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Extreme mass-ratio inspirals (EMRIs) detectable by the Laser Inteferometric Space An-
tenna (LISA) are unique probes of astrophysics and fundamental physics. Parameter estimation
for these sources is challenging, especially because the waveforms are long, complicated, known only
numerically, and slow to compute in the most relevant regime, where the dynamics is relativistic.
We perform a time-consuming Fisher-matrix error analysis of the EMRI parameters using fully-
relativistic numerical waveforms to leading order in an adiabatic expansion on a Kerr background,
taking into account the motion of the LISA constellation, higher harmonics, and also including the
leading correction from the spin of the secondary in the post-adiabatic approximation. We pay
particular attention to the convergence of the numerical derivatives in the Fisher matrix and to
the numerical stability of the covariance matrix, which for some systems requires computing the
numerical waveforms with approximately 90-digit precision. Our analysis confirms previous results
(obtained with approximated but much more computationally efficient waveforms) for the mea-
surement errors on the binary’s parameters. We also show that the inclusion of higher harmonics
improves the errors on the luminosity distance and on the orbital angular momentum angles by one
order and two orders of magnitude, respectively, which might be useful to identify the environments
where EMRIs live. We particularly focus on the measurability of the spin of the secondary, confirm-
ing that it cannot be measured with sufficient accuracy. However, due to correlations, its inclusion
in the waveform model can deteriorate the accuracy on the measurements of other parameters by
orders of magnitude, unless a physically-motivated prior on the secondary spin is imposed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational-wave (GW) observations with the future
space-based Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)
will allow us to obtain unprecedented information about
new GW sources [1]. Among the most promising sources
that LISA is expected to observe are extreme mass-ratio
inspirals (EMRIs) [2]: compact binary systems where
a small compact object (henceforth dubbed secondary)
with mass µ ∼ 1 – 100M⊙ orbits a supermassive black
hole (BH) (henceforth primary) with mass M ∼ 105 –
107M⊙. Due to the small mass ratio q ≡ µ/M ≪ 1,
these systems can last years in the LISA frequency band,
performing up to O(1/q) orbital cycles before the sec-
ondary object plunges. Combined with the richness of
their gravitational waveform, EMRI signals will allow us
to measure some of the parameters of these sources with
extreme precision [2], and perform exquisite tests of grav-
ity and of the nature of compact objects [3, 4].

Due to their small mass ratio, the dynamics and GW
emission of an EMRI can be accurately computed using
tools from BH perturbation theory (see e.g. [5–7] for re-
cent reviews). In this approach, the dynamics is solved
perturbatively in the mass ratio q ≪ 1 and the spacetime
of the binary can be treated as being given by the super-
massive BH metric plus small perturbations due to the
presence of the small companion object. In addition, for
very small mass ratios, the radiation-reaction timescale
is much longer than the typical orbital period so that the
secondary’s orbital motion around the primary can be
evolved in a quasi-adiabatic fashion [8]. The effect of the

secondary spin in the GW phase enters at first order in a
post-adiabatic expansion, being thus suppressed by the
small mass ratio [9], but still entering at the same order
in q as the leading order post-adiabatic self-force correc-
tions [10–13]. This fact makes it important to fully un-
derstand the impact of the secondary spin when attempt-
ing to compute accurate waveforms. Indeed, accurate
parameter estimation with EMRIs will require gravita-
tional waveforms valid up to at least first post-adiabatic
order [8].

The impact of the secondary spin on the dynamics
and GW emission in EMRIs has been studied in several
works (see e.g. [10, 11, 14–23]). Most recently, Ref. [12]
computed relativistic waveforms for a spinning compact
object in generic inspirals around a massive nonrotat-
ing BH, including all first-order in q self-force effects,
whereas Refs. [24, 25] computed GW fluxes for a spinning
secondary orbiting a spinning massive BH for bound cir-
cular, equatorial orbits. This was extended to eccentric,
equatorial orbits in Refs. [26, 27].

In practice, however, due to the complexity and the
slow generation of EMRI waveforms computed using
BH perturbation theory, almost all parameter-estimation
studies done so far made use of approximated – but fast
to generate – waveforms [2, 28–31] (commonly known as
“kludge” waveforms [28, 32, 33]). In fact, techniques to
generate fast and fully relativistic EMRI waveforms have
only recently started to be developed [34–36], but so far
fully Bayesian studies with these waveforms have only
been done for a nonspinning secondary in eccentric or-
bits around a Schwarzschild massive BH [36].
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Previous work [29, 30] computed Fisher-matrix errors
using a numerical kludge waveform including corrections
due to the spin of the secondary. Their results suggest
that LISA will be unable to constrain the magnitude of
the secondary spin for systems with mass ratios q . 10−4.
Since the secondary spin introduces a nonnegligible de-
phasing [24, 25], its unmeasurability can be probably re-
lated to correlations among the waveform parameters.
One of the main purposes of this paper is study whether
these conclusions hold when considering more accurate
(albeit much slower to generate) waveforms. Indeed,
it is known that using kludge waveforms may lead to
large systematic errors when performing parameter esti-
mation [36].

Using the methods recently developed in Refs. [24, 25],
and focusing on circular and equatorial orbits, we ex-
tend previous work by performing Fisher-error analy-
ses using fully-relativistic waveforms computed within
an adiabatic approximation but taking into account the
leading-order post-adiabatic correction due to the sec-
ondary spin. To the best of our knowledge, even neglect-
ing the secondary spin, ours is among the first studies
presenting a Fisher-matrix analysis on the EMRI param-
eters using fully-relativistic, Teukolsky-based waveforms
on a Kerr background. The only exception is Ref. [37]
where a Fisher-matrix analysis using Teukolsky-based
waveforms for a nonspinning secondary and without in-
cluding LISA’s antenna pattern functions in the analy-
sis, was presented. Our work should be seen as a bench-
mark for fully Bayesian parameter estimation studies and
for other analyses using approximated (but significantly
more efficient) waveforms.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II we summarize our setup and the procedure to
obtain fully-relativistic, gravitational waveforms to lead-
ing order in an adiabatic expansion, also including the
leading correction from the spin of the secondary in the
post-adiabatic approximation. In Sec. III we explain the
procedure to perform an accurate Fisher-matrix analy-
sis for this system. In Sec. IV we present and discuss
our results (the busy reader mainly interested in the nu-
merical results of our paper may jump directly to this
section). We conclude in Sec. V with possible exten-
sions. Finally, we present some technical details in the
appendices. Appendix A is devoted to the resolution of
Teukolsky equation in hyperboloidal-slicing coordinates;
in Appendix B we give some details on the procedure to
linearize the field equations to linear order in the sec-
ondary spin; whereas Appendix C provides some details
on how we assess the accuracy and convergence of the
Fisher-matrix error analysis. We use G = c = 1 units
throughout and the notation follows that of [25].

II. SETUP

A. Orbital dynamics for a spinning secondary

If the typical size of a body is much smaller than the
curvature of the background spacetime, the object can be
approximately treated as a point particle equipped with
an infinite tower of multipole moments. The latter can
be determined through a suitable expansion of the body’s
stress-energy tensor T µν (see [15, 38, 39] for a detailed
discussion). The mass µ and the intrinsic spin S of the
object are the first two moments of this series and read

µ2 = −pσpσ , S =
1

2
SµνSµν , (1)

where pµ is the object’s four-momentum and Sµν is
the skew-symmetric spin tensor. The motion of a spin-
ning particle is then determined by the Mathisson-
Papapetrou-Dixon equations :

dXµ

dλ
= vµ , (2)

∇~vp
µ = −1

2
Rµ

ναβv
νSαβ , (3)

∇~vS
µν = 2p[µvν] , (4)

µ = −pµvµ , (5)

where ∇~v ≡ vµ∇µ, v
µ is the tangent vector to the rep-

resentative worldline Xµ(λ), with λ an affine parameter.
The former provide a closed set of equations once a spin-
supplementary condition has been fixed. We choose the
Tulczyjew-Dixon condition:

Sµνpν = 0 , (6)

which guarantees that the mass µ and spin S are con-
stants of motion [40]. We introduce the dimensionless
spin parameter σ:

σ =
S

µM
= χq , (7)

where χ = S/µ2 is the reduced spin of the secondary,
and q = µ/M ≪ 1 is the binary mass ratio, with M
and µ being the mass of the primary and secondary, re-
spectively. For EMRIs, the parameter |χ| ≪ 1/q, which
implies |σ| ≪ 1.
In the following, we consider a Kerr background space-

time, described in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates by the
following line element:

ds2 =− dt2 +Σ(∆−1dr2 + dθ2) + (r2 + a2) sin2 θdφ2

+
2Mr

Σ
(a sin2 θ − dt)2 , (8)

where ∆ = r2−2Mr+a2, Σ = r2+a2 cos2 θ, and a is the
spin parameter such that |a| ≤M . Without loss of gener-
ality, we assume that the specific spin a of the primary is
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aligned to the z-axis, namely a ≥ 0. We focus on circular
equatorial orbits with the spin of the secondary aligned
(anti-aligned) to a, i.e. S > 0 (S < 0). Hereafter hatted
quantities refer to dimensionless variables normalized by

M , namely Ω̂ =MΩ, â = a/M .
The Kerr spacetime admits two integrals of motion, the

(normalized) energy Ẽ = E/µ and angular momentum

J̃z = Jz/(µM) [41]. Since for EMRIs |σ| ≪ 1, we expand

both Ẽ, J̃z in terms of the spin parameters, considering
linear corrections only, such that that at first order in σ:

Ẽ = Ẽ0 + σẼ1 , J̃z = J̃0
z + σJ̃1

z , (9)

with

Ẽ0 =
±â+ (r̂ − 2)r̂1/2

r̂3/4∆±

, (10)

Ẽ1 =
(â∓

√
r̂)(3â2 ∓ 4

√
r̂ + r̂2)

2r̂11/4∆3
±

, (11)

J̃0
z = ± r̂

2 + â2 ∓ 2â
√
r̂

r̂3/4∆±

, (12)

J̃1
z =

1

2r̂11/4∆3
±

(
3â4 ±

√
r̂(3r̂ − 7)(â3 + 3âr̂2)

+ 2â2r̂(r̂ + 2) + r̂3(r̂ − 2)(2r̂ − 9)
)
, (13)

where ∆± =
√
±2â+ (r̂ − 3)

√
r̂, and the upper (lower)

sign corresponds to prograde (retrograde) orbits [42].

The orbital frequency Ω̂ is given by

Ω̂(r̂) = Ω̂0(r̂) + σΩ̂1(r̂) (14)

where Ω̂0(r̂) = 1/(â ± r̂3/2) is the Keplerian frequency
for a nonspinning particle, and

Ω̂1(r̂) = −3

2

√
r̂ ∓ â√

r̂(r̂3/2 ± a)2
. (15)

The orbital dynamics is completely determined by Ẽ, J̃z
and Ω̂ once the orbital radius r̂ and the parameters â
and σ are specified.

