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Extreme mass-ratio inspirals as probes of scalar fields:
inclined circular orbits around Kerr black holes
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Extreme mass-ratio inspirals, a target source for the space-based gravitational wave detector
LISA, are a sensitive probe of fundamental scalar fields coupled to gravity. We assess the capability
of LISA to detect whether the secondary compact object is endowed with a scalar field, in the case
of inclined orbits. We show that the imprint of the scalar field depends on the orbital inclination,

and is significantly larger for prograde orbits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Asymmetric binaries with mass ratios ¢ < 1 repre-
sent a new family of gravitational wave (GW) sources,
that merge in a frequency band dim to current interfer-
ometers. Assembled by a massive black hole (BH) (the
primary) and by a lighter stellar mass object (the sec-
ondary), either a BH or a neutron star, such systems
typically emit GWs at frequencies below 1 Hz'. Among
asymmetric binaries, Extreme Mass Ratio Inspirals (EM-
RlIs) with a primary mass M > 10°Mg and ¢ < 10~% fea-
ture unique dynamical properties, coalescing in the mHz
regime, with a GW emission peaking into the bucket of
the LISA sensitivity curve [2].

EMRI evolution is mostly dictated by their mass ratio,
with the duration of the inspiral and the number of GW
cycles growing as ¢ decreases [3], allowing such sources
to stay in the LISA band for hundreds of thousands of
orbits.

The large number of GW cycles performed on a highly
relativistic dynamics, supplied by the extreme variabil-
ity of the orbital evolution, promise measurements of the
source parameters with unparalleled accuracy [2]. Such
properties render EMRIs golden targets to probe a va-
riety of fundamental physics science cases [4]. These
include precise tests of General Relativity (GR) [5, 6],
of the multipolar structure of compact objects [5-14],
searches of new physics at the horizon-scale physics [15-
17], of the existence of exotic compact objects [15-20],
and of new fundamental fields coupled to the gravity sec-
tor [21-35].

EMRIs are suitably described through relativistic per-
turbation theory, exploiting the small mass ratio ¢ as
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Exotic configurations with a sub-solar mass secondary inspi-
ralling around an intermediate mass BH could also provide a
new type of EMRI for 3G ground-based detectors [1].

=W ¥

natural parameter for the expansion. Taking advantage
of this setup, the Self-Force (SF) approach provides the
best method to model EMRIs [3]. Parameter estima-
tion requirements ask for waveform templates accurate
at the post-adiabatic order, i.e. yielding a O(gq) phase
error over the course of the inspiral. Developing such
models in GR has provided a formidable challenge. The
first post-adiabatic waveforms have been developed only
recently, for quasi-circular inspirals around Schwarzschild
BHs [36-38]. Current efforts aim to improve such mod-
els in order to describe BHs on inclined, eccentric orbits,
taking into account spin effects for both the primary and
the secondary [39-50].

Exploiting the full EMRIs potential to test gravity and
detect new fundamental fields requires accurate wave-
forms to be compared against data. However, EMRI
modelling beyond GR is at its infancy, with the complex-
ity of calculations growing fast because of the new fields
and their couplings. This picture is worsened by the lack
of a Kerr-like solution to use as a background for the
perturbations. Only recently, Refs. [51, 52] proposed a
new formalism to derive a generalization of Teukolsky’s
equation in modified theories of gravity.

So far, the vast majority of studies has focused on as-
sessing the relevance of EMRI observations to probe the
spacetime around the primary BH [5, 53]. However, it
was recently shown that, for a wide class of gravity the-
ories with non-minimally coupled scalar fields, the scalar
charge of the secondary could leave a significant imprint
on the EMRI emission, measurable with exquisite preci-
sion by LISA [27]. Working in an Effective Field Theory
approach it was also pointed out that, in such theories,
the scalar charge of the primary is negligible at the lead-
ing order in q. This leads to drastic simplifications for
the EMRI treatment beyond GR, with the primary being
adequately described by the Kerr metric, and the devia-
tions from GR fully controlled by the charge of the sec-
ondary?. More recently, this framework was framed into

2 This approach was also generalised to study the spectrum of
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a rigorous SF scheme, developing a consistent formalism
to compute perturbations at the first and second-order
in the mass ratio, and derive post-adiabatic waveform
corrections [55].

