The conservation of symplectic structure is of particu-

lar importance for our implicit-turned-explicit time inte-
grator. To assess this property, one must study the 2D
phase space trajectory. Fig. 2 displays the field Ψℓm plot-
ted versus its time derivative Πℓm at I +. The conser-
vation of the symplectic structure implies that the phase
space trajectory is closed. The particular closed trajec-
tory must be a circle due to the constant energy associ-
ated with the circular geodesic motion.

Here, we can also see from the first three plots, at early
times of τ = {0, 40, 60} symplectic structure is not pre-
served, but only when steady-state is reached we observe
this feature. Both Figs.(1, 2) allow us to determine with
more confidence that to effectively extract relevant phys-
ical quantities, one should allow the evolution to run for
times longer than τ > 100, i.e ignoring the first 2.8 full
orbits as per Fig. 1. We find this observation to be of
high value given from Fig. 1 alone, one could be misled
into stopping at earlier times due to the periodic pat-
tern observed. In Appendix D2 we further corroborate
this observation with Fig. 12 showing the same minimal
time requirement for the radiation at the H. In Fig. 3
we can clearly observe that the discontinuous collocation
method is capable of resolving the problem, where we see
the discontinuities clearly around the particle position
σp = 2M/rp for either parity of the master functions.

B. Radiation measurements at infinity and the
event horizon

The accuracy of time domain methods is traditionally
checked by computing the total power radiated through
the energy and angular momentum fluxes at infinity I +
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-2

0

2

4

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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FIG. 3. Retarded hyperboloidal field, Ψ(τ, σ) for a point-
particle on a circular geodesic at σp as calculated from
Eq. (22) where rp = 7.9456M and τ = 100 on a Schwarzschild
background extending from the future-null infinity, I + at
σ = 0 to the future event horizon H at σ = 1. Top: Regge-
Wheeler field’s axial component, (l,m) = (2, 1) Bottom:
Zerilli’s polar component, (l,m) = (2, 2).

and the horizon H [79, 81, 86, 96]. In this work we follow
the gauge invariant formalism of [141–143] and compute
the energy fluxes radiated down to the H and out to I +

the black hole as,

Ėa(r)

∣∣∣∣
I+/H

=
1

16π

∑
l,m

l(l + 1)

(l − 1)(l + 2)

[
∂Ψa

lm(t, r)

∂t

]2∣∣∣∣
I+/H

, (71)

Ėp(r)

∣∣∣∣
I+/H

=
1

4π

∑
l,m

(l + 2)(l − 1)

l(l + 1)

[
∂Ψp

lm(t, r)

∂t

]2∣∣∣∣
I+/H

. (72)

For the angular momentum fluxes we use,

L̇a(r)

∣∣∣∣
I+/H

=

=
1

16π

∑
l,m

l(l + 1)im

(l − 1)(l + 2)

[
∂Ψa

lm(t, r)

∂t
Ψ∗,a(t, r)

]∣∣∣∣
I+/H

, (73)

L̇p(r)

∣∣∣∣
I+/H

=

=
1

4π

∑
l,m

(l − 1)(l + 2)im

l(l + 1)

[
∂Ψp

lm(t, r)

∂t
Ψ∗,p(t, r)

]∣∣∣∣
I+/H

. (74)

We note that these flux formulas differ from the con-
vention adapted in [79, 81, 86, 96, 133]. Regardless, one



15

(l,m) Ė∞
lm Ė∞

lm,MP [79] Ė∞
lm,SL [81] Ė∞

lm,BNA [96]
(2,2) 1.70621954× 10−4 1.7051× 10−4 1.7064× 10−4 1.7065× 10−4

(2,1) 8.16304023× 10−7 8.1623× 10−7 8.1662× 10−7 8.1632× 10−7

(3,3) 2.54706161× 10−5 2.5432× 10−5 2.5475× 10−5 2.5481× 10−5

(3,2) 2.5198449× 10−7 2.5164× 10−7 2.5204× 10−7 2.5203× 10−7

(3,1) 2.1730303× 10−9 2.1741× 10−7 2.1732× 10−9 2.1740× 10−9

(4,4) 4.7253849× 10−6 4.7080× 10−6 4.7270× 10−6 4.7289× 10−6

(4,3) 5.774899× 10−8 5.7464× 10−8 5.7765× 10−8 5.7777× 10−8

(4,2) 2.508984× 10−9 2.4986× 10−9 2.5099× 10−9 2.5112× 10−9

(4,1) 8.39527× 10−13 8.3507× 10−13 8.4055× 10−13 8.4001× 10−13

(5,5) 9.455964× 10−7 9.3835× 10−7 9.4616× 10−7 9.4660× 10−7

(5,4) 1.232377× 10−8 1.2193× 10−8 1.2329× 10−8 1.2334× 10−8

(5,3) 1.093226× 10−9 1.0830× 10−9 1.0936× 10−9 1.0948× 10−9

(5,2) 2.78952× 10−12 2.7587× 10−12 2.7909× 10−12 2.7925× 10−12

(5,1) 1.2593× 10−15 1.2544× 10−15 1.2607× 10−15 1.2612× 10−15

Total 2.02907692× 10−4 2.0273× 10−4 2.0293× 10−4 2.0292× 10−4

η a 1.1× 10−9 0.2% 0.005% 0.02%

a We note that here, for the other time domain codes, the error is as stated in their publications

TABLE II. Comparison of energy fluxes at I +, in units of (M/µ)2, against reference FD values and other time domain codes.
Column 2 displays the tabulated flux values by Martel & Poisson; Columns 3 and 4 show the fluxes computed by Sopuerta et
al. and Bernuzzi et al. teams, [81, 96], respectively. We note we do not include comparison with Table I of [86] though one can
visibly see a discrepancy against the reference values and the value attained with their method.

(l,m) L̇∞
lm L̇∞

lm,MP [79] L̇∞
lm,SL[81] L̇∞

lm,BNA [96]
(2,2) 3.82142165× 10−3 3.8164× 10−3 3.8219× 10−3 3.8220× 10−3

(2,1) 1.8282769× 10−5 1.8270× 10−5 1.8283× 10−5 1.8283× 10−5

(3,3) 5.7046564× 10−4 5.6878× 10−4 5.7057× 10−4 5.7070× 10−4

(3,2) 5.6436993× 10−6 5.6262× 10−6 5.6450× 10−6 5.6448× 10−6

(3,1) 4.8669382× 10−8 4.8684× 10−8 4.8675× 10−8 4.8691× 10−8

(4,4) 1.058344951× 10−4 1.0518× 10−4 1.0586× 10−4 1.0591× 10−4

(4,3) 1.2934048× 10−6 1.2933× 10−6 1.2937× 10−6 1.2940× 10−6

(4,2) 5.619375× 10−8 5.5926× 10−8 5.6215× 10−8 5.6243× 10−8

(4,1) 1.880290× 10−11 1.8692× 10−11 1.8825× 10−11 1.8814× 10−11

(5,5) 2.1178533× 10−5 2.0933× 10−5 2.1190× 10−5 2.1201× 10−5

(5,4) 2.760156× 10−7 2.7114× 10−7 2.7613× 10−7 2.7625× 10−7

(5,3) 2.4485× 10−8 2.4227× 10−8 2.4494× 10−8 2.4520× 10−8

(5,2) 6.2477× 10−11 6.1679× 10−11 6.2509× 10−11 6.2543× 10−11

(5,1) 2.8205× 10−14 2.8090× 10−14 1.8237× 10−14 1.8814× 10−14

Total 4.54452565× 10−3 4.5399× 10−3 4.5446× 10−3 4.5454× 10−3

η a 2.8× 10−10 0.1% 0.02% 0.02%

a We note that here, for the other time domain codes, the error is as stated in their publications

TABLE III. Comparison of the angular momentum fluxes at I +, in units of (M/µ2), against reference FD values and other
time domain codes. Column 2 displays the first tabulated flux values by Martel & Poisson; Columns 3 and 4 show the fluxes
computed by Sopuerta et al. and Bernuzzi et al. teams, [81, 96], respectively. We note we do not include comparison with
Table I of [86] though one can visibly see a discrepancy against the reference values and the value attained with their method.

could choose to work in their conventions. For example in
[133], where the Cunningham-Price-Moncrief and Zerilli-
Moncrief versions of the RWZ master functions are used,
one can correct for the difference by multiplying the jump
terms given in Eq. ((17) - (20)) by a factor of 2 and use
their flux formulas as given by their Eq. (4.1).4

4 We also note the Black Hole Perturbation Toolkit [145] uses the

We compute the numerical error as given by the total
energy flux radiated into and out of the black hole,

Ėtotal = ĖI +

+ ĖH (75)

against a reference value as provided by previous state-
of-the-art frequency domain work [39], where a working

same convention as us in their Regge-Wheeler package.
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FIG. 4. Convergence study to determine the optimal time
discretisation step and the minimal time required for steady-
state evolution. Simulations were performed with N = 800
equidistant nodes and J = 11 jumps. Top: Convergence
plot determining the numerical error as given in Eq. (76) for
several discretisation time steps. Highest accuracy and satu-
ration reached faster for a time step of ∆τ = 0.02. Bottom:
Convergence rate showing the numerical error associated with
the choice of time discretisation size at the final evolution time
τmax = 400.

precision of 32 digits with error estimates of about 16
digits was used.5 The relative difference is defined as,

η =

∣∣∣∣1− Ėtotal

Ėref
total

∣∣∣∣. (76)

In our case the numerical method has four main factors
affecting its accuracy:

(i) number of nodes;

(ii) number of jumps;

(iii) minimal time for steady-state evolution;

(iv) time discretisation step size.