B. Radiation-reaction effects and orbital evolution

At the adiabatic level, the rate of change of the con-
stants of motion Ẽ and J̃z is related to the fluxes carried
away by gravitational radiation. These balance laws hold
at first order in σ for a spinning particle, as shown in
Ref. [13]. A caveat remains since – at variance with the
χ = 0 case [43] – there is no rigorous proof yet that circu-
lar orbit remains circular even for a spinning secondary
in the adiabatic approximation, i.e. that

dẼ

dt̂
= Ω̂

dJ̃z

dt̂
, (16)

holds for a spinning secondary. In principle, given a cir-
cular geodesic, small perturbations induced by the spin
can induce eccentricity [44] or push the orbit off the equa-
torial plane for not aligned spins [45, 46]. Nevertheless,
we shall assume that a circular orbit remains circular un-
der radiation-reaction effects even when the secondary is
spinning (with the spin vector (anti)aligned to the pri-
mary spin). In this framework the energy fluxes can be
expanded as well in σ:

F(r̂, Ω̂) = F0(r̂, Ω̂0) + σF1(r̂, Ω̂0, Ω̂1) , (17)

at fixed spins â and orbital radius r̂, with

F =
1

q

[(
dẼ

dt̂

)H

GW

+

(
dẼ

dt̂

)∞

GW

]
, (18)

where
(

dẼ
dt̂

)H,∞

GW
are the energy flux across the horizon

and at infinity, respectively. Let us define

G(r̂, Ω̂) :=

(
dẼ

dr̂

)−1

F(r̂, Ω̂) , (19)

then, at first order in σ

G(r̂, Ω̂) = G0(r̂, Ω̂0) + σG1(r̂, Ω̂0, Ω̂1) , (20)

G0 =

(
dẼ0

dr̂

)−1

F0 , (21)

G1 =

(
dẼ0

dr̂

)−1

F1 −
(
dẼ0

dr̂

)−2(
dẼ1

dr̂

)
F0 , (22)

which yield for the time evolution of the orbital radius

dr̂

dt̂
= −G0(r̂, Ω̂0)− σG1(r̂, Ω̂0, Ω̂1) . (23)

Finally, at first order in σ the orbital phase is given by

dφ

dt̂
= Ω̂0(r̂) + σΩ̂1(r̂) . (24)

Solving Eqs. (23) and (24) and linearizing them in σ one
can obtain r̂(t̂) and φ(t̂) to O(σ).

C. GW fluxes in the Teukolsky formalism: linear

expansion in the secondary spin

We have computed the GW fluxes using the Teukolsky
formalism. For circular equatorial orbits, the fluxes at
infinity are

(
dẼ

dt̂

)∞

GW

=
∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

∣∣ZH
ℓmω̂

∣∣2

2πω̂2
=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

Iℓm , (25)

(
dJ̃z

dt̂

)∞

GW

=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

m
∣∣ZH

ℓmω̂

∣∣2

2πω̂3
=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

m

ω̂
Iℓm ,

(26)
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while at the horizon:
(
dẼ

dt̂

)H

GW

=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

αℓm
|Z∞

ℓmω̂|
2

2πω̂2
=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

Hℓm ,

(27)
(
dJ̃z

dt̂

)H

GW

=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

αℓm
m|Z∞

ℓmω̂|
2

2πω̂3
=

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=1

m

ω̂
Hℓm ,

(28)

with ω̂ = mΩ̂ and the coefficient αℓm being given in [47].
The procedure to compute the amplitudes Iℓm and Hℓm

to linear order in σ is explained below. By symmetry,

ZH,∞
ℓ−m−ω̂ = (−1)ℓZ̄H,∞

ℓmω̂ , where the bar denotes complex
conjugation. The complex amplitudes

ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ = ZH,∞

ℓmω̂ (λℓmω̂,−2S
âω̂
ℓm, R

in
ℓmω̂, R

up
ℓmω̂) , (29)

depend on the solutions of two decoupled ordinary dif-
ferential equations, whereas λℓmω̂ and

−2S
âω̂
ℓm are respec-

tively the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the angular
Teukolsky equation:

[
1

sin θ

d

dθ

(
sin θ

d

dθ

)
− c2 sin2 θ −

(
m− 2 cos θ

sin θ

)2

+ 4c cos θ − 2 + 2mc

]

−2S
c
ℓm = −λℓmω̂−2S

c
ℓm , (30)

where c ≡ âω̂. The following identities hold: λℓm−ω̂ =
λℓ−mω̂ and

−2
S−c
ℓ−m(θ) = (−1)l−2S

c
ℓm(π − θ) , (31)

while
−2S

c
ℓm(θ)eimφ reduces to the spin-weighted spheri-

cal harmonics for â = 0 or ω̂ = 0. Similarly, the functions
Rin

ℓmω̂ and Rup
ℓmω̂ are linearly independent solutions of the

radial Teukolsky equation:

∆2 d

dr̂

(
1

∆

dRℓmω

dr̂

)
− V (r̂)Rℓmω̂(r̂) = 0 , (32)

where the potential V (r̂) reads

V (r̂) = −K
2 + 4i(r̂ − 1)K

∆
+ 8iω̂r̂ + λℓmω̂ , (33)

K = (r̂2 + â2)ω̂ − âm , (34)

∆ = r̂2 + â2 − 2r̂ , (35)

while

Wr̂ ≡ 1

∆

(
Rin

ℓmω̂

dRup
ℓmω̂

dr̂
−Rup

ℓmω̂

dRin
ℓmω̂

dr̂

)
, (36)

is the corresponding Wronskian. It is possible to write

the amplitudes ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ for a specific orbital radius r̂ as

ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ =

2π

Wr̂

[
A0 − (A1 +B1)

d

dr̂
+

+(A2 +B2)
d2

dr̂2
−B3

d3

dr̂3

]
Rin,up

ℓmω̂

∣∣∣∣
θ=π/2,r̂=r̂(t̂)

. (37)

The general expressions for the coefficients A0, A1, A2

and B1, B2, B3, as a function of r̂, λℓmω̂ and
−2S

âω̂
ℓm, is

given in [25].
Following the linearized approach applied before, we

compute spin-corrections to the fluxes (25) and (27) at
first order in σ, keeping the orbital radius r̂ fixed. To
this aim, we first expand the solutions of the Teukolsky
angular and radial equations, i.e.

λℓmω̂ = λ0ℓm(c0) + σλ1ℓm(c0, c1) , (38)

−2S
c
ℓm(θ) =−2S

0
ℓm(θ, c0) + σ−2S

1
ℓm(θ, c0, c1) , (39)

Rin
ℓmω̂(r̂) = Rin,0

ℓm (r̂, ω0) + σRin,1
ℓm (r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (40)

Rup
ℓmω̂(r̂) = Rup,0

ℓm (r̂, ω0) + σRup,1
ℓm (r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (41)

where ω̂i = mΩ̂i, and we expanded c = c0+σc1+O(σ2),
where ci = âω̂i with i = 0, 1. We shall now describe the
procedure we adopted to compute all the components of
Eqs. (38)-(41) as well as of Eqs. (25)-(27).

1. Linearization in the secondary spin: Angular solutions

If we impose regularity of the solutions at the bound-
aries θ = 0 and θ = π, which are regular singular points,
Eq. (30) defines a Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue problem.
Despite being a singular Sturm-Liouville problem (see
Appendix B1), for real frequencies, Eq. (30) retains much
of the properties of a regular one. In particular, it can be
seen as an eigenvalue problem for a Hermitian operator
H:

H|S〉 = −λℓmω̂|S〉 , (42)

where |S〉 ≡
−2S

c
ℓm(θ) and H is the left-hand side of

Eq. (30). If we expand H, λℓmω̂, and |S〉 to linear order
in σ, we obtain:

H0|S0〉 = −λ0ℓm(c0)|S0〉 , (43)

H0|S1〉+ V1|S0〉 = −λ0ℓm(c0)|S1〉 − λ1ℓm(c0, c1)|S0〉 ,
(44)

where
−2S

0
ℓm(θ, c0) ≡ |S0〉 and

−2S
1
ℓm(θ, c0, c1) ≡ |S1〉.

The functional form of V1 is given in the Appendix B,
while H0 is simply given by H with c↔ c0. In this fash-
ion, we can consider V1 as a perturbation of an Hermitian
operator H0, and the corrections λ1ℓm(c0, c1) induced by
the spin σ can be obtained using the same techniques of
time-independent perturbation theory for a (nondegen-
erate) quantum mechanical system, i.e

λ1ℓm(c0, c1) = 〈S0|V1|S0〉 ≡
∫ π

0
−2S

0
ℓmV1

−2S
0
ℓm sin θdθ .

(45)
Once the corrections to the eigenvalues λ1ℓm(c0, c1) are

known, we can compute the corrections to the eigenfunc-
tions S1

ℓm(θ, c0, c1) by expanding in σ the series coeffi-
cients of the solution obtained with Leaver’s method (see
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Appendix B 1 for more details). To compute the 0-th or-
der eigenvalues λ0ℓm(c0) and eigenfunctions

−2S
0
ℓm(θ, c0)

of Eq. (30) we used Leaver’s method implemented in the
Black Hole Perturbation Toolkit [48].

It is worth to remark that we can always find the ex-
act solutions of Eq. (30) for any value of σ, and then
interpolate to extract the first order correction in the
spin. However, the semi-analytic linearization approach
described above provides a powerful and fast method to
avoid such numerical procedure. It may happen, though,
that in some regions of the parameter space, the input
parameters require higher precision than expected due
to large numerical cancellations in the algorithm. When
the precision of the corrections obtained with the semi-
analytic method dropped below a certain threshold, we
used as a “backup” approach a simple interpolation from
the exact solutions, i.e.

λ1ℓm =
λℓmω̂(c

0 + ǫc1)− λℓmω̂(c
0 − ǫc1)

ǫ
, (46)

−2S
1
ℓm = −2

S
(c0+ǫc1)
ℓm −

−2
S
(c0−ǫc1)
ℓm

ǫ
, (47)

where the exact eigenvalues λℓmω̂(c
0+ǫc1), λℓmω̂(c

0−ǫc1)
and eigenfunctions

−2
S
(c0+ǫc1)
ℓm ,

−2
S
(c0−ǫc1)
ℓm of (30) were

computed using the Leaver method of the Black Pertur-
bation Toolkit with ǫ = 10−6. We have checked that the
corrections obtained with the semi-analytic method and
with the numerical interpolation agree in all the param-
eter space under investigation.

