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Abstract. The merger phase of binary black hole coalescences is a transient between an
initial oscillating regime (inspiral) and a late exponentially damped phase (ringdown). In spite
of the non-linear character of Einstein equations, the merger dynamics presents a surprisingly
simple behaviour consistent with effective linearity. On the other hand, energy loss through
the event horizon and by scattering to infinity renders the system non-conservative. Hence,
the infinitesimal generator of the (effective) linear dynamics is a non-selfadjoint operator.
Qualitative features of transients in linear dynamics driven by non-selfadjoint (in general, non-
normal) operators are captured by the pseudospectrum of the time generator. We propose the
pseudospectrum as a unifying framework to thread together the phases of binary black hole
coalescences, from the inspiral-merger transition up to the late quasinormal mode ringdown.

1. Binary black hole simple dynamics: effective linearity

Non-linear general relativistic dynamics controlling the binary black hole (BBH) merger leads
to a remarkably simple waveform. This fact raises the question about the possibility of
describing the dominating features of BBH waveforms in terms of appropriate effective linear
dynamics. Such a perspective has been recently advocated in [46, 47] to address the simplicity
and universality of BBH dynamics. Here we explore such an effective linearity assumption,
when further complemented with the non-conservative character of the underlying BBH
dynamics. Specifically, we propose the non-modal analysis approach to dynamical transients
[80, 74], built on the notion of pseudospectrum and non-normal linear dynamics [81], as a
systematic and unifying framework for the different regimes of BBH waveforms.

The potential role of effective linearity in BBH dynamics is by no means a new idea ‡.
Early educated expectations based on the non-linearity of the theory suggested complicated
patterns in the BBH merger waveform (cf. e.g. [75], namely the iconic Thorne’s Fig. 1). This
situation changed drastically in 2005 with the numerical BBH breakthroughs [70], ultimately
confirmed a decade later by observations [1], that revealed a simple BBH waveform. However,
aspects of such a simplicity were already present in the previous literature, as illustrated
by the intuitions coming from the analysis of the GW emission from point-particle falling
into a BH [25] or the Damour’s “effacement property” [22] hiding the details in the binary
dynamics. In particular, the latter stands in a line of thinking culminating in the Effective-One-
Body framework [16, 15], that provides an effective description of the BBH waveform that
maps the full dynamics to ordinary differential equations structures and whose extraordinary
success provides one of the strongest indications of the underlying simplicity. Of particular
interest in our present setting is the “close-limit” approximation introduced by Pullin and Price
[72, 33, 52], in which the merger BBH spacetime is shown to be extremely well captured by
the perturbation of a single black hole, therefore providing an explicit realisation of ‘effective

‡ I thank C.F. Sopuerta for stressing, many years ago, this important point of BBH dynamics.
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linearity’ in BBH mergers §. Most importantly, recent additional support to an effective linear
regime valid not only at late ringdown BBH waveforms but starting as early as the merger ‖
is advocated by comparing with accurate full BBH simulations in [32] and, crucially, with
observations [43, 18]. The latter results are not exempt of controversy (specially, regarding
the detectability of quasinormal mode (QNM) overtones [18, 30, 20, 41, 73, 29]), but the
idea that some kind of effective linearity plays a role in BBH dynamics has indeed entered
in current research [60]. In brief, BBH waveforms seem more ‘linear’ than expected, raising
the question if the transient phenomenon describing the passage from the inspiral to the late
ringdown, through the merger phase, can be described in terms of effective linear dynamics.

The last statement is a bold one. Indeed, transients are typically associated with non-
linear and/or time-dependent dynamics. Along this line, recent insightful studies on ringdown
dynamics [73] stress precisely the importance of non-linearities to account for full BH
QNM dynamics. However, this is not in contradiction with the possibility that some of the
(dominating) qualitative mechanisms may be driven by effectively linear dynamics. Even
more, one can argue ¶ that if a sufficiently good control of appropriate underlying background
BBH dynamics is available, then BBH waveform features may be indeed well described in
terms of linear dynamics over that dynamical background. The key point is then the correct
identification of the relevant background dynamics. A particular approach to this problem,
based on notions of integrability theory, is proposed in Ref. [47]. Here, we rather adopt
an agnostic position regarding the choice of dynamical background, aiming at introducing a
framework to assess to capability of effective linear dynamics to account for BBH transients.

Specifically we build on the known fact [81] that, in parallel and complementarily
to non-linear dynamics, purely linear mechanisms can indeed be responsible of transient
growth behaviour even if the spectrum of the linearized (time-frozen) operator generating
time dynamics stays in the stable regime of the complex plane. The reason can be traced to a
non-intuitive, but basic fact, in linear algebra: linear combinations of exponentially damped
eigenvectors can present an initial transitory growth before fully decaying, as long as they are
non-orthogonal (cf. e.g. [74]). In other words, if eigenfunctions + of the time generator are
not orthogonal, purely linear transients can occur. Such non-orthogonality of eigenfunctions
characterizes the operator as non-normal. In contrast with the normal case, in particular for
unitary operators in conservative dynamics, the decay properties are not fully captured by the
spectrum, so a modal (eigenvalue) analysis is not appropriate along the full time evolution.
The late time dynamics is still controlled by the spectrum, but initial and intermediate time
regimes require information of the full operator in a non-modal analysis approach, intimately
related to the notion of pseudospectrum [81, 24, 76]. Such a perspective has proved very
illuminating in the study of hydrodynamic instability theory and the onset of turbulence in
fluid dynamics [80, 74, 81], thus proving that strong transient growths are not necessarily due
to non-linearities but can be accounted for by linear dynamics if the latter are non-normal.

Here we explore the applicability of such non-modal approach to BBH merger dynamics.
Indeed, due to asymptotic radiative losses and flows through the horizon, the effective ‘near-
zone’ BBH dynamics are non-conservative. This loss of unitarity entails the non-selfadjoint

§ Further evidence of such ‘effective linearity’ comes from the Lazarus project [6, 7] combining results of numerical
relativity and perturbation theory and, more recently, from the ‘correlation approach’ to BH dynamics discussed in
[49, 48, 45, 44, 34, 69, 39, 4, 3], where strong-field spacetime dynamics is probed through the cross-correlation of
geometric quantities at the BH horizon and null infinity, which implicitly assumes some form of effective linearity.
‖ Regarding even earlier times, the ‘simplicity’ in the transition from the inspiral to the merger is also illustrated by
the accuracy of the Post-Newtonian description in the merger, beyond its theoretical limits in the inspiral regime [12].
¶ We thank Luis Lehner for his formulation of this problem in his presentation at the BIRS 2022 conference, “At the
Interface of Mathematical Relativity and Astrophysics”, Banff (Canada), April 24-29 (2022).
+ For simplicity, diagonalisability is assumed in the present discussion.
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character of the infinitesimal time generator that, in generic situations, will be a non-normal
operator. Under the assumption of effective linear BBH dynamics we are therefore in the
natural setting to apply non-modal analysis to the study of transient growth in BBH mergers.

