arXiv:2107.02208v2 [gr-qc] 20 May 2022

Gravitational-wave memory effects in Brans-Dicke theory: Waveforms and effects in the post-Newtonian approximation

Shammi Tahura, David A. Nichols,^∗ and Kent Yagi Department of Physics, University of Virginia, P.O. Box 400714, Charlottesville, VA 22904-4714, USA (Dated: May 24, 2022)

Gravitational-wave (GW) memory effects produce permanent shifts in the GW strain and its time integrals after the passage of a burst of GWs. Their presence is closely tied to the symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes and the corresponding fluxes of conserved charges conjugate to these symmetries. While the phenomenology of GW memory effects (particularly for compactbinary mergers) is now well understood in general relativity, it is less well understood in the many modifications to general relativity. We recently, however, computed asymptotically flat solutions, symmetries, conserved quantities, and GW memory effects in one such modified theory with an additional scalar degree of freedom, Brans-Dicke theory. In this paper, we apply our results from this earlier work to compute the GW memory effects from compact binaries in the post-Newtonian approximation. In addition to taking the post-Newtonian limit of these effects, we work in the approximation that the energy and angular momentum losses through scalar radiation are small compared to the energy and angular momentum losses through (tensor) gravitational radiation. We focus on the tensor (as opposed to scalar) GW memory effect, which we compute through Newtonian order, and the small differences induced by the radiation of scalar waves at this order. Specifically, we compute the nonlinear parts of the tensor displacement and spin GW memory effects produced during the inspiral of quasicircular, nonprecessing binaries in Brans-Dicke theory. Because the energy radiated through the scalar dipole moment appears as a negative post-Newtonian ordereffect, then in this approximation, the displacement memory has a logarithmic dependence on the post-Newtonian parameter and the spin memory has a relative minus-one-post-Newtonian-order correction; these corrections, however, are ultimately small because they are related to the total energy and angular momentum radiated in the scalar field, respectively. At Newtonian order, the scalar radiation also gives rise to a sky pattern of the memory effect around an isolated source that differs from that of the memory effect in general relativity.

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 1

II. Waveform in harmonic and Bondi coordinates 4

A. Waveform in harmonic coordinates 4 B. Waveform and metric in Bondi coordinates 5 C. Relation between Bondi- and harmonic-gauge quantities 6

III. Post-Newtonian radiative multipole moments 6

A. Radiative mass and current multipole

moments 7 B. Kepler’s law, frequency evolution, and GW phase 7 C. Scalar Multipole Moments 9

IV. Memory Effects 9

A. Spherical harmonics and angular integrals 10 B. Displacement memory effects 10 1. Displacement memory effect from the energy flux of tensor GWs 11 2. Displacement memory effect from the energy flux of scalar radiation 13 C. GW spin memory effect 14

∗ david.nichols@virginia.edu

1. Spin memory effect from the angular momentum flux of tensor GWs 15 2. Spin memory effect from the angular momentum flux of the scalar radiation 16

V. Conclusions 17

Acknowledgments 18

A. Coordinate transformations from harmonic gauge to Bondi gauge 19

B. Estimates of ordinary memory effects in

Brans-Dicke theory 21 1. Ordinary displacement memory effect 21 2. Ordinary spin memory effect 22

References 22

I. INTRODUCTION

Following the first detection of gravitational waves (GWs) in 2015 [1], Advanced LIGO and Virgo have discovered almost 50 binary-merger events over their first two and a half observing runs [2, 3]. These events allowed general relativity (GR) to be studied and tested in the dynamical and strong-field regime of the theory that had not been well constrained prior to LIGO and

Virgo’s observations. The results of these tests of GR are summarized in a number of papers, for example [4– 10], which have all found the observed GWs to be consistent with the predictions of GR, within the statistical (and systematic) errors of the measurements. There remain GW effects that are still too weak to be extracted from the detector’s noise, but which hold promise for revealing some of the more subtle nonlinear and dynamical effects in GR. One such class of strong-field effects (which will be the subject of this paper) go by the name of gravitational-wave memory effects, because these effects are characterized by lasting changes in the GW strain and its time integrals that develop over the full history of the evolution of the system [11–13]. Although these effects have not yet been observed, they could be detected in a population of binary-black-hole mergers measured by the Advanced LIGO and Virgo detectors over an observation period of several years [14–16]; they could also be detected from an individual event by the space-based detector LISA [17, 18], third-generation ground-based detectors like Einstein Telescope or Cosmic Explorer [19], or pulsar timing arrays [20].

In GR, gravitational-wave memory effects are closely related to the symmetry group of asymptotically flat spacetimes, the Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) group [21– 23] and its generalizations. We remind the reader that the BMS group is a semidirect product of an infinitedimensional group of supertranslations (which are a kind of “angle-dependent” translations around an isolated source) and the Lorentz group. The charges conjugate to these symmetries are the relativistic angular momentum for the Lorentz symmetries [and angular momentum can be split into an intrinsic and a center-of-mass (CM) part, which correspond to the rotations and Lorentz boots symmetries, respectively] and the supermomentum for the supertranslations symmetries (see, e.g., [24–27]). There are more recent, and larger, symmetry algebras studied in which the Lorentz symmetries are extended to include all the conformal Killing vectors of the 2-sphere [28–30] (not just the globally defined ones) or all smooth diffeomorphisms of the 2-sphere [31, 32]. In the first case the symmetries are called super-rotations, and in the second, they are called super-Lorentz transformations; with the appropriate notion of supertranslations, they form the extended and generalized BMS algebras, respectively. The conserved charges corresponding to superrotations (and also the super Lorentz transformations) were called superspin and super CM when decomposed into the two parts of opposite parities [33–35].

As gravitational waves are radiated from a spacetime, fluxes and hence changes in the charges of the (generalized) BMS algebra generate GW memory effects. The displacement memory effect is produced by changes in the supermomentum charges, and the preferred shearfree frames before and after the burst of GWs are related by a supertranslation (see, e.g., [33, 36]); the memory can be measured by nearby freely falling and comoving observers, who experience a lasting relative displacement.

Memory effects associated with changes in the super- Lorentz charges and their fluxes are called the spin and center-of-mass (CM) GW memory effects [34, 35, 37].^1 These memory effects are related to time integrals of the GW strain [34, 35, 37], and they could be measured by nearby freely falling observers with an initial relative velocity [39]. The (generalized) BMS flux balance laws provide a useful way to approximately compute the GW memory effects starting from gravitational waveforms without the GW memory effect, and this technique has been applied for the displacement, spin, and CM GW memory effects (see [35, 40–45]).

The extent to which the relationship between symmetries, conserved quantities, and memory effects might hold in modified theories of gravity is not immediately apparent. First, modified theories of gravity often admit additional polarizations of GWs [46–48], and it is natural to suppose there would be memory effects associated with the additional polarizations (and there are such effects [49–52]). Second, the asymptotic fall-off conditions on the fields in the modified gravity theory (i.e., what one defines as an asymptotically flat solution) could conceivably differ from those in GR. Different boundary conditions could lead to different symmetry algebras and conserved quantities; this could in turn change both the types of possible memory effects and their relations to fluxes of conserved quantities. It was with these considerations in mind that we recently investigated asymptotic symmetries, conserved quantities, and memory effects in one specific modified theory of gravity: Brans-Dicke theory [53].

Brans-Dicke (BD) theory, is a so-called scalar-tensor theory in which a massless scalar field is coupled nonminimally to gravity (namely, there is a product of the scalar field and Ricci scalar in the theory’s action). Scalartensor theories appear in the context of string theory and in phenomenological models used to explain the late-time acceleration of the Universe [54–56] as well as cosmic inflation [57, 58]. The massless scalar field leads to an additional “breathing” polarization of GWs in BD theory; for a freely falling ring of particles, this breathing mode produces a relative contraction and expansion in the plane transverse to the direction of GW propagation.

Recently, we (in [50]) and Hou and Zhu (in [49]) independently studied BD theory in the Bondi-Sachs framework. In addition to arriving at similar boundary conditions for asymptotically flat solutions in BD theory, we both showed that the symmetry group of asymptotically flat spacetimes in such a theory is the same as the (extended or generalized) BMS group. In [50], we observed

1 Note that the spin and CM GW memory effects are not related to a super-Lorentz transformation between certain canonical reference frames before and after a burst of GWs. There is a memory effect dubbed a refraction (or velocity-kick) memory that does correspond to a super-Lorentz transition between early time and late times [38], but such solutions do not preserve the asymptotically flat boundary conditions of Bondi and Sachs [21, 22].

that in addition to the GW memory effects present in GR, there are two more memory effects in BD theory related to the breathing-mode polarization. We will adopt the nomenclature used in [51], which calls the GW memory effects in the tensor polarizations by the name “tensor” memory effects and those associated with the breathing polarization by “scalar” memory effects.^2 We [50], as well as Hou and Zhu [61], derived the conserved charges associated with the BMS symmetries using the Wald- Zoupas prescription, and we determined that the charges included contributions coming from the scalar field.

Because [50] (and [49, 61]) provided the necessary framework in which to compute and interpret the GW memory effects in BD theory, we now turn to applying the results of [50] to construct the GW memory waveform from compact binary systems (as one application of this formalism). We will focus on the memory effects that appear in the tensor polarizations of the GWs, because we can use the BMS flux balance laws to construct nonlinear memory effects based on linearized (or nonlinear) waveforms that do not include the memory effects. The procedure in Brans-Dicke theory is closely analogous to that used in GR [35, 40–45]. The two new memory effects in the scalar polarizations of the GWs are related to shifts in the scalar field and its time integral. It was recently shown in [62] that the scalar memory effects are closely related to the large gauge symmetries of 2-form theory that was shown in [63] to be dual to the scalar field theory. The symplectic flux of the scalar field is linear in the field and in the large gauge transformation; as a result, we cannot use the flux balance laws to construct a nonlinear memory of the scalar waves as one can for the tensor waves via the BMS flux-balance laws (one must instead solve the scalar field equation directly to determine the scalar memory effect). Since our focus is on the application of the BMS balance laws in BD theory to determine the GW memory effects, we will focus here on computing the tensor memory effects in BD theory, which differ from those of GR due to the emission of scalar radiation.

In BD theory, tensor GW memory effects are generated by energy and angular momentum fluxes of both tensor and scalar radiation. Because solar-system experiments [64] and pulsar observations [65, 66] have constrained the amount of scalar radiation in BD theory, we assume that the scalar radiation leads to energy and angular momentum fluxes that are small compared to the leading quadrupole fluxes of tensor GWs in GR. Note, however, that the scalar field’s fluxes appear at a lower

2 The terminology “scalar” and “tensor” memory effects also has been used after Du and Nishizawa [51] by Satishchandran and Wald [59] in the context of general relativity to refer to different classes of “ordinary” memory effects (in the sense of [60]); since we work in Brans-Dicke theory, and we compute “null” memory effects throughout this paper, we think the sense in which we use this naming should be clear (with this footnote as an attempt to dispel any potential lingering ambiguities).

post-Newtonian (PN) than the tensor GW fluxes do (see, e.g., [67] for a review of the post-Newtonian, as well as the multipolar post-Minkowskian, expansion). For a fixed value of the small (dimensionless) inverse coupling parameter in BD theory, there is thus a smallest PN parameter at which our approximation of the smaller scalarfield fluxes holds. To compute GW memory effects in BD theory at Newtonian order, we will need to include higher-PN-order terms (in the frequency evolution and Kepler’s law, for example) than we would need to go to Newtonian order in the calculation in GR. In addition, we will also truncate our results at a finite, but smallest PN parameter, which is the smallest value for which our approximation holds (unlike in GR, in which we can take the PN parameter to zero).^3

We computed our memory effects using the oscillatory waveforms computed in, e.g., [68–70] after verifying that we can relate the waveforms computed in harmonic coordinates in these references to our Bondi-Sachs quantities. The memory effects that we compute in BD theory, have small terms (proportional to the small BD parameter) that appear at a PN order less than the leading Newtonian order. We can relate part of our results to a part of the waveform computed by Lang in [68, 69] using the direct integration of the relaxed Einstein equations for the scalar and tensor waveforms up to 1.5PN and 2PN orders, respectively. Lang found no scalar GW memory effects, but he computed a (hereditary) tensor GW memory effect formally at 1.5PN order that arises from the flux of energy radiated in the scalar waves. Upon integrating this 1.5PN term for compact-binary source in our approximation, this term leads to a memory effect that depends logarithmically on the PN parameter (this is analogous to how a formally 2.5PN order term in GR, when integrated for compact binaries, leads to a Newtonian-order effect in the waveform [71, 72]). If we compare our result in the Bondi-Sachs framework with Lang’s harmonic-coordinate expression, the two terms agree. The BMS flux balance laws are not as helpful for verifying the absence of scalar memory effects at 1.5PN order.

Our BMS flux-balance approach allows us to compute the Newtonian-order tensor waveforms—which have not been computed before, as far as we are aware—that should appear if the work of Lang [68] were extended to 2.5PN order. We find that because of the dipole emission, the Newtonian-order GW memory effects sourced by the tensor-GW energy flux has contributions from current

3 Note, of course, that we could also compute the memory effects from a PN parameter of zero up to the small PN parameter at which the fluxes of scalar and tensor radiation have comparable magnitudes, if we assume that the radiated fluxes are dominated by the scalar emission. This, in fact, is the approximation used in [68, 69], for example. However, because memory effects are most important when the fluxes are large, this early-time (or small-PN-parameter) regime is not expected to produce a significant GW memory effect, and we do not compute it in this paper.

quadrupole, mass octopole, and mass hexadecapole moments. These higher multipole moments produce GW memory waveforms that have a different dependence on the inclination angle than the tensor GW memory effect in GR at the equivalent PN order. The Newtonian GW memory effect generated by the scalar field’s energy flux also has a different dependence on inclination angle from that sourced by the tensor GWs. The inclination-angle dependence of the GW memory effect has been shown to be something that can be tested with second- and thirdgeneration ground-based GW detectors [73].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present a few elements of BD theory in harmonic and Bondi coordinates. Section III lists the oscillatory radiative mass and current multipole moments for a quasi-circular, nonspinning compact-binary inspiral (Sec. III A); it reviews the derivation of Kepler’s law, the evolution of the orbital frequency, and the phase of GWs in BD theory at the necessary PN orders in our approximation (Sec. III B); and it presents scalar multipole moments generated by an inspiraling quasi-circular, nonspinning compact binary (Sec. III C). In Sec. IV, we compute the nonlinear displacement and spin GW memory waveforms in BD theory from the BMS fluxes. We conclude in Sec. V. We give additional results in two appendices in which we show the coordinate transformations that relate the Bondi coordinates to harmonic coordinates including relations between the metric functions in two coordinates systems (Appendix A), and we argue that the ordinary parts of the GW memory effects are subleading compared to null memory effects in BD theory (Appendix B).

Throughout this paper, we use units in which c = 1, and we also set the asymptotic value of the gravitational constant in BD theory to 1. We use Greek indices (μ, ν, . . . ) to denote four-dimensional spacetime indices, and uppercase Latin indices (A, B, C, . . . ) for indices on the 2-sphere, and lowercase Latin indices (i, j, k, . . . ) for the spatial indices in quasi-Cartesian harmonic coordinates.

II. WAVEFORM IN HARMONIC AND BONDI COORDINATES

In this section, we discuss briefly the Bondi-Sachs framework [21, 22] and the harmonic-gauge waveform in post-Newtonian theory, both of which we will use to compute the GW memory waveform. Specifically, in Sec. II A, we discuss BD theory in harmonic coordinates and decompose the GW strain into radiative multipole moments. In Sec. II B, we present BD theory in the Bondi-Sachs framework and again perform a multipole decomposition of the radiative data. The last part of this section (Sec. II C) relates the multipole moments of the shear tensor in Bondi coordinates to the radiative mass and current multipole moments of the harmonicgauge waveform; it then does the same for the multipole expansion of the scalar waveform in Bondi coordinates and harmonic coordinates.