2. Linearization in the secondary spin: Radial solutions

Equation (32) is a stiff differential equation, i.e. the
solutions of physical interest are fast oscillating functions
with amplitudes increasing as r̂3 at infinity. The stiffness
is caused by the long range of the potential, which makes
it challenging to obtain accurate solution in the domain
of integration. Two workarounds of this issue are the
semi-analytic Mano-Suzuki-Takasugi method [49, 50] and
the numerical Sasaki-Nakamura method [51]. Here we
employed a third method, which consists in considering
a particular ansatz of the solutions of Eq. (32) based on
hyperboloidal-slicing coordinates [52]. Such ansatz is1

Rℓmω̂(r̂) = r̂−1∆−se∓iω̂r̂∗eimφ̃ψ(r̂) , (48)

when the minus (plus) sign refers to Rin
ℓmω̂ (Rup

ℓmω̂), s
refers to the spin of the perturbation of the Kerr met-
ric (s = 0,±1,±2 for scalar, vector and metric perturba-

1 The original ansatz used in [52] [their Eq. (13)] has wrong signs
in some factors.

tions, respectively), and

φ̃ =
â

r̂+ − r̂−
ln
( r̂ − r̂+
r̂ − r̂−

)
, (49)

r̂∗ = r̂ +
2r̂+

r̂+ − r̂−
ln
( r̂ − r̂+

2

)
− 2r−
r+ − r̂−

ln
( r̂ − r̂−

2

)
,

(50)

with r̂± = 1 ±
√
1− â2. By plugging the ansatz (48) in

Eq. (32), we obtain an ordinary differential equation for
ψ:

∆2 d
2ψ

dr̂2
+∆F̃ (r̂;H)

dψ

dr̂
+ Ũ(r̂;H)ψ = 0 , (51)

where the functions F̃ (r̂;H) and Ũ(r̂;H) are given in
Appendix A. Solving Eq. (51) numerically is much easier

than solving Eq. (32) because the potential Ũ(r̂;H)/∆2

is short ranged and the oscillating behavior at the horizon
and infinity is already factored out in the ansatz (48). It
is worth noticing that the oscillating term e∓iω̂r̂∗ does not
enter in the Wronskian Wr̂. We found exact boundary
conditions for Eq. (51), which allowed us to find the ra-
dial solutions Rin

ℓmω̂ and Rup
ℓmω̂ fast and accurately. Such

boundary conditions are provided in Appendix A1.
After expanding the ansatz (48) as shown in Ap-

pendix B 2, we obtained some algebraic formulas for
Rin,1

ℓm and Rup,1
ℓm that depend on the linear corrections

ψin,0, ψin,1 and ψup,0, ψup,1. We computed such solutions
by solving a system of ordinary differential equations de-
rived by expanding Eq. (51) and the related boundary
conditions to O(σ). See Appendix B2 for more details.

3. Linearization in the secondary spin: GW fluxes

Once the zeroth- and first-order corrections to the
Teukolski variables are known, it is then possible to ex-

pand the complex amplitudes ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ as

ZH
ℓmω̂(r̂) = ZH,0

ℓm (r̂, ω0) + σZH,1
ℓm (r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (52)

Z∞
ℓmω̂(r̂) = Z∞,0

ℓm (r̂, ω0) + σZ∞,1
ℓm (r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (53)

and finally obtain the correction to the fluxes at the
horizon and infinity for each ℓ,m as follows:

Iℓm(r̂) = I0ℓm(r̂, ω0) + σI1ℓm(r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (54)

Hℓm(r̂) = H0
ℓm(r̂, ω0) + σH1

ℓm(r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) , (55)

where Iℓm and Hℓm have been defined in Eqs. (25)
and (27), respectively. The coefficients I0ℓm, I

1
ℓm and

H0
ℓm, H

1
ℓm are given in Appendix B3.

To compute the fluxes, we constructed a nonuniform
grid in the orbital radius r̂ defined as follows: given

v(r̂) ≡ (Ω̂0)1/3 = (r̂3/2+â)−1/3, we considered 180 points
for a < 0.99 and 200 points for a = 0.99 evenly spaced
in v, starting from vstart = v(r̂ = 14) and ending at
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vend = v(r̂ISCO), with r̂ISCO being the ISCO for a non-
spinning test particle. The radiation reaction grid in r̂
was then obtained as the solution of r̂i = (1/v3i − â)−2/3

for i = 1, . . . 180 (200) for â < 0.99 (â = 0.99).
In the computation of the fluxes, we summed over all

multipoles ℓ up to ℓmax = 20 (ℓmax = 24) for a < 0.99
(a = 0.99), summing over the index m = 1, . . . , ℓ for each
harmonic index ℓ. As shown in Table I of Ref. [25], the
fractional error in truncating the multipole sum at ℓmax

is no larger than ∼ 10−5.
Finally, we compared the linearized fluxes with the

results available in the literature. In the case of a
Schwarzschild spacetime, our results are in perfect agree-
ment with those of Ref. [13] (they agree within all the
digits shown in Table I of [13]). In Ref. [25], the linear
corrections to the fluxes in a Kerr spacetime were com-
puted through a cubic interpolation of the exact fluxes
in σ (we refer to the first-order corrections computed in
this way as F1

inter). In order to compare with the semi-
analytic linear corrections F1 obtained in this work, we
recomputed F1

inter as done in Ref. [25] with the following
differences:

• we solved the radial Teukolsky equation in hy-
perboloidal slicing coordinates, using the same
radiation-reaction grid adopted here;

• for each ℓ, we summed over all azimuthal indexes
m = 1, . . . , ℓ, as done in this work.

The fractional difference between F1
inter and F1 is, at

most, 10−10% (10−4%) for â = 0.9 (â = 0.99) (the largest
differences occurring at the ISCO).

D. Waveform computation

We focus on EMRIs on circular and equatorial orbits,
for which the emitted waveform in the Teukolsky formal-
ism is given by

h+ − ih× = 2
µ

D

∑

ℓ,m

Aℓmω̂(t)−2S
c
ℓm(ϑ, t)e−iΦ(t) , (56)

Φ(t) = mφ(t) +m(ϕ+ φ0) , (57)

where φ0 is the initial orbital phase, Aℓmω̂ ≡ ẐH
ℓmω̂/ω̂

2,

and ẐH
ℓmω̂ = M2ZH

ℓmω̂. D is the source’s luminosity dis-
tance from the detector2, and (ϑ, ϕ) identify the direc-
tion, in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, of the latter in a ref-
erence frame centered at the source. Since φ0 in Eq. (56)
is degenerate with the azimuth direction ϕ, from now on
we will identify the initial phase as φ0 → ϕ + φ0. From

2 In this detector frame configuration, the component masses in
Eq. (56) are rescaled with respect to the source-frame quantities
by the redshift factor (1 + z).

Eq. (56) it is straightforward to identify the two wave-
form polarizations

h+ℓm = 2
µ

D−2S
c
ℓm(ReAℓmω̂ cosΦ+ ImAℓmω̂ sinΦ) ,

(58)

h×ℓm = 2
µ

D−2S
c
ℓm(ReAℓmω̂ sinΦ− ImAℓmω̂ cosΦ) ,

(59)

being ReAℓmω̂ and ImAℓmω̂ the real and imaginary parts
of Aℓmω̂. In the presence of the secondary spin, we ex-
pand the amplitudes Aℓmω̂ = A0

ℓm(ω̂0)+σA1
ℓm(ω̂0, ω̂1)+

O(σ2), where

A0
ℓm =

ẐH,0
ℓmω̂

(ω̂0)2
, (60)

A1
ℓm = −2

ω̂1

ω̂0
A0

ℓm +
ẐH,1
ℓmω̂

(ω̂0)2
. (61)

Therefore, we recast the two polarizations as:

h+ℓm = 2
µ

D

(
−2S

0
ℓm + σ−2S

1
ℓm

)
A+

ℓm , (62)

h×ℓm = 2
µ

D

(
−2S

0
ℓm + σ−2S

1
ℓm

)
A×

ℓm , (63)

with

A+
ℓm = Re

(
A0

ℓm + σA1
ℓm

)
cosΦ+ Im

(
A0

ℓm + σA1
ℓm

)
sinΦ ,

(64)

A×
ℓm = Re

(
A0

ℓm + σA1
ℓm

)
sinΦ− Im

(
A0

ℓm + σA1
ℓm

)
cosΦ .

(65)

The LISA response to the GW signal emitted by an
EMRI can be written in terms of the +,× polarizations
as

hα(t) = F+
α (ϑD,ϕD, Ψ)h+(t,D, ϑ, ϕ)+

+ F×
α (ϑD, ϕD, Ψ)h×(t,D, ϑ, ϕ) , (66)

where α = I, II refers to the two independent Michelson-
like detectors that constitute the LISA response [53]. The
antenna pattern functions3 F+

α and F×
α depend on the

direction (ϑD, ϕD) of the source with respect to the de-
tector’s frame and on the polarization angle Ψ [29]:

F+
I =

1

2
(1 + cos2 ϑD) cos(2ϕD) cos(2Ψ)

− cosϑD sin(2ϕD) sin(2Ψ) , (67)

F×
I =

1

2
(1 + cos2 ϑD) cos(2ϕD) sin(2Ψ)

+ cosϑD sin(2ϕD) cos(2Ψ) , (68)

3 For simplicity, we assume that F+,× are constant within the fre-
quency range sampled by the binary configurations considered.
However, for values of f larger than f∗ = 19.1mHz, LISA’s an-
tenna pattern functions also depend on the GW frequency [54].
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where F+,×
II can be obtained by rotating ϕD in the pre-

vious expressions by −π/4. i.e. F+,×
II (ϑD, ϕD, ψ) =

F+,×
I (ϑD, ϕD − π/4, ψ).
Given the LISA satellite motion, such angles are not

constant but vary with time. However it is possible to
recast (ϑD, ϕD, Ψ) in terms of fixed angles (ϑS , ϕS) and
(ϑK , ϕK) which provide the direction of the source and
of the orbital angular momentum (which for equatorial
orbits coincides with the direction of the primary spin)
in a heliocentric reference frame attached with the eclip-
tic [55]. The same applies to the polar angle ϑ in the
signal (56):

cosϑ = cosϑS cosϑK+sinϑS sinϑK cos(ϕS−ϕK) . (69)

Finally, we also include the effect of the Doppler modu-
lation by introducing an offset in the phase

Φ(t) → Φ(t) +
ω̂R

M
sinϑS cos[2π(t/TLISA)− ϕS ] , (70)

where R = 1AU and TLISA = 1yr is LISA’s orbital pe-
riod [29].
We have considered T = 1yr observation time, ending

the orbital evolution at the onset of the transition region
as defined in [56], i.e. at r̂ISCO + δr̂ with δr̂ = 4q2/5.
We have chosen δr̂ by setting X = 1 and R0 = 4 in
Eq. (3.20) of [56] for all the configurations analysed. In
general, δr̂ ∼ γq2/5 with γ ∼ O(1), and we checked that
the Fisher matrices computed below are unaffected by the
specific value of γ, since the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
accumulated around the transition region is negligible.

