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Inspirals of stellar-mass compact objects into massive black holes, known as extreme mass ratio inspirals
(EMRIs), are one of the key targets for upcoming space-based gravitational-wave detectors. In this paper we
take the first steps needed to systematically incorporate the effect of external gravitating matter on EMRIs. We
model the inspiral as taking place in the field of a Schwarzschild black hole perturbed by the gravitational field of
a far axisymmetric distribution of mass enclosing the system. We take into account the redshift, frame-dragging,
and quadrupolar tide caused by the enclosing matter, thus incorporating all effects to inverse third order of
the characteristic distance of the enclosing mass. Then, we use canonical perturbation theory to obtain the
action-angle coordinates and Hamiltonian for mildly eccentric precessing test-particle orbits in this background.
Finally, we use this to efficiently compute mildly eccentric inspirals in this field and document their properties.
This work shows the advantages of canonical perturbation theory for the modeling EMRIs, especially in the
cases when the background deviates from the standard black hole fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extreme mass ratio inspirals (EMRIs) are one of the most
complex sources of gravitational waves that we expect to be
observed by the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)
[1]. These binary sources are composed of a primary super-
massive black hole and a secondary much lighter compact ob-
ject, such as a black hole or a neutron star. These systems are
called extreme mass ratio (EMR), because the mass ratio be-
tween the secondary and the primary is below 10−4. Such a
small mass ratio allows us to approach the contribution of the
secondary object to the binary system in a perturbative way,
i.e. to treat the secondary as a perturbation to a given black
hole background. In particular, by expanding the background
metric in terms of the mass ratio, we can calculate the grav-
itational self-force [2, 3]. The respective radiation reaction
carries away from the binary energy and angular momentum
in the form of gravitational waves causing the secondary to
inspiral towards the primary.

The aforementioned dissipation due to radiation reaction
is actually slow when compared to the orbital motion of the
secondary around the primary. This allows us to use a two
timescale approach to model an EMRI [4, 5]. The slow time
scale is concerned with the evolution of the constants of mo-
tion, which correspond to the action variables of the system,
while the fast time scale is concerned with the orbital phases
(or “orbital anomalies”) of the secondary, which correspond
to the angle variables of the system [6]. Hence, expressing
an EMR system in action angle variables is a natural way to
capture its dynamics.

In Ref. [7], following the action-angle line of thought,
Schmidt was able to compute the fundamental orbital frequen-
cies of a body moving on geodesics in a Kerr black hole back-
ground. Ref. [8] went one step further the above work in the
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direction of EMRIs, when the authors used the fundamental
frequencies to efficiently decompose the Teukolsky equation
[9] in the frequency domain in order to find the energy and
angular momentum fluxes emitted by the secondary. Many
other works employed the idea that the system describing an
EMR should be, in principle, reexpressed in action-angle vari-
ables [4, 10–14]. Refs. [15, 16] derived integral and special-
function formulas for the transformation to action-angle coor-
dinates for bound geodesics in Kerr space-time, but no work
expressed the full closed-form transform to and from action-
angle coordinates for black hole geodesics. This was only
achieved in Ref. [17] and the present work. In Ref. [17] a
Taylor series like approach has been used to find the action-
angle variables for bound geodesics as a function of the energy
and the angular momentum on a Schwarzschild background,
while in the present work we employ a Lie series approach
based on canonical perturbation theory (see, e.g., [18, 19] for
a comprehensive introduction into this theory).

Canonical perturbation theory has a long history of suc-
cesses, such as the celebrated Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser
(KAM) theorem [20] or the computation of asymptotic man-
ifolds [21] (for more see, e.g., [22, 23]). Our study uses the
framework of this theory to address the problem of EMRIs in
a background dominated by a Schwarzschild black hole and
perturbed by a surrounding matter field. The Lie series ap-
proach simplifies the system and allows us to have the respec-
tive Hamiltonian expressed purely in terms of actions. This
implies that we have all the important quantities, such as the
characteristic frequencies of motion in closed form. The Lie
series approach also provides a canonical transformation to
the action-angle variables, which implies that we have at hand
the invertible mapping between the original coordinates and
the action-angle ones.

The perturbed black hole field that we study here can serve
as a model for a broad range of physical scenarios. Massive
black holes in the centers of galaxies are well known to be
surrounded by dense nuclear star clusters and other molec-
ular and dust structures [24, 25]. Other possibilities of exter-

ar
X

iv
:2

20
5.

08
51

6v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  3
1 

Ju
l 2

02
3

mailto:gglukes@gmail.com


2

nal gravitational perturbations come from more exotic sources
such as dark matter [26, 27] or scalar fields [28]. On the other
hand, various physical effects such as tidal forces, increasing
rotational shearing and the associated instabilities, or gravita-
tional radiation lead to the evacuation of the immediate vicin-
ity of the black hole with only a few massive objects remain-
ing in the inner few hundred Schwarzschild radii [29]. This
motivates our approach, where the external matter distribution
is considered as far from the black hole and its field expanded
only to a handful of leading external multipoles.

To date, the motion in the fields of black holes with ex-
ternal gravitational perturbations was mostly studied through
the methods of numerical integration. Refs [30, 31] showed
that the motion of free test particles in black hole fields super-
posed with external multipoles (exactly as we study here) cor-
responds to a weakly non-integrable system with the appear-
ance of resonances and chaos. Several other works have since
documented these properties for various exact matter sources
outside of the black hole and by using a number of methods of
numerical analysis [32–38]. Our work stands out by using an
analytical method, while we have to be aware of its limitations
due to the weak non-integrability of the system proven by the
large body of numerical studies.

All the advantages of using the Lie series approach come
with the cost that the new system is faithful to the original one
only up to a certain accuracy. Nevertheless, every model has
such flaws, the true issue is whether the approximation used
is accurate enough for the purpose it will be used for. In this
sense, this work provides a proof of principle that by using
the Lie series approach one is able to compute fast adiabatic
EMRIs with fair accuracy even in the case of more complex
black hole backgrounds.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. Sec. II
briefly introduces the perturbation theory method. Sec. III de-
scribes the background on which the inspirals evolve in our
study, and details the methodology we followed to describe
the geodesic motion on this background using the Lie series
method. Sec. IV discusses the techniques used to generate the
inspirals, while Sec. V presents our numerical results. Finally,
Sec. VI discusses our main conclusions, and refinements and
further steps that will be needed for applications of this ap-
proach in contexts such as the production of waveforms for
LISA.

II. CANONICAL PERTURBATION THEORY

In this section we summarize the general method that will
be used to cast the conservative dynamics in action-angle co-
ordinates in Section III.

A. Action-angle coordinates

Consider a Hamiltonian system of N degrees of freedom
with the Hamiltonian H(qi, pi) satisfying the following con-
ditions:

1. The system possesses N linearly independent isolating
integrals of motion Ii, {Ii, I j}= 0, i, j = 1, . . .N

2. Motion in the phase space is bounded.

According to the Liouville-Arnold theorem (see for example
[6, 39]), the motion is then confined to an N-dimensional sub-
set of the phase space diffeomorphic to the torus TN . The
particular torus on which the selected trajectory lies is defined
by N parameters Ji called actions and can be parametrized by
N periodic angles ψi ∈ (0,2π). Angles are canonically con-
jugate to actions and together they are known as action-angle
coordinates.

If we perform a canonical transformation to action-angle
coordinates we find that the new form of the Hamiltonian has
one remarkable property, it depends only on the actions

(qi, pi)→ (ψi,Ji), H(qi, pi)→ H(Ji) .

Consequently the solution to Hamilton equations is trivial

Ji(t) = constant,
ψi(t) = Ωit +ψ0i,

(1)

where Ωi =
∂H(J j)

∂Ji
are the frequencies of motion. Inserting the

solution (1) into the transformation relations we obtain

qi = qi(ψ j(t),J j), pi = pi(ψ j(t),J j) . (2)

Thus, finding the transformation from action-angle coordi-
nates to the original coordinates is equivalent to solving the
Hamilton equations of motion in the original coordinates
(qi, pi).

In the particular case of a separable system, in which the
motion is periodic in coordinate qi, the corresponding action
can be computed using the formula [40]

Ji =
1

2π

∮
pidqi , (3)

where the integral is taken along a complete time period of the
motion.

