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Whilst most of the binary configurations in modified theories of gravity are studied under quasi-
circular orbit limit, eccentricity effects could play a significant role in future gravitational wave
detections. We derive the gravitational radiation-reaction force for nonspinning eccentric orbits
within the effective-one-body (EOB) description for the massless scalar-tensor theories up to 1.5
post-Newtonian (PN) order. The effects in such theories start at 1/c3 and interestingly, the 1.5PN
order effect is due to the radiation reaction square effects which is a conservative effect. The results
derived here can be implemented in the quasi-circular EOB-based waveform models to construct
waveform templates for generic orbit binaries within massless scalar-tensor theories of gravity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of gravitational wave events by the
LIGO collaboration [1] opened the possibility of study-
ing the dynamics in the strong-gravity regime. Future
gravitational wave events measured by the current [2–4]
and next generation of detectors, such as the Einstein
telescope [5] and the Cosmic Explorer [6], will open the
possibility of testing General Relativity (GR) in strong-
gravity regime by constraining the parameters of alter-
native gravity theories.

The simplest extension of GR to consider scalar fields
non-minimally coupled to gravity, called scalar-tensor
theories, have been extensively studied in the literature
both observationally [7–12], numerically [13–18], and the-
oretically [19–33], especially within the post-Newtonian
(PN) formalism. The energy flux in scalar-tensor theo-
ries is know up to 1.5PN order for generic (non-circular
orbits without tides and spins) orbits [31] and the angu-
lar momentum flux for inspiralling compact objects for
generic orbits up to 1.5PN order was recently computed
in Refs. [34].

In addition to the post-Newtonian description, there
has also been recent progress in constructing the effec-
tive one body (EOB) Hamiltonian from the two-body
PN dynamics in scalar-tensor theories for non-spinning
binary [35–39] with leading order (LO) tidal effects [37].

The EOB formalism [40, 41] constructed by combining
the information of the post-Newtonian (PN) theory and
numerical relativity (NR) waveforms improves the wave-
form generation and hence is crucial to produce semi-
analytical accurate waveform templates to match filter
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against the data observed in the gravitational wave detec-
tors. In the context of scalar-tensor theories, EOB-based
models have always employed quasi-circular radiation re-
action force and waveform. The aim of this paper is to
extend the quasi-circular radiation-reaction force for the
scalar-tensor theories to eccentric orbits up to 1.5PN or-
der.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give a

brief overview the scalar-tensor theories followed by the
brief overview of the EOB description and the radiation
reaction force in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we first derive a
transformation between ADM, Harmonic and EOB co-
ordinate systems up to 2PN order, explore the arbitrari-
ness (due to gauge choice) in the reactive terms at 1.5PN
order using the method developed by Iyer and Will in
Ref. [42, 43] and then finally present the energy and angu-
lar momentum flux in EOB coordinates up to 2PN order.
Finally, in Sec. V, we first discuss the approach used in
this work and then compute the radiation-reaction force
up to 0.5PN order, followed by a discussion in Sec. VI.
In this work, we use the conventions of Refs. [34, 37–

39] to define the body-dependent ST parameters (see Ap-
pendix A of Ref. [34] for details). Unless other otherwise
specified, we will also consider geometric units, such as
G = c = 1.

II. BRIEF OVERVIEW: SCALAR-TENSOR

In this work, we consider the massless scalar-tensor
theories for which the action is described by the coupling
of the usual Einstein-Hilbert action with the scalar field
φ as

S =
c4

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g(R− 2gµν∂µφ∂νφ)

+ Sm[Ψ,A(φ)
2
gµν ] . (2.1)
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Here, gµν is the Einstein metric, R is the Ricci scalar, Ψ
collectively denotes the matter fields, g ≡ det(gµν) and
G is the bare Newton’s constant. The above action is
expressed in the Einstein frame, which is obtained by a
conformal transformation of the physical frame (Jordan
frame) metric g̃µν as

g̃µν = A(φ)
2
gµν , (2.2)

to simplify the calculations, where A(φ) is called the
coupling function. The scalar field couples minimally to
Einstein frame metric and non-minimally to the matter
fields, however it is non-minimally coupled to the metric
in the Jordan frame. The scalar-tensor theory is uniquely
fixed when the function A(φ) is defined, General Rela-
tivity is recovered when A(φ) = cst. We adopt the con-
ventions and notations of Damour and Esposito-Farese
(DEF, hereafter) [19, 44].

The field equations for the scalar-tensor theories in
Einstein frame are derived in [19] and the coupling be-
tween the matter and the scalar field in the equations of
motion is measured by the parameter

α(φ) =
∂ lnA
∂φ

. (2.3)

The effective gravitational constant in scalar-tensor
theories depends on the scalar-field so that the compact
object size and its internal gravity vary with the scalar
field. Therefore, as suggested by [45], the compact, self-
gravitating objects in scalar-tensor theories can be con-
sidered as point particles described by the mass function
mJ(ϕ), dependent on the value of scalar field at the po-
sition of particle. The matter action is then given by

Sm = −
∑

J=A,B

∫ √
−gµν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
mJ(φ) , (2.4)

wheremJ(φ) is the Einstein frame mass of body J , and λ

is an affine parameter. Since g̃µν = A(φ)
2
gµν , the Jordan

frame mass is then defined as

m̃J(φ) =
mJ(φ)

A(φ)
. (2.5)

The dimensionless body-dependent parameters that de-
scribe the scalar field effect in the Einstein-frame up to
the 2PN order are defined using the Einstein frame mass
function mJ(φ) following Refs. [19, 44] i.e.

αJ =
d lnmJ(φ)

dφ
,

βJ =
dαJ

dφ
.

β′
J =

dβJ
dφ

. (2.6)

The energy flux in Refs. [31, 46, 47] is expressed in Jordan
frame equivalents of the above parameters. As we work
in DEF conventions, we will make use of the relations
given in Table I of Ref. [37] to perform the conversion of
Jordan frame parameters to DEF ones.

