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The symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes in general relativity are given by the Bondi-Metzner-
Sachs (BMS) group, though there are proposed generalizations of its symmetry algebra. Associated with
each symmetry is a charge and a flux, and the values of these charges and their changes can characterize a
spacetime. The charges of the BMS group are relativistic angular momentum and supermomentum (which
includes four-momentum); the extensions of the BMS algebra also include generalizations of angular
momentum called “super angular momentum.” Several different formalisms have been used to define
angular momentum, and they produce nonequivalent expressions for the charge. It was shown recently that
these definitions can be summarized in a two-parameter family of angular momenta, which we investigate
in this paper. We find that requiring that the angular momentum vanishes in flat spacetime restricts the two
parameters to be equal. If we do not require that the angular momentum agrees with a common Hamiltonian
definition, then we are left with a one-parameter family of angular momenta that includes the definitions
from the several different formalisms. We then also propose a similar two-parameter family of super
angular momentum. We examine the effect of the free parameters on the values of the angular momentum
and super angular momentum from nonprecessing binary-black-hole mergers. The definitions of angular
momentum differ at a high post-Newtonian order for these systems, but only when the system is radiating
gravitational waves (not before and after). The different super-angular-momentum definitions occur at
lower orders, and there is a difference in the change of super angular momentum even after the gravitational
waves pass, which arises because of the gravitational-wave memory effect. We estimate the size of these
effects using numerical-relativity surrogate waveforms and find they are small but resolvable.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The LIGO, Virgo, and KAGRA collaborations have now
announced the detection of almost fifty binary-black-hole
(BBH) mergers during the first three observing runs of the
advanced-detector era beginning in 2015 [1,2]. There are a
few ways in which these BBH mergers are characterized:
for example, by the masses and spins of the individual
black holes (BHs) plus the orbital elements of the binary at
a given reference frequency or by the final mass and spin of
the BH formed after the merger and ringdown (e.g., [1,2]).
An alternate way to characterize asymptotically flat sys-
tems is in terms of the “conserved” quantities conjugate to
the symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes and the
net fluxes of these conserved quantities. The symmetries of
asymptotically flat spacetimes form the Bondi-Metzner-
Sachs (BMS) group, which consists of transformations
isomorphic to the Lorentz group and supertranslations (of

which the four spacetime translations are a subgroup)
[3–5]. The radiated energy and linear momentum (often
expressed as a recoil velocity) being the quantities con-
jugate to the translation symmetries are often quoted when
describing BBH mergers (see, e.g., [6] and references
therein).
The flux of angular momentum (the quantity related to

Lorentz symmetries) is somewhat more subtle. Angular
momentum must be computed about an origin in flat
spacetime; in terms of the symmetries that form the
Poincaré group, this implies that a translation must be
specified to identify the particular Lorentz transformation
under consideration. There is thus a four-parameter family
of Lorentz transformations spanned by a basis of the
spacetime translations in the Poincaré group. In asymp-
totically flat spacetimes, this four-parameter family is
enlarged to a countably infinite family of Lorentz trans-
formations, each of which is associated with some basis
element of the infinite-dimensional supertranslation sub-
group in the BMS group. In stationary spacetimes, there is a
natural way to choose a “preferred” set of supertranslations
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that reduces the dependence of the angular momentum to a
choice of origin as in flat spacetime (see [7,8] or more
recently [9]); however, in nonstationary solutions, there is
no such natural choice, though there are several different
proposals to “fix” the supertranslation freedom (see, e.g.,
[10] for a review). The absence of this preferred Poincaré
group is referred to as the “supertranslation ambigutity” of
angular momentum in asymptotically flat spacetimes,
which is, in essence, a statement that angular momentum
in asymptotically flat spacetimes is different from its
counterpart in flat spacetimes.
This additional complexity in describing the value of

angular momentum for an asymptotically flat spacetimemay
have contributed to it and its flux being less frequently quoted
in the output of numerical-relativity (NR) simulations of
merging black holes. The six degrees of freedom in the
relativistic angular momentum are often split into the three
spin parts (corresponding to rotations) and three center-of-
mass (CM) parts (corresponding to Lorentz boosts). Of these
six components, the most commonly given from NR simu-
lations of BBHs are the magnitude of the final BH’s spin
(though this spin is most often computed from quasilocal
constructions on the BH’s apparent horizon rather than in
terms of quantities measured at or near future null infinity
[11–13]); additional components of the angular momentum
were computed in [14], for example.
In addition to the supertranslation ambiguities, a number