5 For details please see Section IV.C of [39] (or [141] for a more
in-depth discussion).
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FIG. 5. Convergence study to determine the optimal number
of equidistant nodes, N , for numerical evolution. Numerical
error is calculated via Eq. (76) against the reference solution
of [39]. Top: Convergence study determining the optimal
number of equidistant nodes required for accurate evolution.
Bottom: Convergence rate showing the numerical error as-
sociated with the choice of nodes at the final evolution time
τmax.

To determine the optimal factors for this particular
orbital set-up we performed several convergence tests as
visualised in Figs.(4-6). We started our numerical stud-
ies by trying to assess the minimal time required for ex-
traction of physical quantities and the time discretisation
step that we should utilise. From previous Figs. 1, 2, we
know at least this should be τ > 100. From Fig. 4 we
observed the simulation to reach saturation for the same
running time interval of, τ = [0, 400], with a discretisa-
tion time step of ∆τ = 0.02. Furthermore we can esti-
mate the minimal time for steady-state evolution and a
reasonable extraction point to be τmax = 400.
As observed in Fig. 5, optimal results are attained with

a number of nodes of N = 800 with a finite-difference
collocation scheme as given by Eq. (46); past this num-
ber we did not observe a significant improvement that
would justify the associated increase in simulation run-
ning time. From Fig. 6 it is furthermore clear the algo-
rithm needs at least 6 jumps for optimal performance,
and after this number accuracy seems to reach a plateau
regardless of the number of jumps used for this particular
physical quantity. Furthermore, given the required phys-
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FIG. 6. Convergence study to determine the optimal num-
ber of jumps, J , for numerical evolution. Numerical error
is calculated through Eq. (76) against the reference solution
of [39]. Top: Convergence study determining the optimal
number of jumps required for accurate evolution. Bottom:
Convergence rate showing the numerical error associated with
the choice of jumps at the final evolution time τmax.

rp Ėtotal η
7.9456M 2.03294497× 10−4 1.3× 10−9 [30, 39]

L̇total η
4.5531889267× 10−3 2.8× 10−11 [30, 39]

TABLE IV. Comparison of the total energy Ė, in units of
(M/µ)2 , and angular momentum L̇, in units of (M/µ2), fluxes
against the reference frequency domain values of [30, 39] for
a total of lmax = 20 modes.

ical quantities as given in Eq. (73), (74) are the same as
in the energy computation, it is reasonable to conclude
the optimisation factors choices hold.

From Tables II and III we observe a significant im-
provement with our numerical algorithm over the other
aforementioned time-domain methods validating all our
choices when addressing the three main difficulties con-
cerning handling the discontinuous nature of the prob-
lem, the use of radiation boundary conditions and choos-
ing a time integrator with conservative proprieties. To
further assess our numerical algorithm’s accuracy and
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FIG. 7. The l-mode contributions to the energy ĖTotal and
angular momentum L̇Total fluxes with units (M/µ)2, (M/µ2),
respectively, for a particle on a circular orbit rp = 7.9456M for
lmax = 20 modes from both our numerical time-domain algo-
rithm and the reference frequency domain work of [39]. Top:

l-mode contribution to the final result of the energy ĖTotal

and angular momentum L̇Total fluxes as displayed in Table
IV. Middle: ĖTotal and L̇Total modes convergence. Around
the lmax = 20 mode the individual contributions become in-
creasingly less significant, where in the last few l− modes is at
around 10−15/16. Bottom: Numerical error associated with
the individual modal contributions Ė†

Total/L̇
†
Total and the er-

ror associated with the increase of modal contributions to the
final value ĖTotal/L̇Total.

how it compares to frequency domain methods, we ex-
tend our study to include lmax = 20 modes. From Ta-
ble IV we see our numerical algorithm retains good ac-
curacy when summing over all 20 l-modes, showing a
clear improvement from all previous time domain work
[79, 81, 86, 96, 116] compared in this draft.

Furthermore from Fig. 7 we can get a clear understand-
ing of how our algorithm performs with each increasing l-
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FIG. 8. Numerical convergence study determining the opti-
mal numerical evolution factors for interpolation of the master
functions. Top: Convergence study to determine the optimal
number of jumps, found to be J = 11. Bottom: Conver-
gence study to determine the optimal number of Chebyshev
collocation nodes, given by N = 89.

mode contribution. From the bottom sub-figure it is clear
the error increases as the number of l-modes is increased;
this is because overall each (l,m) contribution decreases
up to around 10−15/16 for the l = 20 (as demonstrated
by the sub-figure in the middle). One could theoretically
investigate further how our algorithm would perform for
even higher modes using extended-precision computing,
though at this stage, where our implementation is merely
for proof-of-concept and to test the robustness of hyper-
boloidal algorithm we find this to be sufficient and moti-
vate future work with more sophisticated computational
resources [109, 146].

C. Numerical evaluation of the fields and its
derivatives at the particle limit

We now extend our studies to compare the fields and
derivatives at the particle. We do this with a two-fold
purpose: First, it allows us to understand if our numeri-
cal algorithm has potential to provide competitive results
to the frequency domain, and second, it may serve as sen-
sible benchmark for upcoming time domain codes. The
numerical results that follow are a preview of our upcom-
ing work [110, 112], and the final optimal values can only
be provided within the context of a full GSF computation
as will become clearer in this section. Nevertheless, the
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FIG. 9. Individual l-mode contribution to the numerical
error associated with the difference of our TD numerical ap-
proach versus the reference FD approach [39]. We note here
J0,1,2(tmax) correspond to the RWZ fields and its first two ra-
dial derivatives directly evaluated at the particle position of
rp = 7.9456M . We decided to also include the first temporal
jump, J̇1(tmax), i.e., the first time derivative of the field eval-
uated at the particle position Π(tmax, rp).

quantities here evaluated should be a sensible metric for
the applicability of any upcoming time-domain schemes.

We directly use Eq. (58) to interpolate the results at
the grid points onto the particle position of σp.

Interpolation for the field derivatives, necessary for any
metric perturbations and gravitational self-force compu-
tations (see for example Eqs. (63-68) of [39]), follows triv-
ially from this formula. We note, though, that the chain
rules (24) must be used when transforming back to the
physical quantities from the hyperboloidal ones. At this

stage, evaluating both the field Ψ
a/p
lm (t, r) and its time

derivative Π
a/p
lm (t, r) along with the first and second or-

der fields ∂rΨ
a/p
lm (t, r), ∂2rΨ

a/p
lm (t, r) is sufficient to assess

any algorithm’s suitability for a gravitational self-force
computation through a mode-sum approach.

For this part of our numerical work, we’ve chosen to
work with pseudospectral collocation nodes as given by
Eq. (43) due to significant accuracy improvements and
shorter simulation running time for evaluations at the
particle. As we have done in the previous section, we
start by studying the systematic error induced by the
four numerical parameters involved in the algorithm.
We initially restrain our numerical evaluations to the
(l,m) = (2, 2) mode of the RWZ master functions. It
is important to note that our reference values and any
numerical error calculations were done against the fre-
quency domain data of [39], where we have to Fourier
transform it to the hyperboloidal time-domain coordi-
nates.