III. BRIEF OVERVIEW: EOB & RADIATION
REACTION FORCE

In this section, before proceeding to the computations
of the radiation-reaction force in ST theory, we briefly
review the EOB formalism proposed in Refs. [40, 41]
as a way to extend the validity of PN results beyond
the weak-field and slow-motion regime by resumming
the PN results. The three main features of the EOB
approach are: description of the conservative (Hamilto-
nian) dynamics of a two-body system, expression for the
radiation-reaction effects, and the description of GWs
emitted by the coalescence of a compact binary.
The EOB approach maps the relative motion of two

bodies with masses mA and mB into the motion of an
effective particle of mass µ = mAmB/M , where M =
mA + mB , moving in an external metric. Throughout
this paper, we describe the motion of the effective particle
with rescaled polar coordinates (r, θ, ϕ).
The conservative EOB dynamics is completely de-

scribed by the following effective metric up to 2PN order

ds2eff = −A(r)c2dt2eff +B(r)dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin(θ)2dϕ2

)
(3.1)

where A(r) and B(r) are the two EOB potentials, teff
is the coordinate time of the effective EOB metric, and
r is the radial separation in EOB coordinates. In this
work, we specialise to nonspinning systems and equato-
rial motions, i.e. set θ = π/2. The generalisation of
the EOB formalism beyond 2PN order is attained by in-
troducing the non-geodesic contributions to the effective
metric (see, e.g., Ref. [48] for details).
The metric above, Eq. (3.1), can be used to obtain

an EOB Hamiltonian, hereafter denoted by H, describ-
ing the conservative dynamics of generic binary orbits,
both bound and unbound. The EOB Hamiltonian in the
scalar-tensor theories for non-spinning binary is known
up to 3PN order[35–39]. However, the current EOB re-
alization of the radiation reaction force and the emitted
waveform in scalar-tensor theories is limited to the case
of quasi-circular orbits. The main aim of our study is to
extend the radiation reaction force along general orbits
for nonspinning compact objects.
In GR, different approaches have been employed to

study the gravitational radiation reaction. In this
work, we will follow the balance approach developed in
Refs. [42, 43], i.e. we relate the energy and angular mo-
mentum losses of the system to the corresponding gravi-
tational radiation at infinity. This approach was already
used in Refs. [49, 50] to derive the radiation reaction force
for GR within the EOB-formalism.
For nonprecessing binaries, when the motion is planar,

Hamilton’s equations read

ṙ =
∂H

∂pr
, ṗr = −∂H

∂r
+ Fr ,

ϕ̇ =
∂H

∂pϕ
, ṗϕ = −∂H

∂ϕ
+ Fϕ , (3.2)
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where ‘dot’ denotes differentiation with respect to time
and radiation reaction forces (Fr,Fφ) [41, 51] have been
added to the conservative equations.

The force components Fϕ and Fr can be determined
by computing the variation in the energy

Esystem = H(r, pr, pϕ)− (mA +mB)c
2 , (3.3)

and the angular momentum

Jsystem = pϕ , (3.4)

of the binary system using Hamilton’s equations,
Eq. (3.2) above, and comparing them with the corre-
sponding energy ΦE and angular momentum ΦJ fluxes
emitted in the form of gravitational waves at infinity.
However, we can not simply equate the energy and an-
gular momentum losses of the system to −ΦE and −ΦJ ,
respectively, as the energy and angular momentum of the
system have additional terms called the Schott terms [52],
say ESchott and JSchott, due to the system’s interaction
with the radiation field.

Using Hamilton’s equations, and remembering H is in-
dependent of ϕ, we obtain that the time derivatives of the
energy and angular momentum (radiation losses) of the
system are

Ėsystem = ṙFr + ϕ̇Fϕ ,

J̇system = Fϕ . (3.5)

The balance equation after including the Schott terms
read

Ėsystem + ĖSchott +ΦE = 0 ,

J̇system + J̇Schott +ΦJ = 0 . (3.6)

Combining Eqs. (3.6) and (3.5), we obtain the equations
to solve for the two components of the force are

Fr ṙ = −Fϕϕ̇− ĖSchott − ΦE ,

Fϕ = −J̇Schott − ΦJ . (3.7)

The far zone energy and angular momentum fluxes
are gauge invariant but the radiation reaction forces Fr

and Fϕ, and the Schott terms could be gauge dependent
quantities. The gauge freedom in radiation reaction force
at the leading order in GR, i.e. 2.5PN order, was first dis-
cussed by Refs. [42, 43] where they found that this gauge
freedom is related to the freedom to change the coor-
dinate system. Following this, Ref. [49] showed that the
gauge freedom of radiation reaction term at 2.5PN in GR

is also related to gauge freedom in defining Schott terms,
i.e., we can consider a vanishing JSchott.
However, due to the presence of a non-vanishing dipole

in scalar-tensor theories, in addition to the quadrupo-
lar radiation, there is also a scalar dipolar radiation in
scalar-tensor theories starting at a lower PN order. In
Sec. IV 1, we study the presence (or lack of) gauge free-
dom at 1.5PN order.

IV. COORDINATE SYSTEM
TRANSFORMATIONS

In Refs. [31, 34], the angular momentum flux and the
energy flux for scalar-tensor theory are derived in har-
monic coordinate system. As the main aim of this paper
is to derive the radiation-reaction within the EOB for-
malism, we transform the fluxes into EOB coordinates.
To do so, we use (i) the transformation between ADM
and EOB coordinates derived in Refs. [35–37] and (ii)
the transformation between ADM and harmonic coordi-
nates derived in Refs. [35, 37].
Here, we first define the family of fundamental scalars

associated to each coordinate system

v2h = (vh · vh), ṙ2h = (nh · vh)
2,

1

rh
,

v2a = (va · va), p2a = (pa · pa), ṙ2a = (na · va)
2,

p2r,a = (na · pa)
2,

1

ra
,

and

p2e = (pe · pe), p2r,e = (ne · pe)
2,

1

re
, (4.1)

where the subscript ‘h’, ‘a’ and ‘e’ indicates harmonic,
ADM and EOB coordinate system respectively. The bold
faced letters are used to denote (three-dimensional) spa-
tial vectors. We will also use ‘tilde’ to define dimension-
less variables, i.e.,

p̃X =
pX

µ
, p̃2r,X =

(
pr,X
µ

)2

, (4.2)

for X = {h, a, e}.

1. ADM to harmonic

As the acceleration dependence in the Lagrangian
starts at 2PN order, the transformation between ADM
and harmonic coordinate system also starts at 2PN order.
The explicit 2PN coordinate transformation is derived in
Ref. [35] and the explicit 3PN coordinate transformation
is derived in Ref. [37]. The transformation up to 2PN
order is,
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rh = ra +
1

c4

ra

[
G2

ABM
2

r2a

(
ν[f11 − f12 − f13 + f14] +

f13m1

M
+
f12m2

M

)
− GABM

ra
ν

(
1

8
+ 3f10 + 3f7 + 3

m1

M
f9 + 3

m2

M
f8

)
ṙ2a

−GABM

ra

(
−7

8
ν − 1

2
νγAB + f1ν − f3ν − f4ν + f6ν −

m1

M
f6 −

m2

M
f1 +

m1

M
ν(f4 + f5 + f6) +

m2

M
ν(f1 + f2 + f3)

)
v2a

]

−va
GABM

ra
ν

[
7

4
+ γAB + 2(f1 + f6) + 2

m1

M
(f5 − f3) + 2

m2

M
(f2 − f4)

]
raṙa

}
+O

(
1

c5

)
,

vh =
drh
dt

= va +
1

c4

G2
ABM

2

r2a

[
va

(
7

4
ν + ν(2f1 + 2f6 + f11 − f12 − f13 + f14) +

m2

M
(f12 + 2νf2 − 2νf4)

+
m1

M
(f13 + 2f5ν − 2f3ν)