2. Transients and pseudospectrum

2.1. Non-normal linear dynamics and transient growth

Let us consider the following linear dynamical system{
∂tu = Au
u(t = 0) = u0

(1)

with A an operator acting on functions u in an appropriate Hilbert space H , with scalar
product 〈·, ·〉 and norm || · ||. We write formally∗ the solution to the evolution problem as

u(t) = etAu0 . (2)

We are interested in monitoring the maximum growth rate of solutions u(t) in time, namely

G(t) = sup
u0 6=0

||u(t)||
||u0||

= sup
u0 6=0

||etAu0||
||u0||

= ||etA|| , (3)

where in the last equation we make use of the operator norm induced from the vector norm
|| · ||. The late time behaviour of G(t) is always described by the spectrum σ(A) of A.
To fix ideas and assuming σ(A) composed only by eigenvalues ], at late times G(t) is
controlled by the slowest decaying eigenvalue λ0 of A, namely that one with largest real
part, so ||etA|| ∼ etRe(λ0). Late time stability occurs for Re(λ0) < 0. However, if we are
interested in G(t) along the whole evolution, the spectrum σ(A) is not enough. Assuming
diagonalisability and writing A = PΛP−1, with Λ diagonal given by the eigenvalues of A
and P constructed from the corresponding eigenfunctions, we can write

G(t) = ||etA|| = ||PetΛP−1|| . (4)

If P is unitary, i.e. if the eigenfunctions are orthonormal, then indeed ||P || = 1 (in the norm
associated with 〈·, ·〉) andG(t) is well estimated by the spectrum σ(A), namelyG(t) ∼ ||etΛ||
and we can do standard spectral (modal) analysis. In particular, the evolution of linear
combinations of orthogonal eigenfunctions associated with eigenvalues with negative real
part is monotonically decreasing. On the contrary, if eigenfunctions of A are non-orthogonal
(i.e. if A is non-unitarily diagonalisable and therefore non-normal), the spectrum σ(A) is
not enough to control G(t) and the full operator etA, in particular eigenfunctions of A in P
—cf. Eq. (4)— must be considered. Crucially, the evolution of linear combinations of non-
orthogonal eigenfunctions can lead to transient growths, in a purely linear mechanism, even
if associated eigenvalues have negative real part: a genuine non-modal analysis phenomenon.

2.2. Non-modal analysis: spectrum, numerical range and pseudospectrum

Three sets in the complex plane C, associated withA, play a relevant role in the discussion: the
spectrum σ(A), the numerical range W (A) and, fundamentally, the ε-pseudospectra σε(A).
Of special relevance are the suprema of the real parts of each respective set. Specifically:
∗ This notation is not standard ifA is an unbounded operator. Here we follow however the presentation and notation
in Ref. [81] and refer the reader to this reference for technical details in the functional analysis treatment.
] This is not true in the BH QNM case due to the slow decay rate of the effective potential at infinity, as illustrated
explicitly in the hyperboloidal slicing approach [2, 66], where the continuous part of the spectrum of the (non-
selfadjoint) infinitesimal dynamical time generator correspond to tails. In this case, eigenvalues in σ(A) (actually,
the QNMs) dominate the signal late time behaviour till they are superseded by tails.
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i) Spectrum σ(A). Namely the set of λ ∈ C where the resolvent RA(λ) = (A − λI)−1 is
not defined as a bounded operator. The spectral abscissa α(A) is defined by

α(A) = sup Re
(
σ(A)

)
= sup{Re(λ),with λ ∈ σ(A)} . (5)

In the QNM context α(A) corresponds to the so-called spectral gap.
ii) Numerical range W (A). This set depends on the scalar product and is defined as

W (A) = {〈u,Au〉,with ||u|| = 1, u ∈ H} . (6)

The numerical abscissa ω(A) is defined as

ω(A) = sup Re
(
W (A)

)
= sup{Re(λ),with λ ∈W (A)} . (7)

A very useful characterization, cf. e.g. [81], is (here A† is the adjoint of A through 〈·, ·〉)

ω(A) = supσ

(
1

2
(A+A†)

)
. (8)

iii) ε-Pseudospectrum σε(A). This is the fundamental notion in the present setting. As
W (A) and in contrast with the spectrum, it depends on the choice of scalar product [31].
It admits different characterizations, each one stressing a complementary aspect

σε(A) = {λ ∈ C : ||RA(λ)|| = ||λId−A)−1|| > 1/ε} (9)
= {λ ∈ C,∃v ∈ H : ||Av − λv|| < ε, ||v|| = 1}
= {λ ∈ C,∃ δA bounded operator, ||δA|| < ε : λ∈σ(A+ δA)}

The first one characterizes ε-pseudospectra as sets bounded by the contour levels of
the norm of the resolvent RA(λ) (as a function in the λ-complex plane), the second
introduces the notion of ε-quasimode v, whereas the latter permits to address the spectral
instability under perturbations δA of A. The key feature in the present setting is that,
even if the spectrum σ(A) lays in the stable left-half of C, growth transients can happen
if the ε-pseudospectra σε(A) sets protrude significantly in the unstable right-half plane.
This leads to the introduction, for each ε > 0, of the pseudospectral abscissa

αε(A) = sup Re
(
σε(A)

)
= sup{Re(λ),with λ ∈ σε(A)} . (10)

The relevance of these three sets is that they control, at different time regimes, the maximum
growth rate G(t) = ||etA|| of solutions u(t) to Eq. (1). Specifically, the spectrum σ(A)
controls the late t→∞ limit through the spectral abscissa α(A), whereas the numerical range
W (A) controls the initial growth as t → 0+, through the numerical abscissa ω(A). The key
structural role of the ε-pseudospectrum notion arises from the fact that it interpolates between
late times controlled by σ(A) (in the ε → 0 limit) and early times controlled by W (A) (in
the ε→∞ limit), providing a control of the growth rate at intermediate times in terms of the
pseudospectral abscissa αε(A), for the whole range ε ∈ ]0,∞[. In this sense, since it takes
into account the full structure of A and not only its spectrum, the ε-pseudospectrum is the
relevant object to consider in generic non-normal dynamics, recovering the standard spectral
approach for normal (e.g. unitary) dynamics by taking ε→ 0, since σ(A) = limε→0 σε(A).