Interestingly, albeit somewhat expected, we found all
the factors i)− iv) to be best determined by the highest-

order derivative, in this case, ∂2rΨ
a/p
lm (t, r). This is not

only due to the fact that round-off error tends to in-
crease with the increase of the differentiation order but
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also due to the fact we transform our quantities back from
hyperboloidal to physical coordinates in (t, r). These
transformations increase in complexity as the order of
differentiation increases requiring more combinations of
the physical fields arising from the chain rule. We found
the second-order spatial derivative to require a longer
evolution time to reach sufficient accuracy, and we will
thereby for now leave the determination of factor iv) for
future work and determine factor iii) based on the re-
sult for second-order radial field derivative. Nevertheless,
we complement our numerical work with Fig. 13 of Ap-
pendix D3 for these four particular physical quantities.
We found that a reasonable extraction time to be around
τmax = 10, 000. Even though this is 10× longer than
the simulation extraction time of Section IVB it is sub-
stantially faster due to the use of Chebyshev collocation
method. The determination of factor i) and factor ii)
is fully independent of whatever the field or its deriva-
tives we are studying. From Fig. 8 bottom figure it is
clear that there is a significant improvement as we in-
crease resolution. For now we pick N = 89 nodes as a
compromise with simulation run-time.

Perhaps one of the most relevant results in this paper
is the striking contrast between the top plot of Fig. 8 and
that of the previous section at the bottom of Fig. 6 for
the determination of the optimal number of jumps, J .
The latter very clearly reaches somewhat of a plateau,
whereas the former decreases in accuracy after an op-
timal jump number is reached. Unlike in the previous
section, where the fluxes are evaluated at the boundaries
of the numerical domain, here we want to evaluate the
fields and their derivatives at the particle limit (both the
interior and exterior solutions) and thus, here, interpola-
tion is unavoidable. As one should be able to infer from
Section III, increase in round-off error is certainly ex-
pected from the evaluation of the second part of Eq. (59),
i.e ∆Ψ (or whatever the equivalent for the field t- or r-
derivatives). This quantity inherits error from our higher
order jumps as given by Eq. 61, which by themselves in-
crease in round-off error with the increase of complexity
of the symbolically-derived m jump. We found J = 11
to be the optimal number of jumps for these particular
cases.

To further corroborate our hyperboloidal jump recur-
rence relation Eq. (61), we also studied the internal error
associated with the numerical method in obtaining the
first 3 radial jumps i.e J0,1,2(tmax) which corresponds to
the fields and their first order derivatives directly inter-
polated at the particle position of rp = 7.9456M . We
note we compare it to [39] but their values exactly at the
particle are the same as our input (t, r) jumps due to
their internal high order accuracy and use of extended
machine precision, therefore making this a sensible inter-
nal error measurement for our algorithm. In Fig. 9, like
in the previous section, we observe that error contribu-
tion increases with the individual l-mode increment.

Finally, in Fig. 10, we give the error projection ex-
pected with the increase of l-mode contributions for both
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FIG. 10. Individual l-mode contributions to the numerical
error between our time-domain results against the reference
values of [39]. Top: Numerical error individual l-mode con-
tributions for the RWZ master functions and its first-order
time derivative for both the interior and exterior solutions.
Bottom: Numerical error individual l-mode contributions
for both the interior and exterior solutions of the first- and
second-order radial derivatives of the RWZ master functions.

the interior and exterior solutions of the master functions
and their field derivatives, extracted at a final time of
τmax = 10, 000. As we observed in all our numerical ex-
periments there is a clear increase in error with the (l,m)
mode increment. Furthermore, in Table V and Table VI,
we give their values for the first l = 5 modes with the
individual error associated with each (l,m) mode com-
pared to the FD reference values [39] for the field and
its second-order radial derivative. We note, for future
reference we also include the first order time and radial
derivative values in Table VIII and Table IX.
For completion we have decided to also compute the

energy and angular momentum fluxes Ė, L̇ at I + with
this particular choices of optimisation factors i) − iv).
From Table VI, we have observed a drop in accuracy rel-
ative to the results in Section IVB, which should not
be interpreted as shortcoming of spectral methods, as
demonstrated in previous work they are highly accurate
[83, 111], but it should be clear that computations at the
“the infinities” and computations near the particle posi-
tion require individual numerical calibrations. Numerical
computational strategies that are optimal when directly
evaluating observables near infinity and the horizon may
not necessarily be optimal for evaluations at the particle’s
limit. These flux results still show a significant accuracy
improvement to those in the literature, [79, 81, 86, 96],
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(l,m) ΨInt(tmax, r) (M/µ) η ΨExt(tmax, r) (M/µ) η
(2,0) −0.765435516032 [8.4× 10−12] −2.34650128369 [3.1× 10−12]
(2,1) 0.1674885981− 0.657754692 i [4.0× 10−10] −0.5517582433 + 2.1622479784 i [1.2× 10−10]
(2,2) −0.6095837026− 0.3503516788 i [5.6× 10−10] −2.3094419314− 1.2777865523 i [1.5× 10−10]
(3,0) 0.6750964960 [1.9× 10−10] −1.43360187478 [6.9× 10−11]
(3,1) 0.1333028327− 0.5226482320 i [4.0× 10−10] 0.3103278798− 1.2167230295 i [1.2× 10−10]
(3,2) 0.524482252 + 0.286083329 i [1.5× 10−9] −1.165339811− 0.6358758585 i [6.9× 10−10]
(3,3) 0.3690237727− 0.39461705537 i [8.4× 10−10] 0.9988039774− 1.0717480472 i [2.7× 10−10]
(4,0) 0.4391898012 [9.0× 10−10] 0.8425472696 [3.6× 10−10]
(4,1) −0.142965907 + 0.560536688 i [5.2× 10−9] 0.253436339− 0.993666026 i [3.0× 10−9]
(4,2) 0.382871421 + 0.208893175 i [3.7× 10−9] 0.756109534 + 0.412530182 i [2.0× 10−9]
(4,3) −0.338922809 + 0.3644222016 i [2.6× 10−9] 0.624448668− 0.671381527 i [1.4× 10−9]
(4,4) 0.251765092 + 0.391540614 i [6.9× 10−9] 0.556176318 + 0.864498925 i [3.2× 10−9]
(5,0) −0.512066356 [2.6× 10−9] 0.809630295 [4.9× 10−10]
(5,1) −0.091895289 + 0.360300450 i [9.1× 10−9] −0.157513215 + 0.617573360 i [5.3× 10−9]
(5,2) −0.43186053− 0.23562113 i [1.0× 10−8] 0.689040619 + 0.375937407 i [6.6× 10−9]
(5,3) −0.253333769 + 0.272380868 i [2.9× 10−9] −0.4486443671 + 0.4823761295 i [1.9× 10−10]
(5,4) −0.22626337− 0.35153750 i [1.3× 10−8] 0.3722220864 + 0.5783187181 i [7.1× 10−10]
(5,5) −0.39386599825 + 0.131432408 i [6.0× 10−9] −0.7588309960 + 0.2532526950 i [3.1× 10−10]

TABLE V. Results for the first l = 5 modes for the RWZ master functions, i.e Ψ(tmax, r) for both the interior and exterior
solutions. We note the quantity in the square brackets is the numerical error computed as in Eq. (76) from converting the
frequency domain data as given by [39] to the time domain.

(l,m) ∂2
rΨ

Int(tmax, r) (M/µ)2 η ∂2
rΨ

Ext(tmax, r)(M/µ)2 η
(2,0) −0.06732365 [2.5× 10−8] −0.270077693 [4.3× 10−9]
(2,1) 0.01535267− 0.06029044 i [5.3× 10−8] −0.06577167 + 0.25777958 i [1.2× 10−8]
(2,2) −0.04540006− 0.02609435 i [3.8× 10−8] −0.229499779− 0.126538315 i [6.0× 10−9]
(3,0) 0.14535027 [6.7× 10−8] −0.36781897 [1.8× 10−8]
(3,1) 0.0277920− 0.1089657 i [1.4× 10−7] 0.07730855− 0.30310879 i [2.7× 10−8]
(3,2) 0.1057284 + 0.0576705 i [2.1× 10−7] −0.281438950− 0.15356627 i [5.0× 10−8]
(3,3) 0.0668216− 0.0714560 i [1.6× 10−7] 0.21855359− 0.23459612 i [9.4× 10−8]
(4,0) 0.1652312 [1.8× 10−7] 0.36238101 [2.6× 10−8]
(4,1) −0.0535780 + 0.2100671 i [3.0× 10−7] 0.1086065− 0.4258212 i [1.3× 10−7]
(4,2) 0.1387490 + 0.0757010 i [2.5× 10−7] 0.3139990 + 0.17131660 i [1.6× 10−7]
(4,3) −0.1176440 + 0.1264950 i [4.3× 10−7] 0.2490721− 0.2677930 i [2.2× 10−7]
(4,4) 0.0808013 + 0.1256608 i [2.5× 10−7] 0.2061707 + 0.3204449 i [1.1× 10−7]
(5,0) −0.2988317 [4.3× 10−7] 0.5264097 [1.1× 10−7]
(5,1) −0.0918953 + 0.3603005 i [3.5× 10−7] −0.1016144 + 0.3984065 i [2.6× 10−7]
(5,2) −0.2460227− 0.1342289 i [3.2× 10−7] 0.4378832 + 0.2389070 i [2.9× 10−7]
(5,3) −0.1395838 + 0.15007829 i [2.9× 10−7] −0.2762416 + 0.2970110 i [2.2× 10−7]
(5,4) −0.1194673− 0.1856122 i [5.8× 10−7] 0.2201230 + 0.34200318 i [4.3× 10−7]
(5,5) −0.1951357 + 0.0651164 i [3.5× 10−7] −0.4225279 + 0.1410168 i [2.0× 10−7]

TABLE VI. Results for the first l = 5 modes for the second-order radial derivative of the RWZ master functions, i.e ∂2
rΨ(tmax, r)

for both the interior and exterior solutions. We note the quantity in the square brackets is the numerical error computed as in
Eq.(76) from converting the frequency domain data as given by [39] to the time domain.

and we recommend further numerical studies specifically
tackling measurement of these quantities at the outer-
most boundaries.