)
+

ra
ra
ṙa

(
−ν
4
− 2ν(2f1 + 3f10 − f11 + f12 + f13 − f14 − f3 − f4 + 2f6 + 3f7)

−m1

M
(2[f13 + f6]− ν[−2f3 + 2f4 + 4f5 + 2f6 + 6f9])−

m2

M
(2[f12 + f1]− ν[−2f4 + 2f1 + 4f2 + 2f3 + 6f8])

)]

+
GABM

ra

[
va

(
−7

8
ν + ν[−3f1 + f3 + f4 − 3f6] +

m1

M
[f6 + ν(2f3 − f4 − 3f5 − f6)] +

m2

M
[f1 + ν(2f4 − f3 − 3f2 − f1)]

)
v2a

+vaν

(
13

8
+ 2f1 − 3f10 + 2f6 − 3f7 +

m1

M
[−2f3 + 2f5 − 3f9] +

m2

M
[2f2 − 2f4 − 3f8]

)
ṙ2a +

ra
ra
ν

(
3

8
+ 9f10 + 9f7 + 9

m1

M
f9

+9
m2

M
f8

)
ṙ3a +

ra
ra

(
−9

8
ν + ν[f1 − 6f10 − f3 − f4 + f6 − 6f7]−

m1

M
[f6 − ν(f4 + f5 + f6 − 6f9)]

−m2

M
[f1 − ν(f1 + f2 + f3 − 6f8)]

)
v2aṙa

]+O
(

1

c5

)
,

pa

µ
= va +

1

c2

[
ν
GABM

ra
ṙa na + v2a

(1− 3ν)

2
va + (3 + ν + 2γAB)

GABM

ra
va

]
+

1

c4

3

8

(
1− 7ν + 13ν2

)
v4ava

+
GABM

2ra

[(
7− 10ν − 9ν2 − 8(f1 + f6)ν + 4(1− 2ν)γAB + 8

m1

M

(
f6 + [f3 − f5 − f6]ν

)
+ 8

m2

M

(
f1 + [f4 − f1 − f2]ν

) )
v2a

+
(
[1− 5ν + 4f1 − 12f10 + 4f6 − 12f7]ν + 4

m1

M

[
3f10(1− ν)− f6 + (f5 + f6 − f3 − 3f9)ν

]
+ 4

m2

M

[
3f7(1− ν)− f1

+(f1 + f2 − f4 − 3f8)ν
] )
ṙ2a

]
va +

GABM

2ra
ṙa

[(
[1 + 4f1 + 4f6 − 12f7 − 12f10 − 5ν]ν + 4

m1

M

[
3f10(1− ν)− f6(1− ν)

+(f5 − f3 − 3f9)ν
]
+ 4

m2

M

[
3f7(1− ν)− f1(1− ν) + (f2 − f4 − 3f8)ν

] )
v2a +

(
24f10ν + 24f7ν + 3ν2

+24
m1

M

[
−f10 + (f9 + f10)ν

]
+ 24

m2

M

[
−f7 + (f7 + f8)ν

] )
ṙ2a

]
na +

G2
ABM

2

r2a

[
7

2
− 17

2
ν + ν2 +

11

4
γ2AB − 5γAB(−1 + ν)

+⟨β⟩(1− ν) + 2νβ+ − ⟨δ⟩+ 2(f1 − f12 − f13 + f6)ν + 2
m1

M

(
f13 + f6[−1 + ν] + [f11 + f14 − f3 + f5]ν

)
+2

m2

M

(
f12 + f1[−1 + ν] + [f11 + f14 − f4 + f2]ν

) ]
va +

G2
ABM

2

4r2a
ṙa

[
8
(
7 + 5γAB − β− − 3β+ + 2[f1 + f12 + f13 + f6]

+3[f10 + f7]
)
ν + 12ν2 + 4⟨δ⟩+ (2 + γAB)

2 + 8
m1

M

(
−3f10 − 2[f13 + f6] + [310 − 2(f11 + f14 + f3 − f5 − f6) + 3f9]ν

)
+8

m2

M

(
−3f7 − 2[f12 + f1] + [37 − 2(f11 + f14 + f4 − f2 − f1) + 3f8]ν

) ]
na

+O
(

1

c6

)
,
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va = p̃a +
1

c2

(
−νGABM

ra
p̃r,a na − p̃2a

(1− 3ν)

2
p̃a − (3 + ν + 2γAB)

GABM

ra
p̃a

)
+

1

c4

{
3

8

(
1− 5ν + 5ν2

)
p̃4ap̃a

+
GABM

ra

[
3

8

(
ν − 4ν2 − 8f10ν − 8f7ν −

m1

M
[8f10(−1 + ν) + 8f9ν]−

m2

M
[8f7(−1 + ν) + 8f8ν]

)
p̃2
r,a −

1

8

(
5ν + 4ν2

+8f1ν + 8f6ν +
m1

M
[8f6(−1 + ν) + (−8f3 + 8f5)ν] +

m2

M
[8f1(−1 + ν) + (−8f4 + 8f2)ν]

)
p̃2a

]
p̃r,ana

+
GABM

ra

[
1

8

(
17ν − 4ν2 + 24[f7 + f10]ν + 24

m1

M
[f9ν + (−1 + ν)f10] + 24

m2

M
[f8ν + (−1 + ν)f7]

)
p̃2r,a +

1

8

(
20− 95ν

−12ν2 + γAB[16− 64ν] + 8f1ν + 8f6ν + 8
m1

M
[f5ν − f3ν + (−1 + ν)f6] + 8

m2

M
[f2ν − f4ν + (−1 + ν)f1]

)
p̃2a

]
p̃a

−G
2
ABM

2

4r2a

[(
4 + 31ν + 4γAB[1 + 6ν] + γ2AB − 16⟨β⟩ν − 8[β+ +XABβ−]ν + 4⟨δ⟩+ 8[f12 + f13 − f11 − f14]ν − 8

m1

M
f13

−8
m2

M
f12

)
p̃r,ana −

(
22 + 65ν + 5γ2AB + 4γAB[7 + 9ν]− 4⟨β⟩[1 + ν]− 8νXABβ− + 4⟨δ⟩ − 4[f11 − f12 − f13 + f14]ν

−4
m1

M
f13 − 4

m2

M
f12

)
p̃a

]+O
(

1

c6

)
,

nh = na +
1

c4

{
ν
GABM

ra

[
7

4
+ γAB +

f1
2

+
f6
2

+
m1

M
(−2f3 + 2f5) +

m2

M
(2f2 − 2f4)

](
naṙ

2
a − vaṙa

)}
+O

(
1

c5

)
.