We require both coordinate systems and frameworks, because the nonlinear and null GW memory effects are straightforward to compute through the BMS balance laws in the Bondi approach, but it is more challenging to relate the Bondi-Sachs framework to a specific solution of a Cauchy initial-value problem. In the harmonicgauge PN approach, the scalar and tensor GW waveforms already have been computed generally and for specific compact-binary sources in, e.g., [68, 69]; however, the GW memory effects are of a sufficiently high PN order in PN theory that they have not been fully computed in BD theory. After relating the harmonic-gauge waveform to the shear in the Bondi-Sachs framework, we can then determine the GW memory waveforms using the balance laws (and thereby avoiding high PN-order calculations).

Throughout this paper, we treat Brans-Dicke theory in the Jordan frame [53], in which the action takes the form S = ∫ d^4x √ −g [ λ 16π R − ω 16π g^{μν} (∂_μλ) (∂_ν λ) λ ] . (2.1)

Here g_{μν} is the Jordan-frame metric, R is the Ricci scalar of g_{μν} , λ is a massless scalar field with a nonminimal coupling to gravity, and ω is a coupling constant called the Brans-Dicke parameter. In this section and subsequent ones, we set the gravitational constant at infinity to unity, i.e.,

G_0 =

4 + 2ω 3 + 2ω 1 λ_0

= 1 , (2.2)

where λ_0 is the constant value that λ approaches in the limit of infinite distances from an isolated source.

A. Waveform in harmonic coordinates

We will denote our quasi-Cartesian harmonic-gauge coordinates by X^μ, and we will use the notation X^0 = t for the time coordinate and X^i (for i = 1, 2, 3) for the spatial coordinates. We will denote the Euclidean distance from the origin at fixed t by R = √ X^iX^j δ_{ij} . The tensor GWs in Brans-Dicke theory are described by the transversetracelesss (TT) components of the metric perturbation, h̃TT_{ij} , and the scalar GWs are encapsulated in the scalar field λ. Both fields can be obtained from the metric at order 1/R, in an expansion in inverse R, from the spatial components of the spacetime metric g_{ij} . The metric is more conveniently written in terms of the metric perturbation h̃_{ij} and its trace h̃ rather than the TT part. For extracting the GWs, we need only the part of the spacetime metric that is linear in the fields λ and h̃_{ij} at linear order 1/R. We write the metric in this approximation as in [68], g_{ij} = δ_{ij} + h̃_{ij} − 1 2 h̃δ_{ij} − ( λ λ_0 − 1 ) δ_{ij} . (2.3)

The scalar GWs are present in the 1/R part of λ, which we expand as

λ = λ_0 +

Ξ(ũ, y^A) R + O ( R^{−2} ) . (2.4)

We have written the scalar field in terms of ũ = t − R, the retarded time in harmonic coordinates, and the angles y^A ≡ (ι, φ). The angle ι is the polar angle and φ is the azimuthal angle of a spherical polar coordinate system.^4 We expand the TT projection of h̃_{ij} in terms of second-rank electric-parity and magnetic-parity tensor spherical harmonics (T^{(e),lm}_{ij} and T^{(b),lm}_{ij} , respectively; see, e.g., [74]) as [67]

h̃^{TT}_{ij} = 1 R ∑ l,m [ U_{lm}(ũ)T^{(e),lm}_{ij} + V_{lm}(ũ)T^{(b),lm}_{ij} ] . (2.5)

The sum runs over integer values of l and m with l ≥ 2 and −l ≤ m ≤ l. The coefficients U_{lm} and V_{lm} are two sets of radiative multipole moments which are called the mass and current moments, respectively. Because h̃^{TT}_{ij} is real, the mass and current moments satisfy the following properties under complex conjugation:

Ū_{lm} = (−1)^mU_{l,−m}, V̄_{lm} = (−1)^mV_{l,−m} . (2.6)

We use an overline to denote the complex conjugate.

We will also use the complex gravitational waveform h which is composed of the plus and cross polarizations as follows:

h = h_+ − ih_× . (2.7)

We use the conventions for the polarization tensors e^+_{ij} and e^×_{ij} given in [72] or [75] to construct the polarizations h_+ = h̃^{ij}_{TT}e^+_{ij} and h_× = h̃^{ij}_{TT}e^×_{ij} . We expand h as in terms of spin-weighted spherical harmonics_sY_{lm} with spin weight s = −2: h = ∑ l,m h_{lm}(ũ)(_{−2}Y_{lm}) . (2.8)

For a nonspinning planar binary, the modes h_{lm} are related to the mass and current multipole moments by (see, e.g., [67])

h_{lm} = {_{1√} 2R U_{lm} (l + m is even) , −^{i√}_{2R} V_{lm} (l + m is odd) .

(2.9)

4 For compact binary sources, ι is the inclination angle between the orbital angular momentum of the binary (assumed to be along the Z axis) and φ is the azimuthal angle as measured from the X axis.

B. Waveform and metric in Bondi coordinates

We use (u, r, x^A) to denote Bondi coordinates. The coordinate u is the retarded time, r is an areal radius, and x^A are coordinates on a 2-sphere cross sections of constant u and r (where A = 1, 2). We expand λ as a series in 1/r as

λ(u, r, x^A) = λ_0 + λ_1 ( u, x^A ) r + O(r^{−2}) . (2.10)

The metric in Bondi gauge satisfies the conditions g_{rr} = 0, g_{rA} = 0, and the determinant of the metric on the 2-sphere cross sections scaled by r^{−4} is independent of r (and u). We imposed a set of aysmptotic boundary conditions on the nonzero components of the metric in Bondi gauge in [50] and postulated a Taylor series expansion of the scalar field and metric on the 2-sphere cross sections in 1/r. This allowed us to solve the field equations of Brans-Dicke theory to obtain the following solution for the line element [50]:

ds^2= − [ 1 + λ̇_1

λ_0 − 1 r ( 2M + λ_1 λ_0 + 3λ_1 2λ^2_0 λ̇_1 )] du^2 −2 ( 1 − λ_1 λ_0r ) dudr + r^2 ( q_{AB} + 1 r c_{AB} ) dx^Adx^B + { ð_F c^{AF} − ð^Aλ_1 λ_0 + 1 r [ −4L_A + 1 3 c_{AB} ð_C c^{BC} − 1 3λ_0 ( 2λ_1ð^B c_{AB} + c_{AB} ð^B λ_1 − 1 λ_0 ð_Aλ^2_1 )]} dudx^A + . . . . (2.11)

The ellipsis at the end of the equation indicates higher order terms in powers of 1/r that we are neglecting (the terms are of order 1/r^2 except for the term proportional to dx^Adx^B , which is of order unity, because of the r^2 term multiplying the expression). In Eq. (2.11), we have introduced M and L_A which are (related to) functions of integration in Brans-Dicke theory that are the analogues of the Bondi mass aspect and angular momentum aspect in GR [50]. The two-dimensional metric q_{AB} is the unit-sphere metric and ð^A is the covariant derivative compatible with q_{AB} . We will raise and lower 2-sphere indices (such as A and B) with the metrics q^{AB} and q_{AB} , respectively. The overhead dot means a partial derivative with respect to the retarded time u. The symmetric trace-free tensor c_{AB} is called the shear tensor, and is related to the GW strain. The time-derivative of c_{AB} is a symmetric trace-free tensor known as the news tensor:

N_{AB} = ∂_uc_{AB} . (2.12)

It is not constrained by the asymptotic field equations in Brans-Dicke theory, and it contains information about the tensor GWs. In GR, if the news tensor vanishes it means the corresponding region of spacetime contains no GWs [24].

We will also expand c_{AB} in spherical harmonics as c_{AB} = ∑ l,m ( c_{(e),lm}T^{(e),lm}_{AB} + c_{(b),lm}T^{(b),lm}_{AB} ) . (2.13)

The tensor spherical harmonics can be defined from the scalar spherical harmonics

T^{(e),lm} AB = 1 2 √ 2(l − 2)! (l + 2)! ( 2ð_Að_B − q_{AB} Ð^2 ) Y_{lm} , (2.14a)

T^{(b),lm} AB = √ 2(l − 2)! (l + 2)!

ϵ_{C(A}ð_{B)}ð^C Y_{lm} , (2.14b)

or instead in terms of spin-weighted spherical harmonics and a complex null dyad on the unit 2-sphere of m^A and its complex conjugate m̄^A (see, e.g., [74]): T^{(e),lm} AB = 1 √ 2 (_{−2}Y_{lm}m_Am_B +_2Y_{lm}m̄_Am̄_B ) , (2.15a) T^{(b),lm} AB = − i √ 2 (_{−2}Y_{lm}m_Am_B −_2Y_{lm}m̄_Am̄_B ) .

(2.15b)

The dyad is normalized such that m^Am̄_A = 1.

C. Relation between Bondi- and harmonic-gauge quantities

We construct a coordinate transformation between harmonic and Bondi gauges in Appendix A that brings the harmonic metric at order 1/R to a Bondi-gauge metric at an equivalent order. The procedure used is similar to that recently outlined in [76], but it is adapted to Brans-Dicke theory (rather than GR) and it is accurate only to the first nontrivial order in 1/R. This coordinate transformation leads to a simple relationships between c_{AB} and h̃^{TT}_{ij} , first, and λ_1 and Ξ, second:

c_{AB} (u, x^A) = R h̃^{TT}_{ij} (t − R, y^A)∂_An^i∂_B n^j , (2.16a)

λ_1(u, x^A) = Ξ(t − R, y^A) . (2.16b)

The spatial vector n^i is the unit vector pointing radially outward at fixed t in harmonic coordinates (i.e., in the direction of propagation for outgoing GWs). The full transformation between the spherical polar coordinates R and y^A = (ι, φ) constructed from the quasi-Cartesian harmonic coordinates and Bondi coordinates is given in App. A; we list here the relevant leading-order parts of the transformation needed to relate u to t − R, r to R, and x^A to y^A in Eq. (2.16): u = t − R − 2M λ_0 log(R) + O(R^{−1}) , (2.17a)

r = R + O(R^0) , x^A = y^A + O(R^{−2}) . (2.17b)

The second-rank tensor spherical harmonics on the unit 2-sphere in spherical and Cartesian coordinates are related by the following transformation: T^{(e),lm} AB = T^{(e),lm}_{ij} ∂_An^i∂_B n^j , (2.18a) T^{(b),lm} AB = T^{(b),lm}_{ij} ∂_An^i∂_B n^j . (2.18b)

Combining the expressions (2.5), (2.13), and (2.16a), we find that the multipole moments of the strain and shear are related by c_{(e),lm} = U_{lm}, c_{(b),lm} = V_{lm} , (2.19) as was given in [35] (though there the relationship was derived through a different argument involving the Riemann tensor in linearized gravity). The relation (2.19) allows us to express the multipole moments of the shear tensor in terms of multipole moments of the harmonicgauge TT strain tensor, once the difference between the retarded times in harmonic and Bondi coordinates in Eq. (2.17a) is taken into account.

III. POST-NEWTONIAN RADIATIVE MULTIPOLE MOMENTS

In this section, we compute expressions for the radiative multipole moments U_{lm} and V_{lm}, as well as the scalar multipole moments which we will define herein. We obtain the moments for nonspinning, quasicircular binaries. We denote the total mass by M = m_1 + m_2 (where m_1 and m_2 are the individual masses), the symmetric mass-ratio by η = m_1m_2/M^2, and orbital separation by a. We also introduce the parameters ξ = 1/(2 + ω) and x = (πMf)^{2/3}, where f is the GW frequency. We will work in the approximation in which ξ ≪ x, which corresponds to assuming that the BD modifications to the waveforms and the dynamics are small corrections to the corresponding quantities in GR. Given that the Shapiro-delay measurement in the solar system bounds the BD parameter to be ω > 4 × 10^4 [64] (a similar bound has been derived from the pulsar triple system PSR J0337+1715 [66]), this implies that our approximation is valid when x ≫ 2.5 × 10^{−5}. In this paper, we will compute GW memory waveforms through Newtonian order, and we keep BD terms that are linear in ξ. We then retain only the terms in the radiative multipole moments at the appropriate powers of x and ξ to obtain Newtonian-order-accurate memory waveforms. Because we always work to linear order in ξ, we do not include error terms of O(ξ^2) in our expressions (they should be considered to be implied). We do, however, include such error terms in the PN parameter x, because the power of x that constitutes a “Newtonian-order quantity” is not the same for the various quantities that we consider in the next two sections.

We will need radiative mass and current multipole moments at a higher PN order than those required for computing 0PN memory effects in GR. Specifically, in GR, one only requires the mass quadrupole moment at Newtonian order—i.e., O(x)—to obtain the Newtonian-order memory effects. In BD theory, we will need several additional terms. First, we must compute the BD correction linear in ξ to the mass quadrupole moment. Second, we will need the 1PN or O(x^2) GR terms of the mass quadrupole moment, because they multiply −1PN terms present in the GW phase and in the frequency evolution to contribute to Newtonian-order memory effects. Third, we require the current quadrupole and mass octupole moments which begin at 0.5PN order or O(x^{3/2}). Fourth, we must include the current octopole and mass hexadecapole moments at 1PN or O(x^2). We do not need to compute the linear in ξ BD corrections to the O(x^{3/2}) and O(x^2) radiative multipole moments, however, because the Newtonian-order GW memory effects produced by them would be quadratic in ξ. For scalar multipole moments, we require the dipole with relative 1PN corrections [up to O(x^{3/2})], the quadrupole at O(x) and the octopole, which begins at O(x^{3/2}). The scalar field moments are all linear in ξ.

A. Radiative mass and current multipole moments

We first give the expression of lowest-order radiative mass multipole moment U_{22}. We decompose U_{22} into two parts

U_{22} = U^0_{22} + U^{1,GR}_{22} , (3.1)

where U^0_{22} is the Newtonian-order part of U_{22}, which includes the BD corrections to linear order in ξ, and U^{1,GR}_{22} consists of the 1PN terms in U_{22} in GR. We can obtain the moment U_{22} from the expression for h̃^{TT}_{ij} in BD theory in Eqs. (7.1) and (7.2a) of Ref. [68] by contracting h̃TT_{ij} with T̄^{ij}_{(e),22} and integrating over the 2-sphere. We

find that to linear order in ξ,

U^0_{22} = −8 √ 2π 5 ηMx e^{−iϕ} ( 1 − ξ 2 − 2 3 G ) , (3.2)

where

G = ξ(s_1 + s_2 − 2s_1s_2) . (3.3)

The variables s_1 and s_2 denote the sensitivities (see, e.g., [70]) of the binary components. The quantity G is related to the modified gravitational constant in BD theory by

G = 1 − G . (3.4)

The GW phase is denoted ϕ(x), and it differs from the phase of the l = 2, m = ±2 modes of the waveform in GR; we give the expression for the phase in Eq. (3.18) below. We use the 1PN GR terms from the review article [67]. Putting these two results together, we have the following expression for U_{22}:

U_{22} = − 8 √ 2π 5 ηMx e^{−iϕ} × [( 1 − ξ 2 − 2 3 G ) + ( 55η 42 − 107 42 ) x ] + O(x^{5/2}) .

(3.5a)

The term proportional to x in the square bracket is the 1PN GR term taken from [67].