Unfortunately, there are very few examples in which the
integral (3) can be evaluated in a closed form. One such ex-
ample is the harmonic oscillator whose Hamiltonian can be
transformed as

H(q, p) =
p2

2m
+

1
2

mΩ
2q2 → H(ψ,J) = ΩJ , (4)

while the transformation relations are given by

q =

√
2J
mΩ

sin(ψ) , p =
√

2JΩmcos(ψ) . (5)

In these relations one can clearly see the familiar solution to
the harmonic oscillator problem.

At this point one can surely ask whether it is possible to
perform such a transformation in case of a more complicated
integrable system or even in a case of a slightly perturbed inte-
grable system. This question leads us directly to the Lie series
formalism.
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B. Lie series

The Lie series are a class of canonical transformations de-
fined by an arbitrary generating function ω(qi, pi) (details in
Refs [18, 19, 41]). We will first describe this on the best
known case of time evolution. Denoting zi as the phase space
coordinates, the evolution equation can be written as

dzi

dt
= {zi,H}. (6)

The solution to this equation can then be found using the Tay-
lor expansion where the time derivative is replaced by the
Poisson bracket with the Hamiltonian, which is a consequence
of eq. (6). Denoting zi(0) = zi we have

zi(t) = zi +{zi,H}t +
1
2
{{zi,H},H}t2 + . . .=

= exp(t£H)zi ,
(7)

where the operator £g is defined as £g f = { f ,g}. The operator
£g is called Lie derivative because in the geometrical formu-
lation of Hamiltonian mechanics we have £g = £Xg where Xg
is the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the function g.

If we now make an exchange: H ↔ ω(qi, pi), t ↔ ε where
ε is a small parameter, we can define a new transformation

Zi = zi(ε) = exp(ε£ω)zi . (8)

This transformation is indeed canonical as the Poisson brack-
ets are preserved due to the following identity [41]:

{exp(£ω) f ,exp(£ω)g}= exp(£ω){ f ,g}, (9)

which leads to {zi,z j} = {Zi,Z j}. Another useful identity is
the inverse relation for the Lie operator(

exp(ε£ω)
)−1

= exp(−ε£ω). (10)

Having introduced the Lie series formalism, we can now
use it to approximately transform a Hamiltonian into action-
angle coordinates, or to be more specific, to find the so called
Birkhoff normal form of a Hamiltonian.

C. Birkhoff normal form

Assume we have a Hamiltonian in the form:

H(0) = H0(Ji)+ ∑
j=1

ε
jH(0)

j (ψi,Ji) , (11)

where H0(Ji) is a well known integrable Hamiltonian already
expressed in the action-angle form while the other part is ex-
panded in a small perturbation parameter ε . Computing the
Birkhoff normal form of H(0) actually means eliminating the
angle variables from the Hamiltonian.

Starting from the first order of the perturbation we decom-
pose the Hamiltonian H(0)

1 into the part which does not de-
pend on the angles and the other which does: H(0)

1 = Z1(Ji)+

h1(ψi,Ji). If we then act with the Lie operator on H(0) we get

exp(ε£ω1)H
(0) = H0 + εZ1 + ε{H0,ω1}+ εh1 +O(ε2).

(12)

Since h1 is to be eliminated, the terms proportional to ε have
to satisfy:

{H0,ω1}+h1
!
= 0. (13)

This is called homological equation which has to be solved
for the so far unknown generating function ω1. Once we have
found ω1 we can compute a new form of our Hamiltonian

H(1) = exp(ε£ω1)H
(0) = H0(Ji)+ εZ1(Ji)+O(ε2). (14)

Thus, we have our Hamiltonian in the action-angle variables
up to the first order in ε . We can now proceed in a similar
fashion, i.e., solving another homological equations and so on
until arriving at a desired order n in which the Hamiltonian
reads

H(n) = exp(εn£ωn)exp(εn−1£ωn−1) . . .exp(ε£ω1)H
(0) =

=U(ωi)H(0),

(15)

where the notation U(ωi) is used just for brevity to represent
the n canonical transformations applied. Furthermore, H(n)

can be decomposed into

H(n) = HNF(Ji)+R(n)(ψi,Ji) ,

HNF(Ji) = H0(Ji)+
r

∑
j=1

ε
jZ j(Ji); R(n)(ψi,Ji) = O(εn+1),

(16)

where HNF is the Birkhoff normal form of nth order, while
R(n) is a remainder which can be neglected as εn+1 is a suffi-
ciently small number. The Birkhoff normal form now allows
us to compute the frequencies of motion which tell us how the
new angles evolve (see Eq. (1)). The old coordinates can now
be expressed in terms of the new ones

ψ
(0) =U(ωi)ψ, J(0) =U(ωi)J . (17)

Inserting Eq. (1) into the transformation relation (2) gives us
an approximative solution to the equation of motion with the
error given by the size of the remainder R(n).

The Lie series is generally only asymptotic; there may ex-
ist a maximum order above which the approximation becomes
less and less precise. The question of convergence of canoni-
cal perturbation theory is tied to the existence of small divisors
and resonances, and the Lie series is not guaranteed to con-
verge everywhere even in fully integrable systems (see, e.g.,
Refs [6, 18]). We shall demonstrate the issues with resonances
also in Sec. III D.
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III. TIDALLY PERTURBED BLACK HOLE ORBITS

Here we compute the conservative evolution of mildly ec-
centric orbits of test particles near black holes perturbed by a
faraway gravitating ring surrounding the system. We first in-
troduce the metric field and then apply the Lie series method
to obtain action-angle coordinates of near-circular geodesics
in this field. Consequently, we apply another round of canon-
ical perturbation theory to obtain the approximate solution of
these orbits under the tidal perturbation by the ring. This will
be a basis for the adiabatic inspirals computed in Sec. IV.

A. A black hole perturbed by a ring-like source

Picture a black hole of mass M encircled by a rotating grav-
itating ring with mass Mr and radius rr ≫ M much larger than
the black hole horizon. What are going to be the leading-order
effects of the ring on the gravitational field near the black
hole? It was found already by Thirring in 1918 [42, 43] that
the local inertial system inside a light, thin rotating shell is
rotating with respect to the inertial system at infinity with an
angular velocity

ΩThir =
2Jsh

r3
sh

, (18)

where Jsh,rsh are the total angular momentum and radius of
the shell. Similarly, the rate of time inside the shell is red-
shifted with respect to observers at infinity by the gravitational
potential on the surface of the shell

zsh =
Msh

rsh
, (19)

where Msh is the total mass of the shell.
Based on the works of Refs [44, 45], we show in Ap-

pendix A that a similar effect occurs in the case of the ring-
hole system. Specifically, the inertial frame near the center
of a ring of angular momentum Jr and Schwarzschild radius
rr rotates, to leading order in rr ≫ M ≫ Mr, with an angular
velocity

Ωin =
2Jr

r3
r

+O(r−5
r ) . (20)

We assume that the ring-like structure is moving approxi-
mately as a test body in the black-hole field, so to leading
order we have Jr = Mr

√
Mr2

r /(rr −3M) and we can write

Ωin = 2Mr

√
M
r5

r

(
1+

3M
2rr

)
+O(r−9/2

r ) . (21)

Additionally, the internal frame is redshifted by a factor

zin =
Mr

rr

(
1+

M
rr

)
+O(r−3

r ) . (22)

Finally, the gravitational field near the black hole will also
have a tidal contribution from the ring. Apart from assuming

that the black hole is static in the “internal” inertial frame, we
also truncate the tides to leading quadrupolar order. Then we
obtain the metric valid near the black hole (see Appendix A
for details):

ds2
r≪rr =−

(
1− 2M

r

)
(1+2νQ)dt2 +

1+2χQ −2νQ

1−2M/r
dr2

+(1−2νQ)r2 [(1+2χQ)dϑ
2 + sin2

ϑdϕ
2] ,

(23)

νQ ≡ Q
4
[
r(2M− r)sin2

ϑ +2(M− r)2 cos2
ϑ −6M2] , (24)

χQ ≡ QM(M− r)sin2
ϑ , (25)

where Q ≡ Mr/r3
r is the quadrupole perturbation parameter

and t,r,ϑ ,φ are Schwarzschild-like coordinates in the local
frame. The local metric is approximately vacuum, static and
axisymmetric with respect to the local time and azimuthal an-
gle t,ϕ with corresponding Killing vectors ξ

µ

(t) = δ
µ

t , ξ
µ

(ϕ)
=

δ
µ

ϕ . As such, it is an approximate Weyl metric [46, 47].
The form (23) of the metric is valid only for r ≪ rr and

rings that are not compact, Mr ≪ rr. Specifically, it neglects
all terms starting from O(r−4

r ) and O(M 2
r ). Also, as already

discussed, the local coordinates are related to the coordinate
time and azimuthal angle T,φ of static observers at infinity as

dT = (1+ zin)dt , (26)
dφ = dϕ +Ωindt . (27)

This has to be taken into account when predicting observa-
tions from the dynamics in the metric field (23).