(4.3)

Therefore, the explicit transformation of the fundamental scalar quantities from the harmonic coordinate system to
the ADM coordinate system up to 2PN order is

v2h = p̃2a +
1

c2

(
−2ν

GABM

ra
p̃2r,a − (1− 3ν)p̃4a − 2(3 + ν + 2γAB)

GABM

ra
p̃2a

)
+

1

c4

{
1

4

(
4− 21ν + 24ν2

)
p̃6a

+
GABM

ra

[(
8− 6ν2 + γAB[6− 22ν]− 127

4
ν + 2[f1 + f6] + 2

m1

M
[f6(−1 + ν)− f3 + f5] + 2

m2

M
[f1(−1 + ν)− f4 + f2]

)
p̃4a

+

(
4ν − 5ν2 + 6f10ν − 2f6ν − 2[f1 + f3 + f4 − f7]ν + 2

m1

M
[f6 + 3f10(−1 + ν)− f6ν + (2f3 + f4 − f5 + 3f9)ν]

+ 2
m2

M
[f1 + 3f7(−1 + ν)− f1ν + (2f4 + f3 − f2 + 3f8)ν]

)
p̃2r,ap̃

2
a −

3

4

(
− ν + 4ν2 + 8[f10 + f7]ν + 8

m1

M
[f9ν + f10(ν − 1)]

+ 8
m2

M
[f8ν + f7(ν − 1)]

)
p̃4r,a

]
+
G2

ABM
2

r2a

[(
− 2− γ2AB

2
− 2⟨δ⟩ − 2γAB(1 + 4ν) + ν[−19

2
+ 3ν + 4β+ − 4β−XAB + 8⟨β⟩

+ 4f11 − 4f12 − 4f13 + 4f14]ν + 4
m1

M
f13 + 4

m2

M
f12

)
p̃2r,a +

(
20 +

13

2
γ2AB + 2⟨δ⟩+ 77

2
ν + 4νβ−XAB − 2νβ+ + ν2

− 2⟨β⟩[1 + ν] + γAB[26 + 22ν]− 2f11ν + 2f12ν + 2f13ν − 2f14ν − 2
m1

M
f13 − 2

m2

M
f12

)
p̃2a

]}
+O

(
1

c6

)
,

ṙ2h = p̃2r,a +
1

c2

(
−2ν

GABM

ra
p̃2r,a − p̃2a(1− 3ν)p̃2r,a − 2(3 + ν + 2γAB)

GABM

ra
p̃2r,a

)
+

1

c4

{
1

4

(
4− 21ν + 24ν2

)
p̃2r,ap̃

4
a
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− GABM

2ra

[
− 16 + 71ν + 20ν2 + 4νγAB + 4γAB(−3 + 11ν) + 8(f1 + f6)ν + 8

m1

M

(
− f6 + [−f3 + f5 + f6]ν

)
+ 8

m2

M

(
− f1 + [−f4 + f1 + f2]ν

)]
p̃2r,ap̃

2
a +

GABM

2ra

[
17ν + 4νγAB − 8ν2 + 8[f1 + f6]ν + 8

m1

M

(
− f6 + [−f3 + f4 + f5]ν

)

+ 8
m2

M

(
− f1 + [−f4 + f2 + f1]ν

)]
p̃4r,a +

G2
ABM

2

r2a

[(
29 + 14γAB + 6⟨β⟩+ 2β+ + 2f11 − 2f12 − 2f13 + 2f14

)
ν + 4ν2 − 2⟨β⟩

+ 6(1 + γAB)(3 + γAB) + 2
m1

M
f13 + 2

m2

M
f12

]}
+O

(
1

c4

)
,

1

rh
=

1

ra

{
1 +

1

c4

[
GABM

8ra

(
[−7− 4γAB + 8f1 − 8f3 − 8f4 + 8f6]ν + 8

m1

M
[−f6 + (f4 + f5 + f6)ν] + 8

m2

M
[−f1

+ (f1 + f2 + f3)ν]
)
p̃2a +

GABM

8ra

(
[15 + 8γAB + 16f1 + 24f10 + 16f6 + 24f7]ν + 8

m1

M
[(2f6 + 3f10)(ν − 1)

+ (2f5 − 2f3 + 3f9)ν] + 8
m2

M
[(2f1 + 3f7)(ν − 1) + (2f2 − 2f4 + 3f8)ν]

)
p̃2r,a

]
− G2

ABM
2

r2a

[(
f11 − f12 − f13 + f14

)
ν

+
m1

M
f13 +

m2

M
f12

]}
+O

(
1

c6

)
. (4.4)

Here, fi’s are the parameters of the total derivative func-
tion f entering at 2PN order [35] and

⟨β̄⟩ ≡ −XABβ− + β+,

⟨δ⟩ ≡ XABδ− + δ+ ,

with XAB ≡ (mA−mB)/M and “±′′ subscript denoting
the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of the ST pa-
rameters, e.g. x± ≡ (xA ± xB)/2 [37]. From the above
transformations, we verify that the harmonic to ADM co-
ordinate transformation of scalar-tensor theory reduces
to the coordinate transformation of GR in the GR limit
[49].

Until now, we only computed the transformation in-
volving the conservative orders up to 2PN order. How-
ever, there still remains the possible transformation
(gauge choice) in the radiation reaction terms which en-
ter at 1.5PN order due to the scalar dipolar radiation in
the scalar-tensor theory. The lowest order, i.e. 1.5PN
order dissipative relative acceleration term in harmonic
coordinates is [31]

a1.5PN
h =

4ζS2
−

3c3rh

G2
ABM

2ν

r2h
[3ṙhnh − vh] . (4.5)

Now, to investigate the alternative gauge choices for ra-
diation reaction at the leading order, we first write the
general form of the radiation reaction term for the bi-
nary system without spins and tidal effects using the fact
that: (i) the term must be a correction to the Newtonian
acceleration implying that it should be proportional to
(GM)/r2, (ii) should vanish in the test-mass limit, i.e.

should be proportional to symmetric mass-ratio ν, (iii)
must be non-linear in Newton’s constant as it is related to
the emission of gravitational radiation [i.e., should con-
tain an extra factor of (GM)/r], and finally, (iv) must
be odd in velocities, i.e. dissipative. As we are working
in scalar-tensor theories, Newton’s constant is replaced
by the coupling constant GAB of the theory. Therefore,
the general radiation reaction term at the leading order
reads

a1.5PN =
G2

ABM
2

r3
ν
[
A3/2 ṙ n+B3/2 v

]
, (4.6)

where v, n denote the relative velocity and separation
vector. The values for the parameters A3/2 and B3/2 in
harmonic coordinates can be read from Eq. (4.5). The
goal of our investigation would now be to determine these
two arbitrary parameters in ADM coordinates, for which
it will be sufficient to investigate for gauge freedom in
defining radiation-reaction terms.

