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Abstract

The helicity flux density is a novel quantity which characterizes the angular distribution
of the helicity of radiative gravitons and it may be tested by gravitational wave experi-
ments in the future. We derive a quadrupole formula for the helicity flux density due to
gravitational radiation in the slow motion and the weak field limit. We apply the formula
to the bound and unbound orbits in two-body systems and find that the total radiative
helicity fluxes are always zero. However, the helicity flux density still has non-trivial de-
pendence on the angle. We also find a formula for the total helicity flux by including all
contributions of the higher multipoles.
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1 Introduction

Gravitational wave, one of the great predictions of general relativity, has been detected several
years ago [1]. It is well known that gravitational waves carry energy, linear momentum as well
as angular momentum during their propagation. The energy loss due to gravitational radiation,
which is governed by the famous formula [2]

dE

dudΩ
= −T (u,Ω), T (u,Ω) =

1

32πG
ĊABĊ

AB, (1.1)

has been observed indirectly in a pulsar binary system, PSR B1913+16 by Hulse and Taylor
50 years ago [3, 4]. In this formula, the coordinate u is the retarded time and Ω = (θ, ϕ) are
spherical coordinates of the celestial sphere. The shear tensor CAB is symmetric and traceless
whose time derivative ĊAB = ∂

∂u
CAB is the news tensor. All the indices are lowered by the

metric γAB of the unit sphere and raised by its inverse γAB. Recently, a new observable O(u,Ω),
which is called helicity flux density, has been derived in the context of flat holography [5,6]

O(u,Ω) =
1

32πG
ĊABC

B
Cϵ

CA, (1.2)
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where ϵAB is the Levi-Civita tensor on the unit sphere. This operator naturally arises from
the generalized superrotation [7] and the requirement of the closure of the Lie algebra. The
operator is defined at future null infinity I+ and obeys the flux equation

dH

dudΩ
= O(u,Ω), (1.3)

where H is helicity flux across I+. At the microscopic level, the helicity flux evaluates the
difference between the numbers of gravitons with left and right helicity. Therefore, the operator
O(u,Ω) characterizes the rate of change of helicity flux in unit time and unit solid angle. In
the context of asymptotic symmetry [2, 8, 9], the smeared operator

Og =

∫
dudΩg(Ω)O(u,Ω) (1.4)

generates super-duality transformation [5] which rotates the gravitational electric-magnetic du-
ality transformations locally. The super-duality transformation is also called “dual supertrans-
lation” [10–12] in the literature and contributes to the precession of freely falling gyroscopes [13],
an extension of the spin memory effect [14]. Note that the helicity flux density operator is also
related to the “dual covariant mass aspect” up to a linear term [15,16].

The formula is valid near I+ and we should relate it to the source that generates the radiation.
At the linear level, assuming the source is far away from the observer, the energy loss is mainly
from the variation of the quadrupole [17–20]. In [21], the energy loss due to gravitational
radiation has been discussed for Kepler orbits. The results have been extended to hyperbolic
orbits in [22–24]. The radiation of the linear momentum and the angular momentum have been
discussed in [25, 26]. See also recent development in [27–30]. It is natural to ask for a parallel
quadrupole formula for the helicity flux density in gravitational radiation.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we will derive the quadrupole formula for the
helicity flux density. In section 3, we will apply the quadrupole formula to various orbits in
the two-body systems of astrophysics. We will extend the quadrupole formula by including
higher multipoles in the following section and discuss our results in section 5. The details on
the integrals on the unit sphere are collected in the Appendix A.

2 The quadrupole formula

In the weak field limit, the metric gµν around the Minkowski spacetime can be expanded as

gµν = ηµν + hµν , (2.1)

where hµν is the perturbation of the gravitational wave and ηµν is the Minkowski matrix. We
may define a trace-reversed tensor

h̄µν = hµν −
1

2
ηµνh (2.2)
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with h = ηµνhµν the trace of hµν . At the linear level, by imposing the Lorenz gauge ∂µh̄µν = 0,
the trace-reversed perturbation can be solved by Green’s function and is determined by the
stress tensor Tµν of the source [31]

h̄µν = 4G

∫
d3x′Tµν(t− |x− x′|,x′)

|x− x′|
. (2.3)

We assume the source moves slowly and the size a of the source is much smaller than the
distance r = |x|

a≪ r. (2.4)

As a consequence, the trace-reversed perturbation is related to the second time derivative of
the quadrupole moment

h̄ij =
2G

r
Ïij(u), (2.5)

where Iij is the quadrupole momentum tensor

Iij(u) =

∫
d3xT00(u,x)x

ixj. (2.6)

The symmetric traceless perturbation hTij = hij − 1
3
δijh is determined by

hTij =
2G

r
M̈ij(u), (2.7)

where the reduced quadrupole momentum Mij is symmetric and tracelss

Mij = Iij −
1

3
δijI, I = δklIkl. (2.8)

We may project the symmetric traceless perturbation to the symmetric traceless and transverse
mode

hTT
ij =

(
P k
i P

l
j −

1

2
PijP

kl

)
hTkl, (2.9)

where

Pij = δij − ninj (2.10)

is the projector and ni is the unit normal vector on the sphere

ni = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ). (2.11)
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Therefore, the shear tensor can be read out from the limit

CAB = lim+rY
i
AY

j
Bh

TT
ij = 2G(Y i

AY
j
B +

1

2
γABn

inj)M̈ij, (2.12)

where lim+ is defined by keeping the retarded time u fixed and taking the limit r → ∞. The
vectors Y i

A, i = 1, 2, 3 are three conformal Killing vectors which are related to the normal vector
by

Y i
A = −∇Ani. (2.13)

Their explicit expressions and various relevant identities can be found in [32, 33]. After some
efforts, we find the following quadrupole formula for the helicity flux density

dH

dudΩ
=

G

8π

...
M ijM̈klQ

ijkl, (2.14)

where

Qijkl =− δjkϵilmnm + ϵilmnjnknm − 1

2
ϵklmninjnm − 1

2
ϵijmnknlnm. (2.15)

Note that the last two terms contribute zero since the Levi-Civita tensor is antisymmetric while
the reduced quadrupole is symmetric. Therefore, we may drop them and rewrite Qijkl as

Qijkl = −δjkϵilmnm + ϵilmnjnknm = −P jkϵilmnm. (2.16)

For a periodic system, we may also define the time average of the helicity flux density in a
period T

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ = 1

T

∫ T

0

du
dH

dudΩ
=

G

8π
⟨
...
M ijM̈kl⟩Qijkl. (2.17)

As a comparison, we can also reproduce the quadrupole formula for the energy flux density

dE

dudΩ
= − G

8π

...
M ij

...
MklE

ijkl, (2.18)

where

Eijkl = δjlδik − 2δiknjnl +
1

2
ninjnknl. (2.19)