Within this approach some of us studied the adiabatic
evolution of EMRIs with massless scalar fields on equa-
torial circular [27, 56] (hereafter paper I and II, respec-
tively) and eccentric orbits [29] (paper III), investigat-
ing the relevance of the secondary charge on the binary
dynamics, and its detectability by LISA. Motivated by
the complex orbital configurations expected for EMRISs,
in this paper we make a step forward and study the GW
emission of such systems on inclined circular trajectories.
We evolve binaries with different charges, and assess the
detectability of the scalar charge by LISA observations,
as a function of the orbital inclination.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 11
we describe the theoretical setup for modelling EMRIs
with circular, inclined orbits, in the presence of massless
scalars; we derive the main equations and discuss the
numerical implementation needed to compute the GW
fluxes. In Sec. ITI we assess the relevance of orbital incli-
nation on the distinguishability between waveforms with
an without the additional scalar charge. Conclusions and
future prospects are discussed in Sec. I'V.

II. EMRIS AND SCALAR FIELDS: THE
THEORETICAL MINIMUM

In this Section we briefly recall the theoretical back-
ground of our approach; for further details see Papers
I-ITI. We use geometrical (G = ¢ = 1) units.

A. Massless scalar fields in the Kerr spacetime

We consider a general action of the form (see Papers
LIT and [55]):

Slg. ¢, ¥] = So[g ¢ + aSc[g ¢ + Smlg @, ¥] . (1)

where g is the spacetime metric, ¢ is a real, massless
scalar field,

/= 1
So = / Az 165 (R - 2@@%) (2)

and R is the Ricci scalar. The coupling between the
scalar field and the metric is encoded in the action «a.S.,
which we assume to be analytic in .

Our formalism can be easily extended to massive
scalars, as discussed in [57]. We assume that the coupling

quasi-normal modes for massive BHs in shift-symmetric scalar
tensor theories [54].

constant « has dimensions (mass)”, with n > 1, namely
that the interactions are suppressed by some characteris-
tic energy scale (in physical units). Matter fields, denoted
by ¥, are described by the action Sy,.
The action (1) yields the field equations
Gy =85 +aTy, + T,

pv

Op=T°4+T™, (3)

wh;re O = V.V T3 = 1 (0,000 — 19,(00)?]
an

T, = 20T 05 g 10T 0%
V=g g1 V=g 0p
We shall now discuss the key simplifications that occur
for EMRIs, and allow to disentangle tensor and scalar
perturbations at the leading dissipative order. We refer
the reader to [55] for further details, as well as for the the
extension of such formalism to post-adiabatic corrections.
We consider binaries in which the primary is a BH of
mass M, with the latter being the only physical scale of
the background. Hence, since we assume that for a — 0
solutions of Egs. (3) are continuously connected to GR
solutions, deviations from the latter must depend on®

@ @
where m,, is the mass of the EMRI secondary. Astrophys-
ical constrains imply a/mj; ~ O(1) and smaller [58], such
that ¢ < 1. This allows us to exploit ¢, the natural pa-
rameter used to describe EMRIs within the perturbative
self-force (SF) approach in GR, as a single bookkeeping
parameter for our physical setup. As shown in [55], by
expanding the fields equations, the metric and the scalar
field in powers of ¢,

g =99 +ah) + ... o= 1M+ . (6)
we can define a SF scheme for the EMRI evolution. In
this paper we focus on the leading dissipative contribu-
tion, which is fully determined by hELl,,) and o),

At the zero order in the mass ratio, the background
spacetime is described by the Kerr metric. The scalar
field ¢(°), whose contribution arises from Sy, is constant
due to no-hair theorems [59-63], and can be set to zero
without loss of generality.

At first order in g, metric and scalar field perturba-
tions are sourced by the presence of the secondary, which
we describe using the so-called skeletonized approach
[64, 65], in which the matter action Sy, is replaced by
a point particle action S;. For a massive, scalar-charged,
compact object:

d M d v
= [me @0

3 In our units both the metric and the scalar field are dimension-
less.



where -y is the worldline of the particle, with four velocity
dy,/dA and proper time A. Eq.(7) depends on the mass
function m(p), which sources the scalar charge of the sec-
ondary, d [66, 67]. The latter is determined by expanding
@ in a buffer region inside the world-tube containing the
stellar mass object,

mpd -
W==2=10(my/m) )

where {Z,} is a reference frame centered on the sec-
ondary and the distance 7 from the worldline is such that
my, < 7 < M. By replacing the solution (8) in the field
equation for the scalar fields, one finds the matching con-
ditions my, = m(0), and d = —4m’(0)/m,.

Expanding Egs. (3) at the linear order in ¢, supplied
by the action S, yields a set of decoupled equations for
the metric and the scalar field perturbation:

G ) = s, [ S l0) 7
B P NET dx d\

ax, (9)

The amplitude of 1) is controlled by the value of the
scalar charge.

Equations (9)-(10) have been solved in Papers I-I11 for
circular and eccentric equatorial orbits, in order to com-
pute the emitted energy and angular momentum fluxes.