For this, we take the post-Newtonian expressions for
the energy and angular momentum, Ẽ ≡ E/µ and J̃ ≡
J/µ, and calculate dẼ/dt and dJ̃/dt using 1PN equations
of motion supplemented with 1.5PN radiation reaction
of Eq. (4.6). The angular momentum and energy are
conserved up to 1PN order but the presence of dissipative
effects at 1.5PN order leads to non-vanishing values of
dẼ/dt and dJ̃/dt, and hence we have the freedom to add

arbitrary terms to Ẽ and J̃ at 1.5PN order (see Ref. [43]
for similar analysis). However, the term should be such
that it is proportional to ν (vanishes in the test-mass
limit), (GM)/r (non-linear effects for gravitational waves
emission), and odd in ṙ (dissipative effects). Therefore,



7

the possible terms for Ẽ and J̃ reduce to

Ẽ∗ ≡ ẼN + ν ṙ

(
GABM

r

)2

α3/2 ,

J̃∗ ≡ J̃N + ν ṙJ̃N

(
GABM

r

)
β3/2 , (4.7)

where we use ‘*’ to distinguish the arbitrary terms enter-
ing at 1.5PN order from the conserved quantities up to
1PN order, ẼN and J̃N = x×v are the Newtonian order
contribution to the energy and angular momentum, α3/2

and β3/2 are the arbitrary parameters entering at 1.5PN
order. Therefore, the energy and angular momentum or-
bital loss reads

dẼ∗

dt
= v · a1.5PN+

+ ν α3/2

[
r̈

(
GABM

r

)2

− 2
ṙ2

r

(
GABM

r

)2
]
,

dJ̃∗

dt
= x× a1.5PN + ν β3/2J̃N

[
GABM

r
r̈ − GABM

r

ṙ2

r

]
.

(4.8)

Now, in order to find the expression of the derivatives,
we use the Newtonian order equations of motion, i.e.

r̈ = −GABM

r2
+
v2

r
− ṙ2

r
, (4.9)

and acceleration at 1.5PN order from Eq. (4.6). Hence,
the explicit expression of the energy and angular momen-
tum loss reads

dẼ∗

dt
=

(
GABM

r

)2
ν

r

[
A3/2ṙ

2 +B3/2v
2

+α3/2

(
v2 − GABM

r
− 3ṙ2

)]
,

dJ̃∗

dt
=
GABM

r2
νJ̃N
r
β3/2

(
v2 − GABM

r
− 2ṙ2

)
+

(
GABM

r

)2
νJ̃N
r
B3/2 . (4.10)

We now use that the energy and angular momentum bal-
ance equations, i.e. the angular momentum and the en-

ergy orbital loss corresponds to the far-zone fluxes

dẼ∗

dt
= −

(
dẼ

dt

)
far−zone

,

dJ̃∗

dt
= −

(
dJ̃

dt

)
far−zone

, (4.11)

where the far-zone fluxes are(
dẼ

dt

)
far−zone

=
4

3
ζ S2

−
ν

r

(
GABM

r

)3

,(
dJ̃

dt

)
far−zone

=
4

3
ζ S2

−
ν

r

(
GABM

r

)2

J̃N . (4.12)

Comparing term-by-term Eqs. (4.10) and (4.12), we see
that all the four arbitrary parameters: A3/2, B3.2, α3/2

and β3/2 are uniquely determined, namely

A3/2 = 4ζS2
− , α3/2 =

4

3
ζS2

− ,

B3/2 = −4

3
ζS2

− , β3/2 = 0 . (4.13)

The far-zone energy and angular momentum fluxes ex-
pressed in terms of the radiative multipole moments at
infinity are gauge invariant, i.e. it is independent of the
coordinate system that preserves the asymptotic flatness.
Thus, the unique determination of the arbitrary coeffi-
cients implies that there is no residual gauge freedom
at 1.5PN order in scalar-tensor theories in contrast to
the residual gauge freedom at 2.5PN order in GR (see,
Refs. [42, 43]). Furthermore, this implies that there is
no coordinate transformation between ADM and har-
monic coordinates at 1.5PN order, and hence no coor-
dinate gauge freedom in the radiation reaction force.

2. ADM to EOB

In this section, we derive the transformation of the
fundamental scalars from ADM coordinates to EOB
coordinates up to 2PN order. The ADM to EOB
canonical transformation up to 3PN order is derived in
Refs. [35, 37]. For the purpose of this work, we consider
transformation only up to 2PN order.
The explicit transformation of the fundamental scalar

quantities in ADM coordinate system to the EOB coor-
dinate system reads

1

ra
=

1

re
+

1

c2

{
1

re

[
−ν
2
p̃2e +

GABM

re

(
1 + γAB +

ν

2

)]
− ν

re
p̃2r,e

}
+

1

rec4

{[
ν + 3ν2

] p̃4e
8

+
3ν2

2
p̃4r,e +

ν

2
p̃2ep̃

2
r,e

+
GABM

re

[(
− 7

8
ν2 − f6ν − f1ν +

m1

M
[f6 + (f3 − f5 − f6ν)] +

m2

M
[f1 + (f4 − f1 − f2ν)]

)
p̃2e −

(
− 3ν +

5

8
ν2 − 3γABν
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+ 2[f1 + f6]ν + 3[f10 + f7]ν +
m1

M
[(3f10 + 2f6)(ν − 1) + (3f9 + 2f5 − 2f3)ν] +

m2

M
[(3f7 + 2f1)(ν − 1)

+ (3f8 + 2f2 − 2f4)ν]
)
p̃2r,e

]
+
G2

ABM
2

r2e

[
1− 15

4
ν +

ν2

2
+ γAB

(
5

2
− 2ν

)
+

11

8
γ2AB + ⟨β⟩+ ν

2
β+ − 1

2
⟨δ⟩

+ (f11 − f12 − f13 + f14)ν +
m1

M
f13 +

m2

M
f12

]}
+O

(
1

c6

)
,

p2r,a = p2r,e −
1

c2

[
νp2r,e

(
2p̃2r,e − p̃2e

)]
+
p2r,e
c4

{
4ν2p̃4r,e −

3ν

4
p̃4e +

G2
ABM

2

r2e

[
− 19

2
ν +

1

2
ν2 + γAB(1− 6ν) +

3

4
γ2AB + 2⟨β⟩+ νβ+

− ⟨δ⟩+ 2(f11 − f12 − f13 + f14)ν − 2
m1

M
f13 − 2

m2

M
f12

]
+ ν
(
1− 3ν)p̃2ep̃

2
r,e +

GABM

re
(p̃2r,e − p̃2e)

[
− 4(−1 + f1 + f6 − γAB)ν

− 3

2
ν2 + 4

m1

M

(
f6 − [f5 + f6 − f3]ν

)
+ 4

m2

M

(
f1 − [f1 + f2 − f4]ν

)]
+O

(
1

c6

)
,

p2a = p2e +
1

c2

[
GABM

re
(p2e − p2r,e) (2 + ν + 2γAB)− νp2ep̃

2
e

]
+

1

c4

{[1
4
ν + ν2

]
p2ep̃

4
e +

GABM

4re
(p2r,e − p2e)

[
p̃2e

(
4ν + 9ν2 + 4γAB

+ 8[f1 + f6]ν + 8
m1

M
[f6(ν − 1)− f3ν + f5ν] + 8

m2

M
[f1(ν − 1)− f4ν + f2ν]

)
+ p̃2r,e

(
3ν2 + 24[f10 + f7]ν

+ 24
m1

M
[f9ν + f10(ν − 1)] + 24

m2

M
[f8ν + f7(ν − 1)]