III. ACCURATE FISHER MATRIX ANALYSIS

FOR EMRI WAVEFORMS

In Ref. [25] we computed the GW dephasing due to
a nonvanishing secondary spin, showing that the effect
of the secondary spin can contribute to more than 1 rad
dephasing, therefore suggesting that it could provide de-
tectable effects. However, such a simplified analysis ne-
glects possible correlations between the waveform param-
eters that might hamper their measurability, especially
for subleading terms. In order to gain a deeper insight
on the detectability of the secondary spin in the following
we shall perform a Fisher matrix analysis.
The GW signal emitted by an EMRI with a spin-

ning secondary, moving on the equatorial plane with spin
(anti)aligned to the z-axis, is completely specified by
eleven parameters ~x = {~xI, ~xE}: (i) five intrinsic param-
eters ~xI = (lnµ, lnM, â, r̂0, and χ) and (ii) six extrin-
sic parameters ~xE = (φ0, ϑS , ϕS , ϑK , ϕK , lnD), where
we remind that: (M,µ) are the mass components with
q = µ/M ≪ 1, (â, χ) are the primary and secondary spin
parameters, (φ0, r0) define the binary initial phase and
orbital radius, and D is the source luminosity distance.
The four angles (ϑS , ϕS) and (ϑK , ϕK) correspond to the
colatitude and the azimuth of the source sky position and

of the orbital angular momentum, respectively [55]. Since
the orbit is circular and equatorial, the orbital angular
momentum has no precession around the primary spin,
and the orbital and primary angular momenta are paral-
lel to each other.
In the limit of large SNR, the errors on the source

parameters inferred by a given EMRI observation can be
determined using the Fisher information matrix:

Γij =
∑

α=I,II

(
dh̃α
dxi

∣∣∣∣∣
dh̃α
dxj

)

~x=~x0

, (71)

where ~x0 corresponds to the true set of binary param-
eters, and we have introduced the noise-weighted scalar
product between two waveforms pα and qα in the fre-
quency domain:

(pα|qα) = 2

∫ fmax

fmin

df

Sn(f)
[p̃∗α(f)q̃α(f) + p̃α(f)q̃

∗
α(f)] .

(72)
Here the tilded quantities correspond to the Fourier
transform of the time-domain waveforms, and a star iden-
tifies complex conjugation. We used Simpson’s integra-
tion rule to compute the scalar product. As discussed
in the previous section, the index α runs over the two
independent channels of the LISA interferometer. In our
computations we set fmin = 10−4Hz, while we choose
fmax as

fmax =
ℓmax

2π

1

M

[
Ω̂0(r̂ISCO) + σΩ̂1(r̂ISCO)

]
, (73)

where r̂ISCO is the ISCO for a nonspinning test parti-
cle and ℓmax the maximum harmonic index ℓ considered
for a given system. Following the Shannon theorem, for
the sampling time we used ∆ts = ⌊1/(2fmax)− 1⌋ while
the number of samples ns = T/∆ts is adjusted to be an
even number for a more efficient computation of the fast
Fourier transform. As discussed before, for all systems
the binary evolves for T = 1yr before the plunge, so the
frequency content of the signal is smaller than the range
[fmin, fmax].
The waveform scalar product also allows to define the

SNR for a given signal h as

SNR = (h|h)1/2 , (74)

which scales linearly with the inverse of the luminosity
distance. Furthermore, in the large-SNR limit the co-
variance matrix scales inversely with the SNR so, for a
given set of parameters, it is straightforward to rescale
the errors by changing the distance D (and hence the
SNR).
The inverse of Γij yields the covariance matrix, Σij ,

whose diagonal elements correspond to the statistical un-
certainties of the waveform parameters,

σ2
xi

= Σii = (Γ−1)ii , (75)



8

whereas the off-diagonal elements correspond to the cor-
relation coefficients,

cxixj
= Σij/

√
ΣiiΣjj . (76)

Hereafter we consider two data-analysis scenarios, de-
pending on whether we also include a prior probability
functions on the spin of the secondary or not. We follow
the approach described in [57], assuming for the prior
a Gaussian distribution p0(χ) with standard deviation
σχ = 1. Given Γ0 the Fisher matrix of the prior (which
in our case has all vanishing elements except for the di-
agonal term corresponding to the secondary spin, with
(Γ0)χχ = 1/σχ), the new errors on the source parame-
ters are obtained by modifying Eq. (75) as

σ2
xi

= [(Γ + Γ0)
−1]ii . (77)

In addition to the standard deviations on the eleven
parameters defined above, we also analyze the error box
on the solid angle spanned by the unit vector associated
to (ϑS , ϕS) and (ϑK , ϕK):

∆Ωi = 2π| sinϑi|
√
σ2
ϑi
σ2
ϕi

−Σ2
ϑiϕi

. (78)

where i = (S,K).
From a technical point of view, the fact that the EMRI

waveform is known numerically implies that, to com-
pute the Fisher matrix, one needs to evaluate numerical
derivatives. Apart from the derivative with respect to
the luminosity distance D (which can be obtained ana-
lytically since the waveform scales as h ∼ 1/D), we have
computed the derivatives of the other ten parameters us-
ing the five-points stencil formula, namely:

dh

dx
=

1

12ǫ
[h(x− 2ǫ)− h(x+ 2ǫ) + 8h(x+ ǫ)

− 8h(x− ǫ)] +O(ǫ4) . (79)

The numerical derivative is sensitive to the value of the
shift ǫ chosen to compute the finite differences. We have
explored various combinations of ǫ for each parameter,
finding in general a range of at least two orders of mag-
nitude in which the Fisher (and the covariance) matrices
show convergence in the small-ǫ limit (see Appendix C
for a detailed analysis).
It is well known that the Fisher matrices used for the

data-analysis of EMRIs are badly ill-conditioned [58],
which means that a small perturbation in the matrix (due
to numerical or systematic errors) is greatly amplified af-
ter computing the inverse. As a rule of thumb, for a
condition number4 κ = 10k, one may lose up to k dig-
its of accuracy, which should be added to the numerical

4 For a symmetric, positive-definite matrix, the condition number
κ is given by the ratio between the largest and the smallest of
the matrix eigenvalues.

errors. In our setup, an accurate inversion of the Fisher
matrix requires at least 60-digit precision in the wave-
form in most of the configurations, and in the worst case
(namely â = 0.9, χ = 1, µ = 10, 100M⊙), up to 90-digit
precision. To achieve such precision in the waveform,
we have computed the GW fluxes with 70-digit precision
(100-digit precision in the most demanding case), which
allowed us to derive the Fisher matrices with no less than
38-digit precision. In Appendix C we provide a detailed
analysis of the stability of the Fisher matrix for the prob-
lem at hand.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Settings

We have computed the numerical integral in Eq. (72)
using the LISA noise sensitivity curve of Ref. [54], in-
cluding the contribution of the confusion noise from the
unresolved Galactic binaries assuming T = 1yr of obser-
vation time. In order to reduce the spectral leakage in
the frequency domain due to the Fourier transform, we
have tapered the time-domain waveforms with a Tukey
window with window size β = 0.05. We checked that our
results do not change noticeably when varying β around
this fiducial value.
For simplicity, in our analysis we fix the injected angles

to the fiducial values ϑS = π/4, φS = 0, ϑK = π/8, φK =
0. Moreover, we consider a primary mass M = 106M⊙,
and two choices of the secondary mass: µ = (10, 100)M⊙.
We compute the Fisher matrices for sources at fixed lumi-
nosity distance D = 1Gpc, but renormalize the results to
a fixed fiducial SNR such that SNR = 30 and SNR = 150,
for the two choices of µ, respectively.
In order to analyze how the inclusion of higher-order

(ℓ ≥ 2) multipoles in the signal (66) may affect the mea-
surement of the source parameters, in the following we
consider the purely quadrupolar case (ℓ = 2), and the
cases in which the octupole (ℓ = 3) and the hexadecapole
(ℓ = 4) are included.
Finally, we shall discuss two cases separately: first,

in Sec. IVB we neglect the spin of the secondary (i.e.,
removing χ from the waveform parameters); then, in
Sec. IVC we perform a more comprehensive analysis by
including also the secondary spin.

B. Neglecting the spin of the secondary

We start by neglecting the secondary spin χ from the
waveform parameters. Our results are summarized in
Table I and Table II.
Table I shows results when we also neglect the spin ã

from the waveform parameters, and assume that both the
primary and the secondary are nonspinning. In Table II
instead, we include the spin of the primary as a param-
eter, injecting â = 0.9 but keeping all other parameters
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ℓ lnM lnµ r̂0 φ0 lnD ∆ΩS ∆ΩK

2 -4.62 -4.19 -4.96 0.54 -0.27 3.1× 10−3 1.5

2+3 -4.64 -4.22 -4.97 -0.66 -1.46 2.4× 10−3 7.9 × 10−3

2+3+4 -4.64 -4.22 -4.97 -0.67 -1.46 2.4× 10−3 7.3 × 10−3

TABLE I. Errors on the intrinsic source parameters, on the luminosity distance, and on the solid angles which define the
orientation and the orbital angular momentum of the binary, for various choices of the multipoles included in the waveform.
Both EMRI components are nonspinning (â = χ = 0), withM = 106M⊙ and µ = 10M⊙. We neglect the spin parameters of both
binary components (â and χ) in the waveform. The SNR for the three configurations (D = 1Gpc) is SNR = (22.2, 24.8, 25.2),
but the errors are all normalized to the fiducial value SNR = 30. For clarity, we present the log10 of the errors on lnM , lnµ,
r̂0, φ0, and lnD. For example, an entry “−4” for lnM (r̂0) means that the relative (absolute) error on M (r̂0) is 10

−4.

ℓ lnM lnµ â r̂0 φ0 lnD ∆ΩS ∆ΩK

2 -3.24 -3.53 -4.15 -4.45 0.48 -0.33 7.9 × 10−4 2.5

2+3 -3.25 -3.54 -4.16 -4.46 -0.52 -1.34 7.3 × 10−4 1.3× 10−2

2+3+4 -3.25 -3.55 -4.16 -4.46 -0.53 -1.35 7.2 × 10−4 1.1× 10−2

TABLE II. Same as Table I but assuming a spinning primary with â = 0.9 and including â in the waveform parameters. In
this case the SNR of the three configurations is SNR = 92.2, 94.7, 95, but we again normalize the errors to the fiducial value
SNR = 30.

unchanged with respect to the injection of Table I (except
for r̂0, since the latter changes in order for the binary to
take exactly T = 1yr to reach the ISCO).