Finally, we conclude our numerical algorithm is suit-
able for self-force computations regardless of the numer-
ical domain regions of interest for the computation of
physical quantities.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we present a new TD algorithm capable
of solving a distributionally sourced PDE with competi-
tive accuracy to FD methods. Previous implementations
[79, 81, 86, 96] in the TD for this problem have shown
three main difficulties: i) handling the Dirac-δ distribu-
tional source on the RHS of our problem; ii) the outer
radiation problem and iii) developing a time-integration
scheme that could handle an EMRI model with a long
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(l,m) Ė∞
lm L̇∞

lm
(2,2) 1.70621955× 10−4 3.8214217× 10−3

(2,1) 8.163040× 10−7 1.8282769× 10−5

(3,3) 2.547061× 10−5 5.704656× 10−4

(3,2) 2.519844× 10−7 5.643699× 10−6

(3,1) 2.1730× 10−9 4.86693× 10−8

(4,4) 4.72538× 10−6 1.058345× 10−4

(4,3) 5.7749× 10−8 1.29340× 10−6

(4,2) 2.5090× 10−9 5.619× 10−8

(4,1) 8.40× 10−13 1.880× 10−11

(5,5) 9.4560× 10−7 2.11785× 10−5

(5,4) 1.232× 10−8 2.760× 10−7

(5,3) 1.093× 10−9 2.448× 10−8

(5,2) 2.78× 10−12 6.24× 10−11

(5,1) 1.0× 10−15 3.0× 10−14

Total 2.0290770× 10−4 4.5445256× 10−3

η 3.8× 10−8 2.0× 10−8

TABLE VII. To complement Tables II, III and our numerical
studies in this section we include our energy and angular mo-
mentum fluxes at infinity usingN = 89 Chebyshev collocation
nodes as given in Eq.(43) with the optimisation numerical fac-
tor choices i)− iv) of Section IVC. We further note units for
the energy flux are given as (M/µ)2 and for the angular flux
as (M/µ2).

time-scale (months to years). In our work we show all
these difficulties can be avoided by using a suitable novel
numerical algorithm directly addressing them individu-
ally.

There are two main results in this body of work: an
accurate computation of TD energy and angular momen-
tum fluxes, and an accurate computation of the master
functions and their derivatives evaluated in the point-
particle limit. The first of our numerical tests showed
that highly accurate flux measurements are possible in
the TD with competitive performance to FD codes rela-
tive to previous computations performed for the same
numerical PDE problem in the Regge-Wheeler gauge
[79, 81, 86, 96] with both finite difference and pseudospec-
tral collocation methods. Not only does our work show
significant improvement for the first l = 5 modes as has
been previously tabulated in the literature, we also show
it can retain accuracy for at least lmax = 20 modes.
Despite being of high physical relevance, flux measure-

ments are not sufficient for a full self-force computation.
As has been discussed there are four main computational
strategies allowing the computation of both the conserva-
tive and dissipative components of the GSF. Flux balance
laws are an incomplete strategy as they only allow for
the computation of the dissipative component [116, 122].
Other strategies like mode-sum require the use of the field
and its derivatives evaluated at the particle limit. We
thus included a second numerical test precisely showing
the results for the field and its first higher order deriva-
tives and include results that allow for benchmark against
future codes for the first l = 5 modes.

It remains to discuss difficulty 4 concerning initial data
choices. Following the discussion in Jaramillo et al [83],
we too choose to handle it, by implementing zero initial

data values, which, given the nature of our algorithm, are
passed on to the jump conditions in the evolution system
correctly, and thus we did not expect to produce Jost so-
lutions. For radiation measurements at the outer bound-
aries, Section IVB, we found we can confidently address
concern I, by identifying the presence of junk radiation
through aid of phase portraits describing the evolution of
the system, as discussed in Section IVA and the conver-
gence studies in Section IVB. From the latter, through
the aid of Figs.4-6 we found no reason that substantiates
concern II. Preliminary tests, to be included in future
work, pertaining to Section IVC suggest a more realistic
approach is to perform convergence studies based on the
reconstructed metric perturbations evaluated at the par-
ticle through comparison of the relative error against the
FD results of [39]. This choice also allows us to establish
a fairer comparison with another TD code computing the
GSF in the Lorenz gauge for a point-particle on a circu-
lar orbit [116], who also used the reconstructed metric
perturbation values evaluated at the particle at different
times to gauge whether there was any indication for the
presence of Jost solutions. So far, through the evalua-
tion of the odd RWZ metric perturbations to be in [112],
with the data showed in Tables V-IX we found it to be
well-behaved and no further evidence to substantiate con-
cern II. Nevertheless, even though, from this paper and
upcoming work [110, 112] it seems to be sufficiently accu-
rate to use trivial ID, we further note it may be beneficial
to re-evaluate the IVP at the light of our new numerical
algorithms results. We find the results of [29, 61] promis-
ing and even if the accuracy remains unchanged, it may
reduce extraction times, potentially, significantly reduc-
ing computational cost which will be of particular use
when attempting a self-consistent evolution for example.

This paper is the first of a series of upcoming pa-
pers studying circular geodesic motion in a Schwarzschild
background. In upcoming work [110] we will discuss an
alternative hyperboloidal, time-domain algorithm for self
force calculations based on the fully spectral scheme from
ref. [147]. Finally, in [112] we will aim to corroborate the
frequency domain results of [39] and to show accurate
gravitational self-force computations are possible in the
time-domain in the Regge-Wheeler gauge.

For the gravitational work, we will use some of the re-
sults shown here, in particular we will compute the dis-
sipative components from flux balance laws which have
been tabulated in Table IV and compare to the results we
obtain though a local mode-sum approach. Even though
this calculation is possible here, we prefer to include it
once we obtained the full mode-sum results as done by
[116]. We will compare all work to the implementation of
[39] but we will also include comparisons with [30, 116].
A preliminary flux measurement as done in Table IV
shows an additional comparison to [30] and comparable
accuracy to what we obtained when comparing with [39].
Even though our results show a significant improvement
from Table IV of [116], who computed their GSF results
for an lmax = 9 modes, we can only provide a fair com-
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parison when both flux and mode-sum strategy has been
showed. Furthermore, it is likely that the numerical op-
timisation factors may vary to the choices we made here.

Another important result of this work is that calibra-
tion should be performed on the highest order derivative
of the field quantities under study, which will be clear
when we lay out the full hyperboloidal black hole pertur-
bation machinery needed [112].
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Appendix A: Weak Form Solution of the RWZ
master functions

In this section we will for the first time introduce
the full derivation of higher jumps for an equation of
the type Eq. (8) in (t, r) coordinates. Even though we
will be solving Eq. (25) in the mapped hyperboloidal
coordinates (τ, σ), it is important for corroboration with
previous work as given in [81, 86, 133] to check that our
generic algorithm returns the same jumps. Furthermore,
one could also follow our numerical strategy and instead
of working in hyperboloidal coordinates stay in the phys-
ical coordinates and use radiation boundary conditions.

For our derivation we transform the d’Alembert oper-
ator □Ψ back to its (t, r) form, reverting Eq. (21) into a

PDE of the form[
− ∂2

∂t2
+η(r)

∂2

∂r2
+ϱ(r)

∂

∂r
−Vl(r)

]
Ψlm(t, r) = Slm(t, r)

(A1)
where η(r) = f2, ρ(r) = ff ′. At the end of deriving
the recurrence relation for Jm+2(t), we will then revert
back to tortoise coordinate form. Our strategy is slightly
different due to the nature of our algorithm but the fi-
nal product is trivially the same as has been previously
showed in the literature [81, 86, 133].