As we will show in Section IV, to compute the GW memory waveform at Newtonian order, we need the radiative current quadrupole moment and several radiative mass octopole and hexadecapole moments. To work to linear order in ξ, we can use the GR amplitudes of the moments (though we use the phase with the BD corrections). This allows us to take the amplitudes from the expressions given, e.g., in the review [67]:

V_{21} = 8 3 √ 2π 5 ηδm x^{3/2}e^{−iϕ/2} + O(x^{5/2}) , (3.5b)

U_{33} = 6i √ 3π 7 ηδm x^{3/2}e^{−3iϕ/2} + O(x^{5/2}) , (3.5c)

V_{32} = i 8 3 √ π 14 Mη(1 − 3η)x^2e^{−iϕ} + O(x^{5/2}) , (3.5d)

U_{31} = − 2i 3 √ π 35 ηδm x^{3/2}e^{−iϕ/2} + O(x^{5/2}) , (3.5e)

U_{42} = − 8 63 √ 2πMη(1 − 3η)x^2e^{−iϕ} + O(x^{5/2}) . (3.5f)

We use the notation δm = (m_1 − m_2). We give an expression for the phase ϕ(x) in the next subsection.

B. Kepler’s law, frequency evolution, and GW phase

Before computing the phase, we first give an expression for Kepler’s law, which we will need to compute the scalar multipole moments and the frequency evolution as well as the phase. To obtain a Newtonian-order accurate GW memory waveform, we need to have an expression for Kepler’s law at 1PN order. This higher order is needed, because when evaluating the integrals involved in computing the GW memory effect, there are −1PN terms arising from dipole radiation in the energy flux, which multiply 1PN terms in the GW frequency’s evolution and give rise to Newtonian-order terms in the waveform. The two-body equations of motion of nonspinning compact objects in Brans-Dicke theory has been computed in Ref. [77]. For circular orbits, the relative acceleration is proportional to the orbital frequency squared, Ω^2, and the relative separation to 1PN order. Working to linear order in ξ, the results of Eqs. (1.4) and (1.5a) of [77] show that Kepler’s law in BD theory (in this approximation) is Ω^2 = M a^3 [ 1 − G − M a (1 − 2G ) (3 − η) − M a Gγ̄ ] . (3.6) We have introduced the parameter

γ̄ = −G^{−1}ξ (1 − 2s_1) (1 − 2s_2) , (3.7)

in the equation above and G is defined in Eq. (3.4).

Let us now compute the evolution of the GW frequency. We again need a 1PN-order-accurate expression, which, in full generality, contains many terms. Because we work to linear order in ξ, the only 1PN terms that we need to obtain a Newtonian-order expression for the GW memory waveforms are the GR terms in ḟ (i.e., the 1PN terms without ξ).^5 We can then write the expression for ḟ = df/dt in the following form:

ḟ = ḟ_0 + ḟ_{1,GR} , (3.8)

where ḟ_0 is the BD expression to Newtonian order and linear order in ξ, and ḟ_{1,GR} is ξ = 0 (or GR) limit of the 1PN terms. We first compute ḟ_0 using results from [77], and then we add to it the terms ḟ_{1,GR} taken from [78]. To compute ḟ_0, we first use the binding energy of a binary in BD theory from Eq. (6.14) of [77], which is valid to 1PN order:

E_b = 1 2 μv^2 − μ GM a + 3 8 μ(1 − 3η)v^4 + 1 2 μ GM a (3 + 2γ̄ + η)v^2 + 1 2 μ(1 − 2G ) ( M a )_2 . (3.9)

We used μ = ηM to denote the reduced mass. We will next express the binding energy in terms of the PN parameter x = (πMf)^{2/3}. To do this it is useful to have the expressions for M/a and v^2 written in terms of x: M a = x [ 1 + 1 3 G + ( 1 − 1 3 G ) ( 1 − 1 3 η ) x + 1 3 Gγ̄x ]

+ O(x^3) , (3.10a) v = √ x [ 1 − 1 3 G − (1 − G ) ( 1 − 1 3 η ) x − 1 3 Gγ̄x ]

+ O(x^{5/2}) . (3.10b)

We can then substitute Eq. (3.10) into Eq. (3.9) to obtain

E_b = − 1 2 μx [ 1 − 2 3 G − 1 12 ( 1 − 4 3 G ) (9 + η)x − 2 3 Gγ̄x ]

+ O(x^3) . (3.11)

5 The −1P N term that multiplies the 1PN term in this calculation is linear in ξ, which implies that the BD modification to ḟ at 1PN enters at higher order in ξ in the GW memory waveforms.

The rate of change of energy radiated in GWs in BD theory through Newtonian order is given by a −1PN term plus a Newtonian term. If we define

S = s_1 − s_2 (3.12)

and we make use of expressions (6.16) and (6.19) given in [77], then linearizing their expression in ξ, we have

Ė_{GW} = 32 5 η^2x^5 [ 5ξS^2 48x + 1 − 7 3 G + 5 12 Gγ̄ − 5 72 ξS^2(3 + 2η) ] + O(x^{11/2}) . (3.13)

Imposing energy balance Ė_b = −Ė_{GW} (the change in the binding energy is equal to the energy radiated by the GWs) and using the chain rule to write ḟ = (df/dE_b)Ė_b, we can write the Newtonian-order frequency derivative ḟ_0 as a function of the PN parameter x as

ḟ_0 = 96η

5πM^2 x^{11/2} [ 1 + ξ ( 5S^2 48x + F )] , (3.14)

where we defined F = − 5 12 − 5 6 (s_1 + s_2) + 5 144 (51 + 7η)s_1s_2 − 5 288 (3 + 7η)(s^2_1 + s^2) . (3.15)

Finally, including the GR frequency evolution at 1PN [78] to ḟ_0, we find

ḟ = 96ηx^{11/2}

5πM^2 [ 1 + ξ ( 5S^2 48x + F ) − ( 743 336 + 11 4 η ) x ]

+ O(x^7) . (3.16)

We previously introduced a waveform phase variable ϕ(x), which we will now compute explicitly. For computing the GW memory waveforms, we will again need an expression for the GW phase through 1PN order; however, because we are working to linear order in ξ, we will only need the terms without ξ at 1PN order in the phase (analogously to our calculation of ḟ). The GW phase is typically obtained by integrating the GW frequency with respect to time from some appropriate starting time. For calculations of the GW memory waveform, it is more useful to write the phase as a function of x. By using the chain rule, we can then write the time integral of the frequency in terms of an integral with respect to the PN parameter x as follows: ϕ(x) = 2π ∫_x x_i f ḟ df dx^′ dx^′ , (3.17)

where the frequency f and the derivatives ḟ and df/dx are functions of x. We have also introduced an initial PN parameter x_i that should be greater than ξ, so that our approximation of ξ ≪ x holds. From ḟ in Eq. (3.16), we find that the GW phase is given by

ϕ(x) − ϕ_c = − 1 16ηx^{5/2} [ 1 − ξ ( F + 25S^2 336x )

+ 5 3 ( x − 1 8 ξS^2 ) ( 743 336 + 11 4 η )] + O(x^{−1}) .

(3.18)

We defined a constant ϕ_c, the phase at coalescence, which is chosen such that the phase at x_i vanishes. The terms in the second line of Eq. (3.18) come from the product of a −1PN term multiplying a 1PN term, which produces a Newtonian-order effect on the phase (specifically, it is the scalar dipole radiation in BD theory that gives rise to the −1PN-order effects). We discuss the scalar radiation in more detail in the next subsection.

C. Scalar Multipole Moments

We expand λ_1 in terms of the scalar spherical harmon- ics λ_1 = ∑ l,m λ_{1(lm)}Y^{lm} , (3.19)

and the corresponding coefficients in the expansion are the scalar multipole moments λ_{1(l,m)}. Specifically, we compute expressions for the scalar moments λ_{1(11)}, λ_{1(22)} and λ_{1(31)} in terms of the PN parameter x, which we will then use to derive the tensor GW memory effect sourced by the fluxes of the scalar field. These three moments are those needed to compute the GW memory effects at Newtonian order. The relevant part of the scalar field λ_1 had been computed previously in [69, 70], and we give the expression to 1PN order above the leading dipole radiation and to linear order in ξ:

λ_1 = ηMλ_0ξ {[ −2S + M 2a ( 3Γ δm M + 10Sη )] v_in^i +Γ [ (v_in^i)^2 − M a (n^i_{12}n_i)^2 ] − (Γ δm M + 2ηS) × [ (v_in^i)^3 − 7 2 M a (v_in^i)(n^i_{12}n_i)^2 ]} . (3.20)

Above we introduced the quantities

Γ = 1 − 2(m_1s_2 + m_2s_1)/M , (3.21)

the unit vector n^i pointing radially outward in the direction of the GW’s propagation, the unit separation vector n^i_{12} between the binary’s components, and the relative velocity vector v^i = v^i_1 − v^i_2 of the binary’s masses. In terms of ι and φ (the polar and the azimuthal angles, respectively, in the center-of-mass frame of the binary) and the GW phase ϕ, the two unit vectors and the relative velocity vector take the form

n^i = (sin ι cos φ, sin ι sin φ, cos ι) , (3.22a) n^i_{12} = {cos[ϕ(u)/2], sin[ϕ(u)/2], 0} , (3.22b) v^i = {−v sin[ϕ(u)/2], v cos[ϕ(u)/2], 0} . (3.22c)

For the magnitude of the velocity, v, we need only the GR limit of the expression (zeroth-order in ξ) at 1PN order in x in Eq. (3.10).

We wrote the phase as ϕ(u) as a shorthand for ϕ[x(u)] in Eq. (3.18), so as to emphasize the retarded-time dependence of the phase. The multipole moments can be extracted through the integral

λ_{1(lm)} = ∫ d^2Ω λ_1Ȳ_{lm}(ι, φ) . (3.23)

Using Eqs. (3.19)–(3.22) and the GR limit of Eq. (3.10), we find that the harmonic components of λ_1 can be written as

λ_{1(11)} = − 2i √ 2π 3 λ_0ξηM √ xe^{−iϕ/2} × { S − x 15 [ 12Γ δm M + S (15 + 34η) ]} + O(x^2),

(3.24a)

λ_{1(22)} = − 2 √ 2π 15 λ_0ξΓηMxe^{−iϕ} + O(x^2) , (3.24b)

λ_{1(31)} = − i 10 √ π 21 λ_0ξ ( Γ δm M + 2ηS ) ηMx^{3/2}e^{−iϕ/2} + O(x^2) . (3.24c)

Equations (3.5) and (3.24) are all the sets of radiative moments that we will need to compute the GW memory effects in the next section.

IV. MEMORY EFFECTS

In this section, we compute the displacement and spin GW memory effects produced by a quasicircular compact-binary inspiral. The displacement and spin memory effects are both constructed from the shear tensor c_{AB} , and they have sky patterns with opposite parities. It is then useful to first decompose the shear tensor into electric- and magnetic-parity parts as follows: c_{AB} = 1 2 (2ð_Að_B − q_{AB} Ð^2)Θ + ϵ_{C(A}ð_{B)}ð^C Ψ , (4.1)

where Ð^2 ≡ ð^Að_A is the Laplacian operator on the unit 2-sphere. We compute the displacement and spin GW memory effects using the BMS flux-charge balance laws that were computed in Brans-Dicke theory in [50]. We focus on the nonlinear GW memory effects and the null memory associated with the stress-energy tensor of the scalar waves. We can compute these effects using low-PN-order oscillatory waveforms and the BMS balance laws, whereas if we were to try to compute them directly through the relaxed Einstein equations in harmonic gauge, we would need to compute the gravitational waveform at a higher PN order in BD theory than has been completed thus far. We also argue that the ordinary parts of the GW memory effects will be of a higher PN order than the nonlinear and null parts in Appendix B.

A. Spherical harmonics and angular integrals

We will compute multipole moments of the GW memory effects, starting from the oscillatory tensor and scalar waves expanded in terms of the multipole moments in Eqs. (3.5) and (3.24), respectively. Evaluating these multipole moments involves computing angular integrals involving products of three spherical harmonics of different types (scalar, vector, and tensor). We instead follow the strategy in, e.g., [34, 35], in which the vector and tensor harmonics are recast in terms of spin-weighted spherical harmonics. The angular integrals then involve products of three spin-weighted spherical harmonics (we use the conventions for the spherical harmonics in [35]). We also use the notation for the integral of three spin-weighted spherical harmonics in [34]

B_l(s^′, l^′, m^′; s^{′′}, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) ≡ ∫ d^2Ω (_s′ Y_l′_m′ )(_s′′ Y_l′′_m′′ )(_s′_{+s}′′Ȳ_{l(m}′_{+m}′′_)) , (4.2)

which can be written in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (denoted by ⟨l^′, m^′; l^{′′}, m^{′′}|l, m^′ + m^{′′}⟩) as was shown, e.g., in [79] (though using the conventions of [35]):

B_l(s^′, l^′, m^′; s^{′′}, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) = (−1)^{l+l′ +l′′} √ (2l^′ + 1)(2l^{′′} + 1) 4π(2l + 1) ×⟨l^′, s^′; l^{′′}, s^{′′}|l, s^′ + s^{′′}⟩⟨l^′, m^′; l^{′′}, m^{′′}|l, m^′ + m^{′′}⟩ . (4.3)

The multipolar expansion of the nonlinear memory effects in terms of the radiative moments U_{lm} and V_{lm} has the same form as in GR, which is given in [35]. However, we will need to perform a new multipolar expansion of the null memory effects from the stress-energy tensor of the scalar field. For this expansion, we will need the vector spherical harmonics T^{(e),lm} A = 1 √ l(l + 1) ð_AY_{lm} , (4.4a) T^{(b),lm} A = 1 √ l(l + 1) ϵ_{AB} ð^B Y_{lm} . (4.4b)

In terms of the spin-weighted spherical harmonics and a complex dyad m^A on the unit 2-sphere, we can write the vector spherical harmonics as T^{(e),lm} A = 1 √ 2 (_{−1}Y_{lm}m_A −_1Y_{lm}m̄_A) , (4.5a) T^{(b),lm} A = i √ 2 (_{−1}Y_{lm}m_A +_1Y_{lm}m̄_A) , (4.5b)

where m^Am_A = m̄^Am̄_A = 0 and m^Am̄_A = 1.

B. Displacement memory effects

Supermomentum conservation requires that the change in the “potential” Θ that is associated with the electric part of the shear tensor, ΔΘ, must have its change between two retarded times and satisfy the following relationship [50]:

∫ d^2Ω α Ð^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΘ = ∫ du d^2Ω α [ N_{AB}N^{AB} + 6 + 4ω (λ_0)^2

(∂_uλ_1)^2 ] + 8 ∫ d^2Ω α ( ΔM − 1 4λ_0

Ð^2Δλ_1 ) . (4.6)

The supermomentum is the charge conjugate to a BMS supertranslation symmetry and α(x^A) is the function that parametrizes the supertranslation symmetry. The first two terms inside the square brackets on the righthand side of Eq. (4.6) produce the null memory (i.e., the memory sourced by massless fields) with the first term being the nonlinear (Christodoulou) memory. Both ΔM and Ð^2Δλ_1 generate ordinary memory [50], but we argue in App. B that the ordinary memory is a higher-PN-order effect. We will then focus on just the null memory, and we will derive separately the contributions from the energy flux of tensor and scalar waves, respectively. We denote the nonlinear (tensor) part by ΔΘ^T and the null part from the scalar field by ΔΘ^S. The full memory effect is then the sum of the two components:

ΔΘ = ΔΘ^T + ΔΘ^S . (4.7)

While ΔΘ is the quantity most straightforwardly constrained by supermomentum conservation, it is the change in the strain Δh that is perhaps the more typical gravitational-wave observable. It is thus useful to relate the potential ΔΘ to the strain Δh. To do this, we will first introduce the following notation for just the electric part of the change in the shear: Δc_{AB,(e)} = 1 2 (2ð_Að_B − q_{AB} Ð^2)ΔΘ . (4.8)

We expand ΔΘ in scalar spherical harmonics

ΔΘ = ∑ l,m ΔΘ_{lm}Y^{lm}(ι, φ) , (4.9)

where l ≥ 2 (and −l ≤ m ≤ l); the l ≤ 1 harmonics are in the kernel of the operator 2ð_Að_B − q_{AB} Ð^2. By substituting (4.9) into Eq. (4.8) and using the definition of T^{(e),lm} AB in Eq. (2.14a), we can relate ΔΘ_{lm} to Δc_{(e),lm} via Eq. (2.13),

Δc_{(e),lm} = √ (l + 2)! 2(l − 2)!