For ℓ = 2, our results are in very good agreement with
the analysis of [29, 30] which used approximated kludge
waveforms. Being the latter analytical, the Fisher-matrix
analysis is significantly faster than in our case. It is there-
fore reassuring that a fully-relativistic, numerical wave-
form provides the same results.

Furthermore, we find that including the octupole (ℓ =
3) contribution to the signal does not affect the measure-
ment errors on the intrinsic parameters, but it improves
the errors on the luminosity distance and on the solid an-
gle which defines the orbital angular momentum (∆ΩK)
by one order and two orders of magnitude, respectively.
Adding the ℓ = 4 multipole does not improve such er-
rors significantly, suggesting that ℓ > 4 multipoles are
negligible for this purpose.

As expected, augmenting the dimensionality of the
waveform parameter space by including the primary spin
reduces the accuracy on the intrinsic parameters, espe-
cially the masses. This happens despite the fact that the
ISCO frequency is higher for a rapidly-spinning BH, since
we chose to normalize the results to the same SNR. For
sources at a fixed distance, the SNR in the â = 0.9 case
is four times larger than in the nonspinning case, almost
compensating the higher dimensionality of the parameter
space.

Overall, all parameters are measured with exquisite ac-
curacy, confirming previous analyzes that used approxi-
mated semi-relativistic waveforms [2, 29, 30, 55].

C. Including the spin of the secondary

We now move to a more comprehensive analysis, by
including the secondary spin in the waveform parameters.
We shall present two cases: with and without imposing
a Gaussian prior on χ. We start by neglecting the spin
of the primary in the waveform parameters and injecting
â = 0. The results of the Fisher-matrix error analysis are
presented in Table III, which is the extension of Table I
to the case of a spinning secondary.

By comparing Table III with Table I we observe some
interesting features. First of all, in the case in which a
prior on the secondary spin is not imposed the relative
error on χ is much larger than 100%, confirming that
this parameter is not measurable [29, 30]. Nonetheless,
in this case the errors on both masses deteriorate signif-
icantly (albeit they remain excellent in absolute terms).
This issue is due to nonnegligible correlations between χ
and the masses. Indeed, we find that all the intrinsic pa-
rameters are strongly correlated with χ. The correlation
(in absolute value) is typically ≈ 0.99 and never less than
0.95. Therefore, large variations in χ as those shown in
Table III can correlate with a small change in the total
mass or in the mass ratio.

This issue can be fixed by imposing a prior on the sec-
ondary spin, in such a way that also its errors cannot
become too large. As shown in Table III, imposing a
Gaussian prior on χ with standard deviation σχ = 1 re-
duces the errors on this parameters, but the confidence
interval is as large as the prior range, again confirming
that this parameter is not measurable. (In other words,
the measurement errors are dominated by the priors.)
Nonetheless, adding a prior on χ restores the accuracy
in the measurements of the other intrinsic parameters,
which become very similar to the case in which χ is ne-
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ℓ prior lnM lnµ χ r̂0 φ0 lnD ∆ΩS ∆ΩK

2 no -2.95 -3.66 2.51 -4.18 0.55 -0.27 4.4× 10−3 1.6

yes -4.62 -4.19 -0.13 -4.96 0.55 -0.27 3.1× 10−3 1.5

2+3 no -2.97 -3.67 2.50 -4.19 -0.64 -1.46 3.8× 10−3 8.6× 10−3

yes -4.63 -4.22 -0.082 -4.97 -0.66 -1.46 2.4× 10−3 7.9× 10−3

2+3+4 no -2.97 -3.67 2.50 -4.19 -0.65 -1.46 3.7× 10−3 7.9× 10−3

yes -4.63 -4.22 -0.076 -4.97 -0.67 -1.46 2.4× 10−3 7.3× 10−3

TABLE III. Same as Table I but including a spinning secondary with χ = 1 and also considering the case in which a Gaussian
prior on χ (with σχ = 1) is enforced.

glected in the waveform (compare Table III with prior
to Table I). We also find that, including a prior on χ,
the correlations between χ and the other parameters are
much smaller.
From Table III we also observe that the role of ℓ > 2

multipoles is not affected by the secondary spin: also in
this case the inclusion of the ℓ = 3 multipole improves
the errors on the distance and on the orbital angular mo-
mentum solid angle by one and two orders of magnitude,
respectively.
Finally, we are now in a position to present the com-

plete analysis by including both the spin of the primary
and of the secondary. A summary of our results are pre-
sented in Table IV for the cases with â = 0.9 and â =
0.99, and considering both µ = 10M⊙ and µ = 100M⊙.
In this analysis we only include the quadrupole (ℓ = 2)
since anyway the higher multipoles do not affect the er-
rors on the intrinsic parameters.
Also in this general case we observe the same fea-

tures of the previous analyses. In particular, the sec-
ondary spin is not measurable but its inclusion can sig-
nificantly deteriorate the accuracy in the measurements
of the masses, unless a prior on χ is enforced. Even in an
extreme case (â = 0.99, µ = 100M⊙) the relative error
on χ is larger than 100% for SNR < 2433. Also in this
general case, we find that including the secondary spin
with a prior yields the same errors as in the case in which
χ is neglected in the waveform parameters.

V. CONCLUSION

EMRIs are unique GW sources that can be potentially
used to tests fundamental physics and astrophysics to un-
precedented levels. However, this huge potential comes
with its own burden: data analysis and parameter esti-
mation of EMRIs are challenging and, in many respects,
still an open issue.
In this work we have focused on circular equatorial

motion around a Kerr BH and computed the waveform
numerically to leading order in an adiabatic expansion,
taking into account the motion of the LISA constella-
tion, higher harmonics, and also including the leading
correction from the spin of the secondary in the post-
adiabatic approximation. We have then performed a

brute-force Fisher-matrix analysis without resorting to
approximated or kludge waveforms. Clearly our ap-
proach is very time-consuming and inefficient for practi-
cal purposes, but can be used to quantify the accuracy of
approximated waveforms that are instead much more effi-
cient for EMRI parameter estimation. Our analysis con-
firmed that using approximated (and dramatically more
efficient) waveforms [2, 29, 30] does not significantly af-
fect the measurement errors on the binary’s parameters,
including the subleading spin of the secondary.

The measurability of the secondary spin is particularly
interesting for various applications, including model-
agnostic tests of the Kerr hypothesis [24, 25]. We have
therefore performed a detailed analysis on this aspect.
We confirm the results of Refs. [29, 30] which, using ap-
proximated waveforms, found that the secondary spin is
not measurable, although it produces a nonnegligible de-
phasing [24, 25]. This is due to correlations that exist
between the secondary spin and the other intrinsic pa-
rameters. Because of these correlations, even if the sec-
ondary spin is not measurable, its inclusion in the wave-
form model can deteriorate the accuracy on the measure-
ments of other parameters by orders of magnitude, unless
a physically-motivated prior on the secondary spin is im-
posed. In the latter case, we find that the Fisher-matrix
errors are identical to those obtained neglecting the sec-
ondary spin in the waveform parameters. This further
suggests that, for EMRIs, the secondary spin is negligi-
ble for parameter estimation.

Finally, we found that including higher harmonics in
the GW signal improves the errors on the luminosity dis-
tance by an order of magnitude and those on the bi-
nary orbital angular-momentum angles by two orders of
magnitude, relative to the quadrupole-only case. This is
particularly relevant to identify the environment where
EMRIs form [59, 60], for possible applications of multi-
messenger astronomy with EMRIs [61] and for prospects
to use EMRIs as standard sirens [62].

Our brute force analysis should be intended as a proof-
of-concept aimed at assessing the accuracy of more effi-
cient (but approximated) methods which, after a positive
benchmark, can be used more confidently in parameter
estimation. At the same time our analysis can and should
be extended in various directions, to provide a neces-
sary benchmark for more complete waveforms, for ex-
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ãinjected µ/M⊙ prior lnM lnµ â χ r̂0 φ0

0.9

10
no -2.26 -2.41 -2.66 2.85 -3.88 0.48

yes -3.24 -3.53 -4.14 0.48 -4.45 0.48

100
no -2.20 -2.39 -2.78 1.66 -4.14 -0.015

yes -3.30 -3.52 -4.32 0.064 -4.93 -0.024

0.99

10
no -2.81 -2.96 -4.55 1.98 -3.89 0.47

yes -3.51 -3.76 -4.67 0.52 -4.32 0.47

100
no -2.14 -2.33 -3.39 1.21 -3.75 -0.12

yes -3.01 -3.22 -4.03 0.11 -4.50 -0.12

TABLE IV. Fisher-matrix errors on the EMRI parameters including both binary components spin in the waveform and including
a spinning secondary with χ = 1. We include only the quadrupole (ℓ = 2) in the signal and consider two choices of the mass
ratios and two values of the primary spin, with and without imposing a Gaussian prior on χ. In these configurations, the SNR
for µ = 10M⊙(100M⊙) is SNR = 92.2 (SNR = 174) when â = 0.9 and SNR = 100 (SNR = 195) when â = 0.99. However,
also in this table the results have been rescaled to have SNR = 30 (SNR = 150) when µ = 10M⊙(100M⊙), regardless of the
primary spin.

ample the recent ones obtained by using order-reduction
and deep-learning techniques for eccentric nonspinning
orbits around Schwarzschild [34, 36]. Obvious extensions
of our work are the inclusion of eccentricity and nonequa-
torial orbits, as well as spin misalignment. Finally, our
waveform does not include all the next-to-leading order
terms in an adiabatic expansion, in particular it lacks the
leading-order conservative self-force corrections. Includ-
ing all these interesting effects is left for future work.
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Appendix A: Teukolsky equation in

hyperboloidal-slicing coordinates

The coefficients F̃ (r̂) and Ũ(r̂) of Eq. (51) are given
by

F̃ (r̂;H) =
2

r̂2 + â2

(
r̂2 − â2 − G̃(r̂;H)

)
, (A1)

G̃(r̂;H) = (r̂2 + â2)[s(r̂ − 1)− i((r̂2 + â2)ω̂H +mâ)]+

+
â2∆

r̂
, (A2)

Ũ(r̂;H) = 2isω̂[r̂∆(1−H)− (r̂2 − â2)(1 +H)]+

+
∆

r̂2
[2â2 − r̂2λℓmω̂ − 2r̂(s+ 1)]+

− 2mâω̂(r̂2 + â2)(1 +H)− 2iâ
∆

r̂
(m+ âω̂H) ,

(A3)

where H = −1 (+1) for the linearly independent solu-
tion ψin(ψup). This is the same convention adopted in
the Teukolsky package of the Black Hole Perturbation
Toolkit [48]. Notice that

Ũ(r̂+;−1) = 0 , (A4)

Ũ(r̂ → ∞; 1)

∆2
→ −λℓmω̂ + 4amω̂ + 4isω̂

r̂2
, (A5)

F̃ (r̂ → ∞; 1)

∆
→ 2iω̂ . (A6)

It is easy to show that the ordinary differential equa-
tion (51) has three singularities on the real positive axis:
two at the horizons r̂ = r̂− and r̂ = r̂+, both of which
are regular singularities, and one at r̂ = ∞ which is an
irregular singularity of rank 1. Despite having different
coefficients, the radial Teukolsky equation, the Sasaki-
Nakamura equation, and Eq. (51) have the same singu-
larities. Therefore, both the Sasaki-Nakamura transfor-
mation and transformation (48) preserve the singularity
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structure of the radial Teukolsky equation. We compute
accurate boundary conditions at the outer horizon r̂+ and
at infinity through suitable series expansions, as done in
Ref. [25]. The Fuchs theorem guarantees that the so-
lutions of (51) around r̂+ can be written as Frobenius
series, with radius of convergence

r̂+ − r̂− = 2
√
1− â2 . (A7)

At infinity or when â = 1 (for which r̂+ = r̂−), the
boundary conditions can be computed accurately as
asymptotic expansions.