Note that the tensor Qijkl contains odd numbers of ni in each term. Therefore, the total helicity
flux would be zero

dH

du
=

∫
dΩ

dH

dudΩ
= 0. (2.20)
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It seems that there is no non-trivial helicity flux which can be found. However, the point is that
the expression (2.14) is local, and it is expected to detect a non-trivial helicity flux distribution
on the celestial sphere. In other words, the quantity (1.4) would be non-zero for general function
g, characterizing the angular dependence of the helicity flux density. The quadrupole formula
(2.14) is one of the main results of this paper. Another important quantity is the total helicity
flux density during a time interval for generic orbits

dH

dΩ
=

∫ tout

tin

du
dH

dudΩ
=

G

8π

∫ tout

tin

du
...
M ijM̈klQ

ijkl. (2.21)

3 Two-body systems

3.1 Setup

We will discuss the two-body system which is firstly studied in [21]. The masses of the two
stars are denoted as M1 and M2 respectively and the labels 1 and 2 are used to distinguish the
objects. The orbital trajectories of the two stars are

x(i) = x(i)(t), y(i) = y(i)(t), z(i) = 0, i = 1, 2. (3.1)

The action of this two-body system is

S =

∫
dt[

1

2
M1(ẋ

2
(1) + ẏ2(1)) +

1

2
M2(ẋ

2
(2) + ẏ2(2)) +

GM1M2√
(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2

] (3.2)

and the equations of motion are as follows

ẍ(1) = −
GM2(x(1) − x(2))(

(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2
)3/2 , (3.3)

ÿ(1) = −
GM2(y(1) − y(2))(

(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2
)3/2 , (3.4)

ẍ(2) =
GM1(x(1) − x(2))(

(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2
)3/2 , (3.5)

ÿ(2) =
GM1(y(1) − y(2))(

(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2
)3/2 . (3.6)

As a consequence, we find

M1ẍ(1) +M2ẍ(2) =M1ÿ(1) +M2ÿ(2) = 0. (3.7)
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The two stars move around their center-of-mass which may be chosen as the origin of the
Cartesian coordinate system

M1x(1) +M2x(2) =M1y(1) +M2y(2) = 0. (3.8)

The distance D of the two stars is

D =
√
(x(1) − x(2))2 + (y(1) − y(2))2. (3.9)

Similarly, the distance between star i (i = 1, 2) and the center-of-mass would be

Di =
√
x2(i) + y2(i). (3.10)

Therefore, the relation among D1, D2 and D is

D1 =
M2

M1 +M2

D, D2 =
M1

M1 +M2

D, M1D1 =M2D2. (3.11)

We may define a new coordinate system

x = x(1) − x(2), y = y(1) − y(2), z = z(1) − z(2) (3.12)

and then the action becomes

S =

∫
dt[

1

2

M1M2

M1 +M2

(ẋ2 + ẏ2) +
GM1M2√
x2 + y2

]. (3.13)

Therefore, the motion of the two-body system is equivalent to a test particle with a reduced
mass

µ =
M1M2

M1 +M2

(3.14)

moving around a fixed object whose mass is

M̄ =M1 +M2. (3.15)

The Cartesian coordinates (x, y) may be transformed to the polar coordinates (D,ψ) through

D = r cosψ, y = D sinψ. (3.16)

There are several typical orbits which may be parameterized as follows.

1. Circular orbits. The two stars are separated by a constant distance

D = a (3.17)
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and they revolve around each other at a constant angular velocity

ψ̇ =

√
GM̄

a3
. (3.18)

The period of the orbit is

T =
2π

ψ̇
= 2π

√
a3

GM̄
. (3.19)

2. Elliptic orbits. The semi-major axis and the eccentricity of the ellipse are a and e (0 <
e < 1), respectively. Then the elliptic orbit can be parameterized as

D =
ϵ

1 + e cosψ
, ϵ = a(1− e2). (3.20)

The periastron (ψ = 0) and apoastron (ψ = π) distances are

Dp =
ϵ

1 + e
= a(1− e), Da =

ϵ

1− e
= a(1 + e), (3.21)

and the time evolutions of D and ψ are respectively

Ḋ =

√
GM̄

ϵ
e sinψ, ψ̇ =

√
GM̄ϵ

D2
. (3.22)

The period of the orbit is

T =

∫ 2π

0

dψ

ψ̇
= 2π

√
a3

GM̄
, (3.23)

which is formally the same as the period of the circular orbits. After some algebra, we
find the following conserved energy

1

2
µḊ2 − GM̄µ

D
= −GM1M2

2a
, (3.24)

which is indeed negative for any elliptic orbits.

3. Parabolic orbits. The orbital trajectory is represented by

D =
ϵ

1 + cosψ
(3.25)

with eccentricity e = 1. The orbit can be obtained from elliptic orbits by taking the limit
e→ 1 while keeping ϵ finite. This is an unbound orbit and the periastron distance is

Dp =
ϵ

2
. (3.26)

The time evolution of the orbit is the same as (3.22) with e = 1 and the initial/final angle
ψin/out is

ψin = −π, ψout = π. (3.27)
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4. Hyperbolic orbits. The orbital trajectory may be parameterized by

D =
ϵ

1 + e cosψ
, ϵ = a(e2 − 1), (3.28)

where a is the semi-major axis and the eccentricity e is larger than 1 (e > 1). The
semi-major axis a is related to the initial velocity vin

a =
GM̄

v2in
(3.29)

while the eccentricity may be expressed as

e =

√
1 +

b2v4in
G2M̄2

(3.30)

with b the impact parameter. This is an unbound orbit and the initial/final angle ψin/out

has been chosen as

ψin = − arccos

(
−1

e

)
≡ −A, ψout = arccos

(
−1

e

)
≡ A. (3.31)

The periastron distance is

Dp =
ϵ

1 + e
= a(e− 1) (3.32)

while the time evolution of the distance D and the angle ψ is still given by (3.22), except
that one should replace ϵ by ϵ = a(e2 − 1). Note that the parabolic orbits can also be
obtained by taking the limit e→ 1 while keeping ϵ finite from the hyperbolic orbits.