B. Non-equatorial, circular geodesics of Kerr
spacetime

We focus on EMRIs moving on geodesics of the Kerr
spacetime, the latter being described, in Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates z# = (t, 1,0, ¢), by the following line element:

. 9
ds? = — (1 - 2?) dt? — WL;medtdgb + 2do+

b5 2Mra?
+5dr? + <7’2 ta? % sin? 9) sin? 0d¢?.

(11)

where M and a are the BH mass and spin parameter,
while A =72 +a? — 2Mr and ¥ = r? + a® cos? §.

The geodesic equations for (t,r, ¢,0) are given by:

dt (r? +a?)?
&g ”
dr [ A

r2+a2
L(1-
can(1-5).

2 2 2 2
pdo_ L +aE<T Ta 1>“L (13)

— a2 sin® 0} +
(12)

dr  sin24 A A

<2d7“>2 =R(r)=-A[? + (L —aE)* + Q)]

dr (14)
+ [E(r® +a®) — La]2 .
2 2
(233) =62%0) =Q —cos? 0 [(1 — E%)a’* + e e} :
(15)

where 7 is the proper time, F and L are the energy and
angular momentum of the particle per unit mass at infin-
ity, respectively, and @ is the Carter constant. We focus
on bound orbits, for which 0 < F <1 and Q > 0.

In the orbital motion, the polar angle oscillates be-
tween O i, and O = T — Omin; the value of O,y is given
by the equation ©2(Omin max) = 0, which can be cast as
an algebraic quadratic equation by changing variable to
z = cos?(f). Its solutions are z_, z,, with 2_ < 2z, ; note
that cos? Opin = €082 Oax = 2, while 2, > 1[68].

It is useful to perform a further change of variable, by
introducing the angular variable x, such that

z=cos?f = z_cos’ . (16)

A period of the variable 0, from 6,,;, to O, and back,
corresponds to a period [0,27] of x; indeed, X(Omin) =
0,27, X(Omax) = 7.

We shall consider a circular geodesic, at a r = ry con-
stant. Note that, as shown in [69], circular orbits in Kerr
spacetime remain circular during the inspiral. Indeed,
the time derivative of the eccentricity is vanishing for
circular orbits evolving in the adiabatic regime, and can
be neglected. This proof applies for a generic external
force in the Kerr background and easily extends to the
case of an additional radiating scalar field.

The geodesic equations (12)-(13), in terms of the vari-
able y, reduce to:

dt v+ a?Ez(x)

dat _ a’bzx) 17
dx B2y — 2(x)) ()
o _ 1 L
dx B(zr — 2(x)) L —2(x) - 6} 7 (18)
where
B =a*(1- E?), (19)
v =E [(7‘0 Zo“ S _ aQ] +al (1 - TOX(}“ ) . (20)
§ —aF (TOXO“ - 1) - % , (21)



and Ay = 73 + a? — 2Mrg. Egs. (17)-(18) can be inte-
grated using elliptic functions (see Appendix B).

For circular equatorial trajectories, the orbital motion
is described by the natural fundamental frequency d¢/dt.
For inclined orbits, the picture is more complex since
d¢/dt depends on . In our setup we can define two fun-
damental frequencies, 24 and (2 as follows. We define
the polar period Ty = t(27) = 4t(7/2). This is the time
interval in which x varies from 0 to 27 (and 6 from 0,
t0 Omax and back to Oy ). In terms of Ty, we define the
polar frequency 2y = 21/Ty, and ¢ = ¢(Ty) = 4¢ (7/2);
note that for a rotating BH, ¢ # 2r. Finally, we define
the azimuthal frequency 24 = ¢/Tp.

As shown by Eq. (18), f = d¢/dt depends on the polar
angle # only, namely it is periodic in time with period Tj.
Then, it can be decomposed as a Fourier series

s . 1 [Te .
_ infot _ —infgt
f(@) - E fne ; fn = Ty /0 dt f(9)€ .

n=—oo

(22)
!

(r? + a?)? T 6271# 4Mar 0% aj
{ A I - aa Fv il
a(r— M) icosf] Oy M(r? — a?)
) Y _ g |2V — @)
S[ A + sin29] d¢ S[

where the field ¥ identifies the type of perturbation, and
s = 0,1, —2 stands for scalar, vector and tensor modes,
respectively. In our case we have

P(s=0)=¢p (s = —2) = (r —iacosf)*apy, (25)

where 14 is a Weyl scalar. The source term is given by

S(r —r(t))o(0 — 0(t))5(¢ — ¢(t)) -

(26)
where f is dt/dr given in Eq. (12). The Teukolsky
equation is separable (see [68] and references therein), in
terms of an orthonormal set of angular functions, the
spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics S5, (6) [70, 71]. By
expanding the field ¢ and the source term as

0lt0.0) = Y [ B ()87,0em e (20

m

15T =% / T (1)eS% ()™t (28)
m

T(t,r,9,¢) = 77

it reduces to a decoupled set of ordinary differential equa-
tions.