1. Boundary conditions for the Teukolsky equation

in hyperboloidal-slicing coordinates

a. Boundary condition at the horizon

To compute the boundary conditions at the outer hori-
zon r̂+, it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (51) as

(r̂ − r̂+)
2 d

2ψin

dr̂2
+ (r̂ − r̂+)pH(r̂)

dψin

dr̂
+ qH(r̂)ψin = 0 ,

(A8)
where

pH(r̂) =
F̃ (r̂;−1)

r̂ − r̂−
, qH(r̂) =

Ũ(r̂;−1)

(r̂ − r̂−)2
. (A9)

We seek for a Frobenius power series solution of the form

ψin = (r̂ − r̂+)
d

∞∑

n=0

an(r̂ − r̂+)
n , (A10)

where the index d is a solution of the indicial equation

I(d) = d(d− 1) + pH(r̂+)d+ qH(r̂+) = 0 . (A11)

For Eq. (51), the latter is given by

I(d) = d(d− cH) = 0 , cH =
4ir̂+

r̂+ − r̂−
κ+ s , (A12)

and κ = ω̂ −mâ/(2r̂+). Near the outer horizon r̂+, the
radial solution Rin

ℓmω̂ has the following asymptotic behav-
ior

Rin
ℓmω̂ ∼ ∆−se−iκ̂r̂∗ r̂ → r̂+ , (A13)

Thus, only d = 0 is a physical solution of the indicial
equation. Moreover, we notice that the ansatz (48) for
the Rin

ℓmω̂ solution can be rewritten as

Rin
ℓmω̂(r̂) = r̂−1∆−se−iκr̂∗e−iδH (r̂)ψin(r̂) , (A14)

δH(r̂) ≡ am

r̂+

[ r̂
2
+ ln

( r̂ − r̂−
2

)]
. (A15)

Therefore, to ensure the correct physical behavior of
Rin

ℓmω̂(r̂) at the outer horizon, we fix d = 0 and write
the Frobenius series (A10) as

ψin = r̂+e
iδH (r̂+)

∞∑

n=0

an(r̂ − r̂+)
n . (A16)

The recursion relation for the coefficients an is (setting
a0 = 1)

an = − 1

I(n)

n−1∑

k=0

(
k p

(n−k)
H (r̂+) + q

(n−k)
H (r̂+)

)
ak , (A17)

where p
(k)
H (r̂+) and q

(k)
H (r̂+) are the k-th derivatives of

the coefficients pH(r̂) and qH(r̂) with respect to r̂, and
calculated at r̂+. Their general expression is given by

p
(n)
H (r̂+) =





1− cH n = 0 ,

(ρ2H r̂+)
−1[−2r̂2− + â2(3 + 2s+ 4ir̂+ω̂) + r̂+(−2iâm+ 2iâ2ω̂ − (r̂+ + 2s+ 2ir̂2+ω̂))] n = 1 ,

2(−r̂+)−n − ρ−n
H + ρ−n−1

H [2sr̂− + 2ir̂2−ω̂ + 2i(−âm+ is+ â2ω̂)] n > 1 ,

(A18)

q
(n)
H (r̂+) =





0 n = 0 ,

(ρH r̂+)
−1[2iâm+ 2(s− 1)− 2iâ2ω̂ + r̂+(2 + λℓmω̂ − 4ir̂+sω̂)] n = 1 ,

2(n− 1)(−r̂+)−n + ρ−n
H

[
(2 + λℓmω̂ − 4ir̂−sω̂) +

2n
r̂+

(s− 1 + iâ(m− âω̂))2F1

(
1, 1− n; 2; r̂−

r̂+

)]
n > 1 ,

(A19)

where ρH ≡ (r̂− − r̂+) and 2F1(1, 1 − n; 2; r̂−/r̂+) is the
hypergeometric function 2F1(a, b; c; z) .

b. Boundary condition at infinity

General expressions for series solutions around irregu-
lar singularities are also available in the literature [63–
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65]. However, unlike the regular case, these solutions are
not convergent, and have to be considered as asymptotic
expansions. To calculate the boundary conditions at in-
finity, we rewrite Eq. (51) as

d2ψup

dr̂2
+ p∞(r̂)

dψup

dr̂
+ q∞(r̂)ψup = 0 , (A20)

where

p∞(r̂) =
F̃ (r̂; 1)

∆
, q∞(r̂) =

Ũ(r̂; 1)

∆2
. (A21)

The functions p∞(r̂) and q∞(r̂) are analytic on the pos-
itive real axis, so the series

p∞(r̂) =

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

p
(n)
∞

r̂n
, q∞(r̂)=

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

q
(n)
∞

r̂n
,

converge, with p
(n)
∞ and q

(n)
∞ being the n-th derivatives of

the coefficients p∞ and q∞ with respect to r̂. In the case
of irregular singularities of rank 1, the formal solution is
given by

ψup = eγr̂r̂ξ
∞∑

n=0

bn
r̂n

, (A22)

provided that at least one of p
(0)
∞ , q

(0)
∞ or q

(1)
∞ is nonzero.

The exponent γ is one of the solutions of the character-
istic equation

γ2 + p(0)∞ γ + q(0)∞ = 0 , (A23)

while

ξ = −p
(1)
∞ γ + q

(1)
∞

p
(0)
∞ + 2γ

. (A24)

For Eq. (51) we have:

q(0)∞ = 0 = q(1)∞ , p(0)∞ = 2iω̂ , p(1)∞ = 4iω̂ − 2s ,

(A25)

γ(γ + 2iω̂) = 0 , ξ = −γ(2iω̂ − s)

γ + iω̂
. (A26)

When r̂ → ∞, the radial solution Rup
ℓmω̂ has the following

asymptotic behavior

Rup
ℓmω̂ ∼ r−(2s+1)eiω̂r̂∗ r̂ → ∞ . (A27)

Thus, only γ = 0 is a physical solution of the character-
istic equation, and we can write

ψup =

∞∑

n=0

bn
r̂n

. (A28)

The general recursion relation for the coefficients bn is
(we set again b0 = 1):

(p(0)∞ + 2γ)nbn = (n− ξ)(n− 1− ξ)bn−1+

+

n∑

k=1

[
γp(k+1)

∞ + q(k+1)
∞ − (n− k − ξ)p(k)∞

]
bn−k . (A29)

In our case, we can write

bn =
n− 1

2iω̂
bn−1 +

1

2iω̂n

n∑

k=1

[
q(k+1)
∞ − (n− k)p(k)∞

]
bn−k ,

(A30)
where

p(n)∞ =





2iω̂ n = 0 ,

4iω̂ − 2s n = 1 ,

r̂n−1
− + r̂n−1

+ + P− − P+ n > 1 ,

(A31)

P± =
2r̂n−1

±

ρH
[(1− r̂±)s+ i(âm+ (r̂2± + â2)ω̂)] , (A32)

and

q(n)∞ =





0 n = 0, 1 ,

−(4âmω̂ + 4isω̂ + λℓmω̂) n = 2 ,
2
ρH
Q1 +

4ω̂
ρ3
H

Q2 n > 2 ,

(A33)

with

Q1 = r̂n−2
− r̂+ − r̂−r̂

n−2
+ − 1

2
(r̂n−1

− − r̂n−1
+ )λℓmω̂+

− (iâm+ s+ 1 + iâ2ω̂)(r̂n−2
− − r̂n−2

+ ) , (A34)

Q2 = isâ2[ρH(n− 1)(r̂n−2
− + r̂n−2

+ )− 2(r̂n−1
− − r̂n−1

+ )]+

+ (is+ âm)[r̂n−(2− nρH)− r̂n+(2 + nρH)]+

+ â3m[ρH(1− n)(r̂n−2
− + r̂n−2

+ ) + 2(r̂n−1
− − r̂n−1

+ )]+

− i

2
ρ2H â

2(r̂n−2
− − r̂n−2

+ ) . (A35)

Appendix B: Linearization in the secondary spin

1. Linearization of the angular Teukolsky equation

For the study of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of
Eq. (30), it is convenient to perform a change of variable
defining x = cos θ, obtaining

H|S〉 = −λℓmω̂|S〉 , |S〉 ≡ Sâω̂
ℓm , H = K + V , (B1)

with

K ≡ d

dx

(
(1− x2)

d

dx

)
, (B2)

V ≡ cx(cx− 2s)− c2 + s+ 2mc− (m+ sx)2

1− x2
, (B3)

where the dependence on the spin perturbation s is un-
derstood to reduce clutter in the notation. We consider
here only the case in which c ∈ R. Physical solutions
of (B3) must be regular in the interval [−1, 1], which en-
tails that ℓ and m must be integers with |m| ≤ ℓ. The
solutions to Eq. (B3) can be written as a series expansion
around the singular points x = ±1 [66, 67]:

Sc
ℓm =

ecx√
N

(1 + x)k− (1− x)k+

∞∑

n=0

dn(1 + x)n , (B4)
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where k± = |m ± 2|/2 and the coefficients dn are given
by the three-term recursion relations

α0d1 + β0d0 = 0 , (B5)

αndn+1 + βndn + γndn−1 = 0 n = 1, 2 . . . (B6)

with

αn = −2(n+ 1)(n+ 2k− + 1) , (B7)

βn = n(n+ 1) + 2n(ks + 1− 2c)− 2c(2k− + s+ 1)+

+ ks(ks + 1)− s(s+ 1)− λℓmω̂ − 2mc , (B8)

γn = 2c(n+ ks + s) , (B9)

and ks = k+ + k−. The normalization constant N can
be written analytically as

N ≡
∫ 1

−1

(Sℓm(x))2dx = (2π)21+2kse−2cΓ (1 + 2k+)N ,

(B10)
where

N ≡
∞∑

n=0

Γ (1 + 2k− + n)

Γ (2 + 2ks + n)
2nF (n, n; c)

n∑

i=0

didn−i , (B11)

F (n, n; c) := 1F1(1 + 2k− + n, 2 + 2ks + n; 4c) , (B12)

while Γ (z) is the Euler gamma function and 1F1(a, b; z)
is the Kummer confluent hypergeometric function. To
ensure the convergence of the series (B4) at x = ±1,
the eigenvalue λℓmω̂ must satisfy the implicit continued
fraction

0 = β0 −
α0γ1
β1−

α1γ2
β2−

α2γ3
β3−

. . . (B13)

With the requirement of regularity at the boundaries
[−1, 1], Eq. (B3) defines a Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue
problem. In particular, the eigenvalue problem is
singular because the coefficient (1 − x2) vanishes at
the boundaries. Nevertheless, it can be shown that
Eq. (B3) still satisfies many of the properties of a regular
Sturm-Liouville problem, namely (see [68] and references
therein):

• the operator H is Hermitian, i.e. 〈v|H|w〉 =
〈w|H|v〉 for any vector v, w;

• given a set s,m, c, the functions Sâω̂
ℓm(θ) form a

(strong) complete, orthogonal set on [−1, 1], la-
beled by the additional integer ℓ (see [69]);

• each eigenvalue λℓmω̂ has (up to a constant) a
unique eigenfunction for any set s,m, c.