3.2 Circular orbits

As an illustration, we will apply our formula to a binary system where two stars have equal
mass M . This system can be found in the textbook [31]. The two stars are in a circular orbit
in the x-y plane and their distance is D = 2R. The radius R is extremely large such that the
inner structure of the two stars can be ignored and we will treat them as two points. In the
Newtonian limit, the angular frequency of the circular orbit is

ω =

√
GM

4R3
. (3.33)

The orbits of the two stars are

x(1) = R cosωt, y(1) = R sinωt, z(1) = 0, (3.34)

x(2) = −R cosωt, y(2) = −R sinωt, z(2) = 0, (3.35)
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and the energy density of the system is

T00(t,x) =Mδ(z)[δ(x− x(1))δ(y − y(1)) + δ(x− x(2))δ(y − y(2))]. (3.36)

Therefore, the non-vanishing quadrupole of the binary system is

I11 =MR2(1 + cos 2ωu), I22 =MR2(1− cos 2ωu), I12 =MR2 sin 2ωu. (3.37)

The reduced quadrupole moment becomes

M11 =
1

3
MR2(1 + 3 cos 2ωu), (3.38)

M22 =
1

3
MR2(1− 3 cos 2ωu), (3.39)

M33 = −2

3
MR2, (3.40)

M12 =M21 =MR2 sin 2ωu. (3.41)

By calculating the second and third time derivative of the reduced quadrupole moment and
substituting them into (2.17), we find the time average of the helicity flux density

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ = GM2R4ω5(7 cos θ + cos 3θ)

π

=
G7/2M9/2(7 cos θ + cos 3θ)

32πR7/2c5
, (3.42)

where we have inserted the velocity of light into the formula in the last step. Note that the
velocity of the star 1 ( or 2) is

v =

√
GM

4R
, (3.43)

we may rewrite the average helicity flux density as

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ = 4

π
Mc2

(v
c

)7

(7 cos θ + cos 3θ). (3.44)

Obviously, it has the dimension of energy since the dimension of the helicity is the same as the
angular momentum. We define the characteristic value

Ec =
32

π
Mc2

(v
c

)7

=
G7/2M9/2

4πR7/2c5
(3.45)

to represent the magnitude of the helicity flux density. For the event GW150914 [1], the mass
of the two black holes are approximately the same

M ≈ 30M⊙ (3.46)
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and their distance is estimated as
D = 350km. (3.47)

Therefore, the characteristic magnitude of the helicity flux density is

Ec ≈ 3.5× 1045kg ·m2/s2 ≈ 3× 1079ℏ/s. (3.48)

There is a huge number of gravitons radiated out. However, due to the large distance of the
event (d ≈ cz/H0 ≈ 380Mpc), the gravitons are diluted when arriving at the earth4. Now we
will discuss the angular distribution of the helicity flux

h(θ) =
1

8
(7 cos θ + cos 3θ). (3.49)

Some properties are listed in the following.

1. The helicity flux density is symmetric with respect to the equatorial plane. In other
words, it has odd parity under transformation θ → π − θ

h(π − θ) = −h(θ). (3.50)

2. Since the function h(θ) is parity odd, it vanishes at θ = π
2

h(
π

2
) = 0. (3.51)

3. The helicity flux density approaches its maximum value at the north pole (θ = 0) and
minimum value at the south pole (θ = π)

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩max = Ec, ⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩min = −Ec. (3.52)

4. The function h(θ) is a monotonic decreasing function

h′(θ) < 0, θ ∈ (0, π). (3.53)

In the figure 1, we plot the angular distribution of the helicity flux. Since the distribution is
invariant by the rotation around the z axis, we only draw the θ dependence in this figure.

4For instance, the nonlinear spin memory effect caused by the helicity flux is extremely small as has been
estimated in [13].
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Figure 1: Angular distribution of the helicity flux. The function h(θ) is abbreviated to h.

3.3 Elliptic orbits

The orbital trajectories of star 1 and 2 are given by

x(1) = D1 cosψ, y(1) = D1 sinψ, z(1) = 0, (3.54)

x(2) = −D2 cosψ, y(2) = −D2 sinψ, z(2) = 0. (3.55)

The energy density of the binary system can be expressed as

T00(t,x) =M1δ(x− x(1))δ(y − y(1))δ(z) +M2δ(x− x(2))δ(y − y(2))δ(z). (3.56)

Correspondingly, the non-vanishing quadrupole components are

I11 = I cos2 ψ, I22 = I sin2 ψ, I12 = I21 = I sinψ cosψ, (3.57)

where I is the trace of the quadrupole

I = µD2. (3.58)

The reduced quadrupole is

Mij = I

 cos2 ψ − 1
3

sinψ cosψ 0
sinψ cosψ sin2 ψ − 1

3
0

0 0 −1
3

 . (3.59)
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As a consequence, we find

M̈11 =
GM̄µ

ϵ
[−2e2

3
+

1

6
e(−13 cosψ − 3 cos 3ψ)− 2 cos 2ψ], (3.60)

M̈22 =
GM̄µ

ϵ
[
4e2

3
+

1

6
e(17 cosψ + 3 cos 3ψ) + 2 cos 2ψ], (3.61)

M̈33 = −GM̄µ

ϵ

2

3
e(e+ cosψ), (3.62)

M̈12 = M̈21 = −GM̄µ

ϵ
sinψ[−(e(cos 2ψ + 3) + 4 cosψ)] (3.63)

for the second time derivative of the reduced quadrupole and

...
M11 =

(GM̄)3/2µ

ϵ5/2
(1 + e cosψ)2

1

3
sinψ(e(9 cos 2ψ + 11) + 24 cosψ), (3.64)

...
M22 = −(GM̄)3/2µ

ϵ5/2
(1 + e cosψ)2

1

3
sinψ(e(9 cos 2ψ + 13) + 24 cosψ), (3.65)

...
M33 =

(GM̄)3/2µ

ϵ5/2
(1 + e cosψ)2

2

3
e sinψ, (3.66)

...
M12 =

...
M21 =

(GM̄)3/2µ

ϵ5/2
(1 + e cosψ)2

1

2
(−5e cosψ − 3e cos 3ψ − 8 cos 2ψ) (3.67)

for the third time derivative of the reduced quadrupole. We can define a time average quantity

Gij,kl = ⟨
...
MijM̈kl⟩ =

1

T

∫ T

0

du
...
MijM̈kl =

1

T

∫ 2π

0

dψ
...
MijM̈klψ̇

−1 = G0gij,kl, (3.68)

where G0 is

G0 =
(GM̄)5/2µ2

a3/2ϵ2
(3.69)

and the non-vanishing components of gij,kl are

g11,12 = g11,21 =
1

12

(
−37e2 − 48

)
, (3.70)

g12,11 = g21,11 =
1

12

(
37e2 + 48

)
, (3.71)

g12,22 = g21,22 =
1

12

(
−47e2 − 48

)
, (3.72)

g12,33 = g21,33 =
5

6
e2, (3.73)

g22,12 = g22,21 =
1

12

(
47e2 + 48

)
, (3.74)

g33,12 = g33,21 = −5

6
e2. (3.75)
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Substituting the results into (2.17), the average helicity flux density is

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ =

1

8π

G7/2M̄5/2µ2

a3/2ϵ2
gij,klQ

ij,kl. (3.76)

More explicitly,

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ =

1

4π

G7/2M̄5/2µ2

a3/2ϵ2
[(7 cos θ + cos 3θ) +

1

4
e2 cos θ

(
5 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 7 cos 2θ + 21

)
].