Note that this framework is very flexible, since it does not
necessarily fix the relationship between zin,Ωin and Q. For
more general matter distributions than a thin ring, these pa-
rameters can be computed separately and fed into the formal-
ism the same way as it is done here. However, one case which
we do not treat are time-dependent and non-axisymmetric per-
turbations which would correspond to perturbers orbiting our
EMR binary at intermediate distances. The possibility of in-
clusion of this case is discussed in Sec. VI.

B. Quasi-circular Schwarzschild geodesics

We would now like to apply the aforementioned theory to
the Hamiltonian

Htot =
1
2

gµν pµ pν , (28)

where gµν is our background metric (23) and the four-
momentum pµ is normalized to unity, i.e. gµν pµ pν = −1.
We will first start with the well known Schwarzschild Hamil-
tonian (Q = 0)

HSchw =
1
2

[
−1

1− 2M
r

p2
t +

(
1− 2M

r

)
p2

r +
1
r2

(
p2

θ +
p2

φ

sin2
θ

)]
.

(29)
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Unfortunately this Hamiltonian cannot be put exactly into the
action-angle variables like the Kepler Hamiltonian. Neverthe-
less HSchw remains separable which means that by adopting
a new evolution parameter λ defined as dτ = r2dλ we can
separate our Hamiltonian to a radial and an angular part. The
parameter λ is a special case of the Carter-Mino time [48, 49]
used for similar reasons in the Kerr spacetime. The Hamilto-
nian generating evolution in λ (see Appendix B) can be writ-
ten as

HSchw(λ ) =
1
2

r2(gµν

S pµ pν +1) = Hrad +Hang , (30)

where

Hrad =
1
2

r2

[
− 1

1− 2M
r

p2
t +

(
1− 2M

r

)
p2

r +1

]
, (31)

is the radial part and

Hang =
1
2

(
p2

θ +
p2

φ

sin2
θ

)

is the angular part of the Hamiltonian.
Having separated our Hamiltonian we can now perform the

transformation of the respective parts into action-angle coor-
dinates. Since the metric does not depend on φ , the specific
angular momentum pφ = Jφ = Lz, i.e. the z-component of the
angular momentum per unit mass, is already an action variable
while for the θ part we have

Jθ =
1

2π

∮
pθ dθ = L− Jφ (32)

where L is the specific total angular momentum. The action
Jθ , thus, describes the part of angular momentum associated
with non-equatorial motion.1 The angular part of the Hamil-
tonian in the action-angle coordinates reads

Hang =
1
2
(Jθ + Jφ )

2 . (33)

The conjugate angles ψθ and ψφ to the actions Jθ and Jφ are
obtained by canonical transformations, which can be found in
Appendix B.

Let us now discuss the more difficult part, which involves
the radial part Hrad. In Eq. (31) we replace the pt component
of the four-momentum by the specific energy of the system
E = −pt and we perform an expansion of the system around
a stable circular orbit (r = rc, pr = 0,E = Ec). The perturba-
tion parameter along which the expansion takes place is the
distance from the circular orbit (something akin to the eccen-
tricity). We assume that the relevant phase space coordinates
deviate from those corresponding to the circular orbit like

r− rc = O(ε) = pr, E −Ec = δE = O(ε2) , (34)

1 For equatorial motion Jθ = 0.

where ε is a book-keeping parameter telling us how big each
term in our expansion is. Keep in mind that ε is not the per-
turbation parameter, after the computation we can just set it to
ε = 1.

As the radius rc is the minimum of the effective potential
Veff = Hrad (see, e.g., [50]), the first post-circular approxima-
tion is the harmonic oscillator. After performing a transfor-
mation similar to Eq. (4) (details in Appendix B) we get the
radial part in the form

Hrad = K0 +K2δE + JrΩrc +R(δE,ψr,Jr) ,

where K0 and K2 are constants and Ωrc is the frequency of the
respective harmonic oscillator (Appendix B).

Neglecting the remainder R(δE,ψr,Jr) = O(ε3) we could
accurately describe quasi-circular orbits. However we would
like to describe nearly all the bound orbits with sufficient pre-
cision, which is why we implement the canonical perturbation
theory as discussed in the next section.

C. Tidally perturbed orbits

In this section we finish the construction of the approxi-
mative Hamiltonian system of a Schwarzschild with a ring in
action-angle variables. First, we perform two normalization
steps, as described in Sec. II B. This implies finding two gen-
erating functions ω1 and ω2 to be used in the Lie operators
acting on the Hamiltonian HSchw(λ )

exp(£ω2)exp(£ω1)HSchw(λ ) = HNS(Jr,Jθ )+O(ε5) . (35)

For the purposes of our study we deem approximation (35)
to be sufficiently describing geodesic bound orbits around a
Schwarzschild black hole, hence, we can now add the ring-
like source.

Our initial Hamiltonian (28) can be naturally split into the
Schwarzschild and the ring part as in the case of the linearly
perturbed metric (23)

Htot = HSchw(λ )+QHring . (36)

The perturbation part is then transformed into the same coor-
dinates as the Schwarzschild part

exp(£ω2)exp(£ω1)Hring = HQ1 +O(ε5) , (37)

while the terms of higher order in ε are neglected. And, thus,
the total Hamiltonian reads:

Htot = HNS(Jr,Jθ )+QHQ1(ψr,ψθ ,Jr,Jθ )+O(ε5) . (38)

The last step in our computation is to solve the homological
equation for the function χ in order to eliminate the angles
from HQ1.2 After this, the total Hamiltonian reads

Htot = HNS(Jr,Jθ )+QZQ1(Jr,Jθ )+O(Q2)

= HN(Jr,Jθ )+O(Q2) . (39)

2 Note that now Q is the perturbation parameter.
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The original coordinates can be expressed using the Lie op-
erators as functions of the new ones as follows:

r = exp(Q£χ)exp(£ω2)exp(£ω1)r0 =U(ω1,ω2,χ)r0,

pr =U(ω1,ω2,χ)pr0 , (40)
θ = exp(Q£χ)θ0, pθ = exp(Q£χ)pθ0 , φ = exp(Q£χ)φ0

where r0, pr0 ,θ0, pθ0 and φ0 are the original transformation
functions given by Eqs. (B8), (B3), and (B4) respectively in
the Appendix B.

Solving the homological equation (13) at each step is quite
straightforward, the relatively difficult part is finding the gen-
erating function χ as it involves two degrees of freedom. By
expanding the Hamiltonians in parameters ε and Q, the h1 part
of HQ1, which is to be eliminated, takes form

h1 = ∑
k,l

aklei(kψr+lψθ ), (41)

where the coefficients akl are in fact functions of actions. The
solution to Eq. (13) can then be expressed as:

χ = ∑
k,l

akl
1

i(kΩr0 + lΩθ0)
ei(kψr+lψθ ) (42)

where Ωr0 =
∂HNS
∂Jr

and Ωθ0 =
∂HNS
∂Jθ

are the frequencies of the
Schwarzschild Hamiltonian obtained in (35). When close to
resonances the denominator of this expression tends to zero
which causes the remainder to be large, thus making the ap-
proximation less accurate as we shall see in the following sec-
tion.

All the above-mentioned calculations involving canonical
perturbation theory are included in the first part of our Sup-
plemental material [51].

The analytical formulas (40) can be plotted for fixed val-
ues of the actions to illustrate our result (Fig. 1). It is clear
from the figure that nonequatorial motion is no longer planar
since the ring (located in the z = 0 plane) breaks the spherical
symmetry of the Schwarzschild spacetime.

D. Validity of the approximation

Knowing the explicit expressions (40) and the approximate
normal form of our Hamiltonian HN(Ji) (39) we have essen-
tialy perturbatively solved the original equations of motion
given by Htot. First we fix three of our new set of conserved
actions and then compute the fourth so that the normalization
condition

HN(Jr,Jθ ,δE,Jφ ) = 0 (43)

is satisfied. Then, we find the frequencies of motion for our
new angles as well as the relation between the coordinate time
t and λ

dψi

dλ
=

∂HN

∂Ji
= Ωi(Jr,Jθ ,δE,Jφ ),

dt
dλ

=
∂HN

∂δE
. (44)

FIG. 1: Spatial representation of the approximate solution to
the geodesic equation.