Hereafter we focus on scalar perturbations only, i.e. we
fix 4 s = 0, referring the reader to [72] for tensor modes.

4 For sake of simplicity we drop the subscript s form the radial

sin?

By integration we obtain

B(t) = 24t + Z aneniot (23)
ne€Z\{0}

where a,, = —if,/(nf2y), n #0.

C. Adiabatic inspirals
1. Perturbation equations with source

Scalar, vector and gravitational perturbations of the
Kerr metric are described by the Teukolsky equation [70]:

]82¢ _ 8( 3¢) 1 8(. 3w>
— AT (AT — — [ sinf—
5 -
0¢ or or sin @ 06 ol (24)

—-r —iacos&] %—7’;} + (s*cot?0 — s)p = 4n T,

(

The decoupled equations for the radial functions then
read:

d d . K? " w

The spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics are the solutions
of the equation:

1 d d s¥ 2
(sin@ Sé’”) + (a2w2 cos? 0 — m +

sin 0 df de sin” 0
+ Ao — aw? — 2amw) Se,=0. (30)

Here Ay, is the eigenvalue of the spin-weighted spheroidal
harmonic S and (r) = (r* + a®)w — ma. We look for
the solutions of Eq. (29) with outgoing (ingoing) wave
boundary conditions at infinity (horizon). We hence fol-
low the Green functions approach, by first solving the
associated homogeneous problem, and then integrating
the solutions over the source term.

In order to solve the homogeneous equation, it is first

convenient to redefine Ry as

Yin(r) = (r* + a®)'2Ri, () (31)

and the angular functions.



such that Eq. (29) becomes

dQY[’ K2 — Aem A 9

dr*;n (Tz +a2)2 -G - Gﬂ‘* Yé;)n = T)L/uem ) (32)
where where 7* is the tortoise coordinate ¥~ — r’+a®

dr

A
[70], G =rA/(r? + a?)? and T¢,,, are the coefficients of

A(r)

Ty (t,r,0,0) = m

T(t,r,0,9) (33)

expanded as in (28).

The homogeneous problem of Eq. (32) admits two in-
dependent solutions, with those being either purely out-
going at infinity ( emw) or purely ingoing at the horizon

(Yy,..,), given by:
Y;;W(r — 00) ~ efiwr Yo (r = TH) ~ ~ eTiPeT” ,
(34)

where p, = w — ma/2Mryg and rg = M + VvV M? — a? is
the radial coordinate at the event horizon. From Eq. (31)
we can also compute the asymptotic behavior of Ry,

o e~ P T —TH
~ - -
Imw Ainr—le—lwr T Aoutr—lezwr r— 00
(35)
Rt Bine T 4 BoePeT r =1y 26
tmw ™ wr : ( )
e T — 00

These functions are defined modulo an overall constant,
which is irrelevant since it cancels in the final expression
for non-homogeneous solutions [72]. The full solution of
Eq. (29) is then given by

R = Zpynao (1) Ry (1) + Zigp (1) Ry (r) - (37)

where
N 1 [T p*+a®
Zgmew(T) = W Wdﬁ’ Yo ()T e (p),  (38)
TH
_ 1 [ p*+a? "
Zlmw(r) = W A(p) d )/Z—;,w( )TYZ’m(p) ) (39)

and W =Y, Y, -Y,. Y

o Y o rmw Yo, 18 the Wronskian.
The stress-energy tensor components 7%, =~ are given by

S[r —r(t)]
T, (1) = —2dm /dt ellwt=mol gy
i (1) o J o e W [6(0)
(40)
where S}, is the complex conjugate of Sg,,. For circu-

lar orbits r(t) = rg, and we can use Eq. (23) to write
explim¢(t)] as a series of harmonics in 6 [72]. We define
the function

Him[ro,0(t)] = Iom[ro, 8(t)]e™(Pst=91) —

= Z H@mk(r())e_ikﬂeta (41)

k=—o00

where

Tomfro, (1)) = ~ éﬂdfﬁio S} ()

and

1 [T :
Hypp (o) = ﬁ) / At Hyp (10, 0(t))e* %t . (43)
0

To avoid singularities in the domain of integration, we
change variable ¢ — x. Then, Hyp,; reads

drdmp Ao
To(r2 4 a2)?
" B Si,B00l (4)
VB —0)

expliwmrt(x) — ime(x)] ,

Hypmp(ro) = —

with wp,, = kf2¢+mJs2y. Using the definitions introduced
above the source term can be recast in the following form

Z d(r—1p)d

k=—o0

T o (T — Wmk) Hemp(ro) . (45)

In the same way, it is convement to decompose non-

homogeneous solutions ZE T 35
me Z Zémk - wmk) . (46)
keZ

Then, defining

2 d v+ CLQEZ(X) Szm[e(X)}
o B0 (47)

expliwmit(x) — imo(x)],

Lompr(ro) =

and
dmm, Y,T (r
C?:mk = TQWP Z/:lwi 0)2 émk TO bl (48)
we get
Zpie(r) = dO(21)C i (49)

where w = wpk, O(x) is the Heaviside function, zy =
r—roand x_ = —xy =19 — 7.