2.3. The transient dynamical regimes and the pseudospectrum

We make explicit now the relation of σ(A), W (A) and σε(A) with respective time regimes:

i) Triggering of the transient: numerical abscissa ω(A).
The initial slope in the maximal growth factor G(t) = ||etA|| is given by [81]

d

dt
||etA||

∣∣
t=0

= lim
t→0+

1

t
ln ||etA|| = ω(A) . (11)
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As indicated above, this initial growth is controlled by ε-pseudospectra in the ε → ∞
limit, specifically by the depart of the pseudospectral abscissa from an ε-linear behaviour

ω(A) = lim
ε→∞

(αε(A)− ε) . (12)

This confers the numerical abscissa ω(A) with the significant role of detecting the
possibility of the triggering of a growth transient. Moreover, using the characterization of
ω(A) in (8), in the case that ω(A) is realised as a maximum and not only the supremum,
the corresponding eigenvector uω(A) of the maximum eigenvalue — i.e. ω(A) — in(

1

2
(A+A†

)
uω(A) = ω(A)uω(A) , (13)

realizes the maximum possible growth in ||etA|| at t = 0. Thus, the choice of initial data

u0 := uω(A) , (14)

in Eq. (1) provides the candidate for the initial data with strongest initial growth transient.
Finally, the numerical abscissa provides an upper bound for the growth factor [81]

||etA|| ≤ etω(A) , ∀t ≥ 0 , (15)

holding along the transient. In particular, ω(A) = 0 characterises A as contractive

||etA|| ≤ 1 , ∀t ≥ 0 if and only if ω(A) = 0 . (16)

ii) Transient peak estimations: pseudospectral abscissa αε(A) and Kreiss constant K(A)
The pseudospectrum provides a tool for a qualitative understanding of the transient
process at intermediate times. In particular, a lower bound for the peak in the transient
growth is given in terms of the pseudospectral abscissa αε(A) for any ε > 0, namely

sup
t≥0
||etA|| ≥ αε(A)

ε
, ∀ε > 0 . (17)

This means that large values of the resolvent in the right half-complex plane, with
dependences in ε of the ε-pseudospectrum σε(A) stronger than linear (normal operator),
lead to transient growths even if the spectrum σ(A) is well inside the stable left half-
plane. In practice [74, 81], if the resolvent norm is found to be ||RA(z)|| = ||(z −
A)−1|| =: S for a z ∈ C with Re(z) = 1/∆T then, taking ε := 1/S and using the first
characterization of the ε-pseudospectrum in (9), it holds Re(z) ≤ αε(A) and, from (17)

sup
t≥0
||etA|| ≥ αε(A)

ε
≥ Re(z)

ε
=

1

ε ∆T
=

S

∆T
. (18)

The quantity ∆T admits a dynamical interpretation, akin to that in modal analysis [81]:
transients with growth bounded below by (18) will actually happen in a time scale ∆T .
A tighter lower bound for the transient growth can be obtained by maximizing over ε > 0,
leading to a lower bound in terms of the so-called Kreiss constant K(A), namely

sup
t≥0
||etA|| ≥ K(A) , (19)

where K(A) is defined — and usefully characterised in terms of the resolvant norm— as

K(A) := sup
ε>0

{
αε(A)

ε

}
= sup

Re(z)>0

{|Re(z)| · ||(z −A)−1||} . (20)

Finer dynamical bounds in bounded time intervals 0 < t ≤ τ can be found in [81, 23].
Finally, notice that in the case ω(A) = 0, we have that inequality (19) is sharp, with
supt≥0 ||etA|| = K(A) = 1. This unity bound is attained at t = 0 for supt≥0 ||etA||, as
follows from inequality (16), and in the limit ε→∞ for K(A) = 1, as seen in (12).
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iii) Late time behaviour: spectral abscissa or spectral gap α(A).
The spectrum σ(A) controls the late transient behaviour in both normal and non-normal
dynamics. Specifically, the late time asymptotics are controlled by the spectral abscissa

lim
t→∞

1

t
ln ||etA|| = α(A) = lim

ε→0
αε(A) , (21)

The characterization in terms of the pseudospectral abscissa αε(A) completes the
interpolation role of the ε-pseudospectrum from early (ε → ∞) to late time dynamics
(ε→ 0). For completitude, we note that a lower-bound counterpart of (15) is given by

||etA|| ≥ etα(A) , ∀t ≥ 0 . (22)

3. Pseudospectrum in the ‘close limit’ approximation to BBH mergers

Once we have discussed the role of ε-pseudospectra in generic transients in non-normal linear
dynamics, we explore the application of this framework to the BBH merger transient under
the hypothesis of effective (non-normal) linear dynamics. Distinct physical mechanisms are in
action along the different phases of the BBH dynamics—namely the initial inspiral, the merger
phase itself and the late ringdown (cf. [75]). In this setting, the notion of ε-pseudospectrum
may offer a unifying perspective of the BBH dynamics and waveform through its different
regimes, interpolating from the late inspiral corresponding to ε → ∞ to the late ringdown at
ε → 0, passing through from the transitional merger at intermediate values of ε. We note the
inverse relation between the time scale tdyn at each dynamical phase and ε, namely

tdyn ∼
1

ε
, (23)

that offers a qualitative tool to associate with particular structures/patterns in the
pseudospectrum “topographic map” of the resolvent norm (cf. e.g. [50] for such a qualitative
account of the pseudospectrum), with distinct dynamical phases in the BBH transient process.

Specifically, some features of the BBH dynamics where one may explore the capability
of the ε-pseudospectrum to offer qualitative/quantitative insights, include the following points:

i) Characterization of the transition from the late inspiral to the merger.
ii) Estimation of the dominating peak at the merger.

iii) Identification of time scales for the transition from merger phase to the ringdown phase.
iv) Assessment of the possibility to account early/late dynamical behaviours in the merger

transient process in terms of the specifics of the resulting final merged BH.