1. Jump condition derivation through the
Frobenius Method

Our numerical algorithm can be seen as an application
of the Frobenius method [148, 149] for the case where we
have a function in weak form. We will therefore revisit
it briefly here. The Frobenius method states if x0 is an
ordinary point of an ODE describing a smooth function
Φ(x) we can expand it in a Taylor series about x0. We
obtain the Maclaurin series by taking the expansion point
as x0 = 0, resulting in

Φ =

∞∑
n=0

anx
n. (A2)

We plug Φ back in the ODE and group the coefficients by
power. We then obtain a recurrence relation for the nth
term and write the series expansion in terms of the an
coefficients. It’s relevant to the calculations that follow
to highlight the first two derivatives, for convenience we
then list:

Φ =

∞∑
n=0

anx
n. (A3)

Φ′ = ∂x

( ∞∑
n=0

anx
n

)
, (A4)

=

∞∑
n=1

nanx
n−1, (A5)

=

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 1)an+1x
n. (A6)

Φ′′ = ∂2x

( ∞∑
n=0

anx
n

)
, (A7)

=

∞∑
n=2

n(n− 1)anx
n−2, (A8)

=

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)an+2x
n. (A9)
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a. Unit Jump relations

As given in Section IIC, the RWZ master functions
assume a weak-form as described by Eq. (15). We can
also write the ansatz:

Ψlm(t, r) = ΨS
lm(t, r) + ΨJ

lm(t, r), (A10)

where ΨS
lm(t, r) like Ψ+/−(t, r) functions in Eq. (15) are

smooth functions satisfying everywhere the homogeneous
PDE,

−∂
2ΨS

∂t2
+ η(r)

∂2ΨS

∂r2
+ ϱ(r)

∂ΨS

∂r
− Vl(r)Ψ

S = 0, (A11)

and ΨJ
lm(t, r) describe the inhomogeneous part of the

master function in an infinite series as with the Frobenius
method. We then write,

ΨJ(r, t; rp(t)) =

∞∑
n=0

Jn(t)Ψn(r; rp(t)). (A12)

where Ψn are piecewise monomials centred at the discon-
tinuity r = rp(t):

Ψn

(
r, t; rp(t)

)
= Ψn

(
r − rp(t)

)
= Ψn,

=
1

2
sgn
(
r − rp(t)

)(r − rp(t)
)n

n!
, (A13)

here the sgn is the signum function. The expansion in
Eq. (A12) allows one to compute the discontinuities

∂mΨ

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r+p

− ∂mΨ

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r−p

=
∂mΨJ

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r+p

− ∂mΨJ

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r−p

.

= Jm(t) (A14)

These functions have the property that all spatial
derivatives have matching left and right limits at r =
rp(t)

∂mΨn

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r+p

− ∂mΨn

∂rm

∣∣∣∣
r=r−p

= δm,n, (A15)

except at the nth derivative, where one has a jump of
one.

∂nΨn

∂rn

∣∣∣∣
r=r+p

− ∂nΨn

∂rn

∣∣∣∣
r=r−p

= 1. (A16)

By differentiating the monomials we obtain

∂Ψn

∂r
=

{
Ψn−1 for n ≥ 1
δ(w) for n = 0

. (A17)

∂2Ψn

∂r2
=

 Ψn−2 for n ≥ 2
δ(w) for n = 1
δ′(w) for n = 0

. (A18)

We note that here for simplicity we introduced, w =
(r − rp(t)). We also want to credit that the idea to use
unit jump functions to compute higher order jumps was
given by [150] who initially demonstrated it for the wave
equation sourced by a Dirac δ distribution as showed in
[105].

b. Spatial Jumps

The inhomogeneous part of the solution is given by
Eq. (A12). To determine the jumps in Eq. (A1), it is
useful to find the spatial and temporal derivatives of the
unit jump functions. These derivations are an application
of the Frobenius method. More explicitly, we have for the
first order derivative of Eq. (A12):

∂rΨ
J(w) = ∂r

[ ∞∑
n=0

(
Jn(t)Ψn(w)

)]
, (A19)

=

∞∑
n=1

(
Jn(t)Ψn−1(w)

)
, (A20)

=

∞∑
n=0

(
Jn+1(t)Ψn(w)

)
+ J0(t)δ(w). (A21)

where we’ve used the selection property of Dirac-δ as
given by Eq. (A48) to ensure our problem is fully with
respect to the the particle’s worldline, rp(t). For second
order we then have,

∂2rΨ(w) = ∂2r

[ ∞∑
n=0

(
Jn(t)Ψn(w)

)]
,

=

∞∑
n=0

[
Jn+2(t)Ψn(w)

]
+ J1(t)δ(z) + J0(t)δ

′(w).

(A22)

Given the coefficients present in the differential operators
in Eq. (A1) and the potential term it is important to
revisit Eq. (A13). One of it’s key properties is

sgn =
x

|x|
=

|x|
x
. (A23)

Using this we can re-write Eq. (A13) as

Ψn =
1

2

|w|
w

wn

n!
, (A24)

=
1

2n!
(w)n−1|w|, (A25)

|w|Ψn =
1

2n!
|w|wn. (A26)

One can then generalise this for Ψn+m:

Ψn+m(w) =
1

(n+m)!

∣∣w∣∣(w)n+m−1
,(A27)

Ψn+m(w)(n+m)! =

∣∣w∣∣(w)n+m−1

2
. (A28)

Substituting for the term |w| wn/2 in the RHS of this
equation by the LHS of Eq. (A26) multiplied by n! we
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get,

n! (w)Ψn = (w)1−m(n+m)!Ψn+m,

(w)(w)m−1Ψn =
(m+ n)!

n!
Ψn+m,

(w)mΨn =
(m+ n)!

n!
Ψn+m. (A29)

We want to be able to expand any coefficient in r acting

on our master functions Ψ
a/p
lm (t, r) and its differential op-

erators as given by Eq. (A1). As an example we consider
the potential term Vl(r) acting on the master function,
we can expand it around r = rp

Vl(r) =

∞∑
k=0

V
(k)
l (rp)

(r − rp)
k

k!
(A30)

where k ≤ n and we compute the product V (r)ΨJ(r; rp)
following the ansatz of Eq. (A12),

Vl(r)Ψ
J(r; rp) =

[ ∞∑
k=0

V
(k)
l (rp)

(r − rp)
k

k!

]

×
[ ∞∑
n=0

Jn(t)Ψn(r; rp)

]
. (A31)

Furthermore, given k ≤ n we can define n = m−k where
at n = 0, m = k, and the preceding equation simplifies
to,

Vl(r)Ψ
J(r; rp) =

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
m=k

V
(k)
l (rp)

(r − rp)
k

k!
Jm−k(t)Ψm−k(r; rp). (A32)

From Eq. (A29) with m = k and n = m− k we have,

(r − rp)
kΨm−k =

(m− k + k)!

(m− k)!
Ψm−k+k,

(r − rp)
kΨm−k =

m!

(m− k)!
Ψm. (A33)

Eq. (A32) then simplifies to,

Vl(r)Ψ
J(r; rp) =

∞∑
m=0

m∑
k=0

V
(k)
l (rp)

m!

(m− k)!k!
Jm−k(t)Ψm(r; rp),

=

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

(
m

k

)
V

(k)
l (rp)Jm−k(t)

]
Ψm(r; rp).