(3.77)

The result is consistent with the one in circular orbit studied in previous subsection5. As the
circular case, we may define the angular distribution of the helicity flux as

h(θ, ϕ) =
1

8
[(7 cos θ + cos 3θ) +

1

4
e2 cos θ

(
5 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 7 cos 2θ + 21

)
]. (3.78)

Taking the limit as e→ 0, it is the same as the function h(θ). Therefore, it would be better to
focus on the contribution from the eccentricity and define a new function

g(θ, ϕ) =
1

32
cos θ

(
5 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 7 cos 2θ + 21

)
(3.79)

whose properties are shown in the following.

1. Discrete symmetry

g(π − θ, ϕ) = −g(θ, ϕ), g(θ, π ± ϕ) = g(θ, ϕ). (3.80)

Therefore, the function g(θ, ϕ) is still parity odd

g(π − θ, π + ϕ) = −g(θ, ϕ). (3.81)

2. The rotation symmetry around the z axis is broken and the function g(θ, ϕ) depends on
ϕ explicitly. It is not hard to show that the maximum value of g(θ, ϕ) locates at

(θ, ϕ) = (0, 0) or (0, π) (3.82)

with

g(0, 0) = g(0, π) =
7

8
. (3.83)

By the parity transformation, we find that the minimum value of g(θ, ϕ) locates at

(θ, ϕ) = (π, 0) or (π, π) (3.84)

with

g(π, 0) = g(π, π) = −7

8
. (3.85)
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Figure 2: The function g(θ, ϕ) on the sphere. We use different color to represent the value of
the function. It is obvious that the red color is distributed in the north pole while the blue
color in the south pole.
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We draw the function g(θ, ϕ) on the sphere in figure 2 where the angular distribution of the
helicity flux is depicted by color in the figure.

We may also draw a contour map in the θ-ϕ plane for the function h(θ, ϕ). From figure 3 to
figure 5, we have set e = 0.2, 0.5, 0.9 respectively and draw the contour map for the function
h(θ, ϕ). The dependence of the axis angle ϕ becomes more and more important as e increases.

3.4 Hyperbolic orbits

We find the same reduced quadrupole (3.59) by replacing ϵ by ϵ = a(e2−1). Since the hyperbolic
orbit is unbound, we cannot define the time average in a period. However, we can compute the
total helicity flux density by

dH

dΩ
=

∫
du

dH

dudΩ
=

G

8π

∫ ψout

ψin

dψ
...
M ijM̈klQ

ijklψ̇−1, (3.86)

where the integrand is

G

8π

...
M ijM̈klQ

ijklψ−1 =
G3M̄2µ2

16πϵ2
g(θ, ϕ;ψ) (3.87)

with

g(θ, ϕ;ψ) = (1 + e cosψ) cos θ × [8(3 + cos 2θ)

+e
(
12(cos 2θ + 3) cosψ + 2 sin2 θ(3 cos(2ϕ− ψ) + cos(2ϕ− 3ψ))

)
+e2

(
(cos 2θ + 3)(3 cos(2ψ) + 1) + 2 sin2 θ(3 cos(2(ϕ− ψ)) + cos 2ϕ)

)
].(3.88)

Therefore, the integral (3.86) is

dH

dΩ
=
G3M̄2µ2

16πϵ2
cos θκ(θ, ϕ;A) (3.89)

with

κ(θ, ϕ;A) = 2A
(
5e2 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+

(
7e2 + 8

)
cos 2θ + 21e2 + 24

)
+
1

3
e sinA[sin2 θ cos 2ϕ

(
4
(
3e2 + 2

)
cos 2A+ 63e cosA+ 3e cos 3A+ 36e2 + 40

)
+6(cos 2θ + 3)

(
e2 cos 2A+ 9e cosA+ 3e2 + 20

)
]. (3.90)

Still, the total helicity flux is zero while its angular distribution (3.89) is nontrivial. To check
the consistency of our result, we continue the result to the elliptic orbits with 0 < e < 1. In

5One should set M1 = M2 = M,M̄ = 2M,µ = M
2 , a = 2R, e = 0
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Figure 3: The contour map for the function h(θ, ϕ) for small eccentricity. In this figure, we
set e = 0.2 and the function h(θ, ϕ) is almost independent of ϕ. The numbers on the contour
lines are the values of the function h(θ, ϕ) for the corresponding lines.
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Figure 4: The contour map for the function h(θ, ϕ) for intermediate eccentricity. In this figure,
we set e = 0.5 and the function h(θ, ϕ) depends on ϕ weakly. The absolute value of h(θ, ϕ)
increases monotonously with increasing eccentricity.
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Figure 5: The contour map for the function h(θ, ϕ) for large eccentricity. In this figure, we set
e = 0.9 and the function h(θ, ϕ) is significantly dependent on ϕ. The absolute value of h(θ, ϕ)
still increases monotonously with increasing eccentricity.

18



this case, the integral domain should be (−π, π) which corresponds to A = π. Substituting
A = π into (3.89), we find the following average helicity flux density in a period

⟨ dH

dudΩ
⟩ =

1

T

G3M̄2µ2

16πϵ2
cos θκ(θ, ϕ; π)

=
G7/2M̄5/2µ2

16πa3/2ϵ2
cos θ

(
5e2 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+

(
7e2 + 8

)
(cos 2θ + 3)

)
(3.91)

which is exactly the equation (3.77).