ΔΘ_{lm} . (4.10)

The above equation will be necessary when we construct the waveform from ΔΘ_{lm}. Specifically, we can compute the waveform by combining Eqs. (2.9), (2.19), and (4.10) in Eq. (2.8) to obtain

Δh^{(disp)} = 1 √ 2R ∑ l,m √ (l + 2)! 2(l − 2)!

ΔΘ_{lm −2}Y_{lm} . (4.11)

We will denote the memory waveform Δh^{(disp)} as a sum of the tensor-sourced, Δh^{(disp,T)}, and scalar-sourced Δh^{(disp,S)} contributions as follows:

Δh^{(disp)} = Δh^{(disp,T)} + Δh^{(disp,S)} . (4.12)

We first compute Δh^{(disp,T)} followed by Δh^{(disp,S)}.

1. Displacement memory effect from the energy flux of tensor GWs

The expression for the “moments” of ΔΘ^T with respect to α(x^C ) have the same general form as in GR, ∫ d^2Ω α(x^C )Ð^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΘ^T = ∫_{uf} u_i du ∫ d^2Ω α(x^C )N_{AB} N^{AB} , (4.13)

but there is a subtlety related to the limits of integration (u_i and u_f ) in the retarded-time integral over u. Because we work in an approximation in which ξ ≪ x, the lower limit u_i must start at a PN parameter x_i for which x_i ≫ ξ. This differs from the corresponding convention in GR, in the limit u_i → −∞ is often taken (in which it is assumed that x_i → 0). The upper limit, u_f is a retarded time at which the corresponding PN parameter x_f , is sufficiently large that the PN approximation (at the order at which we work) starts to require higher-PN-order terms to remain accurate.

The multipolar expansion of ΔΘ^T proceeds exactly as in GR (and we note just a few features of the calculation here; see [35] for further details). We can first replace the function α(x^C ) with the complex conjugate of a scalar spherical harmonic, Ȳ_{lm}. We then use Eqs. (2.12), (2.13), (2.15), and (4.9), and the expression for the moments ΔΘ^T_{lm} in terms of the radiative moments U̇_{lm} and V̇_{lm} is the same as that derived in GR in [35]:

ΔΘ^T_{lm} = 1 2 (l − 2)! (l + 2)! ∑ l^′,l^{′′} ,m^′,m^{′′} B_l (−2, l^′, m^′; 2, l^{′′}, m^{′′})

× ∫_{uf} u_i du [ s^{l,(+)}_l′_{;l}′′ ( U̇_{l′m′}U̇_{l′′ m′′} + V̇_{l′ m′}V̇_{l′′ m′′} )

+2is^{l,(−)}_l′_{;l}′′ U̇_l′_m′V̇_l′′_m′′ ] . (4.14)

We however, introduced the coefficients

s^{l,(±)}_l′_{;l}′′ = 1 ± (−1)^{l+l′ +l′′} (4.15)

that were used in [34] to make the notation more compact. As in [35], the sum runs over l^′, l^{′′} ≥ 2 and l must be in the range |l^′ − l^{′′}| ≤ l ≤ |l^′ + l^{′′}| so that the coefficients B_l(−2, l^′, m^′; 2, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) given in Eq. (4.3) are nonzero. The azimuthal indices must be related by m = m^′ + m^{′′} for the coefficients B_l(−2, l^′, m^′; 2, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) to be nonzero. Because we focus on the leading GW memory effects in the nonoscillatory (m = 0) part of the waveform, this will further restrict m^′ and m^{′′} to have equal magnitudes and opposite signs: m^′ = −m^{′′}. While the abstract expression for ΔΘ^T_{lm} in terms of radiative multipole moments has exactly the same form as that in GR, the time-derivatives of the radiative multipole moments U̇_l′_m′ and V̇_l′_m′ in BD theory differ from the corresponding moments in GR. This leads to a number of order ξ terms in the expression for the GW memory effect that we will compute below.

Next, we will summarize how we compute the memory waveforms, including which radiative multipoles we need and at what PN-order accuracy we require these multipole moments. For concreteness, let us first focus on products of the mass moments U̇_l′_m′U̇_l′′_m′′ in Eq. (4.14); the arguments will apply to products of current moments and to products of mass and current moments. We perform the integral over u by using the chain rule to recast the integral over u in terms of an integral over x ∫ duU̇_l′_m′U̇_l′′_m′′ = ∫ d dx U_l′_m′ d dx U_l′′_m′′ẋdx , (4.16) as was outlined in, e.g., [72]. In GR, the Newtonian-order memory waveform can be calculated from just U_l′_m′ = U_{22} and U_l′′_m′′ = U_{2,−2} (and similarly U_l′_m′ = U_{2,−2} and U_l′′_m′′ = U_{22}), with U_{22} evaluated at Newtonian order, as well. In BD theory, however, both ẋ and dϕ/dx (the latter term coming from dU_{lm}/dx) have contributions from the dipole moments of the scalar field, and these effects enter at −1PN order relative to the GR result (and they are proportional to ξ). To obtain the full result at the Newtonian order requires the 1PN contributions to U_{22}, ẋ and dϕ/dx. Because the −1PN terms of ẋ and dϕ/dx are proportional to ξ, we only need the parts of the 1PN terms in U_{22}, ẋ and dϕ/dx that are independent of ξ to compute ΔΘ^T_{lm}. Hence, the BD corrections to the 1PN terms in Eqs. (3.5a), (3.16) and (3.18) were not given. The −1PN term in ẋ also requires that we compute the part of the GW memory waveform sourced by products of the other radiative multipole moments in Eq. (3.5) to obtain a Newtonian-order-accurate result; in GR, these moments all give rise to higher-PN corrections to the GW memory effect.

Considering the radiative multipoles described above, we can then compute the multipole moments ΔΘ^T_{l0} of the GW memory effect from Eq. (4.14). Because the memory is electric-type, only even l moments are nonvanishing for nonspinning compact binaries. When written in terms of the relevant radiative moments U_{lm} and V_{lm}, the moments ΔΘ^T_{l0} are given by

ΔΘ^T_{20} = 1 168 √ 5 π ∫_{uf} u_i du ( 2|U̇_{22}|^2 − |V̇_{21}|^2 + √ 7ℑ [√ 2 ˙Ū_{31}V̇_{21} + √ 5 ˙Ū_{22}V̇_{32} ] + √ 5ℜ [ ˙Ū_{42}U̇_{22} ]) , (4.17a)

ΔΘ^T_{40} = 1 23760 √ π ∫_{uf} u_i du ( 11 7 |U̇_{22}|^2 − 44 7 |V̇_{21}|^2 − 21|U̇_{33}|^2 − 7|U̇_{31}|^2 + 324 √ 5 7 ℜ [ ˙Ū_{42}U̇_{22} ]

+ 22 √ 7 ℑ [ 2 √ 5 ˙Ū_{22}V̇_{32} + 5 √ 2 ˙V̄_{21}U̇_{31} ]) , (4.17b)

ΔΘ^T_{60} = − 1 36960 √ 13π ∫_{uf} u_i du ( |U̇_{33}|^2 + 15|U̇_{31}|^2 − 4 √ 5ℜ [ ˙Ū_{42}U̇_{22} ]) . (4.17c)

Next, we use Eqs. (3.5a), (3.5b)–(3.5f), and (3.16)–(3.18) to perform the integral over u and to write the moments in terms of x. With the identity (δm/M)^2 = 1 − 4η, we can write the moments as

ΔΘ^T_{20} = 2 √ 5π 21 MηΔx { 1 − 4 3 G − 5ξS^2 48Δx ln ( x_f x_i )

−ξ [ 1 + F + S^2 ( 1915 96768 + 665η 1152 )]} , (4.18a)

ΔΘ^T_{40} = √ π 1890 MηΔx { 1 − 4 3 G − 5ξS^2 48Δx ln ( x_f x_i )

−ξ [ 1 + F + S^2 ( − 737045 709632 + 143395η 25344 )]} , (4.18b)

ΔΘ^T_{60} = − √ π 13 5MηS^2ξΔx 178827264

(−839 + 3612η) . (4.18c)

We use the notation Δx = x_f − x_i, where x_i and x_f correspond to the PN parameter x evaluated at an early retarded time u_i and a final time u_f during the inspiral, respectively. The terms outside the curly braces in Eq. (4.18) in the expressions for ΔΘ^T_{20} and ΔΘ^T_{40} are equal to the equivalent results in GR. To simplify the notation, we do not include the PN error terms in Eqs. (4.18) or (4.20), which are both are O[Δ(x^{3/2})], where Δ(x^{3/2}) = x^{3/2}_f − x^{3/2}_i .

Finally, we will construct the displacement memory waveform from the ΔΘ_{l0} in Eq. (4.18). To do this, it is helpful to have the expressions for the spin-weighted spherical harmonics

−2Y_{20}(ι, φ) = 1 4 √ 15 2π sin^2 ι , (4.19a)

−2Y_{40}(ι, φ) = 3 16 √ 10 π sin^2 ι(7 cos^2 ι − 1) , (4.19b)

−2Y_{60}(ι, φ) = 1 64 √ 1365 π sin^2 ι(33 cos^4 ι − 18 cos^2 ι + 1) .

(4.19c)

Substituting Eqs. (4.18) and (4.19) into Eq. (4.11), we obtain the displacement memory waveform due to the energy flux from tensor GWs in BD theory. We find the waveform only contains the plus polarization, and at Newtonian order, it is given by

Δh^{(disp,T)} + = ηMΔx 48R sin^2 ι(17 + cos^2 ι) [ 1 − 4 3 G − 5ξS^2 48Δx ln ( x_f x_i ) − ξ(1 + F ) − ξS^2 ( 81145 73728 − 65465 18432 η )

13 +ξS^2 ( 20975 172032 − 1075 2048 η ) cos^2 ι ] + MηS^2ξΔx R sin^2 ι ( 783875 2064384 − 35575 24576 η ) . (4.20)

The expression in front of the square brackets on the first line of Eq. (4.20) is the same as the Newtonianorder waveform for the memory effect in GR. The terms within the square bracket highlight a number of corrections introduced into the memory waveform amplitude in BD theory. These include effects related to the change in the amplitude of the l = 2, m = ±2 modes (the ξ and G terms) and changes in the frequency evolution (the F term). In particular, there is a change in the scaling of the memory with the PN parameter that is proportional to ln(x_f /x_i), which arises because of scalar dipole radiation. At the end of the first and on the second line of Eq. (4.20) are a number of terms arising from 1PN-order products of multipole moments coupling to the −1PN term in the frequency evolution (or ẋ); the terms on the second line lead to a small (order ξ) difference to the sky pattern of the memory effect between BD theory and GR.

2. Displacement memory effect from the energy flux of scalar radiation

The displacement memory effect also has a contribution from the integral of the energy flux of the scalar radiation. Its effect can be computed from the terms proportional to (∂_uλ_1)^2 in Eq. (4.6): ∫ d^2Ω α(x^C )Ð^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΘ^S = 6 + 4ω (λ_0)^2 ∫_{uf} u_i du ∫ d^2Ω α(x^C )(∂_uλ_1)^2 .

(4.21)

Expanding λ_1 and ΔΘ^S in scalar spherical harmonics as in Eqs. (3.19) and (4.9), respectively, and choosing α = Ȳ_{lm}, we can determine the multipole moments ΔΘS_{lm} in terms of the multipole moments λ_{1(lm)} and the integrals of three spherical harmonics defined in Eq. (4.2). The result is

ΔΘ^S_{lm} =

(l − 2)! (l + 2)!

6 + 4ω (λ_0)^2 ∑ l^′ ,m^′,l^{′′} ,m^{′′} B_l(0, l^′, m^′; 0, l^{′′}, m^{′′})

× ∫_{uf} u_i du λ̇_{1(l}′_m′_)λ̇_{1(l}′′_m′′_) ,

(4.22)

where l ≥ 2 and l^′, l^{′′} ≥ 1 (and m, m^′, and m^{′′} must satisfy m = m^′ + m^{′′}). Because λ_1 is proportional to ξ, one might be concerned that ΔΘ^S will be an O(ξ^2) effect and be negligible in our approximation. Note, however, that 3+2ω = 2/ξ −1, which implies that ΔΘ^S is an O(ξ) effect; thus, the integrand can be one order higher in ξ and still produce an effect at linear order in ξ.

We will now discuss which scalar multipole moments contribute to the displacement memory waveform and the accuracies at which we need the different moments to obtain a Newtonian-order-accurate GW memory waveform, at linear order in ξ. The 1PN scalar multipole moments λ_{1(lm)} that are computed from Eq. (3.20) are at least O(ξ); thus, to linear order in ξ, we can treat 6 + 4ω as 4/ξ. We will evaluate the integral over u in Eq. (4.22) by converting it to an integral over x (as was done in Sec. IV B 1), but unlike in Sec. IV B 1 we need to keep only the GR contribution in ẋ, which scales as x^5. Similarly, when computing dϕ/dx, we again need to retain just the GR contribution that goes as x^{−7/2}. The scalar field has a radiative dipole moment, which from Eq. (3.24a), goes as x^{−1/2}. The leading-order part of the integrand (proportional to λ̇_{1(11)}λ̇_{1(1,−1)}) scales as 1/x rather than O(x^0) as in GR; in this sense, the integrand is a −1PN order.^6 This product of dipole terms will also contribute to the waveform at 0PN order because of the O(x^{3/2}) terms in λ_{1(11)}; see Eq. (3.24a). To work to linear order in ξ, we do not need to go to a higher PN order for λ_{1(11)}. Similar arguments show that the remaining scalar moments in Eq. (3.24) (namely, λ_{1(22)} and λ_{1(31)}) are the ones that are needed to compute Newtonian-order accurate moments of ΔΘ^S_{l0}.

We then first list the integrals of the relevant moments λ_{1(lm)} that contribute to ΔΘ^S_{l0} at Newtonian order:

ΔΘ^S_{20} = − 1 42 √ 5πλ^2_0ξ ∫_{uf} u_i du ( 7|λ̇_{1(11)}|^2 + 10|λ̇_{1(22)}|^2 − 6 √ 14ℜ [ λ̇_{1(11)} ˙λ̄_{1(31)} ] ) , (4.23a)

ΔΘ^S_{40} = 1 630 √ πλ^2_0ξ ∫_{uf} u_i du ( |λ̇_{1(22)}|^2 − 2 √ 14ℜ [ λ̇_{1(11)} ˙λ̄_{1(31)} ] ) . (4.23b)

As we did with the the memory sourced by the tensor energy flux, we first substitute the expressions for the scalar moments in Eq. (3.24) into Eq. (4.23) and evaluate the integrals in terms of x by using Eqs. (3.16)–(3.18). This gives the following results:

ΔΘ^S_{20} = − Mηξ √ 5π 144 { S^2 ln ( x_f x_i )

6 Note, however, when the integrand is integrated, it will again give rise to a logarithm in x rather than being proportional to x, as in GR. We will refer to this effect sometimes as a −1PN term, since it comes from such an effect in the integrand, and since log terms do not enter into the PN order counting of a term.