(Q = 10−6M−2,Jr = 0.1M,Jθ = 1.5M,Jφ = 3.5M.)

Finally we substitute the angles and actions into Eq. (40) to
get the coordinates and their respective momenta as explicit
functions of Mino time λ (xi(λ ), pi(λ )).

The evolution of the deviations from the exact solutions is
governed by the remainder R(ψi,Ji) which contains all the
terms of the order O(ε5) and O(Q2). It is clear that the va-
lidity of our approximation not only depends on the fixed pa-
rameter Q describing the gravitational field of our ring-like
source, but also on all our actions Jr,Jθ ,Jφ . The most straight-
forward way to test our approximation would be plotting and
comparing our analytical solution to the numerical one. This
is certainly illustrating, nevertheless, it is still useful to have
some quantity to describe the deviation from the exact solu-
tion. For this purpose we can use quantities denoted as δJi
which measures the relative error of the conservations of ac-
tions. The errors δJi can then be expressed as functions of
actions Ji in order to study the validity of the approximation
(details are given in Appendix C).

In general, it can be said that the larger the value of Jr is the
less accurate the approximation becomes. Apart from that the
approximation depends on the perturbation parameter Q and
the total angular momentum L. These two, however, are not
independent from each other as increasing the value of L is
equivalent to increasing Q. This comes from the fact that νQ
is not bounded by a fixed value of Q instead we have νQ ∼ r2

(see Eq. (24)) and r ∼ L2. We can, thus, conclude that it is
the value of the quantity QL4/M2 that characterizes the entire
strength of the perturbation.

The most general type of motion is the nonequatorial one,
for which we have Jθ ̸= 0. The dependence of δJr and δJθ on
actions is the same as in the equatorial motion, what is new
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here, however, is the presence of the resonances of the form

kΩr0 + lΩθ0 = 0, k, l ∈ Z\{0} , (45)

where Ωr0 and Ωθ0 are the Schwarzschild frequencies. When
the orbit is close to these resonances the approximation is
no longer reliable because the denominators in the expres-
sion (42) tend to zero. These small divisors then prevent
the convergence of the normalization procedure (see, e.g.,
[18]). In our particular case we only applied one generat-
ing function involving two degrees of freedom which is χ

(used in Eq. (39)). From the analysis of the function χ and
the Schwarzschild frequencies it becomes clear that the only
ratios Ωr0

Ωθ0
present in the expansion (42) of χ are the 1

2 , 2
3 and

1. This is illustrated in Fig. 2, which depicts the resonance
sets in the Jr-Jθ plane for a fixed value of Jφ . It is important to
stress at this point that even though Ωr0 depends explicitly on
the total angular momentum L = Jθ + Jφ it is correct to treat
both angular actions separately. The same can be said for the
dependence on Q, which is much more significant than that
on L, e.g. smaller value of Q shifts the resonance curves to
larger values of L. This dependence can be understood from
the substitution of the energy from constraint (43) in Ωr0,
for which we have E = E(Q,Jr,Jθ ,Jφ ) ̸= E(Q,Jr,Jθ + Jφ ).
Namely, in total the expression for the radial frequency reads
Ωr0 = Ωr0(E(Q,Jr,Jθ ,Jφ ),Jr,Jθ + Jφ ).

FIG. 2: Resonances in the Jr-Jθ plane for Jφ = 3M,
Q = 10−5M−2.

In summary, the geodesics obtained from the Hamilto-
nian (39) approximate the exact solution sufficiently well pro-
vided that the errors δJi are small and we are not close to
resonances. However, the size of δJi unfortunately does not
tell the whole story. The error in the evolution of (ψi,Ji) ac-
cumulates over time and it is up to us to fix the accuracy of
the approximation, so the error does not become substantial
for ε−1

m number of orbital periods (Appendix C), where εm is
the mass ratio.

To conclude this part we illustrate the advantages and the
drawbacks of this approximation on the precession of near-
circular and near-equatorial orbits. The precession rates of
orbits can be expressed using fundamental frequencies as

∆Ψr = 2π

(
1− Ωr

Ωφ

)∣∣∣∣
rcirc.

, ∆Ψθ = 2π

(
1− Ωθ

Ωφ

)∣∣∣∣
rcirc.

, (46)

where ∆Ψr corresponds to the pericenter precesion per one
period of the azimuthal coordinate φ while similarly for the
nodal precession rate we have defined the quantity ∆Ψθ . Of
course the frequencies are functions of the integrals of mo-
tion (actions) and for a near-circular and near-equatorial orbits
they need to be evaluated at (δE = 0,Jr = 0,Jθ = 0). The pre-
cession rates are then functions solely of Jφ , which itself can
be expressed as a function of the radial coordinate r or rather
the circular-orbit location rc. For the Schwarzschild spacetime
the precession rates (46) reduce to simple results

∆Ψr|Q=0 = 2π

(
1−
√

1− 6M
rc

)
, ∆Ψθ |Q=0 = 0. (47)

Alternatively instead of rc we can use a dimensionless fre-
quency parameter x

x = (MΩ
(t)
φ
)

2
3 , Ω

(t)
φ

= Ωφ

dλ

dt
. (48)

where the azimuthal frequency Ω
(t)
φ

is defined with respect
to the coordinate time t (and not the Mino time λ ). For
Schwarzschild the frequency parameter x is related to rc by
a simple formula x = M

rc
. In the superposition background,

however, the quantity x is not an injective function of rc, which
can be seen in Fig. 3 (right panel). The same figure also shows
the relation between x and the precession rate of near-circular
near-equatorial orbits. The nodal precession rate is in general
nonzero and tends to grow (in absolute value) with the dis-
tance from the black hole, which can be expected since we
are approaching the external gravitating ring that breaks the
spherical symmetry. This in turn means that it is small for
large values of x.

The left panel in Fig. 3 shows an unexpected divergence
of ∆Ψr close to the innermost stable circular orbit3 (ISCO).
This we deem to be completely unphysical as it happens in the
region dominated by the black hole. The divergence is in fact
caused by the factor Ω−1

rc present in the generating functions
ω1 and ω2 as Ωrc = 0 for rc = 6M. The sudden decrease of
x at Schwarzschild ISCO is caused for the very same reason.
One would be able to invert the function x(rc) if not for this
unphysical part of the graph. The fact that x(rc) cannot be
inverted can be also seen from the graph of ∆Ψr. Actually,
this effect is a consequence of the perturbation expansion we
have chosen.

Had we used the expansion from the circular equatorial
orbits of the superposition, the unphysical part of the graph

3 Note that the ISCO is slightly shifted from the Schwarzschild value r = 6M
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FIG. 3: The relation between pericenter (left panel) and the nodal (middle panel) precession rate of near-circular near-equatorial
orbits and a frequency parameter x which itself can be expressed as a function of rc (right panel), Q = 10−6M−2.

would not have appeared as the fundamental frequencies of
the circular orbits are finite. In fact, we have checked this
claim numerically. On the other hand the expansion scheme
we have used is easier to perform due to the simplicity of
the Schwarzschild Hamiltonian and it can also describe or-
bits with arbitrary inclination. Nevertheless, note that close to
the Schwarzschild ISCO the approximation fails to describe
the correct geodesic dynamics anyway.

IV. ADIABATIC INSPIRALS INTO THE PERTURBED
BLACK HOLE

In this section we are going to present our model of an
EMRI in the perturbed background field by using a basic pre-
scription for radiation reaction. In the geodesic context we
defined our Hamiltonian (28) using a four-momentum normal-
ized to −1. To reintroduce the mass m of our “particle”, we
retain the original form of our Hamiltonian with actions and
energy normalized to unit mass, E = E(m)/m, Ji = J(m)

i /m in-
stead of using the new coordinates J(m)

i and normalization to
−m2. Regardless of that, every not dimensionless quantity is
still scaled with respect M as can be seen in all the figures
presented in our paper.

A. Computation of the gravitational-wave fluxes

Following the general approach described in [4, 5], we can
write down the equations of motion of an inspiraling binary as
an expansion in the mass ratio εm

dψi

dt
= Ω

(t)
i (J)+O(εm) , (49)

dJi

dt
= εmGi(ψ,J)+O(ε2

m) , (50)

where Gi corresponds to radiation reaction to the orbital ele-
ments of the binary, which drives the inspiral.