)]
+
G2

ABM
2

4r2e
p2e

[
12− 26ν + 5ν2 + 4γAB(7− 3ν) + 15γ2AB + 8⟨β⟩

+ 4νβ+ − 4⟨δ⟩+ 8ν(f11 − f12 − f13 + f14) + 8
m1

M
f13 + 8

m2

M
f12

]
+
G2

ABM
2

4r2e
p2r,e

[
− 12 + 64ν − 7ν2 − 32γAB + 36γABν

− 18γ2AB − 16⟨β⟩ − 8νβ+ + 8⟨δ⟩ − 16ν(f11 + f14 − f12 − f13)− 16
m1

M
f13 − 16

m2

M
f12

]}
+O

(
1

c6

)
. (4.14)

3. Harmonic to EOB

As we want to transform the harmonic coordinate
angular momentum flux and energy flux presented in
Refs. [31, 34, 46, 47], we combine the two transformation
given in sections IV 1-IV 2 to obtain the transformation
from harmonic coordinates to EOB coordinates. The ex-
plicit expression of the transformation up to 2PN order
reads

ṙ2h = p̃2r,e +
1

c2

[
− 2νp̃4r,e + (4ν − 1)p̃2ep̃

2
r,e

− 2(3 + 2ν + 2γAB)
GABM

re
p̃2r,e

]
+

1

c4

[
4ν2p̃6r,e

+ (3ν − 9ν2)p̃4r,ep̃
2
e + (1− 6ν + 6ν2)p̃2r,ep̃

4
e

+

(
2 +

51

2
ν +

7

2
ν2 + 2γAB + 12γABν

)
GABM

re
p̃4r,e

+

(
6− 75

2
ν − 15

2
ν2 + 4γAB − 24γABν

)
GABM

re
p̃2r,ep̃

2
e

+

(
12 +

63

2
ν +

3

2
ν2 + 13γAB +

5

4
γ2AB + 14γABν

+ 3⟨β⟩(−1 + ν) + β+ν + ⟨δ⟩

)
G2

ABM
2

r2e
p̃2r,e

]
+O

(
1

c5

)
,

v2h = p̃2e +
1

c2

[
(−1 + 2ν) p̃4e +

GABM

re

(
p̃2r,e(−2− 3ν

− 2γAB)− p̃2e(4 + ν + 2γAB)

)]
+

1

c4

{
(1− 3ν + ν2)p̃6e

+
GABM

re

[(
4− 55

4
ν +

3

4
ν2 + 2γAB − 5γABν

)
p̃4e

+
(
4 + ν − 17

2
ν2 + 4γAB − 7γABν

)
p̃2ep̃

2
r,e

]

+
G2

ABM
2

r2e

[(
5 + 17ν − 3

4
ν2 + γAB[3 + 7ν]− 7

4
γ2AB

+ 2⟨β⟩ − β+

)
p̃2e +

(
7 +

29

2
ν +

9

4
ν2 + γAB[10 + 7ν] + 3γ2AB

+ 2⟨β⟩[ν − 2] + 2β+ν + ⟨δ⟩
)
p̃2r,e

]}
+O

(
1

c5

)
,

1

rh
=

1

re
+

1

c2

[
− ν

2re
p̃2e +

GABM

r2e

(
1 + γAB +

ν

2

)
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− ν

re
p̃2r,e

]
+

1

c4

[
(ν + 3ν2)

p̃4e
8re

+ ν
p̃2ep̃

2
r,e

2re
+ 3ν2

p̃4r,e
2re

− ν
GABM

8r2e

(
[−39 + 5ν − 32γAB]p̃

2
r,e + [7 + 7ν + 4γAB]p̃

2
e

)
+
G2

ABM
2

r3e

(
1− 15

4
ν +

ν2

2
+

[5− 4ν]

2
γAB +

11

8
γ2AB

+ ⟨β⟩+ β+ν −
⟨δ⟩
2

)]
+O

(
1

c5

)
. (4.15)

We use the above derivations of the coordinate trans-
formation from harmonic to EOB coordinate system to
express the energy and angular momentum flux in EOB
coordinates [31, 34, 46, 47]. The energy flux in EOB
coordinates is expressed as

ϕeE = GABc
3ϕE , (4.16)

where ϕeE is the energy flux in EOB coordinate system
and ϕE is the physical energy flux expressed in harmonic
coordinates. Similarly, the angular momentum flux in
EOB coordinates can be expressed as

ϕeJ = c3
ϕJ
M

, (4.17)

where ϕeJ is the angular momentum flux in EOB coordi-
nate system and ϕJ is the physical angular momentum
flux expressed in harmonic coordinates. The explicit ex-
pression of EOB coordinate energy and angular momen-
tum flux up to 2PN is given in the supplementary file
attached.

V. RADIATION-REACTION

In this section, we use the EOB coordinate energy and
angular momentum flux to derive the generic orbit ra-
diation reaction force within EOB formalism for non-
spinning systems. Since from now on we will only work in
EOB coordinates, we will drop the e subscript and tilde
to define the dimensionless variables and denote EOB
phase space coordinates with (r, φ, pr, pφ).
Now, let us remember that there are two contributions

to the fluxes in scalar-tensor theory, i.e. a scalar con-
tribution in addition to the usual tensorial one. In this
work, we will compute the radiation reaction force due to
both the scalar and tensorial contributions up to 1.5PN
order.

Numerically, in most regions of the parameter space
the scalar fluxes are small contributions to the total en-
ergy or angular momentum fluxes.

Radiation reaction in the EOB framework was first
computed in Ref. [41] for quasi-circular inspirals in GR.
The arbitrary gauge freedom discussed in Refs. [42, 43]
in the radiation reaction force was utilised in [41] to find
a freedom in relating the angular (Fϕ) and radial com-
ponent (Fr) of the radiation reaction force. However, as

shown above, there is no gauge freedom at 1.5PN order
in scalar-tensor theories which implies that the quasi-
circular orbit relations of GR do not hold in ST theories
at 1.5PN order.
GR relations were later used to compute the generic

orbit radiation reaction force in Ref. [49] (see also [50]).
We here start with the approach of Ref. [50] in GR to
derive radiation reaction (RR) force that satisfy

Fqc
ϕ = −

Φqc
E

Ω
,

Fqc
r = Fqc

ϕ

pr
pϕ

= −
Φqc

E pr
Ωpϕ

, (5.1)

for circular orbits, where Ω is the orbital frequency. This
formulation then allows the generic orbit force to be fac-
torised as

Fr = Fqc
r Fecc

r ,

Fϕ = Fqc
ϕ Fecc

ϕ , (5.2)

where Fecc
X now denote the eccentric fluxes.