14 +Δx [ 8 7 Γ^2 − 23 14 SΓ δm M + S^2 ( 71 336 − 157 84 η )]} , (4.24a)

ΔΘ^S_{40} = Mηξ √ πΔx 30240 ( 8Γ^2 − Γ δm M + 2S^2η ) . (4.24b)

The PN error terms in Eqs. (4.24) or (4.25) are again O[Δ(x^{3/2})], which we dropped, to simplify the expressions.

We then substitute (4.24) into Eq. (4.11), and with the expressions for the spin-weighted spherical harmonics in Eq. (4.19), we arrive at the following equation for the displacement memory waveform sourced by the scalar energy flux:

Δh^{(disp,S)}

+ = − 5ηMξ 192R sin^2 ι { S^2 ln ( x_f x_i )

+ Δx [ 6 5 Γ^2 − 33 20 SΓ δm M + S^2 ( 71 336 − 113 60 η )

− 1 20 ( 8Γ^2 − SΓ δm M − 2S^2η ) cos^2 ι ]} . (4.25)

There are terms in Eq. (7.2e) of [68] which, after performing the integration over time in our approximation, produce a −1PN term in the waveform; this term agrees with the first line of Eq. (4.25). The Newtonian-order terms require going to a higher PN order than was computed in [68], but the BMS balance laws allow us to determine these expressions.

Because the total GW memory Δh^{disp} is a sum of the scalar and tensor contributions, as given in Eq. (4.12), then the scalar-sourced contribution will produce an additional correction to the amplitude and the sky pattern beyond the corrections given in Eq. (4.20) for the tensorsourced part of the memory effect.

C. GW spin memory effect

The GW spin memory effect is a lasting offset in the time integral of the magnetic part of the shear tensor. It can be constrained through the evolution equation for the Bondi angular momentum aspect, or equivalently the magnetic part of the flux of the super Lorentz charges. To compute the spin memory effect, it is helpful to denote the time integral of the potential Ψ, which gives rise to the magnetic part of c_{AB} in Eq. (4.1), as ΔΣ:

ΔΣ = ∫ Ψdu . (4.26)

We leave off the limits of integration for convenience, though we will later restore these limits when we compute the spin memory in the PN limit. The generalized

BMS balance law for the super angular momentum was given in [50], and analogously to the computation in GR (see, e.g., [33]), a term involving Eq. (4.26) was needed to ensure that the balance law was satisfied. The form of the balance law can be written as ∫ d^2Ω γÐ^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΣ = − 64π λ_0 ( ΔQ_{(γ)} + ΔJ_{(γ)} ) , (4.27a) where Y^A = ϵ^{AB}ð_B γ is a smooth, magnetic-parity vector field on the 2-sphere, and where we have defined

ΔJ_{(γ)} = λ_0 64π ∫ du d^2Ω ϵ^{AD}ð_Dγ [ ð_A(c_{BC} N^{BC} )

+ 2N^{BC} ð_Ac_{BC} − 4ð_B (c_{AC} N^{BC} ) + 4ω + 6 (λ_0)^2

(∂_uλ_1ð_Aλ_1 − λ_1ð_A∂_uλ_1) ] , (4.27b)

ΔQ_{(γ)} = λ_0 8π ∫ d^2Ω ϵ^{AD}ð_Dγ [−3ΔL_A − 1 4λ_0

Δ(c_{AB} ð^B λ_1 − λ_1ð^B c_{AB} ) ] . (4.27c)

The net flux is denoted by ΔJ_{(γ)}, the change in the charges is denoted by ΔQ_{(γ)}, and the left-hand side of Eq. (4.27a) (which is related to the spin memory effect) is the additional term required for the balance law to be satisfied. Analogously to the displacement memory, the contribution of ΔQ_{(γ)} to Eq. (4.27a) is referred to as ordinary spin memory, and ΔJ_{(γ)} is the null spin memory (which contains a nonlinear part). We will focus on the null contribution to Eq. (4.27a) here, as we argue in App. B that the ordinary contribution to the spin memory is likely to be a higher PN effect than the null memory is. As we did with the change in ΔΘ related to the displacement memory effect, we will split ΔΣ into a sum of its contributions from the angular momentum flux of tensor and scalar radiation. We denote these two contributions by

ΔΣ = ΔΣ^T + ΔΣ^S , (4.28)

and we compute these two contributions separately below.

In addition, while the spin-weight-zero quantity ΔΣ is the most convenient quantity to compute from the balance law (4.27a), the shear c_{AB} or strain h are the more commonly used quantities in gravitational waveform modeling and data analysis. We thus relate ΔΣ to a time integral of the shear; specifically, we denote the change in the time integral of the magnetic-parity part of the shear tensor by ∫ c_{AB,(b)}du = ϵ_{C(A}ð_{B)}ð^C ΔΣ . (4.29)

Expanding ΔΣ in terms of scalar spherical harmonics

ΔΣ = ∑ l,m ΔΣ_{lm}Y^{lm} (ι, φ) (4.30)

(with l ≥ 2 and −l ≤ m ≤ l), then we can relate the multipole moments ΔΣ_{lm} to the time integrals of the radiative current moments V_{lm} via Eqs. (4.29), (2.14b), and (2.13). The result is that ∫ V_{lm}du = √ (l + 2)! 2(l − 2)!

ΔΣ_{lm} . (4.31)

Equation (4.31) allows us to compute the time integral of the strain from ΔΣ_{lm}.

1. Spin memory effect from the angular momentum flux of tensor GWs

The null part of the spin memory effect in Eqs. (4.27a) and (4.27b), that is sourced by the tensor GWs can be computed from the following expression: ∫ d^2Ω γÐ^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΣ^T = ∫_{uf} u_i du ∫ d^2Ω ϵ^{AD}ð_Dγ [ ð_A(c_{BC} N^{BC} ) + 2N^{BC} ð_Ac_{BC} − 4ð_B (c_{AC} N^{BC} ) ] . (4.32)

It has the same form as the analogous expression in GR. It can then be recast into the same form as in Eq. (3.23) of [33] by using the identities in Appendix C of [33]. This expression was then the starting point for the multipolar expansion of the spin memory effect given in [35]. We reproduce the result from [35] below; however, we first introduce, in addition to s^{l,(±)}_l′_{;l}′′ in Eq. (4.15), the following coefficients (defined in [34]) to make the expression more concise: c^l′_m′_{;l}′′_m′′ = 3 √ (l^′ − 1) (l^′ + 2)B_l (−1, l^′, m^′; 2, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) + √ (l^{′′} − 2) (l^{′′} + 3)B_l (−2, l^′, m^′; 3, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) . (4.33)

The expression for the moments ΔΣ_{lm} can then be derived through a lengthy calculation outlined in [35], and the result is given by

ΔΣ^T_{lm} = 1 4 √ l(l + 1)

(l − 2)! (l + 2)! ∑ l′ ,l′′, m^′,m^{′′} c^l′_m′_{;l}′′_m′′ ∫_{uf} u_i du [ is^{l,(−)}_l′_{;l}′′ ( U_l′_m′U̇_l′′_m′′ − U̇_l′_m′ U_l′′_m′′ + V_l′_m′V̇_l′′_m′′ − V̇_l′_m′ V_l′′_m′′ )

−s^{l,(+)}_l′_{;l}′′ ( U_l′_m′V̇_l′′_m′′ + V̇_l′_m′ U_l′′_m′′ − U̇_l′_m′ V_l′′_m′′ − V_l′_m′U̇_l′′_m′′ )] . (4.34)

To compute the spin memory effect at Newtonian order, we need precisely the same set of radiative multipole moments U_{lm} and V_{lm} that were used to compute the displacement memory effect in Sec. IV B 1. We then compute the spin memory effect following the same procedure in Sec. IV B 1 by first writing the needed moments of ΔΣ_{lm} in terms of integrals of the relevant radiative moments U_{lm} and V_{lm}:

ΔΣ^T_{30} = − 1 720 √ 7π ∫_{uf} u_i du { ℑ [ 9 ( ˙Ū_{22}U_{22} − 2 ˙V̄_{21}V_{21} ) + 7 ( ˙Ū_{31}U_{31} − ˙Ū_{33}U_{33} ) + 11 √ 5 ( ˙Ū_{22}U_{42} + ˙Ū_{42}U_{22} )]

+ℜ [ 5 √ 35 ( ˙V̄_{32}U_{22} − ˙Ū_{22}V_{32} ) − 5 √ 7 2 ( ˙V̄_{21}U_{31} − ˙Ū_{31}V_{21} ) ]} , (4.35a)

ΔΣ^T_{50} = 1 5040 √ 11π ∫_{uf} u_i du { ℑ [ 5 ( ˙Ū_{33}U_{33} + 5 ˙Ū_{31}U_{31} ) − 38 √ 5 ( ˙Ū_{22}U_{42} + ˙Ū_{42}U_{22} )]

+ℜ [ 2 √ 7 5 ( ˙Ū_{22}V_{32} − ˙V̄_{32}U_{22} ) + 2 √ 14 ( ˙V̄_{21}U_{31} − ˙Ū_{31}V_{21} ) ]} . (4.35b)

As in Sec. IV B 1, we then use Eqs. (3.5a), (3.5b)– (3.5f), and (3.16)–(3.18) to evaluate the integrals in Eqs. (4.35a)–(4.35b) and to write the expression for the moments ΔΣ_{30} and ΔΣ_{50} in terms of x. Unlike in Sec. IV B 1, the integrand does not depend on ẋ, when written as an integral over x, because there is only one time derivative of the radiative multipole moments. The result of this integration is given by

ΔΣ^T_{30} = √ π 7 ηM^2 10 { − 5ξS^2 144 Δ(x^{−3/2}) + Δ(x^{−1/2}) [ 1 − 4 3 G − (1 + F )ξ +

5(47796η + 5003)S^2ξ 435456 ]} , (4.36a)

ΔΣ^T_{50} = − √ π 11 ηM^2ξS^2 12192768

(21588η − 4117)Δ(x^{−1/2}) ,

(4.36b)

where we have defined Δ(x^{−1/2}) = x^{−1/2}_f − x^{−1/2}_i and similarly for Δ(x^{−3/2}). The PN error terms in Eqs. (4.36) and (4.39) are both expected to be of order log(x_f /x_i), which would arise from O(1/x) terms in the u integral. We did not write these terms out explicitly, so as to simplify the notation.

In GR, the only term that appears in the Newtonianorder spin-memory waveform is Δ(x^{−1/2}) times the coefficient outside the curly braces in Eq (4.35a). The remaining terms in ΔΣ_{30} and the entire expression for ΔΣ_{50} appear in the BD-theory waveform at Newtonian order because of the −1 PN term in dϕ/dx and the additional radiative multipole moments that contribute in BD theory, but not in GR.

Finally, we construct the time-integrated strain from the moments ΔΣ_{l0} in Eqs. (4.36a)–(4.36b). Using Eqs. (2.8), (2.9), (2.19), and (4.31), we can write the relation between the time integral of h and a general ΔΣ_{lm} as ∫_{uf} u_i h^{(spin)}du = −i 2R ∑ l,m √ (l + 2)! (l − 2)!

ΔΣ_{lm}(_{−2}Y_{lm}) .

(4.37) Because the modes ΔΣ_{l0} that produce the timeintegrated strain h^{(spin)} in Eq. (4.36a) and (4.36b) are real, then from Eq. (2.7) it follows that the spin memory enters in the cross mode polarization of gravitational waves (as it does in GR [35]). Finally substituting Eqs. (4.36a)–(4.36b) into (4.37), and using the expressions for the spin-weighted spherical harmonics

−2Y_{30}(ι, φ) = 1 4 √ 105 2π sin^2 ι cos ι , (4.38a)

−2Y_{50}(ι, φ) = 1 8 √ 1155 2π sin^2 ι cos ι(3 cos^2 ι − 1) , (4.38b)

we obtain for the time-integrated strain

∫_{uf} u_i du h^{(spin,T)} × = 3ηM^2 8R sin^2 ι cos ι { − 5ξS^2 144 Δ(x^{−3/2}) + [ 1 − 4 3 G − (1 + F )ξ − ξS^2 ( 3365 6912 η + 1915 27648 )] Δ(x^{−1/2}) +ξS^2 ( 20585 580608 − 1285 6912 η ) Δ(x^{−1/2}) cos^2 ι } . (4.39)

The expression for the u integral of h^{(spin,T)}_× is written such that the angular dependence and coefficient 3ηM^2/(8R) outside of the curly braces coincides with the expression in GR at Newtonian order. Within the curly braces there are several sorts of terms: (i) the first term proportional to Δ(x^{−3/2}) is a −1PN term arising from the dipole term in the phase, but which has the same angular dependence as the spin memory effect in GR; (ii) the terms in the square bracket (aside from the factor of unity that reproduces the GR expression for the spin memory) are small BD corrections (proportional to ξ) that modify the amplitude of the waveform without changing its x or ι dependence; (iii) the final terms on the second line are those which have the same x dependence, but a different angular dependence from the GR expression (and are again proportional to ξ).

2. Spin memory effect from the angular momentum flux of the scalar radiation

The angular momentum flux from the scalar radiation produces a second contribution to the spin memory effect. Its contribution can be obtained from the scalar field terms in the balance law in Eq. (4.27a), ∫ d^2ΩγÐ^4(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΣ^S = −

6 + 4ω (λ_0)^2 ∫_{uf} u_i d^2Ωduϵ^{AB}ð_B γ × (λ̇_1ð_Aλ_1 − λ_1ð_Aλ̇_1) . (4.40)

The multipolar expansion of ΔΣ can be obtained by assuming γ is equal to the spherical harmonic Ȳ_{lm}, and then using the multipolar expansion of λ_1 in Eq. (3.19). After relating the gradients and curls of spherical harmonics in this expansion to the electric- and magnetic-parity vector harmonics in Eqs. (4.4a)–(4.4b) and then employing the relationship between these vector harmonics and the spin-weighted spherical harmonics in Eqs. (4.5a)– (4.5b),we can derive the moments ΔΣ_{lm} in terms of moments λ_{1(lm)} (and their time derivatives and complex conjugates) and the coefficients B_l(s^′, l^′, m^′; s^{′′}, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) given in Eq. (4.2). The resulting expression is given below:

ΔΣ^S_{lm} = i(2ω + 3) λ^2_0 √ l(l + 1)

(l − 2)! (l + 2)! ∑ l^′,m^′,l^{′′} ,m^{′′} s^{l,(−)}_l′_{;l}′′ × √ l^{′′}(l^{′′} + 1)B_l(0, l^′, m^′; 1, l^{′′}, m^{′′}) × ∫_{uf} u_i du(λ̇_{1(l}′_m′_)λ_{1(l}′′_m′′_) − λ_{1(l}′_m′_)λ̇_{1(l}′′_m′′_)) .

(4.41)

The coefficient s^{l,(−)}_l′_{;l}′′ is defined in Eq. (4.15).