Note that the evolution equations (49) and (50) use the “in-
ternal” coordinate time t as the evolution parameter which is
trivially redshifted by the ring with respect to the time T of
observers at infinity. It is also important to note that equations
(49) and (50) represent the action-angle form of the evolution
equations of an exactly integrable system at zeroth order in
εm. Examples of such integrable systems considered in the
EMRI scenario include bound geodesics in the Schwarzschild
or the Kerr spacetime. Using canonical perturbation theory,
however, we can approximate a nearly-integrable system by
an integrable one, which is exactly what we did in the previ-
ous section.

The global inspiral solution to the equations (49) and (50)
can be naturally expanded with respect εm using a two-
timescale analysis. The first timescale is the orbital timescale
of the geodesic motion ∼ 1/Ω. Since this involves the evo-
lution of the angles ψi these are then called “fast” variables.
On the other hand we have the inspiral timescale which deals
with the decays of the actions on the much longer time-scale
εMJ/G ∼ εM/Ω. The actions are thus classified as “slow”
variables. The standard procedure is then to separate these two
timescales by averaging the functions Gi over the fast vari-
ables, that is the n-dimensional invariant tori Tn parametrized
by the angles

gi(J) = ⟨Gi(ψ,J)⟩=
∫

Tn
Gi(ψ,J)dn

ψ. (51)

We can then first solve the equations for the actions

dJi(t)
dt

= εmgi(J(t)), (52)

while the angles can be obtain simply by integrating the fun-
damental frequencies whose evolution is given by the actions
Ji(t)

ψi(t̃) =
∫ t̃

0
Ω

(t)
i (J(t))dt. (53)

Let us now discuss the particular method we employed to
compute the gravitational wave fluxes (i. e. the functions gi).
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For this purpose we employ the quadrupole formalism which
is the lowest order expansion in the post-Newtonian theory.
The limitations of this method in the context of strong-field
inspirals are obvious, but this method is sufficient for a qual-
itative analysis, and computing the fluxes with more sophisti-
cated approximations is beyond the scope of our work. Hence,
the flux formulas for the energy and the components of the an-
gular momentum read

dE
dt

=−1
5

3

∑
i, j=1

〈
(

...
I i j)

2
〉
,

dLi

dt
=−2

5

3

∑
j,k,l=1

εi jk

〈
(

...
I jl Ïkl)

〉
, (54)

where the traceless quadrupole moment of our particle has the
form

Ii j(t) = m
(

xi(t)x j(t)− 1
3

δ
i jxk(t)xk(t)

)
. (55)

The functions xi(t) represent the orbital motion in Cartesian
coordinates. Since we have so far used spherical-like coordi-
nates, it is necessary to transform into the coordinates xi, for
that purpose we used the standard (flat-space) relations be-
tween spherical and Cartesian coordinates.

The time derivatives present in Eq. (54) are computed in
accordance with the assumptions of the adiabatic approxima-
tion, which means that we neglect the change in the slow vari-
ables

ẋi(ψ(t),J(t)) =
∂xi

∂ψ j

dψ j

dt
+

∂xi

∂J j

dJ j

dt
≈ Ω

(t)
j

∂xi

∂ψ j
. (56)

Note that the frequencies in the above expression are with re-
spect to the coordinate time t while our fundamental frequen-
cies are related to the Mino time λ . This is not a problem
since we have

Ω
(t)
j = Ω j

dλ

dt
. (57)

In fact, we can exchange t → λ in higher time derivatives in
the adiabatic approximation, since the differentiation of dλ

dt
with respect to time would involve terms proportional to the
time derivatives of the actions which can be neglected as in
(56). We can thus write

dn

dtn ≈
(

dλ

dt

)n dn

dλ n ,
dt
dλ

=
∂HN

∂δE
(J). (58)

We would like to remind the reader here that all quanti-
ties depending on J also depend on E (or δE), but the energy
and the three actions are not independent, since we have the
normalization condition (43), which is why the energy depen-
dence is often omitted. Ideally the coordinate functions xi(t)
can be expressed as a Fourier-like expansions, the same can
then be said about expression for the fluxes. The averaging is
then equivalent to eliminating all the oscillating terms

G = ∑
k

ck(J)ei(k·ψ(t)) ⇒
〈
G
〉
= c0(J), k ∈ Z3. (59)

In practice, however, this fully analytical approach is not
feasible because of the number of terms present in Eq. (54),
this is especially true for the non-equatorial orbits. It is eas-
ier to numerically integrate the function G. Instead of using a
multidimensional integral like in Eq. (51), we can integrate
over an orbit that densely covers the invariant torus deter-
mined by the actions. This implies integrating over a suffi-
ciently long time Λ

⟨G(ψ(λ ),J)⟩= 1
Λ

∫
Λ

0
G(ψ(λ ),J)dλ . (60)

We now have to find the evolution equations for the three in-
dependent integrals of motion. It is straightforward to use the
energy and the z-component of the angular momentum (Jφ )
since we have explicit formulas (54) for them. The third inte-
gral will be the action Jθ , which can be written as

Jθ = J(0)
θ

−δJθ , δJθ = {Jθ ,χ1}, (61)

where the action J(0)
θ

is the original one derived in Eq. (32), i.e.
the one before applying the Lie operator with the generating
function χ1 (see Eq. (42)). Knowing the quadrupole fluxes for
the angular momentum components we can compute its time
derivative as

dJ(0)
θ

dt
=

L⃗ · d⃗L
dt

L
−

dJφ

dt
. (62)

The components of the angular momentum can be ex-
pressed in terms of our original phase-space coordinates as

Lx =−sin(φ) pθ − cos(φ)cot(θ)Jφ , (63)
Ly = cos(φ) pθ − sin(φ)cot(θ)Jφ . (64)

Since the function δJθ contains only oscillating terms it does
not survive the averaging〈

dJθ

dt

〉
=

〈
dJ(0)

θ

dt

〉
,

〈
dδJθ

dt

〉
→ 0 as Λ → ∞. (65)

We, thus, arrive at the complete system of evolution equations
for three independent integrals of motion

These three equations can then be solved numerically, The
radial action Jr can be computed at each time step from the
normalization condition (43), while the evolution of the an-
gles is given by the integrals of their respective fundamental
frequencies (expression (53)).

The computation of the fluxes is detailed in the second
Maple notebook [52]

V. RESULTS

In this section we present the adiabatic evolution in the gen-
eral nonequatorial case. Let us again stress that our results
provide essentially a qualitative analysis due to the approxi-
mative methods we have employed. This includes the particu-
lar values of various parameters we have used in this section,
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some of which are not relevant for realistic EMRIs. For in-
stance, the mass ratio we use in this section is εm = 10−3, but
it does not practically matter in our approach, since the equa-
tions which govern the adiabatic evolution of actions do not
depend explicitly on the time; any other value of εm would
just rescale the time variable in our solution. Another impor-
tant parameter is the external quadrupole Q representing the
ring, its value was intentionally chosen to be large (Q = 10−6)
in the following so that its effect is prominent in the figures.
Lastly the ring radius is set to rr = 50M.

A. Phase shifts

First we investigate the effect of the ring perturbation on the
orbital phases, i.e. the angle coordinates.

δψi(t) = ψi(t)−ψi(t)|Q=0, (66)

where the evolution of ψi(t) is given by Eq. (53). As the fun-
damental frequencies are in principle observable, it is natu-
ral to parametrize our orbits by them instead of the actions.
Thus, we start from the same initial frequencies in both the
perturbed and unperturbed cases so that not only δψi(0) = 0,
but also δψ̇i(0) = 0. This matching of the frequencies was
used in [53] in the case of a spinning particle in Kerr space-
time. Unlike in their case however our reference spacetime is
Schwarzschild where ΩSchw

θ
= ΩSchw

φ
which is a consequence

of spherical symmetry while for Q ̸= 0 we have Ωθ ̸= Ωφ .
Despite the inability to match all the frequencies we can

still choose two of them (in our case Ωr and Ωφ ) and match
them to their Schwarzschild counterparts for a fixed value of
Q. In addition we can find the matches for different values of
Jθ , which effectively means different initial inclinations.

When evolving the angles (or other quantities) one should
use the proper time T of the asymptotic observer as an evolu-
tion parameter instead of t. This involves including the red-
shift factor zin given by Eq. (22), which was absorbed into
the coordinates t and r. This monopole term of the expan-
sion (see Eq. (A6)) is necessary to include what is dynami-
cally dominating; however, it is the non-constant quadrupole
term which breaks the spherical symmetry. For this reason,
we compute the phase shift only for the quadrupole perturba-
tion which means using the definition (66) but with the time
T . The phase shifts for the two matched frequencies are then
plotted in the Fig. 4. It is interesting to see that |δψi| is smaller
for larger values of Jθ , keep in mind that ψi(t)|Q=0 remains
unchanged as the evolution in the Schwarzschild spacetime
does not depend on the initial inclination.