Exploring these points requires adopting a particular setting in which the pseudospectrum
can be concretely realised. Very different scenarios, with distinct degrees of complexity, can
be envisaged (cf. e.g. [46, 47]). In the following, as a first exploratory stage, we adopt an
approach in the spirit of the “close-limit” approximation [72, 33, 52] to BBH mergers.

3.1. BBH merger transient in the “close-limit” approach

As referred in the introduction, the “close-limit” approximation [72, 33, 52] provides a model
for the BBH coalescence dynamics, starting from the merger phase, in terms of the linear
perturbations of the resulting merged and eventually stationary BH. In the long path leading
to the successful numerical BBH mergers [70, 71], this model contributed by offering key
insights into the emitted waveforms and estimations of released energy. Interestingly, once the
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BBH problem is under numerical control and actual observational data are available, revisiting
such models can be key to understand the physical mechanisms underlying the BBH problem.

Our treatment here dwells in a “close limit” spirit, realised in the hyperboloidal setting
to BH perturbations pioneered by A. Zengınoglu [83, 84] and M. Ansorg and R.P. Macedo
[65, 2], specifically in the form championed by R.P. Macedo [66, 63, 64, 50]. For simplicity,
in this first exploratory attempt we stay in a spherically symmetric Schwarzschild setting.
Following the discussion and the notation in reference [50], the relevant evolution equation is{

∂τu = iLu
u(τ = 0, x) = u0(x)

, with u(τ, x) =

(
φ(τ, x)
ψ(τ, x)

)
(24)

where the τ time parameter is adapted to hyperboloidal slices and Eq. (24) is the first-order
reduction in time of the linear wave equation for φ, with ψ = ∂τφ, where φ is an (`,m)
spherical harmonic mode of the axial/polar scalar master functions. The operator L writes as

L =
1

i

(
0 1
L1 L2

)
, (25)

where the explicit form of operators L1 and L2 is given by

L1 =
1

w(x)

(
∂x (p(x)∂x)− Ṽ (x)

)
, L2 =

1

w(x)

(
2γ(x)∂x + ∂xγ(x)

)
,(26)

where x ∈ [a, b] is a compactified radial coordinate along the hyperboloidal slice Στ , with a
and b corresponding to the BH horizon and future null infinity I +, the functions p(x), w(x)
and γ(x) are fixed by the choice of slicing and compactification along the hyperboloid, and
Ṽ (x) = V (x)/p(x), with V (x) the effective potential corresponding to each gravitational
parity (see [50] for details). Choosing an ‘energy scalar product’ (cf. [50, 31]) we can write

〈u1, u2〉E =
1

2

∫ b

a

(w(x)ψ̄1ψ2 + p(x)∂xφ̄1∂xφ2 + Ṽ (x)φ̄1φ2)dx , (27)

that leads to the following expression for the formal adjoint L† of L

L† =
1

i

(
0 1
L1 L2 + L∂2

)
, (28)

with L∂2 formally expressed in terms of Dirac-delta’s supported at the boundaries

L∂2 = 2
γ

w

(
δ(x− a)− δ(x− b)

)
. (29)

In the following, we apply the elements discussed in section 2.3 to the transient case of BBH
dynamics modelled in a (first-order) ‘close limit’ approximation captured by Eqs. (24)-(30).

3.2. BBH inspiral-merger transition

We start by exploring the possibility of describing the transition from the late inspiral phase
to the merger phase by looking at the limit ε → ∞ of the pseudospectrum. A necessary
condition for making sense of such a description is having an initial positive slope of the
growth factor ||eiτL||, i.e. the positivity of its time derivative at τ = 0, that according to the
characterisation in Eq. (11) translates into the positivity of the numerical abscissa. The latter
is indeed characterised by the pseudospectrum in the ε→∞ limit, as captured in Eq. (12).

First, in order to match the notation in section 2 — compare in particular the evolution
equations (1) and (24) — we identify A = iL that, at the spectral level, amounts to a π/2
rotation in the complex plane. In particular we can write (note A† = −iL†)

A =

(
0 1
L1 L2

)
, A† = −

(
0 1
L1 L2 + L∂2

)
. (30)
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Using these expressions for A and A† we can calculate the symmetric part of the A operator

1

2
(A+A†) =

1

2

(
0 0
0 −L∂2

)
=

 0 0

0 − γ
w

(
δ(x− a)− δ(x− b)

)  , (31)

where we have used the expression of L∂2 in Eq. (29). This remarkably simple expression
corresponds to a diagonal operator (in particular, we can consider the representation of the
Dirac-delta in terms of limits of appropriate functions). Therefore eigenvalues are given by
the diagonal entries. In addition, and as a key consequence of the outgoing nature of the
asymptotic boundary conditions —realised in the hyperboloidal slicing that reaches future
null infinity I + and in the (outgoing) transverse character of the slicing at the BH horizon—
it holds

− γ(a)

w(a)
< 0 ,

γ(b)

w(b)
< 0 . (32)

From expressions (31) and (32), and using the spectral characterisation (8) of the numerical
abscissa, in terms of the supremum of the real part of the spectrum of 1

2

(
A+A†

)
, it follows

ω(L) = 0 . (33)

We notice that this result is essentially independent of the chosen foliation, only depending
on asymptotic boundary values, actually the part responsible of the loss of selfadjointness of
the operator as a consequence of the field leaking through the boundaries [50, 31]. Crucially,
we notice that this result does not depend on the specific nature of the potential V (x).

The blunt consequence of Eq. (33) is that no peak can happen in the later dynamical
evolution. Therefore this simple model —namely, a first-order perturbation ‘close-limit’
BBH model— cannot account for the transition from the late inspiral to the merger phase.
On the other hand, the fact that ω(L) is not negative, but strictly vanishing, entails a non-
trivial consequence: ω(L) = 0 is consistent with a description in terms of non-normal linear
dynamics starting at the merger peak. This is akin with the results in [32, 43, 18] and opens the
possibility of exploring the full BBH dynamics from a non-modal analysis/pseudospectrum
perspective right from the merger peak, as in the original close-limit approximation spirit.

3.3. Kreiss-constant characterisation of the BBH merger waveform maximum

Applying the discussion of the Kreiss constant K(L) in section 2.3 to BBH mergers, one
would like to assess the possibility of estimating the merger peak from K(L). Unfortunately,
this expectation does not stand in the close-limit approximation to BBH mergers. From the
vanishing of the numerical abscissa in Eq. (33), we can conclude from (16) that eitL is
contractive and, as discussed after Eq. (20), it holdsK(L) = 1. We conclude that finer models
than the first-order close-limit approximation are needed to explore the use of the Kreiss
constant to estimate the merger peak in a non-normal linear description of BBH mergers.