2. Scalar fluzes

The energy and angular momentum fluxes, at leading
order in the mass ratio, can be extracted from the asymp-
totic value of the scalar field stress-energy tensor, which
is computed in terms of the scalar field solution derived
above. Following [73], we introduce

. dE
b= / 10 AT, (50)



where the upper (lower) sign is referred to the emission
at the infinity (horizon). By replacing the scalar field
solution (27) , (37), ¢ = 1h(s = 0), in T5* (see Sec.IT A),
and exploiting the asymptotic behaviour of the radial
solution and the properties of the spheroidal harmonics,
we find

) 2 00 4 &)
Be=o 3 S Y wndilChal? . (61)

£=0 m=—L k=—o00

where p;’;Lk = Wmnks P = Py With letmk being defined
in Eq. (48) [74]. The energy and the angular momentum
fluxes for each mode (¢, m, k) are related by

. m o .
Lo = rEemk , (52)

mk

therefore L

L—dL— d2 > ¢ = + C:t 2 53

=0 m=—C k=—oc0

As expected, both E and L scale with the square of the
scalar charge.

8. Adiabatic variation of orbital parameters

The scalar emission affects the EMRI dynamics, mak-
ing the system coalescing faster due to the extra leak-
age of energy. The total energy and angular momentum
fluxes are then given by

C = Cgrav + Cscal 3 (54>

where C = {E,L}. Since, as discussed in Sec.IIB, we
consider orbits with vanishing eccentricity (which is pos-
sible since circular geodesics remain circular during the
inspiral [69]), they can be described in terms of two or-
bital parameters. We choose the fixed radial coordinate

J

K + 2ax(L — aEx?)E + 2 (aEx — VK +2aEL — a?(1 — 22) — a2E2:1:2> L

r = ro and the angular variable z [75], which determines
the inclination of the orbit:

T = 08 Oinc , (55)

where 0. = 7/2 — sgn(L)Omin. The angle 6, is mea-
sured with respect to the equatorial plane, while 6., is
measured with respect to the BH spin axis: sin? 0., =
22, We also remark that 6;,. is acute (obtuse) for pro-
grade (retrograde) orbits. Since the geodesics are circu-

lar,

dR(r) dR'(r)
e dt

=0, (56)

where / indicates derivative with respect to . The con-
dition dR’/dt = 0 is sufficient to determine 7. We get

(2aLr — 4r3FE — 4a®>Er)E + 2aErL + (r — MK
6Mr —6r2(1 — E2) — a2 — K +242E2 — 2ELa ’
(57)
where K = Q + (L — aE)?. The variation of K can be
computed starting from R(r) = 0, which leads to

’f“:

1
K= 3 [E(r? +a?) — La}2 —r?. (58)
Using the geodesic equation, it can be shown that the
derivative of K with respect to r vanishes for circular
orbits, and then

. 2 2 — . .
g2 *“A)E Ll yayp—ai]l. (59

At each orbit, the value of the extremal polar angle 6,,;,
is given by the equation ©2 (i) = 0. Changing variable
t0 Omin — @ we have that during the inspiral the following
equation holds:

2
0= @2($) = K- <L> +2aEL_a2E2x2_a2x2 , (60)
X

which can be written in the form

L
~= VK +2aEL — a?(1 — 22) — a2E222,  (61)

where there is no ambiguity in the sign since x has always
the same sign as L. Differentiating with respect to ¢, and
solving for @ we get °:

jj:

2[K +2aEL — a? + 2z2%a%(1 — E?)]

5 We have numerically checked that Eq.(62) is equivalent to the
expression derived with an independent approach in [75] (see

(62)

Egs. B3 and B4 within).



D. Gravitational waveform

With formalism developed in Sec. IT C, it is possible to
determine the fully relativistic gravitational waveform of
the EMRI, solution of Einstein’s equation (9) [76]. How-
ever, this approach is computationally expensive, and its
implementation in current pipelines for LISA data anal-
ysis is a numerical challenge even in GR [77].