B. Inclination and eccentricity

When considering non-equatorial motion in a non-
spherically symmetric spacetime one can study the behavior
of orbital inclination i. This quantity is defined as an angle
between the current orbital plane and the equatorial plane. In

terms of our action variables it can be expressed as

i = arccos
(

Jφ

Jφ + J(0)
θ

)
. (67)

When the quadrupole perturbation is present the inclination
of a geodesic orbit does not remain constant, but it oscillates.
The oscillations is caused by the δJθ term contained in J(0)

θ

(see Eq. (61)).
In order to show the effect of the adiabatic evolution on the

inclination, it is useful to separate this geodesic evolution by
defining the averaged inclination

I = ⟨i⟩= arccos
(

Jφ

Jφ + Jθ

)
. (68)

This inclination is constant in the geodesic case, since it de-
pends only on the integrals of motion. During an inspiral,
however, I shall evolve on the inspiral timescale and it is in-
teresting to compare the geodesic oscillation of i to the EMRI
evolution of I.

Fig. 5 shows that the geodesic oscillation of inclination for
a particular choice of initial conditions is two orders of mag-
nitude larger than the drift of I caused by radiation reaction.
This difference of course depends on the strength of the per-
turbation (Q) which in our example is quite large, however,
we must also keep in mind that the influence of the ring on
the dynamics decreases as we approach the black hole. This
is caused by the smaller value of the total angular momentum
close to the ISCO, where the amplitude of the geodesic oscil-
lations of i is comparable to the total change of I during the
EMRI. The fact that the function I is decreasing is expected,
as the dissipation of the constants of motion should, in prin-
ciple, lead to the equatorial plane value I = 0. On the other
hand, for some initial conditions we have seen an increase of
I as the inspiral reaches ISCO, we should speculate this effect
to be possibly of numerical origin. This growth is also present
in the case of eccentricity, which can be defined as

e =
r1 − r2

r1 + r2
(69)

where r1 is the maximum value of r(t) for a given geodesic
while r2 is the corresponding minimum. An evolution of the
eccentricity during the inspiral can be seen in Fig. 6. The
growth of eccentricity close to the ISCO was also found in
other works (see, e.g., [54]), but it is questionable whether it
has a physical significance or it is just a coordinate effect.

C. Waveforms

Finally let us conclude our results with some plots of grav-
itational waveforms. In our radiation-quadrupole formalism
the components of the metric perturbation can be written in
the TT gauge as

hT T
i j =

2
R

ÏT T
i j (u). (70)
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FIG. 4: The left panel shows logarithmic plot of the radial phase shift δψr(T ) (left panel) and the right panel shows logarithmic
plot of the azimuthal one δψφ (T ) for different initial value values of Jθ . For these plots we have used Q = 10−6M−2 and

rr = 50M while the initial frequencies are matched to the Schwarzschild ones with Jr(0) = 0.1M,L(0) = 5M. In all cases the
phase shifts remain negative during the evolution.

FIG. 5: The left panel shows the oscillation of the orbital inclination (dashed black) with respect to the averaged constant
inclination (red continuous curve) for a geodesic orbit. The right panel shows the evolution of the averaged inclination I during

the inspiral. For these plots we have used Q = 10−6M−2,Jr(0) = 0.11M,Jθ (0) = 1.5M,Jφ (0) = 3.5M.

where u = T −R is the retarded time and IT T
i j can be obtained

from Ii j using projectors Pi j as

IT T
i j = Pk

i IklPl
j −

1
2

Pi jPklIkl , Pi j = δi j −nin j. (71)

where ni is a unit vector pointing from source to the observer.
Naturally, as in the case of the calculations of the fluxes, Ikl
depends on the coordinates of our particle. Their adiabatic

evolution is determined by the evolution of actions and angles

xi(T ) = xi(ψ(T ),J(T )). (72)

In following we decompose hT T
i j as it was done in [55]. For

that we need to define two additional vectors p⃗ and q⃗ which
together with n⃗ form an orthonormal basis in the 3D Euclidean
space.

p⃗ =
n⃗× L⃗
|⃗n× L⃗|

, q⃗ = p⃗× n⃗.
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FIG. 6: The adiabatic evolution of eccentricity as a function
of time T in the case of an equatorial inspiral

(Q = 10−6M−2,Jr(0) = 0.098M,Jθ (0) = 0,Jφ (0) = 5M.).

The components of the angular momentum L⃗ can be computed
from our action-angle variables as was the case in Eq. (63).
The two independent polarizations have the form

h{+,×} =
1
2

H{+,×}
i j hi j

T T , (73)

where H{+,×}
i j are defined as

H+
i j = pi p j −qiq j, H×

i j = piq j −qi p j. (74)

With all the ingredients in place we can plot some wave-
forms. One such an example is depicted in Fig. 7, where we
can see the component h{+} at the beginning of the evolution
around r ≈ 21M and at a later time when r ≈ 9M. Despite not
having decomposed the signal into modes it is evident from
the figure that the amplitudes and frequencies grow during the
inspiral as expected.

In Fig. 8 we compare two waveforms to see the effect of the
quadrupole term in our Hamiltonian. Although the initial ra-
dial and azimuthal frequencies are matched as above the phase
shifts tend to grow rather quickly for the large value of Q we
had chosen. In addition to that we can see a great difference
in the amplitudes as well.

Throughout the Sec. V we included the value Q for each fig-
ure. It is, however, the quantity QL4/M2 which characterizes
the strength of the quadrupole perturbation (as was mentioned
in Sec. III D). The reason we chose Q over QL4/M2 is because
the latter is not a constant during the inspiral as the total an-
gular momentum L is a decreasing function of time. Namely,
the effect of perturbation are lower as we get farther from the
ring. On the other hand, it is important to point out that due to
the expansion scheme we used the effects of the perturbation
will again grow close to the Schwarzschild’s ISCO, where the

approximation breaks down as was demonstrated in Sec. III D
for the precession rates. Nevertheless, the maximum strength
of the perturbation is at the beginning of the adiabatic evolu-
tion, where we had QL2(0)/M2 = 2.5 ·10−5.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

This work showcased the advantages of using the Lie se-
ries approach to tackle the EMRI problem. For this purpose,
we used a fairly complex background system, in which the
primary black hole is surrounded by a matter distribution. In
particular, we truncated a gravitating ring-like source up to
its leading quadrupole term to introduce a quite generic tidal
field around the primary Schwarzschild black hole. We wrote
the Hamiltonian system providing the geodesic motion in the
above background and noticed that it can be split into a part
giving the motion in the Schwarzschild background, which
correspond to an integrable system, and a perturbative part
expressing the perturbation due to the quadrupole term.

By using the Mino time, we further split the Schwarzschild
part of the Hamiltonian into a radial and angular part. Af-
ter relatively simple manipulation we showed that the angular
part can be written in action-angle variables, while for the ra-
dial part we perturbed it around a circular orbit as a harmonic
oscillator and used a standard canonical transformation to get
it into action-angle variables as well. To expand our scheme
further from the circular orbit we applied two canonical trans-
formations using the Lie series approach on the Schwarzschild
part of the Hamiltonian. The same series of transformations
were also applied on the perturbative part of the Hamilto-
nian leading to a Hamiltonian system in action-angle variables
valid up to the separatrix. We tested the obtained Hamiltonian
system and found that as far as we stay away from the 1 : 1,
1 : 2 and 2 : 3 resonances between the radial and polar fre-
quencies and ISCO the system is behaving sufficiently well.

After establishing the conservative part of our approxima-
tion to an EMRI, we addressed the dissipative part. To in-
troduce dissipation into the system we used fluxes computed
by the quadrupole formula. By averaging out the oscillating
terms of the fluxes, we were able to provide the equations for
the adiabatic radiative decay of the actions and evolve the in-
spirals. Since we derived the characteristic frequencies of the
system, we were able to easily obtain the orbital phase shifts
caused by the matter distribution. Moreover, we were able to
compute the eccentricity and inclination changes as the inspi-
ral evolves and the respective waveforms.