The moments of λ_{1(lm)} that contribute to the Newtonian-order spin memory effect are the same moments needed to compute the scalar-sourced displacement memory effect in Sec. IV B 2. The only nonvanishing moment of ΔΣ at this order then is ΔΣ_{30}, and to linear order in ξ it is given by

ΔΣ^S_{30} = − 1 30ξ(λ_0)^2 1 √ 7π ∫_{uf} u_i du ℑ [ λ̇_{1(22)}λ̄_{1(22)}

− √ 7 2 ( λ̇_{1(11)}λ̄_{1(31)} − λ_{1(11)} ˙λ̄_{1(31)} ) ] . (4.42)

We can then use the expressions for the scalar-field multipole moments in Eq. (3.24) to evaluate the integrals and write them in terms of x (analogously to what was done for the tensor-GW part of the spin memory effect), and we find it is given by

ΔΣ^S_{30} = √ πηM^2ξ 1440 √ 7 ( 2ηS^2 + ΓS δm M − 8Γ^2 ) Δ ( x^{−1/2} ) . (4.43) It is then straightforward to use Eq. (4.37) to write the retarded-time integral of the spin memory waveform generated by scalar angular momentum flux as ∫_{uf} u_i duh^{(spin,S)} × = ηM^2ξ 384R ( 2ηS^2 + Γ δm M S − 8Γ^2 )

× Δ ( x^{−1/2} ) sin^2 ι cos ι . (4.44)

The PN error terms in Eqs. (4.43) and (4.44) are both expected to be of order log(x_f /x_i), which would arise from O(1/x) terms in the u integral.

The full retarded-time integral of the spin memory waveform is h^{(spin)}_× = h^{(spin,S)}_× + h^{(spin,T)}_× . It then adds small correction linear in ξ to Eq. (4.39) that changes the amplitude but does not alter the x or ι dependence of the effect.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we computed the displacement and spin GW memory effects generated by nonprecessing, quasicircular binaries in BD theory. We worked in the PN approximation, and the expressions that we computed are accurate to leading Newtonian order in the PN parameter x, and they include the leading-order corrections in the BD parameter ξ. Our calculations relied upon using the BMS balance laws associated with the asymptotic symmetries in BD theory (which are the same as in GR). These balance laws permit us to determine the tensor GW memory effects, but the scalar GW memory effects associated with the breathing polarization are not constrained through these balance laws. We further focused on the null contributions to the tensor GW memory effects, because we estimated that the ordinary (linear) memory effects would contribute at a higher PN order than the null (including the nonlinear) memory effects.

Using the BMS balance laws has the advantage that we can determine the memory effects in BD theory to a higher PN order than had been previously done through the direct integration of the relaxed Einstein equations in harmonic gauge. However, the balance laws take as input radiative and nonradiative data at large Bondi radius and this data must be obtained through some other method. Specifically, in the context of this paper in PN theory, we needed to take as input the oscilliatory scalar and tensor GWs computed in harmonic gauge in BD theory in [69]. This required us to compute a coordinate transformation between harmonic and Bondi gauges at leading order in the inverse distance to the source, so that we could relate the radiative GW data in these two different coordinate choices (and formalisms). There were relatively simple transformations that allowed us to relate the Bondi shear tensor to the transverse-traceless components of GW strain, and these relations were particularly simple when expressed in terms of the radiative multipole moments of the shear and strain tensors. There were similar expressions relating the scalar field at leading order in inverse distance in the two coordinate systems and the corresponding multipole moments of the scalar field. With these relationships between the multipolar expansions of the scalar field and the shear tensor in harmonic and Bondi gauges, we could then use the BMS balance laws to compute the GW memory effects.

The tensor GW memory effects in BD theory have several noteworthy differences from the corresponding effects in GR at the equivalent PN order. First, because of scalar dipole radiation in BD theory, there are relative −1PN-order terms in the memory effects in BD theory. The −1PN term in the displacement memory waveform comes from two sources in the supermomentum balance law: (i) directly from the energy flux of scalar radiation and (ii) indirectly from the energy flux in tensor radiation (specifically through dipole contributions to the frequency evolution and the GW phase). The spin memory waveform, however, has a relative −1PN correction from

GR arising from only the energy flux of the tensor waves (the scalar-sourced part of the energy flux gives rise to a contribution at the same leading order as in GR, and it comes from products of dipole and octupole moments, as well as quadrupole moments with themselves). The absence and presence of the −1PN term from the scalar radiation in the spin and displacement memory effects, respectively, arises because of the different lowest multipole term in the sky pattern of the effects: the spin memory effect begins with the l = 3, m = 0 mode, whereas the displacement memory has an l = 2, m = 0 mode.

A second noteworthy feature is that the computation of Newtonian-order memory effects in BD theory requires radiative multipole moments of the strain at higher PN orders than are required in GR (in which the leadingorder effects can be computed from just the l = 2, m = ±2 radiative mass quadrupole moments. Because there are −1PN terms in the GW phase and the evolution of the GW frequency, computing the Newtonian GW memory effects requires higher-PN-order radiative multipole moments (including the current quadrupole, the mass and current octupoles, and the mass hexadecapole). These higher-order mass and current multipole moments also give rise to a sky pattern of the GW memory effect in BD theory that differs from the sky pattern of the effect in GR. In addition, the presence of dipole radiation required us to include 1PN corrections to the GW phase and frequency time derivative to compute the memory effects to Newtonian order (though we only required the GR limit of these 1PN corrections when working to linear order in the BD parameter ξ).

Finally, let us conclude by commenting on potential applications of the calculations of GW memory effects given in this paper. Because the calculations herein have shown that the memory effect in BD theory differs from that in GR, it is natural to ask if these differences could be detected. Given the challenges of detecting the memory effect in GR with LIGO and Virgo [15, 16, 80] and the fact that the PN corrections are small, it would be more natural to consider whether next-generation gravitational-wave detectors—such as the space-based detector LISA [81] or ground-based detectors like the Einstein Telescope or Cosmic Explorer [82, 83]—could constrain BD theory through a measurement of the GW memory effect. The constraints could come from searching for differences in the leading-order amplitude of the effect, in the time dependence of the accumulation of the memory effect (through the different dependence on the PN parameter x), or in the sky pattern of memory effects in BD theory (the latter being similar to the hypothesis test described in [73]). Because memory effects accumulate most rapidly during the merger of compact binaries, having waveforms that go beyond the PN approximation and include the merger and ringdown would be important for producing the most accurate constraints. Nevertheless, we use the PN results to give order-of-magnitude estimates for the prospects of detecting any BD effects in the memory waveforms.

The BD corrections to the GW memory waveforms computed in this paper depend on the BD parameter ξ and the sensitivities of the binary’s components. The dependence on the sensitivities is such that for binary black holes, which have binary components with sensitivities equal to one half in BD theory, the Newtonian GW memory waveform for binary black holes is equivalent to the waveform in GR after rescaling the black-hole masses by (1 − ξ/2). The fact that there exists a constant redefinition of the mass that produces the same waveform as in GR implies that the difference is not observable, as was previously noted in Refs. [68, 70, 77] in PN theory. This also implies that observations of GWs from supermassive binary black holes by the LISA detector, although possibly high in signal to noise [81], may not be able detect or constrain features of BD theory.

Mixed black-hole neutron-star binaries, however, will have observable effects, because the objects have different sensitivities. From Eqs. (4.20), (4.25), (4.39), and (4.44), it follows that the leading PN BD correction is O(ξ/Δx) smaller than the leading PN GR memory effects.^7 Given the current lower bound on ξ and taking the final PN parameter x_f to be PN parameter at the frequency of the innermost stable circular orbit, the −1PN BD corrections are O(10^{−4}) times smaller in amplitude than the 0PN GR memory effects. While we have not performed a detailed signal-to-noise calculation, this does make it appear challenging to detect the effects if present. However, it is difficult to provide an accurate estimate for the signal-to-noise of the BD memory effects for the following reasons. First, to the best of our knowledge, there has not been a systematic study of the signal to noise for GW memory effects arising from black-hole neutron-star binaries, even in GR. Second, memory effects accumulate most rapidly during the merger of compact binaries, during which the PN approximation becomes less valid and numerical simulations of the merger and ringdown are required to produce accurate waveforms. We thus leave a quantitative assessment of the detection prospects of the GW memory effects in BD theory for future work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

S.T. and K.Y. acknowledge support from the Owens Family Foundation. K.Y. also acknowledges support from the NSF Grant No. PHY-1806776, the NASA Grant 80NSSC20K0523, and a Sloan Foundation Research Fellowship. K.Y. would like to also thank the support by the COST Action GWverse CA16104 and JSPS KAKENHI Grants No. JP17H06358. D.A.N. acknowledges support

7 The −1P N BD corrections to displacement memory effects are of O((ξ/Δx) ln[x_f /x_i]). However, considering x_i to be the PN parameter at lower cut-off frequency of the detector and x_f to be at the innermost stable circular orbit frequency, we expect ln[x_f /x_i] to be of order unity.

from the NSF Grant No. PHY-2011784 and the ORAU Ralph E. Powe Junior Faculty Enhancement Award.

Appendix A: Coordinate transformations from harmonic gauge to Bondi gauge

In this appendix, we construct a coordinate transformation between harmonic coordinates to linear order in 1/R and Bondi coordinates at an equivalent order in 1/r for a radiating spacetime in Brans-Dicke theory. The procedure is similar to that recently described in [76] in GR, but we do not work to all orders in 1/r as in [76]. Rather, we work only to an order in 1/r so that we can relate the radiative data in harmonic gauge (h̃^{TT}_{ij} and Ξ) to the corresponding radiative data in Bondi gauge (c_{AB} and λ_1) and compute the GW memory effects from PN waveforms in harmonic gauge.

We will denote the harmonic-gauge metric by g^{(H)}μν which we write in quasi-Cartesian coordinates X^μ = (X^0, X^i), where X^0 = t and X^i = (X, Y, Z). We find it convenient to define R = √ X^iX^j δ_{ij} to be the harmonic-gauge distance from the origin, and y^A = (ι, φ) to be spherical polar coordinates with cos ι = Z/R and tan φ = Y/X. The components of the metric can then be written in the form

g^{(H)}_{00} = −1 + 2AM R + 1 R H_{00}(t − R, y^A) , (A1a)

g^{(H)}_{0i} = 1 R H_{0i}(t − R, y^A) , (A1b)

g^{(H)}_{ij} = δ_{ij} + 2BM R δ_{ij} + 1 R H_{ij} (t − R, y^A) . (A1c)

We have written the metric in the center-of-mass rest frame of the system, and we have split the O(1/R) part of the metric in terms of the constant mass monopole moment M and all the time-dependent, higher-order multipole moments in H_{μν} . We have also introduced constants A and B [defined in Eq. (A3)] which are needed so that the metric satisfies the modified Einstein’s equations in the static limit (at the leading nontrivial order in 1/R). To specify a solution, we also need an expression for the scalar field, which we give in the Jordan frame, and which we denote by λ. We will again expand it in terms of a static monopole moment and time-dependent, higher-order multipole moments as follows:

λ = λ_0 [ 1 + ψ(t − R, y^A) + 2CM R ] . (A2)

The monopole term is the O(1/R) piece proportional to 2λ_0CM and ψ contains the higher-order, time-dependent moments. The third coefficient C is again needed to satisfy the field equations in the static limit. The expressions for the constants A, B, and C were previously determined in [68, 70, 84] and are given by A = ω + 2 − κ ω + 2

, (A3a)

B = ω + 1 + κ ω + 2

, (A3b) C = 1 − 2κ 2ω + 4

. (A3c)

We introduced the variable κ = (m_1s_1 + m_2s_2)/M in the equations above. The coefficients also satisfy the relationships A − B = 2C and A + B = 2/λ_0.

The harmonic gauge conditions lead to relationships between the components of the quantities H_{μν} and ψ. These relationships are more conveniently expressed in terms of a quantity H̃_{μν} , which is related to H_{μν} and ψ by H_{μν} = H̃_{μν} − 1 2 H̃η_{μν} − ψη_{μν} . (A4) The gauge conditions are given by

H̃_{00} = n^in^jH̃_{ij} , H̃_{0i} = −n^jH̃_{ij} . (A5)

We have defined n^i = X^i/R = ∂_iR above, and it reduces to the expression ⃗n ≡ (sin ι cos φ, sin ι sin φ, cos ι) when written in terms of ι and φ.^8

Our procedure for transforming from harmonic gauge to Bondi gauge follows some aspects of the work [76] in GR, in which Bondi coordinates were determined in terms as functions of harmonic-gauge quantities. In our case, however, we consider BD theory, we work only to linear order in 1/R in harmonic coordinates, and we determine the corresponding Bondi coordinates in an expansion in 1/R, such that Bondi gauge is imposed to one order in 1/r beyond the leading-order metric. To perform the coordinate transformation, it is useful to work with the components of the inverse metric. In harmonic gauge, these components are given by

g^{μν}_{(H)} = η^{μν}_{(H)}− 1 R [ H^{μν} + 2M(Aδ^μ_0 δ^ν_0 + Bδ^μ_i δ^ν_j δ^{ij} ) ] +O(R^{−2}) , (A6) where H^{μν} is related to H_{μν} by raising indices with η^{μν}_{(H)}. We aim to put the metric in Bondi form, in which the nonzero components of the inverse Bondi metric are given by g^{ur}_{(B)} = − 1 − λ_1 λ_0r + O ( r^{−2} ) , (A7a)

g^{rr}_{(B)} = 1 +

∂_uλ_1 λ_0 + 1 r ( λ_1 λ_0 − 2M + λ_1∂_uλ_1 2λ^2_0 )

+ O ( r^{−2} ) , (A7b)

8 The conditions in Eq. (A5) can be derived by first making the definitions given, e.g., in [70, 77], of a conformally rescaled metric g̃_{μν} = λg_{μν} , then defining h̃^{μν} to be h̃^{μν} = η^{μν} − √ −g̃g̃^{μν} , and imposing the harmonic gauge condition ∂_ν h̃^{μν} = 0. When the harmonic gauge condition is imposed at leading order in 1/R, then the conditions in (A5) can be obtained up to integration constants that we set to zero [so as to maintain the static solution of Einstein’s equations in Eqs. (A1) and (A2)].

g^{rA}_{(B)} = 1 2r^2 ( ð_B c^{AB} − ð^Aλ_1 λ_0 ) + O ( r^{−3} ) , (A7c)

g^{AB}_{(B)} = 1 r^2 q^{AB} − 1 r^3 c^{AB} + O(r^{−4}) (A7d)

(and where g^{uu}_{(B)} = g^{uA}_{(B)} = 0). For simplicity, we will summarize Eq. (A7) as

g^{μν}_{(B)} = η^{μν}_{(B)} − 1 r h^{μν}_{(B)} , (A8)

where the quantity η^{μν}_{(B)} consists of the O(r^0) pieces of g^{ur}_{(B)} and g^{rr}_{(B)}, the O(r^{−1}) part of g^{rA}_{(B)} (which vanishes) and the O(r^{−2}) part of g^{AB}_{(B)} ; the quantity h^{μν}_{(B)} consists of the coefficients of the relative 1/r corrections to the components of η^{μν}_{(B)}.

We perform the coordinate transformation in two stages for illustrative purposes (one could perform it in one stage as in [76], but the two-stage process here allows us to highlight the different roles of the different terms in the transformation more easily). The first stage imposes the gauge conditions on the inverse Bondi metric that g^{uu}_{(B)} and g^{uA}_{(B)} vanish to the accuracy in 1/r at which we work, it also makes r an areal radius, and finally, it relates the Bondi-coordinate retarded time u to the harmonic-gauge retarded time t − R. It can be thought of as a “finite” gauge transformation, in the sense that it is needed to relate the background metrics η^{μν}_{(B)} and η^{μν}_{(H)}, which differ by a large (not perturbative in 1/r) coordinate transformation. The second stage, which can be treated as perturbative in 1/r, then sets the metric following the first transformation into a Bondi-gauge metric that satisfies the modified Einstein equations of BD theory.