We adopt therefore a simpler model, which suffices the
purpose of assessing the impact of the scalar field on the
EMRI waveform: the so-called numerical kludge wave-
form [78], which is based on the quadrupole approxima-
tion. In this setup the GW strain is given by

2 d’I ,
s= o mmP R0, (63)
where 2%(t) is the worldline of the secondary in Cartesian
spatial coordinates and di, the luminosity distance. By
integrating Eqgs. (12)-(13), (17) and (57), with the en-
ergy and angular momentum fluxes computed in Sec.II C
(Eq. (54)), we find the evolution of the orbital elements of
the secondary in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates r(t), x(t)
and ¢(t). In the transverse-traceless gauge, the physi-
cal propagating degrees of freedom along radial direction
from a source at an azimuthal angle ¥ and a polar an-
gle @ are given by ht = %(hm9 — h®?) and h* = hY?,
where hT and kX are the “plus” and “cross” waveform
polarizations and

h?? =cos? ¥ [hm cos® @ + h* sin 2& + hYY sin® @]
+ h** sin”® ¥ sin 20[h™* cos ® + h¥*sin P ,  (64)
h®? :g [2h"Y cos 20 — h™" sin 20 + h¥Y sin 20|

+sind [h*% sin® — h¥? cos P , (65)
R*? =h* sin? & — K™Y sin 26 + h¥Y cos® & . (66)

Hereafter, we assume binaries with ¢ = 7/3 and ¢ = 0.

E. Numerical implementation

Numerical calculations of gravitational and scalar
fluxes are performed using dedicated Mathematica pack-
ages. We compute geodesic quantities and homogeneous
solutions to Teukolsky equations using the Black Hole
Perturbation Toolkit (BHPT) [79], while we have devel-
oped an independent code for integrations over the source
terms.

In the next section we show results for a prototype
EMRI with a primary BH having a spin parameter a =
0.95M. Energy and angular momentum fluxes are com-
puted on a rectangular grid (y,z) populated by 41 x 11

points evenly distributed, where y € [0, 1] is defined as

u(r, ) — u(rmax, T)
U(Tmin, ) — U(Tmax, T)

1
U(T’ 33) B r—0.9 ’I“ISS()(CL‘) ’ (68)

; (67)

y(ra (E) -

and rigso is the Innermost Spherical Stable Orbit (ISSO),
which depends on . We choose 7y, = risso + 0r and
Tmax = Tmin + 10M, where we added the factor or = 0.2
to avoid singularities, and we remind that the variable
x € [—1,1] (55) is positive (negative) for prograde (retro-
grade) orbits.

Both gravitational and scalar fluxes are given as sums
over the multipolar indices ¢,m and k, as shown in
Eq. (51). Summation on k can be simplified by exploiting
the symmetry properties of the solution

fom*k = (71)e+kZZm,k7 (69)

and using the fact that modes with £ +m + k = 2n +
1, n € N are vanishing (see Appendix A). We truncate
the (infinite) sum on ¢ and k by adopting the accuracy
criteria introduced in [72]: (i) we stop the series in k
when the energy fluxes satisfy the condition

Sleading term
E@m

Eémk <€ X , <1 (70)

for n, times in a row; (ii) we truncate the series in £ when

By = ZEemk e x BN g < < 1 (71)

mk

for ny times in a row. We fix ¢ = 1073 and ¢, = €0/10
such that the relative error on the energy and angu-
lar momentum fluxes is < 1073. Moreover, we choose®
Ema:v = kmaa: = 20.

With the values of the fluxes at each point of the
grid, we can compute the change in the orbital elements
through Egs. (57) and (62). The right-hand side of such
equations can be cast in order to isolate the GR and the
scalar field contributions, which are numerically inter-
polated through Mathematica. The final set of coupled
equations

d%) = Fgray [T (1), 2(1)] + d*Pscar[r (1), 2(t)] ,  (72)
d%t) = Ggrav[r(t), 2(t)] + Piscal[r(t), 2(t)] ,  (73)

is then integrated with a suitable choice of the initial con-
ditions. The solutions allows to compute x(t) and ¢(¢),
and the GW polarizations (64)-(66) in the time domain,

6 These upper bounds are never reached with the choice ¢, = 1073,



where
hpw = 12 (sm X+x cos X) cos ¢ ,
yy = r2 (sm x + z2 cos X) sin? ¢ |
hys =12 (1 )cos X
1
Py = 3 (sin® x + 2% cos® x) r?sin2¢ ,
ha» = r2y/1 — 22 cos x\/sin® x + 22 cos? x cos ¢ ,
hy. = szcosx sin? x + 22 cos? x sin ¢ .

As a final step we perform a Discrete Fourier Transform
of hy x to map the signal in the frequency space (see
Paper II).

We have tested our code reproducing results available
in literature in GR [72], finding an agreement on the
GW fluxes up to machine precision. Moreover, to test
the interpolation for r(t) and z(t) we have considered
a smaller grid in the (y,z) plane with 126 total points.
We find an average relative difference with respect to
values interpolated from the larger grid of ~ 10~*. Such
value increases up to ~ 10~2 for orbital radii close to the
plunge.