(A34)

where to go from the first to the second line we adapt
the factorial notation. Furthermore we can extend this to
the coefficients of the first order derivative of the master
functions as given by Eq. (A21)

ϱ(r)∂rΨ(w) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

ϱ(k)(rp)

(
m

k

)
Jn+1−k(t)Ψm(w)

]
+ϱ(rp)J0(t)δ(w). (A35)

Furthermore for the second-order jump we have,
Eq. (A22),

η(r)∂2rΨ(w) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

η(k)(rp)

(
m

k

)
Jm+2−k(t)Ψm(w)

]
+ η(r)J1(t)δ(w)

+ η(r)J0(t)δ
′(w), (A36)

=

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

η(k)(rp)

(
m

k

)
Jm+2−k(t)Ψm(w)

]
+ η(rp)J1(t)δ(w) + η(rp)J0(t)δ

′(w)

− 2ϱ(rp)J0(t)δ(w),

(A37)

We note for both derivations we we applied selection
properties as given by Eqs. ((A48), (A49)) on the coeffi-
cient of the Dirac delta distribution and its r-derivative
respectively, to go from the second to the third line.

c. Temporal Jumps

The first order temporal derivative and associated
jumps of the function ΨJ(r, t; rp) are :

∂tΨ
J(w) = ∂t

∞∑
m=0

[
Jm(t)Ψm(w)

]
,

=

∞∑
m=0

[
J̇m(t)− ṙpJn+1(t)

]
Ψn(w)

− ṙpJ0(t)δ(r − rp). (A38)

(A39)

The second order derivative can be obtained by calcu-
lating:

∂2tΨ
J(w) = ∂t

[ ∞∑
m=0

J̇m(t)Ψm(w)

]

− ∂t

[ ∞∑
m=0

ṙpJm+1(t)Ψ(w)

]
− ∂t

[
ṙpJ0δ(w)

]
. (A40)

For simplicity and to clarify one will be showing the
explicit calculation this derivatives as D1, D2, D3 in the
work that follows:

D1 = ∂t

[ ∞∑
m=0

J̇n(t)Ψm

]
,

=

∞∑
m=0

[
J̈m(t)− ṙpJ̇m+1

]
Ψm(w)− ṙpJ̇0δ(w).(A41)
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D2 = −∂t
[ ∞∑
m=0

Jn+1(t)ṙpΨ(w)

]
,

=

∞∑
m=0

(
− ṙpJ̇m+1(t)− r̈pJm+1(t)

+ ṙ2pJm+2(t)

)
Ψm(w)

+ ṙ2pJ1(t)δ(w). (A42)

D3 = −
[(
ṙpJ̇0 + r̈pJ0(t)

)
δ(w)− ṙ2pJ0δ

′(w)

]
,

= r2pJ0(t)δ
′(w)− ṙpJ̇0(t)δ(w)

− J̈0(t)δ(w). (A43)

Plugging this results into Eq. (A40) we obtain:

∂2tΨ
J(w) =

∞∑
n=0

[
J̈n(t)− 2ṙpJ̇n+1(t)

− r̈pJn+1(t) + ṙ2pJn+2(t)

]
ψn(w)

+ ṙ2pJ1(t)δ(w)− 2ṙpJ̇0(t)δ(w)

− J̈0(t)δ(w) + r2pJ0(t)δ
′(w) (A44)

Matching coefficients in δ′(w) with respect to the par-
ticle worldline gives our first initialising jump,

J0(t) =
F

a/p
lm (t, rp)(
f2p − ṙ2p

) . (A45)

Similarly for our second and final initialising jump we
match the coefficients of the Dirac δ(z),

J1(t) = −2ṙp∂tJ0(t)−
(
r̈p − fpf

′
p

)
J0(t)

+
[
G

a/p
lm (t, rp)− ∂rpF

a/p
lm (t, rp)

]
/
(
f2p − ṙ2p

)
.(A46)

These jumps match the documented jumps in the lit-
erature [81, 86, 133] without the f factor and equations
given in Eq. (17, 18) which match and follow the ap-
proach of [133].

We could then to calculate the higher order jumps col-
lect all remainder terms by solving for Jm+2(t). However
given we will be solving the RWZ master functions in the
hyperboloidal coordinates we will revisit and give the re-
currence relation in Appendix C 1 c.

Jm+2(t) = − 1

(f2p − ṙ2p)

∞∑
m=0

(
J̈m(t)

+

m∑
k=0

(
m

k

)[
− ρ(k)(rp)Jm+1−k(t)

+ V (k)(rp)Jm−k(t)

]
−

m∑
k=1

(
m

k

)
η(k)(rp)Jm+2−k(t)

)
. (A47)

2. Dirac delta distribution proprieties

In this work we have used the following selection pro-
prieties

f(a)δ(a− b) = f(b)δ(b− a), (A48)

f(a)δ′(a− b) = f(b)δ′(a− b)− f(b)δ(b− a). (A49)

Furthermore, the following composition rules were also
needed:

δ(f(a)) =
1

|f ′(b)|
δ(a− b), (A50)

δ′(f(a)) =
f ′(b)

|f ′(b)|3
δ′(a− b) +

f ′′(b)

|f ′(b)|3
δ(a− b). (A51)

where the last distribution was brought to our attention
from Appendix F of [123].

Appendix B: Black Hole Perturbation Theory in the
Regge-Wheeler Gauge

We summarise the source-term formalism presented
in [38, 39].

1. Stress-energy projections

Projecting Eq. (4) onto the tensor harmonic basis out-
lined in [38, 39] on a circular orbit gives the source terms.
We present here only those relevant to circular orbits,
l ≥ 0,

Elm
A = −16π

µfE
r2

δ(r − rp)Y
∗
lm

(
π

2
, ϕp(t)

)
, (B1)

l ≥ 1,

Elm
C = − 16π

l(l + 1)

µL
r3
δ(r − rp)∂θY

∗
lm

(
π

2
, ϕp(t)

)
, (B2)

l ≥ 2,

Elm
F = −16π

(l − 2)!

(l + 2)!

µfL2

r4E
δ(r − rp)

×[l(l + 1)− 2m2]Y ∗
lm

(
π

2
, ϕp(t)

)
. (B3)
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2. Axial Parity Source Terms

The source term for the master axial function is,

Sa
lm(t, r) = f(r2∂rEC + rEC + r2∂tEJ). (B4)

To further relate to the form of Eq. (14) we re-formulate
the source term as given by a combination of Ḡa

lm(t) and
F̄ a
lm(t) functions,

Sa
lm(t, r) = F̄ a

lm(t)δ′(r − rp) + Ḡa
lm(t)δ(r − rp). (B5)

For circular orbits Eq. (B4) simplifies further as EJ = 0.
We then must carefully handle the Dirac delta distribu-
tion present in EC . We rewrite EC as combination of
smooth functions in r and t, Clm(r, t) and its Dirac delta
distribution

EC = Clm(r, t)δ(r − rp), (B6)

where

Clm(r, t) = cl(r)∂θY
∗
lm

(π
2
, ϕp(t)

)
, (B7)

and from Eq. (B2) it follows,

cl(r) = − 16π

l(l + 1)

fL
r3
. (B8)

We then carefully take the partial derivative with re-
spect to r,

∂r(Clm(t, r)δ(r − rp)) =

∂r(Clm(t, r))δ(r − rp) + Clm(t, r)∂r(δ(r − rp)). (B9)

Finally, to get our source terms as a function of t only
and hereby ensuring our equation is fully with respect
to the particle worldine, we use the selection property in
Eq. (A48), (A49) to get,

F̄ a
lm(t) = fr2Clm(t, r)

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

, (B10)

Ḡa
lm(t) =

[
fr2

(
∂rClm(t, r)

)
+fr Clm(t, r)− ∂r

(
fr2Clm(t, r)

)]∣∣∣∣
r=rp

. (B11)

3. Polar Parity Source Terms

Similarly we have the simplified source term for the
polar case,

Sp
lm(t, r) =

−rf
2κ

[
− r[λ(λ− 2)r2] + 2Mr(7λ− 18) + 96M2

2rfκ

]
EA

+ r2∂rEA − (λ+ 2)
κ

2
EF , (B12)

which we then re-write as

Sp
lm(t, r) = F̄ p

lm(t)δ′(r − rp) + Ḡp
lm(t)δ(r − rp), (B13)

as done for the axial case but now as a combination of
Alm(t, r) and Flm(t, r) functions.

EA = Alm(t, r)δ(r − rp), (B14)

EF = Flm(t, r)δ(r − rp) (B15)

where,

Alm(t, r) = al(r)Y
∗
lm

(
π

2
, ϕp(t)

)
, (B16)

Flm(t, r) = fl(r)[l(l + 1)− 2m2]Y ∗
lm

(
π

2
, ϕp(t)

)
,(B17)

where λ = (l − 1)(l + 2), κ = λr + 6M and from
Eqs. ((B1), (B3))

al(r) = −16π
µfE
r2

, (B18)

fl(r) = −16π
(l − 2)!

(l + 2)!