The function κ(θ, ϕ;A) may be separated into two parts. The first part depends linearly on A

κ1(θ, ϕ;A) = 2A
(
5e2 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+

(
7e2 + 8

)
cos 2θ + 21e2 + 24

)
, (3.92)

while the second part is a superposition of sine and cosine functions of A

κ2(θ, ϕ;A) =
1

3
e sinA[sin2 θ cos 2ϕ

(
4
(
3e2 + 2

)
cos 2A+ 63e cosA+ 3e cos 3A+ 36e2 + 40

)
+6(cos 2θ + 3)

(
e2 cos 2A+ 9e cosA+ 3e2 + 20

)
]

=
2
√
e2 − 1

3e2
[3
(
2e2 + 13

)
e2(cos 2θ + 3) +

(
12e4 + e2 + 2

)
sin2 θ cos 2ϕ] (3.93)

In the high eccentricity limit, the asymptotic behaviors of κ1 and κ2 are

κ1(θ, ϕ;A) ∼ πe2
(
5 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 7 cos 2θ + 21

)
, (3.94)

κ2(θ, ϕ;A) ∼ 4e3
(
2 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ cos 2θ + 3

)
. (3.95)

Therefore, the second part becomes more important than the first part in the high eccentricity
limit. On the other hand, taking the limit as e → 1, the second part becomes zero while the
first part is still finite. To find the characteristic value of e such that κ1 ≈ κ2, we notice that
both of them reach their maximum values at the north pole

κ1(0, 0;A) = 8
(
7e2 + 8

)
arccos

(
−1

e

)
, (3.96)

κ2(0, 0;A) = 8
√
e2 − 1

(
2e2 + 13

)
. (3.97)

They are equal to each other at

e ≈ ec = 5.3. (3.98)

We separate the hyperbolic orbits into two classes according to the eccentricity, 1 < e < ec, e >
ec. From figure 6 to figure 8, we draw the contour map for the angular distribution of the total
helicity flux for e = 1.4, 5 and 10.
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Figure 6: The angular distribution of the total helicity flux in the θ-ϕ plane. We have set
e = 1.4 in this figure. The pattern of the contour lines is similar to the one in figure 5, though
we have used a different normalization here.
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Figure 7: The angular distribution of the total helicity flux in the θ-ϕ plane. We have set
e = 5 in this figure. The contour lines are more tortuous than the one in figure 6.
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Figure 8: The angular distribution of the total helicity flux in the θ-ϕ plane. We have set
e = 10 in this figure. The pattern of the contour lines are almost the same as one in figure 7,
except that the absolute value becomes much more larger.
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Note that we can also compute the total energy flux density for hyperbolic orbits

dE

dΩ
= − G

8π

∫ ψout

ψin

dψ
...
M ij

...
MklE

ijklψ̇−1, (3.99)

where the integrand is

− G

8π

...
M ij

...
MklE

ijklψ̇−1 = −G
7/2M̄5/2µ2

512πϵ7/2
p(θ, ϕ;ψ) (3.100)

with

p(θ, ϕ;ψ) = (1 + e cosψ)2
(
−2 sin2 θ cos 2(ϕ− ψ) + cos 2θ + 3

)
×[36e2 sin2 θ sin 4ψ sin 2ϕ+ 8

(
15e2 + 32

)
sin2 θ sin 2ψ sin 2ϕ+ 36e2 sin2 θ cos 4ψ cos 2ϕ

+2 cos 2ψ
(
4
(
15e2 + 32

)
sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 30e2(cos 2θ + 3)

)
− 25e2 cos 2(θ − ϕ)

−25e2 cos 2(θ + ϕ) + 68e2 cos 2θ + 50e2 cos 2ϕ+ 204e2 + 320e sin2 θ sinψ sin 2ϕ

+192e sin2 θ sin 3ψ sin 2ϕ+ 192e sin2 θ cos 3ψ cos 2ϕ

+64e cosψ
(
5 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 4 cos 2θ + 12

)
+ 128 cos 2θ + 384]. (3.101)

Therefore, the total energy flux density is

dE

dΩ
= −G

7/2M̄5/2µ2

512πϵ7/2
η(θ, ϕ;A) (3.102)

with

η(θ, ϕ;A) = η1(θ, ϕ;A) + η2(θ, ϕ;A). (3.103)

The first part η1(θ, ϕ;A) is proportional to A

η1(θ, ϕ;A)=A[64(28 cos 2θ + cos 4θ + 35) + e2
(
208 sin2 θ(cos 2θ + 3) cos 2ϕ+ 5416 cos 2θ + 198 cos 4θ + 6802

)
+e4

(
−50 sin4 θ cos 4ϕ+ 32 sin2 θ(cos 2θ + 3) cos 2ϕ+ 682 cos 2θ +

51

2
cos 4θ +

1721

2

)
] (3.104)

while the second part is

η2(θ, ϕ;A)=

√
e2 − 1

30e4
[704 sin4 θ cos 4ϕ+ e2

(
−2912 sin4 θ cos 4ϕ− 320 sin2 θ(cos 2θ + 3) cos 2ϕ

)
+e4

(
4712 sin4 θ cos 4ϕ+ 2080 sin2 θ(cos 2θ + 3) cos 2ϕ+ 5(22440 cos 2θ + 806 cos 4θ + 28082)

)
].

(3.105)

Unlike the total helicity flux, the total energy flux is non-vanishing

∆E =

∫
dΩ

dE

dΩ

= −G
7/2M̄5/2µ2

45ϵ7/2
[2
√
e2 − 1

(
673e2 + 602

)
+ 6arccos

(
−1

e

)(
37e4 + 292e2 + 96

)
].

(3.106)

The result matches with the one in [23].
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3.5 Parabolic orbits

For parabolic orbits, the total helicity flux density can be found by setting e = 1 while keeping
ϵ finite. Therefore, we find

dH

dΩ
=

5G3M̄2µ2

8ϵ2
cos θ

(
sin2 θ cos 2ϕ+ 3 cos 2θ + 9

)
. (3.107)

The maximum value of dH
dΩ

locates at the points

(θ, ϕ) = (0, 0) or (0, π) (3.108)

with

dH

dΩ

∣∣∣
max

=
15G3M̄2µ2

2ϵ2
. (3.109)

Correspondingly, the minimum value of dH
dΩ

locates at the points

(θ, ϕ) = (π, 0) or (π, π) (3.110)

with
dH

dΩ

∣∣∣
min

= −15G3M̄2µ2

2ϵ2
. (3.111)

4 Higher multipoles

In the previous section, we mainly focus on the contribution of the mass quadrupole. In general,
there are higher multipoles contributing to the radiative fluxes. Near future null infinity, the
symmetric trace free tensor can be expressed as two types of radiative multipole moments [26]

hTT
ij =

4G

r
(P

(i′

i P
j′)
j − 1

2
PijP

i′j′)
∞∑
ℓ=2

ni(ℓ−2)

ℓ!

(
Ui′j′i(ℓ−2) −

2ℓ

ℓ+ 1
ϵi′pqnpVj′qi(ℓ−2)

)
+O(r−2), (4.1)

where Ui(ℓ) are mass-type multipole moments and Vi(ℓ) are current-type multipole moments.
Both of them are symmetric trace free and we use the notation i(ℓ) to indicate that the ℓ
indices i1, i2, · · · , iℓ are symmetric trace free. The radiative multipole moments are functionals
of the source canonical moments Mi(ℓ) and Si(ℓ)

Ui(ℓ) =M
(ℓ)
i(ℓ) +O(G), Vi(ℓ) = S

(ℓ)
i(ℓ) +O(G) (4.2)

with

M
(ℓ)
i(ℓ) ≡

dℓ

duℓ
Mi(ℓ), S

(ℓ)
i(ℓ) ≡

dℓ

duℓ
Si(ℓ). (4.3)
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The higher order post-Newtonian corrections to the radiative multipole moments are known
and we refer the reader to [34]. The shear tensor may be found as

CAB = 4GP ij
AB

∞∑
ℓ=2

ni(ℓ−2)

ℓ!