To derive the radiation reaction force in the EOB co-
ordinates using the above balance equations, we use the
energy flux and angular momentum flux in the EOB co-
ordinates and write a generic ansatz with the unknown
coefficients for the Schott terms. Then, we calculate the
unknown coefficients in the Schott terms by requiring
that the force be reduced to the radiation reaction force
in the limit of quasi-circular orbits,

Fϕ = −ΦJ +O
(
p2r

)
+O (ṗr) ,

Frpϕ
Fϕpr

= 1 +O
(
p2r

)
, (5.3)

where the radial momenta pr and its first derivative ṗr are
zero for circular orbits. As discussed previously, we will
show that Eqs. (5.3), which are valid in General Relativ-
ity (GR), cannot be upheld in scalar-tensor (ST) theories
and therefore must be relaxed.

A. Ansatz for Schott terms

The general ansatz for the Schott terms is dictated by
the fact that these terms enter due to the interaction
with the radiation field, i.e., these are radiation effects.
Therefore, we follow the postulates of constructing the
radiation reaction acceleration given in Eq. (4.6) and ad-
ditionally requiring that the angular momentum remains
a pseudo-vector to construct the general ansatz. This
implies that the Schott energy and angular momentum
must be proportional to the odd powers in pr,m/r for the
non-linear effects and ν2 for vanishing radiation effects in
the test mass limit.
However, before expressing the general form of the

ansatz for Schott terms, we recall that due to the pres-
ence of the scalar field (and hence, the dipolar radiation



10

due to the scalar field) in scalar-tensor theories, the con-
tribution to flux starts one PN order before their GR
equivalent, i.e., at -1PN order. In order to account of
this information for the construction of general ansatz,
we first explicitly compute both the energy and the angu-
lar momentum Schott terms at -1PN order. To do this,
we consider an analogy with the dipolar radiation due
to an electric charge in electrodynamics. The radiation-
reaction force (Abraham-Lorentz Force) for a slowly mov-
ing point particle with charge e is [53],

FED
rad =

2e2

3c3
ȧ , (5.4)

where a is the acceleration and the superscript ‘ED’ is
to specify electrodynamics. In terms of the multipole
moments the above equation can then be expressed as

F rad,ED
i =

2e

3c3
I
(3)
i , (5.5)

where I
(3)
i is the electric dipole moment. This implies

that the radiation reaction force for a point particle mov-
ing in a scalar field must also be proportional to the third-
time derivative of the scalar dipole moment,

F rad
i = CsI

s(3)

i , (5.6)

where Isi =
4αAB(α0

B−α0
A)ζMν

(1−ζ) ri = SABri is the scalar

dipole moment and Cs is some constant of proportion-
ality. Therefore, the energy and angular momentum ra-
diated from the system due to the scalar dipolar radiation
are,

Ėsystem = F rad
i vi ,

J̇system = ϵijkriF
rad
j , (5.7)

where ri and vi are the position and the velocity of the
particle, respectively. Using Eq. (5.6) in the above equa-
tions, we obtain

Ėsystem = CsI
s(3)

i vi

=
Cs

SAB
Is

(3)

i İis , (5.8)

and

J̇system = ϵijkCsI
s(3)

j ri

=
Cs

SAB
ϵijkIsi I

s(3)

j . (5.9)

The radiated energy given in Eq. (5.8) can be expressed
in terms of the total time derivative term as

Ėsystem =
Cs

SAB

[
d

dt

(
Ïsi İ

s
i

)
− Ïsi Ï

s
i

]
. (5.10)

Now, using the above equation and the balance law equa-
tion given in Eq. (3.6), we find that the leading order

energy Schott term, E(schott), due to the scalar dipolar
radiation is

E(schott) =
Cs

SAB
Ïsi İ

s
i . (5.11)

Similarly, for the radiated angular momentum given in
Eq. (5.9) can be expressed as,

J̇system =
Cs

SAB
ϵijk

[
d

dt

(
Isi Ï

s
j

)
− İsi Ï

s
j

]
, (5.12)

and the leading order angular momentum Schott term,
J(schott), due to the scalar dipolar radiation is,

J(schott) =
Cs

SAB
ϵijkIsi Ï

s
j . (5.13)

Using the definition of the scalar dipole moment and the
Newtonian order equations of motion in Eqs. (5.11) and
(5.13), we obtain that for the dipolar radiation there is no
angular momentum contribution to the Schott term, i.e.
J(schott) = 0, whereas the energy Schott term is non-zero.
Furthermore, we note that the energy and the an-

gular momentum flux at 0.5PN order (the radiation-
reaction square effects) is a total derivative term, im-
plying that these can be used to define a new conserved
quantity. Therefore, these terms must not contribute in
the radiation-reaction force.
After considering the above two observations, the

ansatz for the Schott terms we use is,

JSchott =
ν2pϕpr
r2

[
ξ1
c2

+
1

c3
ξ2
prr

]
, (5.14)

ESchott =
ν2pr
r2

[
ψ0 +

1

c2

(
ψ1p

2
r + ψ2p

2 +
ψ3

r

)

+
1

c3
ψ4

prr2

]
. (5.15)

B. Generic orbit RR force

Using the fluxes and Schott terms, the radiation reac-
tion force is calculated using the balance equation and the
radiation reaction condition in the circular-orbit limit.

1. -1PN order

As mentioned previously, scalar-tensor contributions
start one PN order before their GR equivalents. We also
noted how there is no gauge freedom in the radiation re-
action term at 1.5PN order between Harmonic coordinate
system and ADM coordinate system.
At this order, the RR fluxes read

Fφ = −4

3
ν2ζ ′S2

− pφ u
3 +O

(
1

c2

)
,
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Fr =
4

3
ν2u3

[
3

2
ψ0 pr +

(
ζ ′S2

− − 3

4
ψ0

)
p2φu

2

pr

−
(
ζ ′S2

− − 3

4
ψ0

)
u

pr

]
+O

(
1

c2

)
, (5.16)

where we defined u ≡ 1/r and pφ is such that p2 =
p2r + p2φu

2.
As mentioned previously, the unknown parameters en-

tering the ansatz of the Schott terms are determined by
satisfying the circular orbit limit, which requires that the
radial flux in the above equation must not contain neg-
ative powers of the radial momentum pr. This leads to
the solution,

ψ0 =
4

3
ζ ′S2

− , (5.17)

so that

Fr =
8

3
ν2ζ ′S2

−pru
3 +O

(
1

c2

)
. (5.18)

At this level, it is easy to see we cannot impose
(Frpϕ)/(Fϕpr) = 1. Instead we get

Frpϕ
Fϕpr

= −2 . (5.19)

From here on, we will use the conditions

Fϕ = −ΦJ +O
(
p2r

)
+O (ṗr) ,

Frpϕ
Fϕpr

= 1 +O
(
p2r

)
, (5.20)

in the limit of quasi-circular orbits for scalar-tensor the-
ories.