Thus, we can conveniently treat the secondary spin σ as
a small perturbation of an Hermitian operator and com-
pute the linear corrections in σ to λℓmω̂ using the same
techniques of nondegenerate perturbations of a quantum
mechanical system [70]. To linear order in σ, we obtain

H0|S0〉 = −λ0ℓm|S0〉 , (B14)

H0|S1〉+ V1|S0〉 = −λ0ℓm|S1〉 − λ1ℓm|S0〉 , (B15)

H0 = K + V0 , (B16)

V1 = 2c1(c0x2 − sx+m− c0) , (B17)

where V0 is simply given by H with c ↔ c0, S0
ℓm ≡

|S0〉, S1
ℓm ≡ |S1〉 and

λ1ℓm = 〈S0|V1|S0〉 ≡
∫ 1

−1

S0
ℓmV1S0

ℓmdx = − c1

N0

∞∑

n=0

Ξ(n)
[
Υ (n)F (n, n+ 1; c0)−Π(n)F (n, n; c0)

] n∑

i=0

d0i d
0
n−i , (B18)

with

Ξ(n) ≡ 2n+1Γ (1 + 2k− + n)

Γ (3 + ks + n)
, (B19)

Υ (n) ≡ (1 + 2k+)(2 + 2ks + n+ 2s) , (B20)

Π(n) ≡ (2 + 2ks + n)(1 + 2k+ −m+ s) . (B21)

The term N
0 is given by N with c ↔ c0. We com-

puted the 0th order eigenvalue λ0ℓm, the corresponding
eigenfunctions S0

ℓm and the coefficients d0n using the rou-
tines of the SpinWeightedSpheroidalHarmonics Math-

ematica package of [48]. Once the correction to the
eigenvalue λ1ℓm is known, we can evaluate the correction
to the eigenfunction S1

ℓm by expanding in σ the Leaver

series (B4), obtaining

S1
ℓm =

ec
0x

√
N 0

(1 + x)k−(1− x)k+

∞∑

n=0

[
d1n(1 + x)n+

+ d0n(1 + x)n
(
(1 + x)− N

1

2N0

)]
, (B22)

where the three-term recursion relation for the correction
d1n is given by, for n = 1, 2 . . .

d10 = 0 α0d
1
1 + β1

0d
0
0 = 0 , (B23)

αnd
1
n+1 + β0

nd
1
n + β1

nd
0
n + γ0nd

1
n−1 + γ1nd

1
n−1 = 0 ,

(B24)
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with

β1
n = −2c1(1 + 2k− +m+ 2n+ s)− λ1ℓm , (B25)

γ1n = 2c1(ks + s+ n) , (B26)

and

N
1 ≡

∞∑

n=0

2n+1Γ (1 + 2k+ + n)

Γ (2 + 2ks + n)

[
F (n, n; c0)

n∑

i=0

d0i d
1
n−i+

+ 2
1 + 2k− + n

2 + 2ks + n
F (n+ 1, n+ 1; c0)

n∑

i=0

d0i d
0
n−i

]
. (B27)

2. Linearization of the radial Teukolsky equation

The linear corrections in σ, Rin,1
ℓm and Rup,1

ℓm , were ob-
tained by expanding the ansatz (48) as follows. Let us
first define

N0
∓ = r̂−1∆−se∓iω̂0r̂∗eimφ̃ , (B28)

D0
∓ = −N

0
∓

∆

(∆
r̂
+ 2s(r̂ − 1)± i(r̂2 + â2)ω̂0 + iâm

)
,

(B29)

D1
∓ = ∓iω1

( r̂2 + â2

∆
N0

∓ + r̂∗D0
∓

)
, (B30)

It is possible then to write

Rα,0
ℓm = N0

∓ψ
α,0 , (B31)

Rα,1
ℓm = N0

∓(ψ
α,1 ∓ iω̂1r̂∗ψα,0) , (B32)

dRα,0
ℓm

dr̂
= ψα,0D0

∓ +N0
∓

dψα,0

dr̂
, (B33)

dRα,1
ℓm

dr̂
= ψα,1D0

∓ + ψα,0D1
∓+ (B34)

+N0
∓

(dψα,1

dr̂
∓ iω̂1r̂∗

dψα,0

dr̂

)
, (B35)

where α = in (up) for the minus (plus) sign. Fi-
nally, we computed the linear corrections ψin,0, ψin,1 and
ψup,0, ψup,1 as solutions of a system of ordinary differen-
tial equations obtained by expanding Eq. (51) and the
related boundary conditions in σ.

For the solutions ψin,0, ψin,1, the system of differential
equations is

d2ψin,0

dr̂2
+
p0H(r̂)

r̂ − r̂+

dψin,0

dr̂
+

q0H(r̂)

(r̂ − r̂+)2
ψin,0 = 0 , (B36)

d2ψin,1

dr̂2
+
p0H(r̂)

r̂ − r̂+

dψin,1

dr̂
+
p1H(r̂)

r̂ − r̂+

dψin,0

dr̂
+

+
q0H(r̂)

(r̂ − r̂+)2
ψin,1 +

q1H(r̂)

(r̂ − r̂+)2
ψin,0 = 0 , (B37)

where

p1H(r̂) = − 2G̃1(r̂;−1)

(r̂ − r̂−)(r̂2 + â2)
q1H(r̂) =

Ũ1(r̂;−1)

(r̂ − r̂−)2
,

(B38)

G̃1(r̂;−1) = i(r̂2 + â2)2ω̂1 , (B39)

Ũ1(r̂;−1) = ∆
[
− λ1ℓm + 2iω̂1

( â2
r̂

+ 2r̂s
)]

(B40)

and the boundary conditions for ψin,1 are

ψin,1(r̂) = r̂+e
iδH(r̂+)

∞∑

n=0

a1n(r̂ − r̂+)
n . (B41)

The recursion relation for the coefficients a1n is (setting
a10 = 0)

a1n = −
n−1∑

k=0

(
kp

(n−k),1
H (r̂+) + q

(n−k),1
H (r̂+)

) a0k
I(n)

+

−
n−1∑

k=0

(
kp

(n−k),0
H (r̂+) + q

(n−k),0
H (r̂+)

) a1k
I(n)

− c1Ha
0
n

n− c0H
(B42)

where c1H = 4ir̂+
r̂+−r̂−

ω̂1 and

p
(n),1
H (r̂+) =





−c1H n = 0 ,

−2i(r̂2+ − 3â2)ω̂1ρ−2
H n = 1 ,

2i(â2 + r̂2−)ρ
−1−n
H ω̂1 n > 1 ,

(B43)

q
(n),1
H (r̂+) =





0 n = 0 ,
r̂+(λ1

ℓm−4ir̂+sω̂1)−2iâ2ω̂1

r̂+ρH
n = 1 ,

ρ−n
H

r̂+

[
r̂+λ

1
ℓm − 4iâ2ω̂1s+

−n2iâ2ω̂1
2F1

(
1, 1− n; 2; r̂−r̂+

)]
n > 1 ,

(B44)

The coefficients q0H(r̂), p0H(r̂), a0n and the boundary con-
ditions for ψin,0 are given in Appendix A1 with ω ↔
ω0, λℓmω̂ ↔ λ0ℓm.
For the solutions ψup,0, ψup,1, the system of differential

equations is

d2ψup,0

dr̂2
+ p0∞(r̂)

dψup,0

dr̂
+ q0∞(r̂)ψup,0 = 0 , (B45)

d2ψup,1

dr̂2
+ p0∞(r̂)

dψup,1

dr̂
+ p1∞(r̂)

dψin,0

dr̂
+

+ q0∞(r̂)ψup,1 + q1∞(r̂)ψup,0 = 0 , (B46)

where

p1∞(r̂) = − 2G̃1(r̂; 1)

∆(r̂2 + â2)
q1∞(r̂) =

Ũ1(r̂; 1)

∆2
, (B47)

G̃1(r̂; 1) = −i(r̂2 + â2)2ω̂1 , (B48)

Ũ1(r̂; 1) = −4ω̂1[mâ(r̂2 + â2) + i(r̂2 − â2)s]+ (B49)

−∆
(
λ1ℓm + 2iω̂1 â

2

r̂

)
. (B50)
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and the boundary conditions for ψup,1 are

ψup,1(r̂) =

∞∑

n=0

b1n
r̂n

. (B51)

The recursion relation for the coefficients b1n is (setting
b10 = 0)

b1n =
n− 1

2iω̂0
b1n−1 +

n∑

k=1

[
q(k+1),0
∞ − (n− k)p(k),0∞

] b1k
2iω̂0n

+

+
n∑

k=1

[
q(k+1),1
∞ − (n− k)p(k),1∞

] b1k
2iω̂0n

− ω̂1

ω̂0
b0n ,

(B52)

where

p(n),1∞ =





2iω̂1 n = 0 ,

4iω̂1 n = 1 ,

(4i(r̂n− − r̂n+)ω̂
1ρ−1

H n > 1 ,

(B53)

q(n),1∞ =





0 n = 0, 1 ,

−λ1ℓm − 4(âm̂+ is)ω̂1 n = 1 ,
2
ρH
Q1

1 +
4ω̂1

ρ3
H

Q2 n > 2 ,

(B54)

with

Q1
1 = −1

2
(r̂n−1

− − r̂n−1
+ )λ1ℓm . (B55)

The coefficients q0∞(r̂), p0∞(r̂), b0n and the boundary con-
ditions for ψup,0 are given in Appendix A1 with ω ↔
ω0, λℓmω̂ ↔ λ0ℓm.