(
Uiji(ℓ−2) −

2ℓ

ℓ+ 1
ϵipqnpVjqi(ℓ−2)

)
, (4.4)

where

P ij
AB = Y i′

A Y
j′

B (P i
(i′P

j
j′) −

1

2
P ijPi′j′) = Y

(i
A Y

j)
B − 1

2
γABP

ij. (4.5)

Correspondingly, the helicity flux density is

O(u,Ω) =
1

32πG
ĊABC

B
Cϵ

CA

=
G

2π
P iji′j′

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=2

ni(ℓ−2)

ℓ!

ni
′(ℓ′−2)

ℓ′!

(
U̇iji(ℓ−2) −

2ℓ

ℓ+ 1
ϵipqnpV̇jqi(ℓ−2)

)(
Ui′j′i′(ℓ′−2) −

2ℓ′

ℓ′ + 1
ϵi′p′q′np′Vj′q′i′(ℓ′−2)

)
,

(4.6)

where the rank 4 tensor P iji′j′ is

P iji′j′ = P ij
ABP

i′j′B
Cϵ

CA = −1

4
(ϵij

′mP ji′ + ϵii
′mP jj′ + ϵji

′mP ij′ + ϵjj
′mP ii′)nm. (4.7)

The angular distribution of the helicity flux is given by the previous formula. As a consequence,
we may find the total radiative rate of the helicity flux

dH

du
=

∫
dΩ

dH

dudΩ
=

∫
dΩO(u,Ω) =

G

2π

∞∑
ℓ=2

ℓ+ 2

(2ℓ+ 1)!!ℓ!(ℓ− 1)
[U̇i(ℓ)Vi(ℓ) − V̇i(ℓ)Ui(ℓ)]. (4.8)

We have used the integrals of the product of the symmetric trace free tensors on the unit sphere
which can be found in the Appendix A. As a consistency check, we also compute the energy
flux density operator

T (u,Ω) =
G

4π
(P ii′P jj′ + P ij′P ji′ − P ijP i′j′)

×
∞∑

ℓ,ℓ′=2

ni(ℓ−2)

ℓ!

ni
′(ℓ′−2)

ℓ′!

(
U̇iji(ℓ−2) −

2ℓ

ℓ+ 1
ϵipqnpV̇jqi(ℓ−2)

)(
U̇i′j′i′(ℓ′−2) −

2ℓ′

ℓ′ + 1
ϵi′p′q′np′V̇j′q′i′(ℓ′−2)

)
.

(4.9)

Therefore, the total energy flux is

dE

du
= −

∫
dΩT (u,Ω)

= − G

4π

∞∑
ℓ=2

(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

(2ℓ+ 1)!!ℓ!ℓ(ℓ− 1)
[U̇i(ℓ)U̇i(ℓ) +

(
2ℓ

ℓ+ 1

)2

V̇i(ℓ)V̇i(ℓ)], (4.10)

which is exactly the one in [34].
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5 Discussion

In this work, we have derived the quadrupole formula (2.14) for helicity flux density in gravita-
tional radiation and apply it to the two-body systems in the slow motion and weak field limit.
In all case, the total helicity flux on the sphere is zero while its angular distribution is still non-
trivial. For elliptical orbits, we compute the average helicity flux density (3.77) in a period.
For parabolic or hyperbolic orbits, we also compute the total helicity flux density during the
deflection process. We extend the formula to (4.8) by including the higher multipoles. There
are various extensions which deserve study in the future.

1. In the framework of post-Newtonian(PN) expansion, the radiative multipole moments can
be expressed as functionals of the source canonical moments [34]. The PN computation of
the energy, linear momentum and angular momentum fluxes have been explored to higher
PN orders [35]. There are various new effects in higher PN orders, including the radiation
reaction correction of the orbits [36–40], hereditary effects [41–43] and so on [44]. It would
be better to include the higher order corrections in (4.2) to improve the PN expansion of
the helicity flux density.

2. In electromagnetic theory, there is a similar helicity flux operator in the context of Car-
rollian holography [45]. There are already some discussion on the physical consequence
of this electromagnetic helicity flux in [46]. The method presents here can be extended
to the Maxwell field and one may expect a similar dipole formula for the helicity flux.

3. In this work, we have discussed the helicity flux density for the orbits in Newtonian
mechanics. However, in general relativity, the timelike orbits in the out event horizon
region in a general Kerr background has been classified [47] in the EMRI limit and the
orbits are much more richer. It would be interesting to discuss the helicity flux density
for each type of orbits.

4. For real astrophysical systems, the compact stars are extended objects which have in-
ternal structure that contribute to the radiative gravitational waves. The problem such
as two coalescing neutron stars [48], the black-hole-neutron-star collisions [49] and the
intermediate mass-ratio coalescences [50] are interesting topics to study since the helicity
flux density may also encodes the information of the internal structure of neutron stars.

Acknowledgments. The work of J.L. was supported by NSFC Grant No. 12005069.
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A Integrals on the unit sphere

In this appendix, we will introduce the necessary details on the symmetric trace free Cartesian
tensors and their integrals on the unit sphere. The ℓ-th symmetric trace free Cartesian tensor
is defined as

nj(ℓ) = nj1···jℓ = nj1 · · ·njℓ − traces, (A.1)

where nj is the unit normal vector on the unit sphere. More explicitly [26],

nj(ℓ) =

⌊ℓ/2⌋∑
p=0

a(p; ℓ)δ(j1j2 · · · δj2p−1j2pnj2p+1 · · ·njℓ) (A.2)

with

a(p; ℓ) = (−1)p
ℓ!(2ℓ− 2p− 1)!!

2pp!(ℓ− 2p)!(2ℓ− 1)!!
. (A.3)

Here the round brackets (· · · ) means that the indices inside the brackets are symmetrized with
normalization 1. For example,

T (ij) =
1

2
(T ij + T ji). (A.4)

For each fixed ℓ, there are 2ℓ + 1 independent symmetric trace free Cartesian tensors nj(ℓ)

which are related to the ℓ-th spherical harmonic function Yℓ,m,m = −ℓ,−ℓ + 1, · · · , ℓ by a
linear transformation. The properties of the Cartesian tensors nj(ℓ) are shown in the following.