With these more general BBH settings in mind, let us make some general considerations
on the Kreiss constant and, more generically, on the ε-pseudospectrum with intermediate ε’s:

i) Kreiss constant and pseudospectrum. For the sake of clarity, we translate the expression
of K(A) in terms of L, namely performing a clockwise π/2-rotation in Eq. (20) we get

K(L) = sup
Im(z)<0

{|Im(z)| · ||(L− zI)−1||} . (34)

We notice that the evaluation of the Kreiss constant is straightforward (and comes “for
free”) during the process of calculating the pseudospectrum numerically, since the latter
consists precisely in evaluating the resolvent’s norm ||(L− zI)−1|| at each point z ∈ C.
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ii) Kreiss constant and gravitational wave strain at the merger peak. The Kreiss constant
provides a lower bound estimate of the growth factor G(t) in Eq. (3), namely the ratio
between the amplitude of the propagating field φ(t) and an initial reference value. This
dimensionless quantity should provide an estimation of the gravitational wave strain h

h & K , (35)

iii) Pseudospectral abscissa timescale. The patterns appearing in the pseudospectrum
inform about phenomena happening at different time scales. The discussion around
expressions (18) can be recast in the BBH setting by introducing a ε-pseudospectrum
timescale as

tε :=
1

αε(L)
(36)

where now αε(L) = sup |Im(σε(L)|. In other words, dynamical phenomena associated
with a given ε-pseudospectrum pattern manifests at a time scale tε. The inequality

tε · ε ≥ (K(L))
−1

, (37)

following from (20) gives a more precise content †† to the timescale estimate in (23).

3.4. Spectral abscissa: the question of QNM spectral (in)stability

The late time decay is controlled by the spectrum σ(L) of L, namely the ε-pseudospectrum
σε(L) in the limit ε→ 0. This holds both for normal and non-normal dynamics. Specifically,
at sufficiently late times the spectral abscissa α(L) controls the decay. In the asymptotically
flat BH case the very late decay is driven by tails corresponding to the continuous part of
the spectrum. Before the tails take over, the late decay is controlled by the imaginary part of
the fundamental QNM. As discussed above, for earlier times the spectrum does not capture
the dynamics in the non-normal case and intermediate ε-pseudospectra are needed. A natural
question concerns the role of QNM overtones in the BBH transient and ringdown dynamics.

The latter question, crucial in BH spectroscopy [8, 27, 5, 61, 43, 32, 42, 17, 54, 62],
becomes particularly relevant in the context of the recent discussion of a possible instability
of the QNM spectrum [50, 51, 31]. The BH pseudospectrum (in the ‘energy norm’) shows
non-trivial patterns extending far from the spectrum. This is a signature of spectral instability.
The analysis in refs. [50, 51, 31] suggests the presence of a QNM overtone instability under
high-wave number (small scale) perturbations that, crucially, leaves the fundamental QNM
(and therefore the QNM spectral abscissa’ α(L)) unchanged. Another kind of (’flea on the
elephant’) instability affecting the fundamental QNM has been proposed in [19] †. However,
these QNM instability proposals must address the fact that the global qualitative aspects of
the time evolution after the BBH merger seems quite insensitive to such spectral instabilities.

3.5. Spectral and time-domain perspectives: QNMs and dynamics.

We discuss now some points aiming at reconciling these seemingly conflicting spectral and
dynamical perspectives and, more generally, at shedding light on QNMs and dynamics:

††From inequality (37) we can write tε as finer quantity than tdyn in inequality (23), for estimating dynamical times

tε & (K(L))−1 ·
1

ε
= (K(L))−1 · tdyn . (38)

Later, we will revisit the interpretation of (K(L))−1 as a “minimal action” hK in the “uncertainty relation” (39).
† Both kind of instabilities are ultimately encoded in the pseudospectrum, but respond to different mechanisms
(namely, from a semiclassical perspective, they are associated with distinct ‘closed’ phase space trajectories [85, 9]).
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i) Pseudospectrum universality and early-intermediate time evolution. Before the late
ringdown, the average qualitative aspects of the transient dynamics are not imprinted by
possible perturbations of the QNM spectrum, in particular by perturbed QNM overtones.
This fact is not surprising since, as discussed above, dynamics at early and intermediate
timescales are not controlled by the spectrum (ε = 0) but by ε-pseudospectra with
large/intermediate ε values. In this setting, the following fact is crucial:

The pseudospectrum (asymptotic) structure is universal, shared by unperturbed and
perturbed BH potentials, therefore leading to qualitatively similar early dynamics.

This BH pseudospectrum feature has been described in [50] and further explored in [26].
As a consequence, the qualitative dynamics at early and intermediate timescales after
the BBH merger are universal, therefore qualitatively independent of non-perturbed BH
QNMs or particular instances of perturbed (Nollert-Price-like) open BH QNM branches.

ii) Pseudospectra regularization and evolution timescales. We can refine the previous
notion of universality of pseudospectra, specifically in the context of small scale
perturbations. A remarkable effect of (random) small-scale perturbations of ‘energy size’
εo is the ‘flattening’ of the ε-pseudospectra patterns with ε ≤ εo. This is illustrated in
Fig. 1, showing the pseudospectrum corresponding to the Pöschl-Teller potential and to
different perturbations of this potential with increasing ||δṼ ||E := δL = εo (figures are
taken from [50], where a discussion is presented in further detail). This phenomenon is a
consequence of the regularization effect under random (small scale) perturbations on the
analytic structure of the resolvent RL(z) = (L − zI)−1 [35, 37, 36, 38, 10, 57, 11, 56,
82, 59, 76]. The crucial fact in our context is that the (contour lines of) ε-pseudospectra
with ε > εo remain strictly unaltered (cf. Fig. 1). In other words, dynamics at earlier
times than tεo , corresponding to ε > ε0 (cf. expressions (36) and (37)) are not affected by
small-scale perturbations with “energy size” ε < εo, dynamical deviations effects only
appearing at times later than tεo corresponding to the ‘flattened’ ε-pseudospectra with
ε < εo ‡. This discussion has a interesting reinterpretation in terms of a formal ‘time-
energy uncertainty relation’: denoting the timescale tε and the perturbation ‘energy size’
ε, respectively by ∆t and ∆E, and (K(L))