III. RESULTS

For a preliminary assessment of the effect of the or-
bital inclination on the detectability of the scalar charge,
we consider the quadrupolar dephasing A¢ = 2 X
[Pa(t) — ¢o(t)], where ¢g = dga—o, and the the two phases
are computed with the same initial conditions. In Fig. 1
we show A¢ as a function of the observing time, for
d = 0.01. Binaries evolve from an orbital separation
ro = 10M until the plunge, with different values of the
initial inclination angle. We also show (horizontal line)
the threshold value A¢ = 0.1, above which two signals
observed by LISA with a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of 30
are expected to be distinguishable [80]. We can see that
after one year of observation, the dephasing increases
above the distinguishability threshold for all values of 6;,.
except for Oy, = w. This analysis confirms the results ob-
tained in Papers LII and [81] for equatorial circular and
eccentric orbits.

Fig. 1 also shows that, for a given time, A¢ increases
for larger inclination angles, and it is maximum for ret-
rograde configurations, i.e. 0, € [7/2,7]. Note that
the total dephasing, evaluated at the time of plunge, is
instead larger for less inclined orbits. This is due to the
specific setup of our analysis, which assumes the same
initial separation for all systems. Indeed, EMRIs with
Oinc # 0 reach the plunge faster as the separatrix shrinks,
resulting in an overall smaller number of accumulated cy-
cles.

To obtain a more quantitative assessment of the de-
tectability of scalar charge for inclined orbits, we inves-
tigate the faithfulness F between two waveforms in the

frequency domain Ay (f) and ho(f)

(h1lha)
max ,
¢ /(h1|h1)(ha|hz2)

Flhi, ho] = (74)

where Eq. (74) is maximised over time and phase shifts
[82]. The inner product (a|b) is given by

fmaz ~<f>‘6 (f)
Foin Sn(f)

and the S, (f) is the LISA noise Power Spectrum Density,
also including the confusion noise produced by galactic
white dwarf binaries [83]. We set fii, = 107*Hz, while
fmaz corresponds to the orbital frequency at rpi,. As a
rule of thumb, two signals with SNR= 30 are distinguish-
able if 7 <0.994 [84].

To assess the convergence of our results, we have com-
puted F for given 6;,. and d increasing the working pre-
cision. On average we find maximum deviations of the
order of 5%, which we consider as systematic error of our
calculations.

Fig. 2 shows the faithfulness between the hy polariza-
tion computed in GR and in presence of a non-vanishing
scalar charge d, for one year of observation time until
the plunge, and different initial inclination angles 6;,..
Note that in this case the initial orbital separation of
the binary is not the same in the different models: it
is a function of d and #;,.. The results shown in Fig. 2
confirm the dephasing analysis. They also show that for
d 2 0.05 the faithfulness sharply drops from one, for all
configurations considered, and saturates around F ~ 0.4.
While inclined configurations yield smaller values of F,
this trend changes for retrograde orbits with 6;,. > 0.74,
since these system plunge faster allowing for a shorter
frequency integration.

Finally, in Fig. 3 we show the faithfulness as a function
of iy, for d = 0.03 and d = 0.1. This analysis shows that
the faithfulness is significantly smaller for prograde orbits
than for retrograde ones. For orbits of the same kind
(either prograde or retrograde), the faithfulness has a
mild dependence on the inclination angle. This behaviour
holds for different values of the charge.

(alb) = 4R RIPMgr (75)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

EMRIs are among the primary targets of the future
space interferometer LISA. Their long inspiral evolution
allows to estimate the source parameters with exquisite
precision, rendering such binaries golden tools for precise
tests of gravity in the strong field regime.

Modelling EMRIs beyond GR is still in its early stages,
although a new framework to describe such binaries
within Self-Force and in theories of gravity with extra
scalar fields, has recently been developed [55]. This ap-
proach is theory-agnostic at the adiabatic order in the
mass ratio, with changes in the binary evolution uniquely
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FIG. 1. Quadrupolar dephasing as function of the observing
time for different values of the initial inclination of the orbit.
We fix the scalar charge to d = 0.01. The horizontal line
corresponds to the threshold value for detectability, A¢ = 0.1,
for an EMRI observed by LISA with SNR= 30 [80].
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FIG. 2. Faithfulness between the plus polarization of the GW
signal computed in GR and in presence of a non-vanishing
scalar charge d, as function of the scalar charge, for different
values of the initial inclination angle. We assume one year of
observation before the plunge. The horizontal line identifies
the threshold below which the two signals are distinguished
by LISA for an EMRI observed with SNR=30 [84].

determined by the scalar charge of the EMRI secondary,
d. The approach builds upon a series of recent works,
which determined the adiabatic evolution of EMRI on
equatorial circular and eccentric orbits for massless fields
[27, 74], and for equatorial circular inspirals and massive
scalars [57]. In this paper have extended the description
of EMRIs with massless scalar fields to inclined circular
orbits around Kerr black holes, for both prograde and
retrograde trajectories. We have computed the gravita-
tional and scalar fluxes, which drive the EMRI adiabatic
evolution, and assessed the relevance of the orbital incli-
nation on the detectability of d.
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2 but as function of the initial inclina-
tion, for different values of the scalar charge.