1. Parity. The spherical coordinates of the sphere is denoted as

Ω = (θ, ϕ). (A.5)

Under the inverse transformation that sends the point Ω to its antipodal point ΩP ,

P : Ω → ΩP = (π − θ, π + ϕ), (A.6)

the normal vector nj(Ω) flips a sign

nj → −nj. (A.7)

As a consequence, the Cartesian tensor nj(ℓ) is parity even for ℓ even and parity odd for
ℓ odd respectively

P (nj(ℓ)) = (−1)ℓnj(ℓ). (A.8)

2. Orthogonality. For two Cartesian tensors ni(ℓ) and nj(ℓ
′), the integral of their products on

the unit sphere is

1

4π

∫
dΩni(ℓ)nj(ℓ

′) =
ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!
∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ)δℓ,ℓ′ . (A.9)
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It vanishes for ℓ ̸= ℓ′ and ∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ) is the so-called isotropic Cartesian tensor [51]. The
isotropic Cartesian tensor ∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ) is doubly symmetric traceless in the sense that

∆i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ = ∆(i1···iℓ),j1···jℓ = ∆i1···iℓ,(j1···jℓ), ∆i1···iℓ,j1···jℓδi1i2 = ∆i1···iℓ,j1···jℓδj1j2 = 0.(A.10)

The explicit form may be found by combining the fundamental integral on the unit
sphere [26]

1

4π

∫
dΩnj1 · · ·njℓ =

{
0 ℓ odd,

1
ℓ+1

δ(j1j2 · · · δjℓ−1jℓ) ℓ even
(A.11)

and the equation (A.2), the result is [52]

∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ) =
∑
p,q

a(p, q; ℓ)δ(i1i2 · · · δi2p−1i2pX i2p+1···iℓ),(j2q+1···jℓ
p,q δj1j2 · · · δj2q−1j2q), (A.12)

where X i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ
0,0 is the doubly symmetric rank 2ℓ tensor which is constructed by Kro-

necker signature

X i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ
0,0 = X i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ =

1

ℓ!

∑
π∈Sℓ

δi1jπ(1) · · · δiℓjπ(ℓ) (A.13)

with Sℓ the group of the permutations of the first ℓ natural numbers. Obviously, it is
symmetric for the same type of indices

X i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ = X(i1···iℓ),j1···jℓ = X i1···iℓ,(j1···jℓ). (A.14)

The tensor X
i2p+1···iℓ,j2q+1···jℓ
p,q is found by taking the traces p and q times for the i and j

indices, respectively

X i2p+1···iℓ,j2q+1···jℓ
p,q = δi1i2 · · · δi2p−1i2pX

i1···iℓ,j1···jℓ
0,0 δj1j2 · · · δj2q−1j2q . (A.15)

The coefficient a(p, q; ℓ) is the product of a(p; ℓ) and a(q; ℓ)

a(p, q; ℓ) = a(p; ℓ)a(q; ℓ). (A.16)

By definition, the isotropic Cartesian tensor ∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ) is invariant under the exchange of
indices i(ℓ) and j(ℓ)

∆i(ℓ),j(ℓ) = ∆j(ℓ),i(ℓ), (A.17)

and it may be regarded as a projector which projects any rank ℓ tensor to its symmetric
trace free part

Ai(ℓ) = ∆i(ℓ),j1···jℓAj1···jℓ . (A.18)

In particular,
ni(ℓ) = ∆i(ℓ),i′1···i′ℓni

′
1 · · ·ni′ℓ = ∆i(ℓ),i′(ℓ)ni

′(ℓ). (A.19)
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3. Completeness relation. For two Cartesian tensors ni(ℓ) with different arguments, we have
the summation

1

4π

∞∑
ℓ=0

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

ℓ!
ni(ℓ)(Ω)ni(ℓ)(Ω′) = δ(Ω− Ω′). (A.20)

To prove this relation, we need the completeness relation of spherical harmonic functions

∞∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Yℓ,m(Ω)Y
∗
ℓ,m(Ω

′) = δ(Ω− Ω′). (A.21)

With the addition theorem of the spherical harmonic function

Pℓ(cos γ) =
4π

2ℓ+ 1

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Yℓ,m(Ω)Y
∗
ℓ,m(Ω

′), (A.22)

we may rewrite the relation (A.21) as

1

4π

∞∑
ℓ=0

(2ℓ+ 1)Pℓ(cos γ) = δ(Ω− Ω′). (A.23)

Note that γ is the angle between the two normal vectors n = n(Ω) and n′ = n(Ω′)

n · n′ = cos γ. (A.24)

The last ingredient is the addition theorem [51] associated with the symmetric trace free
tensor ni(ℓ)

Pℓ(cos γ) =
(2ℓ− 1)!!

ℓ!
ni(ℓ)(Ω)ni(ℓ)(Ω′). (A.25)

Substituting (A.25) into (A.23), we find the completeness relation (A.20) for the sym-
metric trace free tensors ni(ℓ). With the completeness relation, we may expand functions
on the unit sphere as

f(Ω) = fi(ℓ)n
i(ℓ)(Ω) (A.26)

where fi(ℓ) is symmetric trace free

fi(ℓ) =
1

4π

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

ℓ!

∫
dΩf(Ω)ni(ℓ)(Ω). (A.27)

For spherical harmonic function,

Yℓ,m(Ω) = Y ℓ,m
j(ℓ) n

j(ℓ), (A.28)

we have

Y ℓ,m
j(ℓ) =

1

4π

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

ℓ!

∫
dΩYℓ,m(Ω)n

j(ℓ)(Ω). (A.29)
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4. Clebsch-Gordan tensors. Similar to the definition of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, the
Clebsch-Gordan tensors are defined by the integral of three symmetric trace free tensors
ni(ℓ)

∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) =
1

4π

∫
dΩ ni(ℓ1)nj(ℓ2)nk(ℓ3). (A.30)

After some efforts, we find

∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) = mh1,h2,h3∆
i(h2 )̄i(h3),i′(h2 )̄i′(h3)∆j(h1)j̄(h3),j′(h1 )̄i′(h3)∆k(h1)k̄(h2),j′(h1)i′(h2)Θh1Θh2Θh3 .(A.31)

Here the symbol Θh is similar to the step function. It equals to 1 for non-negative integers
and 0 otherwise

Θh =

{
1 h = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,
0 others.