2. Newtonian Order

At Newtonian order, we follow the same steps as above,
i.e. impose that the radial momentum contains only pos-
itive powers of pr, in addition to Eq. (5.20) to determine
all four free parameters, as

ξ1 =
8

15
(2 + γAB) +

4

15
ζ ′

[
14S2

+ − S+(3S−XAB + 80θ+)

+ 10S−(θ− +XABθ+)− S2
−(6− 5⟨β̄⟩+ 5γAB + ν)

+ 120θ2+

]
,

ψ1 = −4

3
(2 + γAB)−

2

3
ζ ′

[
6S2

+ − 32θ+S+ + 8θ−S−

− S2
−(3− 2⟨β̄⟩+ 2γ̄AB) + 40θ2+

]
,

ψ2 =
32

15
(2 + γAB) +

2

15

[
32S2

+ − 160θ+S+ + 40θ−S−

− S2
−(2− 10⟨β̄⟩+ 15ν) + 240θ2+

]
,

ψ3 = − 4

15
S−ζ

′

[
4S+XAB + S−

(
31 + 10⟨β̄⟩

+ 10γ̄AB − 7ν

)]
. (5.21)

At this order, the final forms for the radiation reaction
forces are

Fφ = −4

3
ν2ζ ′S2

− pφ u
3 +

1

c2
FN

φ +O

(
1

c3

)
,

Fr =
8

3
ν2ζ ′S2

− pr u
3 +

1

c2
FN

r +O

(
1

c3

)
, (5.22)

with

FN
φ =

2

15
ν2pφu

3

{[
− 16(2 + γ̄AB)− ζ ′

(
32S2

+ − 160θ+S+

+ 40θ−S− − S2
−(2− 10⟨β̄⟩+ 15ν) + 240θ2+

)]
p2

+ 15

[
2(2 + γ̄AB) + ζ ′

(
6S2

+ − 32θ+S+ + 8θ−S−

+ S2
−(−3 + 2⟨β̄⟩ − 2γ̄AB) + 48θ2+

)]
p2r −

[
8(2 + γ̄AB)

− ζ ′
(
24S2

+ − 160θ+S+ + 40XABθ+S− + S2
−(41 + 30⟨β̄⟩ − 10ν)

+ 240θ2+
)]
u

}
,

FN
r =

4

15
ν2pru

3

{[
16(2 + γ̄AB) + ζ ′

(
32S2

+ − 160θ+S+ + 40θ−S−

− S2
−(2− 10⟨β̄⟩+ 15ν) + 240θ2+

)]
p2 − 5

[
2(2 + γ̄AB) + ζ ′

(
6S2

+

− 32θ+S+ + 8θ−S− + S2
−(−3 + 2⟨β̄⟩ − 2γ̄AB) + 48θ2+

)]
p2r

+

[
8(2 + γ̄AB)− ζ ′

(
24S2

+ − 160θ+S+ + 40XABθ+S−

+ S2
−(41 + 30⟨β̄⟩ − 10ν) + 240θ2+

)]
u

}
. (5.23)

3. 0.5PN

Again following the same steps as previously to deter-
mine the unknowns entering at 0.5PN order. However,
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instead of requiring that 1/pr term in Fr vanishes , we
now impose that the O(p0r) vanishes (as Fr vanishes in
the quasi circular orbit limit). This is because, at the
0.5PN order, the leading contribution is of order O(p0r)
unlike -1PN and Newtonian order where such terms dis-
appear and leading contribution is O(1/pr). This along
with the condition (Frpϕ)/(Fϕpr) = −2, leads to the
solution,

ψ4 = −2

9
S2
−ζ

′
[
4S−(S− +XABS+)ζ

′ − γ̄AB

]
,

ξ2 = −2

9
S2
−ζ

′
[
4S−(S− +XABS+)ζ

′ − γ̄AB

]
. (5.24)

At this order, the radiation reaction force vanishes,
consistent with the fact that at 0.5PN order the energy
and the angular momentum flux are total derivatives,
implying that these can be used to define a new conserved
quantity. Hence, the radiation-reaction force up to 0.5PN
reads,

Fφ = −4

3
ν2ζ ′S2

− pφ u
3 +

1

c2
FN

φ +O

(
1

c4

)
,

Fr =
8

3
ν2ζ ′S2

− pr u
3 +

1

c2
FN

r +O

(
1

c4

)
, (5.25)

with FN
φ and FN

r are given in Eq. (5.23).

VI. DISCUSSIONS

Recently there has been a significant effort to extend
EOB waveform models to incorporate eccentricity effects
in GR [49, 54–56] In this paper, we extend the quasi-
circular orbit approximation results of the radiation re-
action force in massless scalar-tensor theories to eccentric
orbits for nonspinning black hole binaries within the EOB
framework.

In particular, we first derive the coordinate transfor-
mations required to map the energy and angular mo-
mentum fluxes from harmonic coordinates to EOB co-
ordinates up to 2PN order by deriving the transforma-
tion from harmonic to ADM coordinate system and from
ADM to EOB coordinate system. As in scalar-tensor the-
ories, the radiation reaction effects start 1PN order be-
fore (1.5PN order) in contrast to GR, we also discuss the
coordinate transformation from harmonic coordinates to
ADM-like coordinates by investigating the gauge freedom

in the radiation reaction term following Ref. [42, 43]. Un-
like in GR [42, 43], we find that there is no gauge free-
dom in the radiation reaction effects at 1.5PN order for
scalar-tensor theories, implying that there is no coordi-
nate transformation between the harmonic and ADM-like
coordinate systems at 1.5PN order. We also verified that
the coordinate transformation between harmonic, ADM
and EOB coordinates systems are in agreement with ex-
isting PN-based results in the GR-limit.
We hence made use of 2PN-order coordinate trans-

formations between harmonic, ADM and EOB frames
to translate the harmonic coordinate energy and angu-
lar momentum fluxes derived in Refs. [31, 34] into the
EOB coordinate system. Next, we construct the general
ansatz of the Schott terms by considering an analogy of
the scalar dipolar radiation with the dipolar radiation
due to an electric charge in electrodynamics and found
that there is no angular momentum contribution to the
Schott term, i.e. J(schott) = 0 at the leading order (-1PN
order with respect to GR) in scalar-tensor theories. Us-
ing these results, we derive the radiation reaction force
for generic orbits up to relative 1.5PN order, i.e. -1PN,
Newtonian and 0.5PN order, where we find that at the
0.5PN order the energy and the angular momentum flux
are total derivatives, suggesting that the radiation reac-
tion force vanishes at 0.5PN order.
The results presented in this paper will be useful when

building accurate GW models that take into account
multiple effects, such as eccentricity and ST corrections.
Such models could then be employed in tests of GR in
order to avoid possible biases due to the omission of one
such effect.
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[36] F.-L. Julié, Phys. Rev. D 97, 024047 (2018),
arXiv:1709.09742 [gr-qc].

[37] T. Jain, P. Rettegno, M. Agathos, A. Nagar,
and L. Turco, Phys. Rev. D 107, 084017 (2023),
arXiv:2211.15580 [gr-qc].

[38] T. Jain, Phys. Rev. D 107, 084018 (2023),
arXiv:2301.01070 [gr-qc].
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