3. Linearization of the source

In order to write the linearized amplitudes ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ in

the parameter σ, it is convenient first to recast Eq. (37)

as function of only Rin,up
ℓmω̂ and its first derivative. Taking

advantage of the analyticity of the radial solutions in the
positive real axis (except at the inner and outer horizons),
second and higher order derivatives can be written solely
in terms of Rin,up

ℓmω̂ and its first derivative. Thus, we can
write Eq. (37) as

ZH,∞
ℓmω̂ =

2π

Wr̂

(
X(r̂)Rin,up

ℓmω̂ + Y (r̂)
dRin,up

ℓmω̂

dr̂

)
, (B56)

where V (r̂) is the Teukolsky potential of Eq. (32), while

X(r̂) ≡ A0 +
V (r̂)

∆
C2 −

B3

∆

dV (r̂)

dr̂
, (B57)

Y (r̂) ≡ −C1 +
2(r̂ − 1)

∆
C2 −

B3

∆
(2 + V (r̂)) , (B58)

C1 ≡ A1 +B1 , C2 ≡ A2 +B2 . (B59)

After expanding Eq. (B56) in the parameter σ, we can
write the 0th order term as

Zβ,0
ℓm =

2π

W 0
r̂

(
X0(r̂)Rα,0

ℓm + Y 0(r̂)
dRα,0

ℓm

dr̂

)
, (B60)

where β = H(∞) when α = in(up), while

X0(r̂) ≡ A0
0 +

V (r̂)

∆
C0

2 , (B61)

Y 0(r̂) ≡ −C0
1 +

2(r̂ − 1)

∆
C0

2 , (B62)

V (r̂) = − (K0)2 + 4i(r̂ − 1)K0

∆
+ 8iω̂0r̂ + λ0ℓm , (B63)

K0 = (r̂2 + â2)ω̂0 − âm , (B64)

W 0
r̂ ≡ 1

∆

(
Rin,0

ℓm

dRup,0
ℓm

dr̂
−Rup,0

ℓm

dRin,0
ℓm

dr̂

)
. (B65)

Before writing the 0th order source terms A0
0, C

0
1 , C

0
2 , we

need to define the following auxiliary quantities:

S0 ≡ −2S
0
ℓm(π/2, c0) , (B66)

S̃0 =
dS0

dθ
−mS0 + c0S0 , (B67)

S0 = −1

2
S0λ0ℓm + S̃0

(
c0 −m− iâ

r̂

)
, (B68)

and

J 0
z = J̃0

z − Ẽ0â , (B69)

P 0
σ = −J0

z â+ Ẽ0(r̂2 + â2) , (B70)

Γ 0 ≡ P 0
σ (r̂

2 + â2) + â∆J 0
z . (B71)

The 0th order source terms can then be written as

A0
0 = − 1

2r̂Γ 0∆
[1A

0
0 + 2A

0
0 + (J 0

z )
2S0(3A

0
0 + 4A

0
0)] ,

(B72)

C0
1 =

J 0
z

r̂Γ 0

[
ir̂P 0

σ S̃
0 + S0J 0

z (∆+ ir̂3ω0 + iâr̂(c0 −m))
]
,

(B73)

C0
2 =

S0(J 0
z )

2∆

2Γ 0
, (B74)

where

1A
0
0 = 2r̂(P 0

σ )
2S0 , (B75)

2A
0
0 = 2P 0

σS0J 0
z [(4i−mâ)r̂ + (r̂2 + â2)(r̂ω̂0 − 2i)] ,

(B76)

3A
0
0 = 2i(3â2r̂ + r̂3)ω̂0 + (r̂2 + â2)2(r̂ω̂0 − 2i)ω̂0 ,

(B77)

4A
0
0 = mâ2r̂ − 2mâ[â2(r̂ω̂0 − i) + r̂(3i− 2ir̂ + ω̂0r̂2)] .

(B78)
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The 1th order correction Zβ,0
ℓm is given by

Zβ,1
ℓm =

2π

W 0
r̂

(
X1(r̂)Rα,0

ℓm + Y 1(r̂)
dRα,0

ℓm

dr̂
+

+X0(r̂)Rα,1
ℓm + Y 0(r̂)

dRα,1
ℓm

dr̂

)
− W 1

r̂

W 0
r̂

Zβ,0
ℓm , (B79)

where again β = H(∞) when α = in(up), while

X1(r̂) ≡ A1
0 +

1

∆

(
V 1(r̂)C0

2 + V 0(r̂)C1
2 − dV 0(r̂)

dr̂
B1

3

)
,

(B80)

Y 1(r̂) ≡ −C1
1 +

2(r̂ − 1)

∆
C1

2 − 2 + V 0(r̂)

∆
B1

3 , (B81)

V 1(r̂) = −2K0 + 4i(r̂ − 1)

∆
K1 + 8iω̂1r̂ + λ1ℓm , (B82)

K1 = (r̂2 + â2)ω̂1 , (B83)

W 1
r̂ ≡ 1

∆

(
Rin,0

ℓm

dRup,1
ℓm

dr̂
+Rin,1

ℓm

dRup,0
ℓm

dr̂

)
+

− 1

∆

(
Rup,0

ℓm

dRin,1
ℓm

dr̂
+Rup,1

ℓm

dRin,0
ℓm

dr̂

)
. (B84)

The 1th order source terms A1
0, C

1
1 , C

1
2 , A

1
3 are quite cum-

bersome, and they are provided in a supplementalMath-

ematica notebook [71].

Once the amplitudes Zβ,0
ℓm , Zβ,1

ℓm with β = (H,∞) are
known, it is possible to compute the corrections to the
fluxes of Eqs. (54) and (55) as follows

I0ℓm(r̂, ω̂0) =

∣∣ZH,0
ℓm

∣∣2

2π(ω̂0)2
, (B85)

I1ℓm(r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) =

(
ZH,0
ℓm Z̄H,1

ℓm

2π(ω̂0)2
+ c.c.− 2

ω̂1

ω̂0
I0ℓm(r̂, ω̂0)

)
,

(B86)

H0
ℓm(r̂, ω̂0) =

α̃0
ℓm

2π

∣∣Z∞,0
ℓm

∣∣2 , (B87)

H1
ℓm(r̂, ω̂0, ω̂1) =

α̃0
ℓm

2π

(
Z∞,0
ℓm Z̄∞,1

ℓm + c.c.
)
+
α̃1
ℓm

2π

∣∣Z∞,0
ℓm

∣∣2 ,
(B88)

where c.c. stands for complex conjugation, and

α̃0
ℓm =

1

D0

[
256(2r̂+)

5κ̂0((κ̂0)2 + 4ǫ2)((κ̂0)
2 + 16ǫ2)ω̂0

]
,

(B89)

α̃1
ℓm = −D1

D0
α̃0
ℓm +

256(2r̂+)
5

C0
ℓm

ω̂1
[
64ǫ4(κ0 + ω0)+

+ 20(ǫκ0)2(κ0 + 3ω0) + (κ0)4(κ0 + 5ω0)
]
, (B90)

with ǫ =
√
1− â2/(4r̂+), κ̂

0 = ω̂0 − âm/(2r̂+) and

D0 = [(λ0ℓm + 2)2 + 4c0(m− c0)][(λ0ℓm)2 + 36c0(m− c0)]

+ (2λ0ℓm + 3)[96(c0)2 − 48mc0] + 144(ω̂0)2(1− â2) ,
(B91)

D1 = 4{(λ0ℓm)3λ1ℓm + (λ0ℓm)2[3λ1ℓm + 10(m− 2c0)c1]+

+ 2λ0ℓm[λ1ℓm + 10λ1ℓmc
0(m− c0) + 6c1(m+ 2c0)]+

+ 72ω̂0ω̂1[1 + â2(m− 2c0)(m− c0)]+

+ 12c0λ1ℓm(m+ c0)} . (B92)

Appendix C: Assessment of the stability and

convergence of the Fisher and covariance matrices

In this appendix we provide some details on our pro-
cedure to assess the stability and numerical convergence
of the Fisher and covariant matrices.
This task is particularly delicate for EMRI wave-

forms, since the Fisher matrix is known to be ill-
conditioned [58]. In the best configuration, the condition
number was κ ∼ 1012, while in worst scenario (typically
occurring in the presence of a spinning secondary), the
condition number was as large as κ ∼ 1020. Moreover, all
waveform derivatives were computed numerically, which
is an ill-conditioned operation.
To ameliorate the ill-condition issues, we performed

our computation with arbitrary-precision arithmetic, ob-
taining Fisher matrices with precision no less than 38-
digit in all elements and for all configurations.
We validated our Fisher analysis by:

• testing the stability of the Fisher and covariance
matrices under random perturbations;

• testing the convergence of the Fisher and covari-
ance matrices under a change in the finite-difference
parameter ǫ that regulates the accuracy of the nu-
merical derivatives.

We check the stability of the Fisher and covariance
matrices by perturbing each element with a deviation
matrix F ij . All elements of F ij are drawn from a uniform
distribution U , which depends on the configuration under
exam. Then, we compute

δstability ≡ max
ij

[(
(Γ + F )−1 − Γ−1

)ij

(Γ−1)ij

]
(C1)

By performing a case-by-case careful analysis and
boosting the numerical precision of our codes, we find
that for the worst cases in all configurations:

• the Fisher matrices converges within 2 orders of
magnitudes in the ǫ parameters with relative devi-
ations at the level of 0.03% (another worst case is a
convergence within 3 orders of magnitude in ǫ with
deviations at 0.2%);
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• the inverse matrix without priors converges in 2 or-
der of magnitude in ǫ with deviations at 14%, while
the diagonal elements converge with deviations at
0.1%;

• the inverse with priors converges in 2 order of mag-
nitude in ǫ with deviations at 3.8%;

• the inverse without priors is stable with δstability =
7.5% and perturbations U [−10−7, 10−7];

• the inverse with priors is stable with δstability =
4.1% and perturbations U [−10−6, 10−6].

Moreover, we noticed that, in order to achieve a con-
vergent inverse with an accuracy of order O(1%), it was
necessary to compute a convergent Fisher matrices accu-
rate at a the level of O(0.01%).

Finally, it is worth noticing that, for some configura-
tions in the presence of the secondary spin, we were un-
able to obtain a fully convergent covariance matrix: only
the diagonal terms were convergent. Nonetheless, for all
configurations presented in the main text the covariance
matrix was found to be fully convergent.
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[26] V. Skoupý and G. Lukes-Gerakopoulos, “Spinning test
body orbiting around a Kerr black hole: eccentric
equatorial orbits and their asymptotic
gravitational-wave fluxes,” arXiv:2102.04819 [gr-qc].
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