In the future, we would like to improve this work in a num-
ber of ways. First, it is necessary to also treat the case of
a perturbed inspiral into a generic spinning black hole, that is
the Kerr space-time. Second, our formalism breaks down near
resonances, so we would like to implement a variant of the
formalism sketched in Ref. [56] to evolve the inspiral faith-
fully through the resonances. Third, we have restricted to the
case of a perfectly axially symmetric stationary cloud of mat-
ter. However, in astrophysically realistic scenarios the exter-
nal matter sources are only approximately so. In particular,
when the external matter consists of a halo of orbiting objects
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FIG. 7: The gravitational wave strain ( h{+}) of a single non-equatorial EMRI
(Q = 10−6M−2,Jr(0) = 0.11M,Jθ (0) = 1.5M,Jφ (0) = 3.5M) at two different instants: u = 0 (left panel) and u = 3.2 ·106M

(right panel)

FIG. 8: A comparison of the unperturbed (red) and perturbed
waveform for two matched frequencies in the equatorial

plane
(Q = 10−6M−2,Jr(0) = 0.002M,Jθ (0) = 0,Jφ (0) = 5M.)

such as stars, the largest deviations from stationarity and ax-

isymmetry come from those objects that have either outstand-
ing masses or are very close to the center [57]. Even though
the question of resonances caused by such perturbations was
already treated by Refs. [57, 58], we wish to systematically
address the symmetry breaking within our formalism in the
future.

The last, but perhaps most salient point we would like to
improve upon in the future is the question of the gravitational-
wave fluxes of energy and angular momentum. Rather obvi-
ously, it is necessary to include a strong-field flux computation
using the Teukolsky equation or a similar method. However,
the additional issue is that the tidal quadrupole perturbation
also causes a perturbation to the Teukolsky equation. This per-
turbation then adds a Q-proportional contribution to the flux,
which implies a comparable contribution to the inspiral phas-
ing as the perturbation to the geodesics we have treated here.
However, the perturbation makes the equation non-separable
and will require a delicate analysis.
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clusters. The Astronomy and Astrophysics Review, 28(1):1–75,
2020.

[25] Reinhard Genzel, Frank Eisenhauer, and Stefan Gillessen. The
galactic center massive black hole and nuclear star cluster. Re-
views of Modern Physics, 82(4):3121, 2010.

[26] Otto A. Hannuksela, Kenny C. Y. Ng, and Tjonnie G. F. Li. Ex-
treme dark matter tests with extreme mass ratio inspirals. Phys.
Rev. D, 102(10):103022, November 2020.

[27] Caio F. B. Macedo, Paolo Pani, Vitor Cardoso, and Luı́s C. B.
Crispino. Into the Lair: Gravitational-wave Signatures of Dark
Matter. Astrophys. J., 774(1):48, September 2013.

[28] Miguel C. Ferreira, Caio F. B. Macedo, and Vitor Cardoso. Or-
bital fingerprints of ultralight scalar fields around black holes.
Phys. Rev. D, 96(8):083017, October 2017.

[29] David Merritt. Dynamics and evolution of galactic nuclei, vol-
ume 23. Princeton University Press, 2013.

[30] Werner M. Vieira and Patricio S. Letelier. Chaos around a
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Appendix A: Derivation of perturbed black-hole field

To derive the tidally perturbed black hole field, we use the
formulas for black hole fields surrounded by light ring-like
sources at finite distances as recently presented by Čı́zek &
Semerák [45] (see also the seminal work of Will [44]). They

start from metrics of the form

ds2 =−e2ν dT 2 +R2
(

1− M2

4R2

)2

e−2ν(dφ −ωdT )2

+ e2ζ−2ν(dR2 +R2dθ
2) ,

(A1)

where T,φ ,R,θ are coordinates of the Carter-Thorne-Bardeen
type, and ν ,ω,ζ are unknown metric functions. The zeroth-
order solution (isolated static black hole) is presented in this
case by the metric functions

ν0 = ln
(

2R−M
2R+M

)
, ω0 = 0 , ζ0 = ln

(
1− M2

4R2

)
. (A2)

It can then be easily seen that R is the isotropic radius at zeroth
order. The linear perturbations ν = ν0 +δν , ω = ω0 +δω by
a rotating ring are then obtained by using Green’s functions
G ν and G ω in equations (66) and (75) of Čı́zek & Semerák
[45]. Specifically, for a ring of Komar mass Mr and angular
momentum Jr we obtain

δν =−2Mr

M
G ν(x(R),θ ,x(Rr),π/2) , (A3)

δω =−8Jr

M3 G ω(x(R),θ ,x(Rr),π/2) , (A4)

x(R) =
R
M

(
1+

M2

4R2

)
. (A5)

where x(R) is the auxiliary dimensionless radius used by
Čı́zek & Semerák. The perturbation to ζ = ζ0 + δζ is then
obtained by a particular line integral involving the gradient of
ν . We expand the Green’s function in the limit Rr ≫ R ∼ M
to obtain

G ν =
M

2Rr

+
M
[
(M2 +4R2)2 − (3M4 +8M2R2 +48R2)cos2θ

]
128R2R3

r

+O(R−4
r ) ,

(A6)

G ω =− M3

4R3
r
+

3M4

4R4
r
+O(R−5

r ) . (A7)

Note that we consider the G ω expansion to order R−4
r since it

enters the metric multiplied by Jr ∼ R1/2
r . Finally, we obtain

for δζ

δζ =−
MrM sin2

θ
(
M2 +4R2

)
4RR3

r
+O(R−4

r ) . (A8)

Now the transformation to the local Schwarzschild-like co-
ordinates in which the metric attains the form (23) is given
by

r = R
(

1+
M
2R

)2

(1+ zin), ϑ = θ , (A9)

t − t0 = T (1− zin) ,ϕ −ϕ0 = φ −ΩinT , (A10)

https://github.com/LukasPolcar/EMRI-perturbation-theory
https://github.com/LukasPolcar/EMRI-perturbation-theory
https://github.com/LukasPolcar/EMRI-perturbation-theory
https://github.com/LukasPolcar/EMRI-perturbation-theory
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where t0,ϕ0 are integration constants and the redshift and
angular-velocity factors are

zin =
Mr

Rr
=

Mr

rr

(
1+

M
rr

)
+O(r−3

r ) , (A11)

Ωin =
2Jr

R3
r

(
1− 3M

Rr

)
=

2Jr

r3
r

+O(r−5
r ) . (A12)

Appendix B: Schwarzschild in action-angle coordinates

In order to find the action-angle form of the Schwarzschild
Hamiltonian we first have to separate its radial and angu-
lar parts which can be done by replacing the proper time
as an evolution parameter using dτ = r2dλ . One can eas-
ily make sure that the Hamiltonian H(λ ) =

1
2 r2(2 H + 1) =

1
2 r2(gµν pµ pν +1) is the generator of evolution in λ

dxµ

dλ
=

∂H(λ )

∂ pµ

= r2 ∂H
∂ pµ

= r2 dxµ

dτ
,

d pθ

dλ
=−

∂H(λ )

∂θ
=−r2 ∂H

∂θ
= r2 d pθ

dτ
,

d pr

dλ
=−

∂H(λ )

∂ r
=−r2 ∂H

∂ r
− r(2 H +1) = r2 d pr

dτ
.

The angular part of the Hamiltonian takes a simple form
(33) with actions Jφ = pφ and Jθ = L− Jφ (derived using the
integral (32) ) the angles can be found using generating func-
tion of second kind which is a solution to the corresponding
Hamilton-Jacobi equation. We can take advantage of the sep-
arability of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation and write the gener-
ating function as

S = Sθ (θ ,Jθ ,Jφ )+Sφ (φ ,Jφ ) =
∫

pθ (θ ,Jθ ,Jφ )dθ +φJφ .

(B1)

From here it is straightforward to get the angles conjugated to
actions Jθ and Jφ

ψθ =
∂S
∂Jθ

, ψφ =
∂S
∂Jφ

. (B2)

These expressions can then be inverted to express the old co-
ordinates in terms of the new. For the coordinates θ and pθ

we have

θ = π − arccos

√√√√1−
Jφ

2(
Jφ + Jθ

)2 sin(ψθ )

 , (B3)

pθ = cos(ψθ )

√√√√ Jθ

(
J3

θ
+4J2

θ
Jφ +5Jθ J2

φ
+2J3

φ

)
J2

θ
cos2 (ψθ )+2Jθ Jφ cos2 (ψθ )+ J2

φ

,

while the coordinate φ can be written as

φ = ψφ −ψθ

+
1
2

arctan

 Jφ

(
Jφ + Jθ

)
sin(2ψθ )

cos2 (ψθ )
(

J2
θ
+2Jθ Jφ +2J2

φ

)
− J2

φ

. (B4)

Of course one has to keep in mind that in this expression it
is necessary to add factor π/2 each time the denominator in-
side arctan is zero so that the transformation is continuous. It
is also worth noting that in the equatorial plane (Jθ = 0) the
equation (B4) is reduced to φ = ψφ .