µfL2

r4E
. (B19)

Like in the axial case we carefully handle the distri-
butional source terms by correctly applying he selection
proprieties and then evaluating at the particle worldine
such that,

F̄ p
lm(t) = −fr

3

2κ
Alm(t, r)

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

(B20)

Ḡp
lm(t) =

[
A1,lm(t, r) + A2,lm(t, r)

+
rf(λ+ 2)

4
Flm(t, r)

− ∂r

(
− fr3

2κ
Alm(t, r)

)]∣∣∣∣
r=rp

, (B21)

where,

A1,lm(t, r) =
rf

2κ

×
(
r(λ(λ− 2)r2 + 2r(7λ− 18) + 96)

2rfκ

)
× Alm(t, r), (B22)

A2,lm(t, r) = −rf

2κ

(
r2∂r(Alm(t, r))

)
. (B23)

Appendix C: Revisiting the weak field solution of
the RWZ master functions in hyperboloidal

coordinates

We complement our work in Section III by including
some of the explicit results necessary for the implemen-
tation of our numerical algorithm.
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1. Discontinuous spatial discretisation

a. Discontinuous spatial discretisation associated source
terms

Following Eqs. ((32), (59)-(60)) we explicitly give the
discretized form of all our differential operators corrected
with our discontinuous collocation algorithm,

χ̃(σ)∂2
σΨ

∣∣∣∣
σ=σi

=

N∑
j=0

(
diag(χ̃(σi)) ·D(2)

)
ij

[
Ψj +∆Ψ(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
,

(C1)

ι̃(σ)∂σΨ

∣∣∣∣
σ=σi

=

N∑
j=0

(
diag(ι̃(σi)) ·D(1)

)
ij

[
Ψj +∆Ψ(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
,

(C2)

ε̃(σ)∂σΠ

∣∣∣∣
σ=σi

=

N∑
j=0

(
diag(ε̃(σi)) ·D(1)

)
ij

[
Πj +∆Π(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
.

(C3)

The explicit form of s̃(τ) in Eq. (67) containing all the
necessary corrections to the differential operators is,

s̃
(1)
Ψ =

N∑
j=0

(
diag(ι̃(σi)) ·D(1)

)
ij

[
∆Ψ(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
, (C4)

s̃
(2)
Ψ =

=

N∑
j=0

(
diag(χ̃(σi)) ·D(2)

)
ij

[
∆Ψ(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
, (C5)

s̃
(1)
Π =

=

N∑
j=0

(
diag(ε̃(σi)) ·D(1)

)
ij

[
∆Π(σj − σp;σi − σp)

]
. (C6)

To be precise Eqs.(C4, C5) contribute to the corrected
L1 operator associated with the master function Ψ(τ, σ)
whereas Eq. (C6) contributes to the corrected L2 opera-
tor.

b. Higher Order Jumps Recurrence Relation Derivation

For completion we include here the corrected hyper-
boloidal differential operators as described in detail Ap-
pendix A. The procedure follows directly and all the re-
mainder terms give the Jm+2(τ) recurrence relation given
in Eq. (61). The function ΨJ(σ, τ ;σp) first-order deriva-
tive has the form,

ρ(σ)∂τΨ(ζ) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

ρ(σp)
(k)

(
m

k

)(
J̇m−k(τ)

− σ̇pJm+1−k(τ)

)]
Ψ(ζ)

− ρ(σp)σ̇pJ0(τ)δ(ζ). (C7)

For the second-order temporal form we have,

Γ(σ)∂2
τΨ(ζ) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

Γ(σp)
(k)

(
m

k

)(
J̈m−k(τ)

− σ̇pJ̇m+1−k(τ)− σ̈pJm+1−k(τ)

)]
Ψ(ζ)

+ Γ(σp)σ̇
2
pJm+1(τ)δ(ζ)− 2Γ(σp)σ̇pJ̇0(τ)δ(ζ)

− Γ(σp)σ̈pJ0(τ)δ(ζ) + Γ(σp)σ̈pJ0(τ)δ(ζ). (C8)

The spatial form of ΨJ(σ, τ ;σp) is given at first order
as,

ι(σ)∂σΨ(ζ) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

ι(k)(σp)

(
m

k

)(
Jn+1−k(τ)

)]
Ψ(ζ),

+ ι(σp)J0(τ)δ(ζ) (C9)

and second-order,

χ(σ)∂2σΨ(ζ) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

χ(σp)
(k)

(
m

k

)(
Jm+2−k(τ))

)]
Ψ(ζ)

+ χ(σp)J1(τ)δ(ζ) + χ(σp)J0(τ)δ(ζ). (C10)

Finally the first order crossed derivative in (τ, σ) is given
as,

ε(σ)∂σ∂τΨ(ζ) =

∞∑
m=0

[ m∑
k=0

ε(σp)
(k)

(
m

k

)(
J̇m+1−k(τ)

− σpJm+2−k(τ)

)]
Ψ(ζ)

+ ε(σp)(J̇0(τ)− σ̇pJ1(τ))δ(ζ)

− ε(σp)σ̇pJ0(τ)δ
′(ζ). (C11)

Collecting all higher order terms we get the recurrence
relation given in Eq. (61).

c. Initialising hyperboloidal jumps

In this work we choose to directly transform the jumps
to the hyperboloidal chart, by using the selection rule as
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given in Eq. ((A50)),

J0(τ) =
1

χ(σp)
f(σp)

g′(σp)

|g′(σp)|3
J0(t(τ, σp)), (C12)

where here g(σ) = r(σ)−rp and J0(t) is given in Eq. (17)
and further specified by Eqs. ((B11), (B21)) now in
hyperboloidal time and hyperboloidal particle position
r → rp → σp. To obtain the second jump, we can di-
rectly use the first-order chain rule associated with the
coordinate mapping of this work, t→ t(τ, σ), r → r(σ),

J1(τ) = −λH ′(σp)J̇1(t(τ, σp)) + r′(σp)J1(t(τ, σp))
(C13)

where explicitly J1(t), J̇1(t) are given in Section III
Eqs.((18), (19)) respectively.

2. Discontinuous time integration

Given in this work we only work with circular orbits,
i.e there is no time dependence on the particle position,
σp, the time integration scheme greatly simplifies as we
do not need to account for any time jumps given as
J(∆τ,∆τi) in Eq. (66) as the contributions would only
be residual, sufficing therefore to use the aforementioned
formula. Nevertheless for completion and to simplify
future work we include here the time jumps resulting
from a discontinuous order 4 Hermite rule. Here we
closely follow the methodology first demonstrated by
[105] and later improved by [106–109].

Firstly, we consider the ODE,

dy

dt
= f(y, t), (C14)

approximating it’s solution on a small interval [t1, t2] we
have,

y(t2)− y(t1) =

∫ t2

t1

f(y, t)dt. (C15)

They can be regarded together as a single piecewise
polynomial as in Eq.(48)

p(t) = θ(t− τ)p>(t) + θ(τ − t)p<(t), (C16)

To attain a fourth-order time integrator scheme we now
need to construct a piecewise third order polynomial to
the right and left, respectively,

p>(x) = a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + a3x

3, (C17)

p<(x) = b0 + b1x+ b2x
2 + b3x

3. (C18)

We solve this by using the algebraic method of unde-
termined coefficients with the following eight algebraic

conditions for the aforementioned eight unknown coeffi-
cients,

p4,<(t1) = pt1 , (C19)

p4,>(t2) = pt2 , (C20)

p′4,<(t1) = dpt1 , (C21)

p′4,>(t2) = dpt2 , (C22)

p4,>(τ)− p4,<(τ) = J0, (C23)

p′4,>(τ)− p′4,<(τ) = J1, (C24)

p′′4,>(τ)− p′′4,<(τ) = J2, (C25)

p′′′4,>(τ)− p′′′4,<(τ) = J3. (C26)

Solving the system, with the aid of Mathematica, and
performing an Hermite 4rd order time integration scheme
in the interval where t1 = τ − ∆τ and t2 = t1 + ∆t we
get,

y(t2)− y(t1) ≈ ∆t

2
(f1 + f2) +

∆t2

12
(f ′1 + f ′2)

+ J(∆τ,∆τi), (C27)

and we can thereby write J(∆τ,∆τi) to be given as,

J(∆τ,∆τi) = J0 + J1 + J2 + J3, (C28)

where the set of four time jumps is explicitly given as,

J0 =
1

2

(
∆t− 2∆τ

)
J0, (C29)

J1 =
1

12

(
∆t2 − 6∆t∆τ + 6∆τ2

)
J1, (C30)

J2 = − 1

12
∆τ

(
∆t2 − 3∆t∆τ + 2∆τ2

)
J2, (C31)

J3 =
1

24
∆τ2

(
∆t− 2∆τ2

)2
J3. (C32)

Appendix D: Complementary numerics and results
to Section IV

1. Preliminary numerics - Price’s Law test

Given that we do not have an exact solution to our
problem, we test our algorithm for the simpler case de-
scribing a scalar perturbation in Schwarzschild. The
PDE problem given in Eqs. ((25), (26)) now simplifies
to a homogeneous problem, i.e the RHS of Eq. (25) van-
ishes and has a scalar potential given as,

Ṽ S
l (σ) = − 1

(1 + σ)

(
l(l + 1) + σ

)
. (D1)

We can then validate our code by studying it’s late time
behaviour which should obey a Price’s Law [139] , given
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FIG. 11. Vacuum scalar field numerical evolution of the
scalar perturbation problem with our numerical algorithm for
the l = 0, 1, 2 modes. We observe that the late time behaviour
is as expected from the literature, highlighted in Eqs. (D6)
further validating our implementation in this regime.

as

Ψl|σ>0 ≈ τ−2l−3, (D2)

Ψl|σ=0 ≈ τ−l−2. (D3)

(D4)

Following our previous work in [102], we compute an
effective power-law index for each l mode given as,

Γl = |τ∂τ lnΨl| =
∣∣∣∣τΠl

Ψl

∣∣∣∣, (D5)

where specifically we will evaluate Γl=0,1,2 both at infin-
ity, I + (located at σ = 0) and at the horizon, H (located
at σ = 1). As reported in [139], we expect the code to
converge at late times to

Γl=0|σ=0 = 2, & Γl=0|σ=1 = 3,

Γl=1|σ=0 = 3, & Γl=1|σ=1 = 5,

Γl=2|σ=0 = 4, & Γl=2|σ=1 = 7.