−1 as hK, we can write inequality (37) as §
∆t ·∆E ≥ hK . (39)

This should be read as follows: small-scale perturbations with energy of order ∆E only
affect transient dynamics in timecales larger than ∆t’s constrained by inequality (39).

iii) Pseudospectrum regularization and ε-dual QNM expansions. In ref. [31] the notion of
‘ε-dual QNM expansions’ is introduced, based on the ‘stability’ (in the energy norm) of
the time evolution, in contrast with the spectral QNM instability. In brief, considering the
evolution operator L(x) in a stationary spacetime and the stationary perturbation δL(x)
giving rise to the perturbed evolution operator Lε = L + εδL (with ||δL|| = 1), the
respective (right-)spectral problems obtained under Fourier transform of (24) in time are

Lv̂n = ωnv̂n , Lεv̂εn(x) = ωεnv̂
ε
n(x) . (40)

Then, it is shown [31] that the corresponding unperturbed and perturbed evolution fields,
u(τ, x) and uε(τ, x), admit natural (Keldysh) QNM-resonant asymptotic expansions in
the respective unperturbed and perturbed QNM frequencies and eigenfunctions

u(τ, x) ∼
∑
n

eiωnτanv̂n(x) , uε(τ, x) ∼
∑
n

eiω
ε
nτaεnv̂

ε
n(x) . (41)

‡ Note that this is consistent with the eventual dominating role of the spectrum (ε→ 0) at very late times.
§ If we want to push further this formal heuristic interpretation, the peak at the merger would correspond to a
“coherent state” saturating the uncertainty inequality ∆t ·∆E & hK = (K(L))−1.
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Figure 1. Pseudospectrum regularization and evolution timescales. White lines correspond
to contour lines of ε-pseudospectra, with ε growing towards the dark green regions (i.e.
downwards in the figure). High wave-number (random) perturbations of size εo = ||δṼ ||E
flatten the pseudospectrum (namely, regularize the resolvent RL(z)) for ε < εo, therefore
modifying the dynamics for tε > tεo . Pseudospectra lines for ε > εo remain however
unaltered, indicating that early dynamics with tε < tεo are not affected by these perturbations.

From the (energy norm) stability of the time evolution, it holds ||u − uε||
E

. Cε, so
we can write uε(τ, x) ∼ u(τ, x) + O(ε). The associated QNM expansions cannot be
distinguished at order ε and are therefore equivalent at order ε, something we write [31]∑

n

eiω
ε
nτaεnv̂

ε
n(x)

ε∼
∑
n

eiωnτanv̂n(x) . (42)

Both expansions are indistinguishable up to errors of order ε, providing two alternative
descriptions of the evolved field at this order ‖. This picture is consistent with the above-
discussed regularization of the pseudospectra by order εo perturbations: for early times
(with ε ≥ εo) the pseudospectra and associated time evolutions are indistinguishable,
whereas for late times (with ε ≤ εo) the description may differ. In other words, ε-
dual QNM expansions correspond to equivalent resonant expansions for early times,
associated with the unperturbed part of the pseudospectrum under order-εo perturbations.

iv) Non-stationary perturbations and time averaging. The non-perturbed and perturbed
QNM problems in Eq. (40) assume the stationarity of the operator L and the perturbation
δL. The same holds for the problems studied in [50, 51, 31, 26] and, more generally, the
stationarity hypothesis pervades the standard approach to the very definition of QNMs ¶.
Whereas the stationarity of L is a reasonable hypothesis due to the uniqueness BH
theorems, the stationarity of the perturbation δL is a strong physical hypothesis. If we
rather consider the evolution problem under a time-dependent perturbation δL(τ, x)

∂τu
ε(τ, x) =

(
L(x) + εδL(τ, x)

)
uε(τ, x) , (43)

‖ We note that QNM-expansions (42) can be in principle completely disentangled if full control of the initial data
is available, fixing the respective coefficients an and aεn, as illustrated in [51]. An in-depth study of this question is
required to assess the challenges for BH spectroscopy due to plausible degeneracy issues in the data analysis problem.
¶ However, for a time-dependent resonance theory by Soffer and Weinstein, see [78] (see also Lax and Phillips [53]).
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a natural approximation approach (in particular, for oscillating δL(τ, x)’s of period T ) is
to adopt an averaging method (e.g. [67, 58]) to set a time-independent problem

∂τ ū
ε(τ, x) =

(
L(x) + εδL(x)

)
ūε(τ, x) , δL(x) =

1

T

∫ T

0

δL(t, x)dτ , (44)

where the difference between uε and the averaged ūε is bounded in the time τ , by

||uε − ūε||(τ) < Cε , (45)

with τ in the interval τ ∈]0, τ0ε [, for some constantsC and τ0. This has direct implications
in our spectral BH QNM spectral instability problem. In particular, if we consider
an oscillating perturbation averaging to zero in time, i.e. δL(x) = 0 (as it is indeed
reasonable to assume for numerical noise in BBH simulations), the averaged signal
ūε(τ, x) corresponds actually to the non-perturbed signal u(τ, x) in the non-perturbed
problem. Only if we go to time-samplings below the period T of the oscillation, i.e. if we
consider τ0/ε sufficiently small and therefore with an ε in (45) large enough, would the
averaged signal depart from the unperturbed one. This mechanism seems to be adequate
to explain the absence of observed departures from the expected, non-perturbed results,
in BBH numerical simulations. Regarding actual astrophysical observational data, if
the sampling of the time-series for the ringdown signal is coarser that the period of the
(potential) astrophysical perturbations and the latter average to zero over such timescales,
again, we would retrieve unperturbed QNMs from the ringdown signal. This poses a
challenging technological problem to retrieve fastly oscillating astrophysical sources.

4. A unifying effective linear-dynamics approach to BBH dynamical phases

In these notes we have proposed the pseudospectrum notion and the related non-modal
analysis as a framework to study the BBH merger waveform as a transient phenomenon,
under the (strong) hypothesis of effective BBH non-normal linear dynamics. This approach
provides a unified scheme to study the different phases of the BBH waveform in terms of ε-
pseudospectra, the (late) inspiral phase corresponding to the limit ε→∞, the final ringdown
characterised by ε → 0 and the actual merger by intermediate values of ε. In particular,
qualitative insights gained from such unified pseudospectrum perspective may provide clues
in the effort to understand the simplicity and universality of BBH merger waveforms [46, 47].