The first stage, the finite part of the coordinate transformation expresses a set of coordinates x^α = (u, r, x^A) in terms of harmonic gauge coordinates X^α = (t, X^i), though, it is expressed more easily in terms of the spherical polar coordinates (t, R, y^A) constructed from harmonic coordinates as follows: u = t − R − 2M λ_0 ln R , (A9a) r = R + BM − ψ 2 , (A9b)

x^A = y^A . (A9c)

The coordinates (u, r, x^A) resemble, but are not precisely Bondi coordinates at the order in 1/r at which we work, because they do not enforce all of the required properties of the Bondi-gauge metric. We will thus write this “intermediate” metric as g^{μν}_{(I)} , and it can be computed from the harmonic-gauge metric using the transformation law for the components of a rank-two contravariant tensor:

g^{μν}_{(I)} = g^{αβ}_{(H)} ∂x^μ ∂X^α ∂x^ν ∂X^β . (A10)

A somewhat lengthy, but otherwise straightforward calculation shows that this metric can be written in the form

g^{μν}_{(I)} = η^{μν}_{(B)} − 1 r h^{μν}_{(I)} , (A11)

where η^{(B)}_{μν} is the leading order part of the inverse Bondi metric in Eq. (A7) when ∂_uΞ = ∂_uλ_1. The coefficients of the relative 1/r corrections to η^{μν}_{(B)} we denoted by h^{μν}_{(I)}, and they are given by

h^{rr}_{(I)} = 2M λ_0

(∂_uψ)^2 − ( H̃ 2 − 2BM + ψ ) ∂_uψ +H_{ij} n^in^j + 2BM + O ( r^{−1} ) , (A12a)

h^{ur}_{(I)} = − M λ_0 ∂_uψ + Ξ λ_0 + H̃ 2 + O ( r^{−1} ) , (A12b)

r h^{rA}_{(I)} = − ( H_{0i}ð^An^i − 1 2 ð^Aψ ) + O ( r^{−1} ) ,(A12c)

h^{uu}_{(I)} = O ( r^{−1} ) , (A12d)

h^{uA}_{(I)} = O ( r^{−2} ) , (A12e)

r^2h^{AB}_{(I)} = H_{ij} ð^An^ið^B n^j + ψq^{AB} + O ( r^{−1} ) . (A12f)

To arrive at Eq. (A12), we used the conditions in Eq. (A5) and we expressed ∂_tψ in terms of ∂_uψ (and other terms) using the derivatives of the first two lines in Eq. (A9) and the chain rule: ∂_tψ = ∂_uψ − M rλ_0 (∂_uψ)^2 . (A13)

Note that nonlinear terms involving ψ appear here and elsewhere in h^{rr}_I , because the coordinate transformations in (A9a)–(A9c) involve ψ at order O(R^0).

The metric is similar to a Bondi-Sachs form to the order in 1/r at which we work, in the sense that the Bondi gauge conditions g^{uu}_{(I)} = g^{uA}_{(I)} = 0 are satisfied at this order and the right-hand side of Eq. (A12f) is traceless with respect to q_{AB} (thereby being consistent with the determinant condition of Bondi gauge). Note, however, that the ur, rr, and rA components of h^{μν}_{(I)} do not satisfy the modified Einstein equations in Bondi-Sachs gauge, as they are not consistent with the form of the inverse metric in Eq. (A7). The metric can be put into Bondi gauge with a perturbative (in 1/r) coordinate transformation, as we describe next.

We will parametrize the perturbative coordinate transformation in terms of a vector ξ^μ which effects the coordinate transformation x^μ → x^μ + ξ^μ. This coordinate transformation will take the part of the metric h^{μν}_{(I)}/r and bring it to the Bondi-Sachs form h^{μν}_{(B)}/r, through the transformation 1 r h^{μν}_{(B)} = 1 r h^{μν}_{(I)} + L_{⃗ξ} η^{μν}_{(B)} , (A14)

where L_{⃗ξ} is the Lie derivative along ⃗ξ. To solve for the perturbative gauge vector that generates this transformation, we first write the components of ξ^μ as

ξ^μ = 1 r (ξ^u_{(1)}, ξ^r_{(1)}, ξ^A_{(1)}/r) , (A15) where the functions ξ^μ_{(1)} depend on u and x^A (not r). These lead to a set of partial differential equations for the ξ^μ_{(1)} that can be integrated by requiring that h^{μν}_{(I)} be transformed into Bondi-Sachs form. Before giving the full details of this procedure, it is worth noting that given the form of the components of the vector ξ^μ in Eq. (A15), the radiative data λ_1 and c_{AB} can be related to harmonicgauge data and the finite coordinate transformation (A9) without needing the full expression for ξ^μ in (A15).

For the scalar field, because in both harmonic and Bondi gauges, the field has an expansion of the form λ = λ_0 +O(r^{−1}) [where λ_0 is constant and the coefficient of the O(r^{−1}) term is denoted Ξ(t − R, y^A) in harmonic coordinates and λ_1(u, x^A) in Bondi coordinates], then the transformation parametrized by ξ^μ in Eq. (A15) will not change Ξ or λ_1. Thus, one must have that

λ_1(u, x^A) = Ξ(t − R, y^A) , (A16)

where u is related to t−R (and x^A to y^A) by the transformations in Eq. (A9). For c_{AB} , a direct calculation shows that L_{⃗ξ}η^{AB}_{(B)} is of order r^{−4} for ξ^μ in (A15). This implies that

c^{AB} = H_{ij} ð^An^ið^B n^j + ψq^{AB} . (A17)

Using the definition of H̃_{μν} in Eq. (A4), the harmonic gauge conditions in (A5), and the fact that q^{AB} = δ_{ij} ð^An^ið^B n^j , this equation can be recast as c^{AB} = H̃_{ij} ð^An^ið^B n^j − 1 2 H̃q^{AB} . (A18)

After using Eq. (A5) again, it follows that c^{AB} is related to just the transverse-traceless (TT) part of H̃_{ij} as

c^{AB} (u, x^A) = H̃^{TT}_{ij} (t − R, y^A)ð^An^ið^B n^j , (A19)

where again u is related to t − R and x^A to y^A by the transformations in (A9).

For our purposes of relating the radiative data in Bondi coordinates to that in harmonic coordinates, Eqs. (A16) and (A19) provide the solution. However, for completeness we do compute the form of the required gauge vector ξ^μ needed to complete the transformation from harmonic to Bondi coordinates. The components of the gauge vector in Eq. (A15) can be constrained from the ur, rA, and rr components of Eq. (A14), which state, respectively,

∂_uξ^u_{(1)} = h^{ru}_{(B)} − h^{ru}_{(I)} , (A20a) ∂_uξ^A_{(1)} = r(h^{rA}_{(B)} − h^{rA}_{(I)} ) , (A20b) 2∂_uξ^r_{(1)} + ξ^u_{(1)}(∂_u)^2(λ_1/λ_0) = h^{rr}_{(B)} − h^{rr}_{(I)} . (A20c)

By substituting the relationships in Eqs. (A16) and (A19) into Eq. (A7), extracting the relevant components of h^{μν}_{(B)}, and using the expressions for h^{μν}_{(I)} in Eq. (A12), it is straightforward to integrate the first two lines in Eq. (A20) to obtain expressions for ξ^u_{(1)} and ξ^A_{(1)}. Once ξ^u_{(1)} has been determined, integrating the final line of Eq. (A20) to determine ξ^r_{(1)} is also, in principle, straightforward. There is one subtlety in this procedure: h^{rr}_{(B)} involves the Bondi mass aspect M, which has not yet been determined from metric quantities in harmonic gauge. Because the mass aspect satisfies the conservation equation [50] ∂_uM = − 1 8 N_{AB} N^{AB} + 1 4 ð_Að_B N^{AB} − (3 + 2ω) 1 4λ^2_0

(∂_uλ_1)^2 + 1 4λ_0

Ð^2∂_uλ_1 , (A21)

it is possible to integrate this equation and express M in terms of harmonic-gauge quantities using Eqs. (A16) and (A19). (To simplify the notation, however, we will not write this out in detail below, and we will write this quantity just as M.) The result of performing these integrations and using the harmonic gauge conditions in (A5) is that the components of the vector ξ^μ are given by

ξ^u = − 1 2r ∫ dtH̃ + M λ^2_0r

Ξ , (A22a)

ξ^r = − 1 2r ∫ dt [ ξ_{u(1)} λ_0

∂^2_uΞ + 2M λ^3_0

(∂_uΞ)^2 − 2M + H̃_{00} − 1 2 Ξ λ^2_0 ∂_uΞ − ( 1 2 H̃ − 2M λ_0 ) ( 1 + ∂_uΞ λ_0 )] , (A22b)

ξ^A = − 1 r^2 ∫ dt [ 1 2 ð_B ( H̃^{TT}_{ij} ð^An^ið^B n^j ) + H_{ij} n^ið^An^j ] . (A22c)

This transformation, along with the finite transformation in Eq. (A9), brings the metric into the form in Eq. (A7), in which λ_1 and c_{AB} are related to the harmonic-gauge quantities Ξ and H̃^{TT}_{ij} by Eqs. (A16) and (A19).

Appendix B: Estimates of ordinary memory effects in Brans-Dicke theory

1. Ordinary displacement memory effect

The contribution to the ordinary memory effect comes from the charge rather than the flux terms in Eq. (4.6), i.e.: ∫ d^2Ω α Ð^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΘ^O = 8Δ ∫ d^2Ω α ( M − 1 4λ_0

Ð^2λ_1 ) . (B1)

Expanding ΔM, ΔΘ^O and Δλ_1 in spherical harmonics, the moments ΔΘ^O are given by

ΔΘ^O_{lm} =

(l + 2)! (l − 2)! [ 8ΔM_{lm} + 2 λ_0 l(l + 1)Δλ_{1(lm)} ] . (B2)

We would like to estimate if the quantity ΔΘ^O_{lm} is of a similar PN order to the nonlinear and null parts of the memory ΔΘ^T_{lm} and ΔΘ^S_{lm} that were computed in Sec. IV B for any of the specific values of l = 2, 4, or 6 and m = 0. To do so, we will focus on the moment ΔΘ^O_{20} for simplicity (the other three moments will have the same, or a higher PN order).

One natural way to compute the ordinary memory would be to directly evaluate the moments Δλ_{1(20)} and ΔM_{20}. Using Eq. (3.20), we can show that Δλ_{1(20)} is at least O(x^2); thus, the scalar field’s contribution to the memory effect is of a higher PN order than the Newtonian order at which we work. We do not have an independent expression for ΔM_{20} that would allow us to directly compute ΔΘ^O_{20} (although we already verified that the contribution from the Δλ_{1(20)} is of a higher PN order). Instead, we can compute ΔΘ^O_{20} directly from the waveform that were already computed in Eqs. (7.1) and (7.2a) of [68] to verify that ΔM_{20} would not contribute at Newtonian order. Specifically, we contract the Newtonian-order expression with the polarization tensors e^{ij}_+ − ie^{ij}_×, multiply by the spin-weighted spherical harmonic_{−2}Ȳ_{20} to obtain U_{20} and then rescale it to obtain ΔΘ^O_{20}. We find that the Newtonian-order result vanishes, and there is thus no Newtonian-order ordinary displacement memory.

2. Ordinary spin memory effect

The ordinary part of the spin memory effect can be computed from Eq. (4.27a) with just the term (4.27c) on the right-hand side: ∫ d^2Ω γÐ^2(Ð^2 + 2)ΔΣ^0 = −8Δ ∫ d^2Ω ϵ^{AD}ð_D γ [−3L_A − 1 4λ_0

(c_{AB} ð^B λ_1 − λ_1ð^B c_{AB} ) ] . (B3)

The terms c_{AB} ð^B λ_1 − λ_1ð^B c_{AB} on second line of the equation will not contribute at Newtonian order for the spin memory effect (i.e, at order x^{−1/2}), because both c_{AB} and λ_1 involve non-negative powers of x in the PN expansion, so their product will not be a negative power of x. The only term that could contribute to the spin memory effect comes from the change in the angular momentum aspect, L_A.

We do not have an expression for L_A in terms of harmonic-gauge metric functions, which (analogously to the case of the mass aspect and ordinary displacement memory effect) prohibits a direct calculation of the ordinary spin memory effect. In addition, it is not possible to directly check the time integral of the waveform, because the Newtonian-order terms in the spin memory effect arise from formally 2.5PN-order terms in the waveform that are then integrated with respect to retarded time; however, the waveform has only been computed to 2PN order in [68]. While we cannot then be certain that the ordinary memory terms do not contribute at the same order because of additional nonlinear terms in the near zone, we can estimate the size of the effect in linearized theory.

The ordinary spin memory effect would arise at the lowest PN order from changes in ΔΣ^O_{30}, which is proportional to the retarded time integral of the radiative moment V_{30}. Because at leading PN order, V_{30} is related to three time derivatives of the source current octopole J_{30}, then ΔΣ^O_{30} should be proportional to J̈_{30}. By dimensional analysis, J_{30} is proportional to Mva^3 (or see, e.g., [67]); thus, J̈_{30} scales as Mvaȧ^2. This scales with the PN parameter as ξx^{9/2} +x^{11/2}, which would be a 6PN correction to the nonlinear and null effects. We thus anticipate from these arguments in linearized theory that the ordinary part of the spin memory will be small.

[1] B.P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061102 (2016), arXiv:1602.03837 [gr-qc].

[2] B.P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “GWTC-1: A Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog of Compact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second Observing Runs,” Phys. Rev. X 9, 031040 (2019), arXiv:1811.12907 [astro-ph.HE].

[3] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “GWTC-2:

Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the First Half of the Third Observing Run,” (2020), arXiv:2010.14527 [gr-qc].

[4] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “Tests of general relativity with GW150914,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 221101 (2016), [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.121,no.12,129902(2018)], arXiv:1602.03841 [gr-qc].

[5] Nicolas Yunes, Kent Yagi, and Frans Pretorius, “Theoretical Physics Implications of the Binary Black-Hole Mergers GW150914 and GW151226,” Phys. Rev. D 94, 084002 (2016), arXiv:1603.08955 [gr-qc].

[6] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “Binary Black Hole Mergers in the first Advanced LIGO Observing Run,” Phys. Rev. X6, 041015 (2016), [erratum: Phys. Rev.X8,no.3,039903(2018)], arXiv:1606.04856 [gr-qc].

[7] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “Tests of General Relativity with GW170817,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 011102 (2019), arXiv:1811.00364 [gr-qc].

[8] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), “Tests of General Relativity with the Binary Black Hole Signals from the LIGO-Virgo Catalog GWTC-1,” Phys. Rev. D100, 104036 (2019), arXiv:1903.04467 [gr-qc].

[9] Emanuele Berti, Kent Yagi, and Nicolás Yunes, “Extreme Gravity Tests with Gravitational Waves from Compact Binary Coalescences: (I) Inspiral-Merger,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 50, 46 (2018), arXiv:1801.03208 [gr-qc].

[10] Emanuele Berti, Kent Yagi, Huan Yang, and Nicolás Yunes, “Extreme Gravity Tests with Gravitational Waves from Compact Binary Coalescences: (II) Ringdown,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 50, 49 (2018), arXiv:1801.03587 [gr-qc].

[11] Y. B. Zel’dovich and A. G. Polnarev, “Radiation of gravitational waves by a cluster of superdense stars,” Sov. Astron. 18, 17 (1974).

[12] D. Christodoulou, “Nonlinear nature of gravitation and gravitational wave experiments,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 1486–1489 (1991).

[13] Luc Blanchet and Thibault Damour, “Hereditary effects in gravitational radiation,” Phys. Rev. D 46, 4304–4319 (1992).

[14] Paul D. Lasky, Eric Thrane, Yuri Levin, Jonathan Blackman, and Yanbei Chen, “Detecting gravitationalwave memory with LIGO: implications of GW150914,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 061102 (2016), arXiv:1605.01415 [astro-ph.HE].