(D6)

To gauge the accuracy of our method we now imple-
ment the numerical recipe described in Section III by
Eq. (65). For initial data we choose to inject a Gaussian
pulse of the form,

Ψℓ(τ = 0, σ) = exp

(
− (σ − σ0)

w2

)
,

∂τΨℓ(τ = 0, σ) = 0, (D7)

where w2 = 1/1000, σ0 = 0.6 and we used N = 200 pseu-
dospectral collocation nodes as given in Eqs. (43). As mo-
tivated in the preceding section, our numerical method
is in a fully hyperboloidal framework and therefore we
do not need to impose any BCs. Applying our fourth-
order algorithm, we verify in Fig. 11 that at late times
the code for the modes ℓ = 0, 1, 2 converges as expected
for it’s effective power law indices given in Eq. (D6).

2. Complementary results to Section IVA

To complement the discussion in Section IVA and
Fig. 2 we include Fig.12. The phase portraits show the
radiation as it propagates towards H. This corroborates
further the choice for factor iii) the minimal time for
steady-state evolution needs to be at least τ > 100.

3. Complementary results to Section IVC

Even though the determination of numerical optimisa-
tion factors iii)− iv) is left for future work we find perti-
nent to complement our numerical studies with the pre-
liminary numerical tests. We observed, for an evolution
time interval of τ = [0, 10, 000] symplectic structure to
be preserved and optimal extraction time for ∆τ = 0.02.
Furthermore, for the sake of completion and bench-
marking we include the results for both the first order
time and radial derivatives, given respectively by Table
VIII and IX for the first l = 5 modes.



30

FIG. 12. Here we show the phase portrait of our numerical evolution for the field Ψp
2,2(τ, σ) at H. From left to right and then

top to bottom, we include the evolution from an initial time of τ = {0, 40, 60, 100}. We determine a reasonable time to assume
all junk radiation to dissipate away and our simulation to be in steady-state to be at least τ > 100, corresponding to ignoring
the first 2.8 orbits as per Fig. 12.

(l,m) ΠInt(tmax, r) η ΠExt(tmax, r) η
(2,1) −0.117471875− 0.029912672 i [5.7× 10−9] 0.386167254 + 0.098541410 i [1.7× 10−9]
(2,2) −0.125142303 + 0.217737529 i [4.9× 10−9] −0.456413260 + 0.824910796 i [1.3× 10−9]
(3,1) −0.093342500− 0.023807247 i [7.9× 10−8] −0.217300974− 0.055423083 i [3.4× 10−8]
(3,2) 0.10218625− 0.18734009 i [1.7× 10−8] −0.227128840 + 0.416248349 i [7.5× 10−9]
(3,3) −0.211430213− 0.197717695 i [9.3× 10−9] −0.574227383− 0.535144986 i [3.4× 10−9]
(4,1) 0.1001092 + 0.0255330 i [2.7× 10−7] −0.1774640− 0.04526256 i [1.5× 10−7]
(4,2) 0.0746146− 0.1367581 i [1.2× 10−7] 0.1473519− 0.270075173 i [6.1× 10−8]
(4,3) 0.19525223 + 0.18159000 i [8.2× 10−8] −0.35971670− 0.33457075 i [4.4× 10−8]
(4,4) 0.27970922− 0.17985623 i [5.1× 10−8] 0.61758168− 0.39732184 i [2.4× 10−8]
(5,1) 0.0643480 + 0.0164121 i [2.2× 10−7] 0.1102957 + 0.0281311 i [1.3× 10−7]
(5,2) −0.0841617 + 0.1542565 i [2.7× 10−7] 0.1342813− 0.2461188 i [1.7× 10−7]
(5,3) 0.1459378 + 0.1357326 i [2.0× 10−7] 0.2584503 + 0.2403772 i [1.2× 10−7]
(5,4) −0.2511317 + 0.1616382 i [1.2× 10−7] 0.413140− 0.265908 i [7.5× 10−8]
(5,5) 0.11736510 + 0.35171300 i [9.0× 10−8] 0.22614863 + 0.67761811 i [4.7× 10−8]

TABLE VIII. Results for the first l = 5 modes for the first-order time derivative of the RWZ master functions, i.e Π(tmax, r)
for both the interior and exterior solutions. We note the quantity in the square brackets is the numerical error computed as in
Eq. (76) from converting the frequency domain data as given by [39] to the time domain.
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(l,m) ∂rΨ
Int(tmax, r) η ∂rΨ

Ext(tmax, r) η
(2,0) −0.2801982967 [3.8× 10−10] 0.6454758930 [1.7× 10−10]
(2,1) 0.0625021010− 0.2455016279 i [9.3× 10−10] 0.1530235017− 0.6004153753 i [3.9× 10−10]
(2,2) −0.212153203− 0.1219054701 i [1.3× 10−9] 0.5544141559 + 0.2963301739 i [5.3× 10−10]
(3,0) 0.362412173 [1.4× 10−9] 0.627804135 [7.2× 10−10]
(3,1) 0.07065076− 0.27700468 i [1.0× 10−8] −0.133359267 + 0.522872069 i [1.0× 10−9]
(3,2) 0.275061905 + 0.150034786 i [4.4× 10−9] 0.487735845 + 0.266068715 i [2.6× 10−9]
(3,3) 0.186245852− 0.199162944 i [3.7× 10−9] −0.386249149 + 0.416375786 i [2.1× 10−9]
(4,0) 0.301720664 [4.0× 10−9] −0.493539091 [2.6× 10−9]
(4,1) −0.09810793 + 0.38465881 i [2.7× 10−8] −0.14799746 + 0.58026427 i [1.8× 10−8]
(4,2) 0.25928978 + 0.14146750 i [2.3× 10−8] −0.14799746 + 0.58026427 i [1.4× 10−8]
(4,3) 0.25928978 + 0.14146750 i [2.3× 10−8] −0.43258161− 0.23601436 i [1.5× 10−8]
(4,4) −0.22591315 + 0.24291010 i [1.8× 10−8] −0.34715906 + 0.37327203 i [3.2× 10−8]
(5,0) −0.42904490 [1.0× 10−8] −0.595388116 [7.4× 10−9]
(5,1) −0.076729723 + 0.300839729 i 6.8× 10−9] 0.115287200− 0.452014792 i [4.7× 10−9]
(5,2) −0.35835590− 0.19551733 i [3.9× 10−8] −0.49942783− 0.27248552 i [2.8× 10−8]
(5,3) −0.20740485 + 0.22299877 i [5.4× 10−8] 0.31873787− 0.34270262 i [3.6× 10−8]
(5,4) −0.18217825− 0.28304396 i [4.5× 10−8] 0.25750113− 0.40007178 i [3.1× 10−8]
(5,5) −0.30930906 + 0.10321590 i [4.4× 10−8] 0.50421824− 0.16832830 i [2.8× 10−8]

TABLE IX. Results for the first l = 5 modes for the first-order time derivative of the RWZ master functions, i.e ∂rΨ(tmax, r)
for both the interior and exterior solutions. We note the quantity in the square brackets is the numerical error computed as in
Eq. (76) from converting the frequency domain data as given by [39] to the time domain.
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FIG. 13. Top: Phase portrait showing symplectic struc-
ture preservation for the (l,m) = (2, 2) mode at τ = 10, 000.
Bottom: Numerical convergence preliminary study for the
optimal time discretisation step
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[95] A. Zenginoğlu, Asymptotics of schwarzschild black hole
perturbations, Classical and Quantum Gravity 27,
045015 (2010).

[96] S. Bernuzzi, A. Nagar, and A. Zenginoğlu, Binary black
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