We have computed the dephasing induced by the pres-
ence of the scalar charge for different inspirals up to the
plunge. This analysis suggests that LISA could be able
to detect charges as small as d = 0.01.

We have then performed a more rigorous analysis,
based on the faithfulness computed between gravitational
waveforms in GR and with a non-vanishing scalar charge.
We find that scalar charges with d 2 0.05 could lead to
distinguishable signals after one year of observation in the
LISA band, consistently with the results of Papers I-III.
We also find that the faithfulness is significantly smaller
for prograde orbits than for retrograde ones. By focus-
ing on orbits which are either prograde or retrograde, we
find that the faithfulness mildly decreases (increases) for
larger values of the initial inclination angle for prograde
(retrograde) orbits. This suggests that inclined prograde
orbits could leave a larger imprint of the charge on the
emitted waveform.

Both the dephasing and the faithfulness provide only
preliminary indications on the actual impact of GR cor-
rections on the EMRI waveform, as they do not take
into account correlations among the source parameters.
A fully Bayesian analysis based on Monte Carlo Markov
Chain simulations with Fast EMRI Waveforms [77, 85]
is currently in preparation [86]. We are also planning to
extend our formalism to generic configurations, i.e. treat-
ing EMRIs on eccentric, inclined orbits. This will com-
plete the description of EMRIs with scalar fields at the
adiabatic order. Efforts to include post-adiabatic correc-
tions [44], including spin and dipole contributions from
the secondary [34] are underway and will require a longer
path.



Appendix A: Condition for non vanishing k modes

In this Appendix we show that, as anticipated in
Sec. I E, modes of the solution of the Teukolsky equation
with odd £+ m + k = 2n + 1 identically vanish. To this
aim, we shall show that the integral in Eq. (47),

27 2 "
+a°Ez ]
0 Blzr —2(x)) 1 (A1)
x ei(k20+me)t(0)—imd(x)

vanishes when ¢+m+k is odd; this leads to the vanishing
of the corresponding function Zg,, (49).

Let us consider the symmetry properties of the inte-
grand of (A1) under reflection with respect to the equa-
torial plane § = x = 7/2, i.e. for the transforma-
tion & — 7 — 6, which corresponds to x — m — x (see
Eq. (16)). Since z = cos? 0, el B0
B(z4+—2(x))
this transformation. The properties of the spheroidal
harmonics [71] for even spin s (we are considering the
cases s = 0,2) imply that

is invariant for

Stmlm = 0] = (=1)""™57,,16). (A2)

Finally, since the particle employ half-period Ty to
reach the opposite position with respect to the equatorial
plane, we find:

-
_99
_ de
d)_ﬂ-ﬁe

t(r —x) —t(x) = ;7o

1
2
br—x) — 6(x) = 3 (43)

thus

(k20 +mO2)t(m — x) — mp(T — X)
— (k$2o + m82,)t(x) + mo(x)

0,
=(k2 + qu&)l —mr2? —kr.

o 7 (A4)

10

Therefore, for 6§ — 7w — 6

ei(k99+m!2¢)t—imq5 — (_1)kei(kﬂg+mﬂ¢)t—im¢ . (A5)

Putting all together, we get that for § — m — 0, the in-
tegrand in Eq. (A1) is multiplied by a factor (—1)Tm+k,

Therefore, if | + m + k is odd, the integrand is an-
tisymmetric with respect to equatorial reflection in its
integration domain, and the integral (A1) is then vanish-
ing.

Appendix B: Non-equatorial geodesics in terms of

elliptic functions

Egs. (17)-(18) can be integrated using elliptic func-
tions. Their general solution is:

[ #Gon)

VB4

tix) =

+a2E\/§[€ (5-x2)-&+ @
()]

where K is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind,
F, &, II are the incomplete elliptic integrals of first, sec-
ond and third kind, respectively, 2 = z_/z;, K = K(2),
E=E(n)2,2), I = I (n/2,2_, %) [87]. Although elliptic
functions are usually defined in the domain [0, 7/2], they
can be straightforwardly extended to 0 < x < 27.
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