[15] Moritz Hübner, Colm Talbot, Paul D. Lasky, and Eric Thrane, “Measuring gravitational-wave memory in the first LIGO/Virgo gravitational-wave transient catalog,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 023011 (2020), arXiv:1911.12496 [astro-ph.HE].

[16] Oliver M. Boersma, David A. Nichols, and Patricia Schmidt, “Forecasts for detecting the gravitational-wave memory effect with Advanced LIGO and Virgo,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 083026 (2020), arXiv:2002.01821 [astro-ph.HE].

[17] Marc Favata, “Nonlinear gravitational-wave memory from binary black hole mergers,” Astrophys. J. Lett. 696, L159–L162 (2009), arXiv:0902.3660 [astro-ph.SR].

[18] Kristina Islo, Joseph Simon, Sarah Burke-Spolaor, and Xavier Siemens, “Prospects for Memory Detection with Low-Frequency Gravitational Wave Detectors,” (2019), arXiv:1906.11936 [astro-ph.HE].

[19] Aaron D. Johnson, Shasvath J. Kapadia, Andrew Osborne, Alex Hixon, and Daniel Kennefick, “Prospects of detecting the nonlinear gravitational wave memory,” Phys. Rev. D 99, 044045 (2019), arXiv:1810.09563 [gr-qc].

[20] J. B. Wang et al., “Searching for gravitational wave memory bursts with the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array,” Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 446, 1657–1671 (2015), arXiv:1410.3323 [astro-ph.GA].

[21] H. Bondi, M.G.J. van der Burg, and A.W.K.

Metzner, “Gravitational waves in general relativity. 7. Waves from axisymmetric isolated systems,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A A269, 21–52 (1962).

[22] R.K. Sachs, “Gravitational waves in general relativity. 8. Waves in asymptotically flat space-times,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A A270, 103–126 (1962).

[23] R. Sachs, “Asymptotic symmetries in gravitational theory,” Phys. Rev. 128, 2851–2864 (1962).

[24] Robert P. Geroch, “Asymptotic Structure of Space- Time,” in Asymptotic Structure of Space-Time, edited by Esposito, F. P. and Witten, L. (Plenum Press, New York, 1977) pp. 1–105.

[25] A. Ashtekar and M. Streubel, “Symplectic Geometry of Radiative Modes and Conserved Quantities at Null Infinity,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A A376, 585–607 (1981).

[26] Robert P. Geroch and J. Winicour, “Linkages in general relativity,” J. Math. Phys. 22, 803–812 (1981).

[27] Robert M. Wald and Andreas Zoupas, “A General definition of ’conserved quantities’ in general relativity and other theories of gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 61, 084027 (2000), arXiv:gr-qc/9911095.

[28] Glenn Barnich and Cedric Troessaert, “Symmetries of asymptotically flat 4 dimensional spacetimes at null infinity revisited,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 111103 (2010), arXiv:0909.2617 [gr-qc].

[29] Glenn Barnich and Cedric Troessaert, “Aspects of the BMS/CFT correspondence,” JHEP 05, 062 (2010), arXiv:1001.1541 [hep-th].

[30] Glenn Barnich and Cedric Troessaert, “BMS charge algebra,” JHEP 12, 105 (2011), arXiv:1106.0213 [hep-th].

[31] Miguel Campiglia and Alok Laddha, “Asymptotic symmetries and subleading soft graviton theorem,” Phys. Rev. D 90, 124028 (2014), arXiv:1408.2228 [hep-th].

[32] Miguel Campiglia and Alok Laddha, “New symmetries for the Gravitational S-matrix,” JHEP 04, 076 (2015), arXiv:1502.02318 [hep-th].

[33] Eanna E. Flanagan and David A. Nichols, “Conserved charges of the extended Bondi-Metzner- Sachs algebra,” Phys. Rev. D 95, 044002 (2017), arXiv:1510.03386 [hep-th].

[34] David A. Nichols, “Center-of-mass angular momentum and memory effect in asymptotically flat spacetimes,” Phys. Rev. D 98, 064032 (2018), arXiv:1807.08767 [gr-qc].

[35] David A. Nichols, “Spin memory effect for compact binaries in the post-Newtonian approximation,” Phys. Rev. D95, 084048 (2017), arXiv:1702.03300 [gr-qc].

[36] Andrew Strominger and Alexander Zhiboedov, “Gravitational Memory, BMS Supertranslations and Soft Theorems,” JHEP 01, 086 (2016), arXiv:1411.5745 [hep-th].

[37] Sabrina Pasterski, Andrew Strominger, and Alexander Zhiboedov, “New Gravitational Memories,” JHEP 12, 053 (2016), arXiv:1502.06120 [hep-th].

[38] Geoffrey Compère, Adrien Fiorucci, and Romain Ruzziconi, “Superboost transitions, refraction memory and super-Lorentz charge algebra,” J. High Energy Phys. 11, 200 (2018), [Erratum: J. High Energy Phys. 04, 172 (2020)], arXiv:1810.00377 [hep-th].

[39] Éanna É. Flanagan, Alexander M. Grant, Abraham I. Harte, and David A. Nichols, “Persistent gravitational wave observables: general framework,” Phys. Rev. D 99, 084044 (2019), arXiv:1901.00021 [gr-qc].

[40] Abhay Ashtekar, Tommaso De Lorenzo, and Neev Khera, “Compact binary coalescences: Constraints on waveforms,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 52, 107 (2020), arXiv:1906.00913 [gr-qc].

[41] Geoffrey Compère, Roberto Oliveri, and Ali Seraj, “The Poincaré and BMS flux-balance laws with application to binary systems,” JHEP 10, 116 (2020), arXiv:1912.03164 [gr-qc].

[42] Keefe Mitman et al., “Adding gravitational memory to waveform catalogs using BMS balance laws,” Phys. Rev. D 103, 024031 (2021), arXiv:2011.01309 [gr-qc].

[43] Keefe Mitman, Jordan Moxon, Mark A. Scheel, Saul A.

Teukolsky, Michael Boyle, Nils Deppe, Lawrence E. Kidder, and William Throwe, “Computation of displacement and spin gravitational memory in numerical relativity,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 104007 (2020), arXiv:2007.11562 [gr-qc].

[44] Neev Khera, Badri Krishnan, Abhay Ashtekar, and Tommaso De Lorenzo, “Inferring the gravitational wave memory for binary coalescence events,” Phys. Rev. D 103, 044012 (2021), arXiv:2009.06351 [gr-qc].

[45] Xiaolin Liu, Xiaokai He, and Zhoujian Cao, “Accurate calculation of gravitational wave memory,” Phys. Rev. D 103, 043005 (2021).

[46] Clifford M. Will, “The Confrontation between General Relativity and Experiment,” Living Rev. Rel. 17, 4 (2014), arXiv:1403.7377 [gr-qc].

[47] Katerina Chatziioannou, Nicolas Yunes, and Neil Cornish, “Model-Independent Test of General Relativity: An Extended post-Einsteinian Framework with Complete Polarization Content,” Phys. Rev. D86, 022004 (2012), [Erratum: Phys. Rev.D95,no.12,129901(2017)], arXiv:1204.2585 [gr-qc].

[48] Chao Zhang, Xiang Zhao, Anzhong Wang, Bin Wang, Kent Yagi, Nicolas Yunes, Wen Zhao, and Tao Zhu, “Gravitational waves from the quasicircular inspiral of compact binaries in Einsteinaether theory,” Phys. Rev. D101, 044002 (2020), arXiv:1911.10278 [gr-qc].

[49] Shaoqi Hou and Zong-Hong Zhu, “Gravitational memory effects and Bondi-Metzner-Sachs symmetry in scalartensor theories,” (2020), arXiv:2005.01310 [gr-qc].

[50] Shammi Tahura, David A. Nichols, Alexander Saffer, Leo C. Stein, and Kent Yagi, “Brans-Dicke theory in Bondi-Sachs form: Asymptotically flat solutions, asymptotic symmetries and gravitational-wave memory effects,” (2020), arXiv:2007.13799 [gr-qc].

[51] Song Ming Du and Atsushi Nishizawa, “Gravitational Wave Memory: A New Approach to Study Modified Gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 94, 104063 (2016), arXiv:1609.09825 [gr-qc].

[52] Kazuya Koyama, “Testing Brans-Dicke Gravity with Screening by Scalar Gravitational Wave Memory,” Phys. Rev. D102, 021502 (2020), arXiv:2006.15914 [gr-qc].

[53] C. Brans and R.H. Dicke, “Mach’s principle and a relativistic theory of gravitation,” Phys. Rev. 124, 925–935 (1961).

[54] Philippe Brax, Carsten van de Bruck, Anne-Christine Davis, Justin Khoury, and Amanda Weltman, “Detecting dark energy in orbit: The cosmological chameleon,” Phys. Rev. D 70, 123518 (2004), arXiv:astro-ph/0408415.

[55] Carlo Baccigalupi, Sabino Matarrese, and Francesca Perrotta, “Tracking extended quintessence,” Phys. Rev. D 62, 123510 (2000), arXiv:astro-ph/0005543.

[56] Alain Riazuelo and Jean-Philippe Uzan, “Cosmological observations in scalar - tensor quintessence,” Phys. Rev. D 66, 023525 (2002), arXiv:astro-ph/0107386.

[57] Timothy Clifton, Pedro G. Ferreira, Antonio Padilla, and Constantinos Skordis, “Modified Gravity and Cosmology,” Phys. Rept. 513, 1–189 (2012), arXiv:1106.2476 [astro-ph.CO].

[58] John D. Barrow and Kei-ichi Maeda, “Extended inflationary universes,” Nucl. Phys. B 341, 294–308 (1990).

[59] Gautam Satishchandran and Robert M. Wald, “Asymptotic behavior of massless fields and the memory effect,” Phys. Rev. D 99, 084007 (2019), arXiv:1901.05942 [gr-qc].

[60] Lydia Bieri and David Garfinkle, “Perturbative and gauge invariant treatment of gravitational wave memory,” Phys. Rev. D 89, 084039 (2014), arXiv:1312.6871 [gr-qc].

[61] Shaoqi Hou and Zong-Hong Zhu, “"Conserved charges" of the Bondi-Metzner-Sachs algebra in Brans-Dicke theory,” (2020), arXiv:2008.05154 [gr-qc].

[62] Ali Seraj, “Gravitational breathing memory and dual symmetries,” (2021), arXiv:2103.12185 [hep-th].

[63] Miguel Campiglia, Laurent Freidel, Florian Hopfmueller, and Ronak M. Soni, “Scalar Asymptotic Charges and Dual Large Gauge Transformations,” JHEP 04, 003 (2019), arXiv:1810.04213 [hep-th].

[64] B. Bertotti, L. Iess, and P. Tortora, “A test of general relativity using radio links with the Cassini spacecraft,” Nature 425, 374–376 (2003).

[65] Paulo C. C. Freire, Norbert Wex, Gilles Esposito- Farese, Joris P. W. Verbiest, Matthew Bailes, Bryan A. Jacoby, Michael Kramer, Ingrid H. Stairs, John Antoniadis, and Gemma H. Janssen, “The relativistic pulsar-white dwarf binary PSR J1738+0333 II. The most stringent test of scalar-tensor gravity,” Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 423, 3328 (2012), arXiv:1205.1450 [astro-ph.GA].

[66] Anne M. Archibald, Nina V. Gusinskaia, Jason W. T. Hessels, Adam T. Deller, David L. Kaplan, Duncan R. Lorimer, Ryan S. Lynch, Scott M. Ransom, and Ingrid H. Stairs, “Universality of free fall from the orbital motion of a pulsar in a stellar triple system,” Nature 559, 73–76 (2018), arXiv:1807.02059 [astro-ph.HE].

[67] Luc Blanchet, “Gravitational Radiation from Post- Newtonian Sources and Inspiralling Compact Binaries,” Living Rev. Rel. 17, 2 (2014), arXiv:1310.1528 [gr-qc].

[68] Ryan N. Lang, “Compact binary systems in scalar-tensor gravity. II. Tensor gravitational waves to second post- Newtonian order,” Phys. Rev. D 89, 084014 (2014), arXiv:1310.3320 [gr-qc].

[69] Ryan N. Lang, “Compact binary systems in scalar-tensor gravity. III. Scalar waves and energy flux,” Phys. Rev. D 91, 084027 (2015), arXiv:1411.3073 [gr-qc].

[70] Clifford M. Will and Helmut W. Zaglauer, “Gravitational Radiation, Close Binary Systems, and the Brans-dicke Theory of Gravity,” Astrophys. J. 346, 366 (1989).

[71] Alan G. Wiseman and Clifford M. Will, “Christodoulou’s nonlinear gravitational wave memory: Evaluation in the quadrupole approximation,” Phys. Rev. D 44, 2945–2949 (1991).

[72] Marc Favata, “Post-Newtonian corrections to the gravitational-wave memory for quasi-circular, inspiralling compact binaries,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 024002 (2009), arXiv:0812.0069 [gr-qc].

[73] Huan Yang and Denis Martynov, “Testing Gravitational Memory Generation with Compact Binary Mergers,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 071102 (2018), arXiv:1803.02429 [gr-qc].

[74] K. S. Thorne, “Multipole Expansions of Gravitational Radiation,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 52, 299–339 (1980).

[75] Lawrence E. Kidder, “Using full information when computing modes of post-Newtonian waveforms from inspiralling compact binaries in circular orbit,” Phys. Rev. D 77, 044016 (2008), arXiv:0710.0614 [gr-qc].

[76] Luc Blanchet, Geoffrey Compère, Guillaume Faye, Roberto Oliveri, and Ali Seraj, “Multipole Expansion of Gravitational Waves: from Harmonic to Bondi coordinates,” (2020), arXiv:2011.10000 [gr-qc].

[77] Saeed Mirshekari and Clifford M. Will, “Compact binary systems in scalar-tensor gravity: Equations of motion to 2.5 post- Newtonian order,” Phys. Rev. D 87, 084070 (2013), arXiv:1301.4680 [gr-qc].

[78] K. G. Arun, Bala R. Iyer, B. S. Sathyaprakash, and Pranesh A. Sundararajan, “Parameter estimation of inspiralling compact binaries using 3.5 post-Newtonian gravitational wave phasing: The Non-spinning case,” Phys. Rev. D71, 084008 (2005), [Erratum: Phys. Rev.D72,069903(2005)], arXiv:gr-qc/0411146 [gr-qc].

[79] Florian Beyer, Boris Daszuta, Jörg Frauendiener, and Ben Whale, “Numerical evolutions of fields on the 2-sphere using a spectral method based on spin-weighted spherical harmonics,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31, 075019 (2014), arXiv:1308.4729 [physics.comp-ph].

[80] Moritz Hübner, Paul Lasky, and Eric Thrane, “The Memory Remains (Undetected): Updates from the Second LIGO/Virgo Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog,” (2021), arXiv:2105.02879 [gr-qc].

[81] Pau Amaro-Seoane et al. (LISA), “Laser Interferometer Space Antenna,” (2017), arXiv:1702.00786 [astro-ph.IM].

[82] Michele Maggiore et al., “Science Case for the Einstein Telescope,” JCAP 03, 050 (2020), arXiv:1912.02622 [astro-ph.CO].

[83] David Reitze et al., “Cosmic Explorer: The U.S.

Contribution to Gravitational-Wave Astronomy beyond LIGO,” Bull. Am. Astron. Soc. 51, 035 (2019), arXiv:1907.04833 [astro-ph.IM].

[84] H.W. Zaglauer, “Neutron stars and gravitational scalars,” Astrophys. J. 393, 685–696 (1992).