Specifically, given the infinitesimal dynamical time generator L, we have introduced:
i) the numerical abscissa ω(L), controlling the triggering of the dynamical transient, ii) the
pseudospectral abscissaαε(L) and the Kreiss constantK(L) offering estimates of the transient
peak, and iii) the spectral abscissa α(L) (or spectral gap) controlling the late time behaviour.
We have endowed the ε parameter in ε-pseudospectra with an interpretation as an inverse
dynamical timescale, namely tdyn ∼ tε ∼ 1/ε, in such a way that non-trivial patterns in the ε-
contour lines of the pseudospectrum qualitatively inform of dynamical processes occurring
at the tε timescale. In particular, as a consequence of the asymptotic universality of the
pseudospectrum at large ε’s, we have concluded that early BBH merger waveforms are largely
independent of possible (environmental) perturbations in the BBH dynamics, deviations only
appearing at late times controlled by the spectrum, i.e. encoded in possibly perturbed QNMs.

Concerning the latter context of perturbations in (after merger) BBH dynamics, namely
the question of BH QNM spectral instability, we have discussed the following refinements: i)
perturbations with ‘energy’ of order ∆E only affect post-merger dynamics in timecales larger
than a ∆t constrained by ∆E ·∆t ≥ (K(L))−1, ii) ‘ε-dual’ QNM expansions associated with
non-perturbed and perturbed QNMs provide equivalent resonant expansions for early times
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t ≤ tε, and iii) non-stationary perturbations averaging to zero in a timescale T render exactly
the non-perturbed BH QNMs (in spite of the BH QNM spectral instability phenomenon) if the
sampling-time of the signal is larger than T , QNM instabilities only becoming apparent for
finer time samplings. The latter point is crucial for assessing time-varying BH perturbations.

The present notes must be understood as an introductory invitation to the subject,
aiming at prompting a deeper and systematic application of non-modal analysis (e.g.
[80, 79, 81, 28, 77, 23, 24, 74, 76]), well-established in the hydrodynamics context, to the
gravitational setting and, in particular, to the BBH problem. As an illustration, the non-modal
analysis tools specifically discussed here have been implemented in the particular instance
provided by the ‘close limit’ approximation to BBH dynamics. Specifically, a fully explicit
calculation of the numerical abscissa ω(L) (and also of the Kreiss constant K(L)) has been
presented, making use of a compactified hyperboloidal approach to linear dynamics over a
Schwarzschild background. The conclusion is that the BBH merger peak cannot be accounted
in such ‘close limit’ approximation, therefore this particular Ansatz for the effective BBH
linear dynamics does not provide a good modelling of the dynamical transient from the
inspiral to the merger phases. At the first-order in perturbation theory, this follows from
the vanishing of the numerical abscissa, namely ω(L) = 0. At the same time, this very
result supports the validity of the ‘close limit’ in the dynamics starting at the peak of the
merger. Even if we go to second-order perturbation theory, the ‘close limit’ approximation
does not provide a good account of the transient peak, as shown in the Appendix A, where the
pseudospectrum is used to assess the possibility of understanding the merger peak in terms of
a so-called ‘pseudo-resonance’, but without success (the ‘pseudo-resonance’ concept can be
however useful on other (ultra-)compact object settings, as explored in [13]). The bottomline
of this ‘close-limit’ approximation analysis is that a refined model is needed to explore the
effective linear dynamics hypothesis, the key point being —as indicated in section 1— the
correct identification of the relevant background dynamics. This is precisely the goal in [47].

Addressing this latter point from a more general perspective, in these notes we have
discussed the possibility of studying the BBH merger process as a dynamical transient
described by the (non-normal) linear dynamics for some (fast) degrees of freedom u
determined by the initial data problem (1) or, in the notation in [50], by the equation (24).
As indicated in the introductory section 1, this is a bold assumption in the setting of a non-
linear theory such as general relativity. Even more, it is in manifest tension with sound
approaches to the BBH merger problem that vindicate precisely the key role of non-linearities
[73]. Our approach in this sense is an ‘agnostic’ one open to intermediate effective treatments
integrating both linear and genuinely non-linear mechanisms, each one addressing distinct
but concurrent phenomena. An example of this is provided in the study of hydrodynamical
instability and turbulence, where linear non-normal transient growths can indeed act as
the seed triggering the full development of the non-linear turbulent regime [80, 74], in a
kind of ‘bootstrapping’ mechanism. Specifically in our gravitational setting, the present
discussion has focused on the effective linear dynamics of fields u propagating on a (fixed)
background determined by the dynamical time operator L. A natural further step would
consist in endowing L with genuine (effective) non-linear dynamics corresponding to (slow)
background degrees of freedom, very much in the spirit of ‘wave-mean flow’ approaches in
hydrodynamics [14]. In this context, the present pseudospectrum transient discussion is a part
of a more ambitious program aiming at understanding the qualitative mechanisms of BBH
dynamics, in particular the simplicity and universality of BBH merger waveforms [46, 47].
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Appendix A. Pseudospectrum and pseudo-resonances: assessing the BBH merger peak

In the spirit of integrating both linear and genuinely non-linear mechanisms in BBH dynamics,
we consider in this appendix another important aspect of the pseudospectrum that may
be of relevance when incorporating general relativistic non-linear effects in a higher-order
perturbation scheme +. Our non-modal analysis discussion has been based on the capability
of the pseudospectrum to explain transients in non-normal initial value problems, without
external forcing. However, the pseudospectrum is also relevant to account for dynamical
effects when the non-normal linear system is driven by an external force, leading to the notion
of ‘pseudo-resonance’: enhanced resonant responses to external forces, not related to the
QNM spectrum, occurring when ε-pseudospectra reach large values far from the spectrum. In
our BBH context, the external forcing is precisely given by second-order perturbation theory.