The following step is to write the radial Hamiltonian (31)
as a Taylor expansion from a stable circular orbit. The loca-
tion of a circular orbit (r = rc) is related to the total angular
momentum L = Jθ + Jφ as

rc =
L

2M

(
L+

√
L2 −12M2

)
. (B5)

Our expansion parameter is ε . The order of ε is for the rel-
evant quantities given by (34). In particular when expanding
the energy one obtains

E = Ec +δE = Ec +
∂E
∂ r

∣∣∣ r=rc
pr=0

(r− rc)+
∂E
∂ pr

∣∣∣ r=rc
pr=0

pr +O(ε2)

= Ec +O(ε2), (B6)

where the partial derivatives vanish since our stable circular
orbit has minimal energy, thus, we get δE = O(ε2). The en-
ergy of the circular orbit is then

Ec =
rc −2M√
r2

c −3Mrc
. (B7)

We can now expand the radial Hamiltonian, identify the
harmonic oscillator terms and transform them into action-
angle coordinates

r = rc +

√
2Jrrc2

Ωrc

(
1− 2M

rc

)
sin(ψr) ,

pr =

√√√√ 2JrΩrc

rc2
(

1− 2M
rc

) cos(ψr) , (B8)

where the frequency of the harmonic oscillator can be written
as

Ωrc =

√
M (rc −6M)rc

rc −3M
. (B9)

After performing the transformation we arrive at the radial
Hamiltonian in the form

Hrad =
1
2

Mrc
2

3M− rc
− rc

3δE√
rc (rc −3M)

+ JrΩrc

+R(δE,ψr,Jr). (B10)

We can now employ the canonical perturbation theory to get
farther from the circular orbit and closer to the separatrix. In
our case we applied the Lie operator twice

exp(£ω2)exp(£ω1)HSchw(λ ) = HNS(Jr,Jθ )+O(ε5). (B11)

For instance the first generating function ω1 can be written as
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ω1 =
4
√

2

3 (−rc +2M)4
Ω2 f rc

{((
− rc

2
+M

)4
(M− rc)Ω

2 +
rc

4 f 2M3Ec
2

4

)
Jre−3 iψr+

+

(
3
(
−1

2
rc +M

)4

(M− rc)JrΩ
2 −9rc

4 f
(
−1

2
rc +M

)2

δE
(

M− 1
3

rc

)
EcΩ− 9rc

4 f 2JrM3Ec
2

4

)
e−iψr+

+

((
− rc

2
+M

)4
(M− rc)Ω

2 +
rc

4 f 2M3Ec
2

4

)
Jre3 iψr+

+3

((
−1

2
rc +M

)4

(M− rc)JrΩ
2 −3rc

4 f
(
−1

2
rc +M

)2

δE
(

M− 1
3

rc

)
EcΩ− 3

4
rc

4 f 2JrM3Ec
2

)
eiψr

}√
Jr f
Ω

,

where f is the factor Schwarzschild factor

f = 1− 2M
rc

. (B12)

The normal form of the Schwarzschild Hamiltonian reads
up to the O(ε5) terms

HNS =
Mrc

2

6M−2rc
− rc

3δE√
|rc (3M− rc)|

+ JrΩ+
1
2
(Jθ +Lz)

2+

+
1

4rc Ω4 (−rc +2M)5

{
48
(

Jr
2M2 − 4

3
Mrc Jr

2 +
2
3

rc
2
(

δE2rc
2 + Jr

2
))(

− rc

2
+M

)4
Ω

4−

−192Ec

(
M2 +

1
3

Mrc −
1
6

rc
2
)

rc
3
(
− rc

2
+M

)3
δE JrΩ

3−

−96
(
−3M2rc

4
δE2 +2Mrc

5
δE2 − 1

3
rc

6
δE2 + Jr

2M4 −2M3rc Jr
2
)

Ec
2rc

2
(
− rc

2
+M

)2
Ω

2−

−576Ec
3M3

(
M− rc

3

)
rc

5
(
− rc

2
+M

)
δE JrΩ+240M6Ec

4rc
4Jr

2
}
+O(ε5).

Appendix C: Limits of the approximation

In the flow generated by HN the actions Jr and Jθ are con-
served, which is not true in the case of the full Hamiltonian
H. By inverting the coordinate transformations (40) we can
express the actions in terms of our original phase space coor-
dinates. This enables us to evolve actions Ji under Htot and
compute the relative error

δJi = max
τ

|J0
i − Ji(τ)|

J0
i

,

which tells us how the evolved actions Ji(τ) differ from their
theoretical counterparts J0

i . The maximum is computed for a
sufficiently large value of proper time τ , which serves as our
evolution parameter here. This relative error is the quantity
we will use to test our approximation.

Before switching on the perturbation we should briefly ex-
amine the approximation for the Schwarzschild solution itself,
for which the situation is fairly simple, since we have only

one perturbation parameter ε . The Schwarzschild circular or-
bits are in our approximation represented exactly and from our
expansion of the Schwarzschild Hamiltonian (40), it is clear
that the farther we get from a fixed circular orbit the less ac-
curate our approximation is. This “phase-space distance” is
measured by the action Jr where Jr = 0 corresponds to a cir-
cular orbit. If our approximation is accurate enough we should
approach the separatrix as we increase the value of Jr. When
close to the separatrix the approximation should break down
which is actually the case. The change of δJr with Jr and the
total angular momentum L is illustrated in Fig. 9.

The value of L selects the circular orbit around which the
expansion takes place. The minimum value of L, which can
be chosen, is L = 2

√
3M representing the ISCO located at r =

6M. When L is close to its ISCO value, while the value of Jr
is large, we can get a bound orbit that can reach the phase-
space region corresponding to the infalling orbits (for low r)
leading to a direct contradiction with the exact dynamics. We
can, thus, expect that for higher L the approximation is more
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FIG. 9: The relative error of the radial action (δJr) in the
Schwarzschild spacetime for fixed value of L = 3.6M (top

panel) and for Jr = 0.3M (bottom panel).

precise, since the orbit is farther from ISCO, this is verified
for example in Fig. 9.

Let us now switch on the perturbation. Even in the case of
equatorial motion (Jθ = 0) the situation is now slightly more
complex than in the Schwarzschild case. As previously the
larger the value of Jr the greater the approximation error is.
Note that Jr = 0 still corresponds to circular orbits, however
these are not represented exactly 4. The other relevant action
in this setting is Jφ . The approximation breaks down for large

values of Jφ because we get farther from the black hole and
closer to the ring-like source which is equivalent to increasing
Q. The dependence δJr(Jr,Jφ ) is illustrated in Fig. 10.

FIG. 10: δJr as a function of Jr and Jφ in the case of
equatorial motion for Q = 10−6M−2.

In the non-equatorial motion the presence of the resonance
of the form (45) has to be taken into account. Thus when plot-
ting the relative errors of actions δJθ and δJr as functions of
Jθ we get an increasing function except for the close neigh-
borhood of the resonance curves where δJi → ∞. This corre-
sponds to the two gaps in the graph 11 (resonances 1 : 2 and
2 : 3).

If we were to plot the functions r(τ) and θ(τ) we would
find that they even leave the domains they are defined on (for
example r < 0). This is caused by the perturbative parts pro-
portional to Q which become larger then the Schwarzschild
parts. Alternatively we can plot the relative error of a coordi-
nate as a function of proper time. For example for the radial
coordinate we have

δ r(τ) =
|r(τ)− r(n)(τ)|

r(n)(τ)
(C1)

where r(n)(τ) is the numerical solution to the geodesic equa-
tion. This error tends to grow over time and even to much
larger (but finite) values than the action errors δJi. This
growth is especially prevalent in the case of non-equatorial
which can be seen in Fig. 12.

4 The exact Schwarzschild circular orbits are shifted by the perturbation.
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FIG. 11: Relative error δJr .(top panel) and relative error δJθ

for Jr = 0.1M, Jφ = 3M and Q = 10−6M−2 (bottom panel).

FIG. 12: Relative error of the radial coordinate as a function
of proper time for a non-equatorial orbit
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