(A.32)

The value of the coefficient mh1,h2,h3 is

mh1,h2,h3 =
ℓ1!ℓ2!ℓ3!

h1!h2!h3!(ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 1)!!
. (A.33)

To prove the formula (A.31), we may use the identity (A.19) and the integral (A.11)

∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) =
1

4π
∆i(ℓ1),i′(ℓ1)∆j(ℓ2),j′(ℓ2)∆k(ℓ3),k′(ℓ3)

∫
dΩni

′
1 · · ·ni

′
ℓ1nj

′
1 · · ·nj

′
ℓ2nk

′
1 · · ·nk

′
ℓ3

=
1

(ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 1)!!
∆i(ℓ1),i′(ℓ1)∆j(ℓ2),j′(ℓ2)∆k(ℓ3),k′(ℓ3)δ(i′1i′2 · · · δk′ℓ3−1k

′
ℓ3
).(A.34)

In the second step, we have assumed the summation ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3 is even. Since ∆
i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3)

is triplely symmetric traceless

∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) = ∆i1···iℓ1 ,j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) = ∆i(ℓ1),j1···jℓ2 ,k(ℓ3) = ∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k1···kℓ3 , (A.35)

∆i1i2···iℓ1 ,j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3)δi1i2 = ∆i(ℓ1),j1···jℓ2 ,k(ℓ3)δj1j2 = ∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k1···kℓ3δk1k2 = 0, (A.36)

the non-trivial contributions are from the contractions among (i′j′), (j′k′) or (k′i′) indices.
In other words, we may split the indices as

i(ℓ1) = i(h2)̄i(h3), j(ℓ2) = j(h1)j̄(h3), k(ℓ3) = k(h1)k̄(h2). (A.37)

Then the number of contractions between i′ and j′ indices is h3, and so on. It follows
that

ℓ1 = h2 + h3, ℓ2 = h1 + h3, ℓ3 = h1 + h2. (A.38)
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The constants h1, h2, h3 are fixed to

h1 =
ℓ2 + ℓ3 − ℓ1

2
, h2 =

ℓ1 + ℓ3 − ℓ2
2

, h3 =
ℓ1 + ℓ2 − ℓ3

2
. (A.39)

Therefore,

∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3) =
1

(ℓ1 + ℓ2 + ℓ3 + 1)!!
∆i(h2 )̄i(h3),i′(h2 )̄i′(h3)∆j(h1)j̄(h3),j′(h1)j̄′(h3)∆k(h1)k̄(h2),k′(h1)k̄(h2)

×Ch1
ℓ1
Ch2
ℓ2
Ch3
ℓ3
h1!h2!h3!δ

i′1k̄
′
1 · · · δi

′
h2
k̄′h2δ ī

′
1j̄

′
1 · · · δ ī

′
h3
j̄′h3δj

′
1k

′
1 · · · δj

′
h1
k′h1Θh1Θh2Θh3

= mh1,h2,h3∆
i(h2 )̄i(h3),i′(h2 )̄i′(h3)∆j(h1)j̄(h3),j′(h1 )̄i′(h3)∆k(h1)k̄(h2),j′(h1)i′(h2)Θh1Θh2Θh3 .

(A.40)

In the first step, the factor Ch1
ℓ1
Ch2
ℓ2
Ch3
ℓ3
h1!h2!h3! is the number of terms which contribute

to the contractions.

In the following, we will use the previous properties to compute several integrals which are
relevant to work. We expand the functions f(Ω), g(Ω), h(Ω) with the symmetric trace free
Cartesian tensors

f(Ω) = fi(ℓ)n
i(ℓ), g(Ω) = gi(ℓ)n

i(ℓ), h(Ω) = hi(ℓ)n
i(ℓ), (A.41)

and the corresponding integral properties on the unit sphere as follows

1. The product of f(Ω) and g(Ω)

1

4π

∫
dΩf(Ω)g(Ω) =

1

4π

∫
dΩfi(ℓ)n

i(ℓ)gj(ℓ′)n
j(ℓ′) =

ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!
fi(ℓ)gi(ℓ). (A.42)

1

4π

∫
dΩf(Ω)g(Ω)h(Ω) = ∆i(ℓ1),j(ℓ2),k(ℓ3)fi(ℓ1)gj(ℓ2)hk(ℓ3)

= mh1,h2,h3fi(h2 )̄i(h3)gj(h1)j̄(h3)hk(h1)k̄(h2)Θh1Θh2Θh3 . (A.43)

The result is consistent with the one in [27]. See also similar discussions in [53].

In the total helicity flux, the integrand separates into four parts, U̇U, U̇V, V̇ U and V̇ V . We
will discuss them term by term.

1. U̇U terms. Their contributions to the total helicity flux are always zero. We will take the
integral

I1 =
1

4π

∫
dΩϵij

′mδji
′
nmn

i(ℓ−2)ni
′(ℓ′−2)U̇iji(ℓ−2)Ui′j′i′(ℓ′−2) (A.44)
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as an example. Note that the integral is actually

I1 =
1

4π

∫
dΩϵij

′mnmn
i(ℓ−2)ni

′(ℓ′−2)U̇iji(ℓ−2)Ujj′i′(ℓ′−2). (A.45)

After the integrating on the sphere, the index m is either equal to i′k, k = 1, 2, · · · , ℓ− 2
or equal to jk, k = 1, 2, · · · , ℓ′−2. However, since the Levi-Civita tensor is antisymmetric
and Ui(ℓ) is symmetric trace free, the result is always zero.

2. V̇ V terms. Their contributions to the total helicity flux are also zero. We will take the
integral

I2 =
1

4π

∫
dΩϵij

′mnjni
′
nmn

i(ℓ−2)ni
′(ℓ′−2)ϵipqnpV̇jqi(ℓ−2)ϵi′p′q′np′Vj′q′i′(ℓ′−2) (A.46)

as an example. The integral is zero due to the antisymmetric property of Levi-Civita
tensor

ϵi′p′q′ni′np′ = 0. (A.47)

3. U̇V and V̇ U terms. We may choose the integral

I3 =
1

4π

∫
dΩϵij

′mδji
′
nmn

i(ℓ−2)ni
′(ℓ′−2)U̇iji(ℓ−2)ϵi′p′q′np′Vj′q′i′(ℓ′−2) (A.48)

as an example. Due to the identity

ϵij′mϵi′p′q′ = δii′δj′p′δmq′ + δip′δj′q′δmi′ + δiq′δj′i′δmp′ − δii′δj′q′δmp′ − δip′δj′i′δmq′ − δiq′δj′p′δmi′ ,
(A.49)

we may simplify the integral to

I3 =
1

4π

∫
dΩnmnp′n

i(ℓ−2)ni
′(ℓ′−2)U̇ii′i(ℓ−2)Vj′q′i′(ℓ′−2)(δiq′δj′i′δmp′ − δip′δj′i′δmq′ − δiq′δj′p′δmi′)

= (mℓ−2 − 2mℓ−1)U̇i(ℓ)Vi(ℓ), (A.50)

where

mℓ =
ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!
. (A.51)
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