General relativity perturbation theory is a delicate subject plenty of subtle conceptual and
technical points. Here we dwell at a purely formal level, interested in the resulting hierarchy
of linear equations at different orders, with a focus on the second order. Following [40, 21]
(see also [55, 68] for the specific notation), we expand the metric gab to second order as

gab = g
(0)
ab + εh

(1)
ab + ε2h

(2)
ab +O(ε3) . (A.1)

Adopting gauges such that perturbed (vacuum) Einstein equations to second order write as

δGab · h(1) = 0

δGab · h(2) = δ2Gab[h
(1), h(1)] , (A.2)

where δGab is the linearized Einstein tensor evaluated on g(0)
ab acting linearly on h(1)

ab and
h

(2)
ab , respectively at first and second-perturbation order (we use the notation “·” to emphasize

the linear action). Then δ2Gab[h
(1), h(1)] is the second-order variation of the Einstein

tensor evaluated on the first-order metric perturbation (having a formal structure δ2G ∼
h(1)∂2h(1) + ∂h(1)∂h(1)). In summary, we have a hierarchy of linear equations crucially
+ We can identify at least three settings in which the pseudospectrum plays an important role in the analysis of non-
normal operators and their associated dynamics (cf. [80]): i) the assessment of spectral instability, ii) the study of
transient growths in purely linear (non-normal) dynamics, and iii) the study of so-called pseudo-resonances. In the
BBH context we have addressed the aspect i) in [50, 51, 31, 26], whereas point ii) is the subject of the main text in
these notes, namely sections 2 and 3. This appendix addresses the aspect iii) corresponding to pseudo-resonances.
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sharing the same left-hand side, given by differential linear operator δGab corresponding to
the non-perturbed metric, and with right-hand side sources determined at each order by lower-
order solutions ∗. In vacuum, the first-order in this hierarchy is a homogeneous equation.

Having sketched the general relativistic perturbation setting, we revisit now the close-
limit approximation to BBH mergers. Specifically, in section 3 of the main text we have
addressed the close-limit approximation through its formulation relying on the general
relativity perturbation theory at first-order [72]. We have seen that this approximation does not
account for the transition from the late inspiral to the merger phase and, in particular, for the
merger peak. However, the close-limit approximation can be upgraded to an improved version
at second-order in perturbation theory [33]. Specifically, Eqs. (A.2) can be cast as [33, 21]

(∂τ − iL)u(1) = 0

(∂τ − iL)u(2) = S(τ, x;u(1)) , (A.3)

where we have used again the notation in [50], with L the evolution operator in Eqs. (25)
and (26) fixed by the non-perturbed Schwarzschild spacetime. The first-order (homogeneous)
equation, corresponds to the evolution Eq. (24) in the transient (initial data) scheme discussed
in section 3. In the second-order equation, the source S(τ, x;u(1)) would be fixed in terms of
the first-order perturbation u(1). For simplicity, we write it in the following as S(τ, x).

Following [80, 74] let us consider for simplicity a monochromatic harmonic forcing

S(τ, x) = eiωτs(x) , (A.4)

with ω ∈ C. We can then solve the inhomogeneous second equation in (A.3) by acting with
the resolvent RL(ω) (essentially the Green’s function of (ωI − L)) on the source S(τ, x)

u(2)(τ, x) =
1

i
eiωτ

(
(ω − L)−1s

)
(x) =

1

i
eiωτ

(
RL(ω)s

)
(x) . (A.5)

At this point, we can evaluate the maximum response Rmax we can get in this forced system
by maximizing the ratio between the norm of u(2) and that of all possible sources s, namely

Rmax(ω) = sup
s6=0

||u(2)||
||s||

= e−Im(ω)τ sup
s6=0

||(ω − L)−1s||
||s||

= e−Im(ω)τ ||(ω − L)−1||

= e−Im(ω)τ ||RL(ω)|| , (A.6)

where we have used the induced operator norm to express the response Rmax(ω) in terms of
the (induced) norm of the resolvent of L. This describes a resonant phenomenon: when the
frequency ω falls onto the spectrum σ(L) ofL, the responseRmax(ω) diverges, characterizing
a resonance of the system. IfL is a normal operator, ||RL(ω)|| ≤ 1/dist(ω, σ(L)), decreasing
fast when moving away from the spectrum of L and no more resonant phenomena occur.

The situation changes if L is a non-normal operator. Indeed, Eq. (A.6) makes direct
contact with the ε-pseudospectrum notion through its first characterization in (9). IfL is a non-
normal operator then ||RL(ω)|| can get very large, therefore describing a resonant behaviour,
even if ω is far from the spectrum σ(L): this characterizes ω as a pseudo-resonance.

The interest of the harmonic source (A.4) is that any (appropriate) time-dependent source
S(τ, x) can be written as a continuous superposition of harmonic sources (A.4) with real ω’s
through a standard Fourier transform. Maximizing then Rmax(ω) in (A.6) over all ω ∈ R

Rmax = sup
ω∈R

Rmax(ω) = sup
ω∈R
||(ω − L)−1|| = sup

ω∈R
||RL(ω)|| , (A.7)

∗ I thank R.P. Macedo for bringing my attention to this important structural aspect of general relativity perturbation
equations, crucial in the application of a non-modal pseudospectrum analysis to the non-perturbed operator δGab.
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we get the maximum possible response to a time-dependent forcing S(τ, x). Following [80],
pseudospectra contour lines can then be seen as lines in the frequency-ω complex plane with
the same resonance response magnitude. Therefore, is ε-pseudospectra with small ε (therefore
large ||RL(ω)||) approach the real line, pseudo-resonant phenomena can be expected.

Finally, we can assess the capability of the close-limit approximation at the second-order
in perturbation theory to account for the merger peak as a non-linear resonant phenomenon
in which second-order perturbations would act as a forcing. This would require the
pseudospectrum of Schwarzschild to present small ε-pseudospectra sets approaching the real
line. Since this turns out not to be case (cf. analysis in [50]) we can conclude that the second-
order close-limit approximation does neither account for the merger peak: the close-limit
approximation may apply from the merger, but not before ]. This resonant mechanism may,
on the contrary, prove of interest in the dynamical instability of ultracompact objects [13].
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Math. Laurent Schwartz, Palaiseau 2002-2003, ex (2003).
[78] A. Soffer & M. I. Weinstein, Time dependent resonance theory, Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA 8(6),

1086–1128 (1998).
[79] L. N. Trefethen, Pseudospectra of linear operators, SIAM Rev. 39(3), 383–406 (1997).
[80] L. N. Trefethen, A. E. Trefethen, S. C. Reddy, & T. A. Driscoll, Hydrodynamic Stability Without Eigenvalues,

Science 261(5121), 578–584 (1993).
[81] L. Trefethen & M. Embree, Spectra and Pseudospectra: The Behavior of Nonnormal Matrices and Operators,

Princeton University Press (2005).
[82] M. Vogel, Spectral statistics of non-selfadjoint operators subject to small random perturbations, Séminaire
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