of different definitions of the angular momentum of an
asymptotically flat spacetime were (and continue to be)
used. A nonexhaustive list of some of these definitions
include one based on the Landau-Lifshitz pseudotensor for
the intrinsic part of the angular momentum (in the CM frame
of the source) [15], a definition based on constructions called
“linkages” [16], ones inspired from twistor theory [17,18],
and those related to Hamiltonians conjugate to conserved
quantities [19,20]. When considered in their respective
domains of validity, the different definitions of the angular
momentum described above agree [20,21]. More recently,
however, new definitions of angular momenta arose from
revisiting the Landau-Lifshitz formalismwhen not restricted
to the CM frame [22] and from considerations about soft
theorems [23] (particularly a subleading correction to
Weinberg’s soft theorem [24]; see [25] for a review).
It was pointed out in [26] that these new definitions of

angular momentum differ from the Hamiltonian definition
of Wald and Zoupas [20].1 Moreover, it was shown that the

discrepancies in these definitions can be written in terms of
two functions that are quadratic in the shear related to the
outgoing GWs in asymptotically flat spacetimes. The
different definitions were parametrized in terms of two
real coefficients multiplying these two quadratic functions,
respectively, and when the coefficients equal one, the
Hamiltonian definition of [20] is recovered. All members
of this two-parameter family of angular momenta satisfy
flux balance laws, are covariant with respect to quantities
defined on two-sphere cross sections of null infinity, and
lead to the same correspondence with the subleading soft
theorem [26]. This led Compère et al. in [26] to conclude
that there was not a compelling physical reason to prefer
one definition over another and to suggest that there could
be a two-parameter family of self-consistent definitions of
angular momentum of asymptotically flat spacetimes.
Compère et al. later described in [27] the sense in which
these different definitions can all be considered to be
Hamiltonian definitions [which is why we take care to
describe which (or whose) Hamiltonian definition of the
charge is being used].
In this paper, we investigate this new two-parameter

family of angular momenta in greater detail. Ashtekar and
Winicour [28] had a larger set of criteria that a charge at
null infinity should satisfy than the conditions discussed
in [26].2 Among these conditions was requiring that the
charges and fluxes vanish in flat spacetime. We find that if
we require the angular momentum to vanish in flat
spacetime, then two of the parameters must be equal,
thereby reducing the two parameters to one. This calcu-
lation further implies that the one-parameter family of
angular momenta will agree in any region of spacetime in
which there is only electric-parity shear (which includes
stationary solutions and some radiative solutions). If we do
not require that the angular momentum agree with the
Wald-Zoupas definition, then we are left with a one-
parameter definition that encompasses several other defi-
nitions used in the literature.
Ashtekar and Winicour further require that a charge

agree with the Komar formula whenever there is an exact
(as opposed to asymptotic) symmetry. The same calculation
showing that the charge vanishes in flat spacetime also
implies that the angular momentum will agree with the
Komar formula [29] in regions of vanishing electric-partiy
shear (which include stationary regions); however, in
regions with shear of generic parity, it is only the Wald-
Zoupas charge that agrees with the Komar formula (by
construction).3 While this is arguably a compelling reason
to consider only the Wald-Zoupas charge, we do not aim to
settle the issue of whether there is a preferred definition of
angular momentum among this one-parameter family here;

1Note that what we call the six-parameter (Lorentz-covariant)
angular momentum, Compère et al. in [26] call the “Lorentz
charge.” We also have different usages for how we describe the
parts that correspond to the rotations and the Lorentz boosts. We
both call the part corresponding to Lorentz boosts “center-of-
mass angular momentum,” but Compère et al. call the parts
corresponding to rotations simply “angular momentum,” whereas
we refer to it as “intrinsic” or “spin” angular momentum, because
it reduces to those quantities in the rest-frame of the source.

2We thank Laurent Friedel for pointing out this reference to us.
3We thank Kartik Prabhu for making us aware of this property

of the angular momentum.
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rather, we explore whether the different commonly
used definitions of angular momentum have significant
differences for strongly gravitating and dynamical systems,
such as the binary black holes, which have been measured
observationally by LIGO and Virgo. In this sense, our
investigation is similar in spirit to that of [30], in which the
effect of the supertranslation ambiguities on the angular
momentum radiated from compact-binary coalescences
was studied as a way to assess how large the effect could
be for this class of sources.
With this approach in mind, for this residual one-

parameter family of angular momenta, we expand the
difference of the angular momentum from the Wald-
Zoupas definition in terms of spin-weighted spherical-
harmonic moments of the GW strain. These difference
terms involve only products of electric- and magnetic-type
spherical-harmonic coefficients (unlike the flux of the
Wald-Zoupas angular momentum), which is consistent
with the results of [26]. This implies that the difference
will vanish in stationary regions of spacetimes and non-
radiative regions of spacetime with vanishing magnetic
shear, though more generally, it will not vanish. We
compute the time-dependent difference terms for nonspin-
ning BBH mergers, and we find that they are small
compared to the total radiated angular momentum.
In addition to the BMS group, there are two different

proposals for larger symmetry groups or algebras of
asymptotically flat spacetimes. The first, due to Barnich
and Troessaert [31–33], considers all the conformal Killing
vectors of the two-sphere, rather than the globally defined
vectors, which are isomorphic to the Lorentz group. These
vectors were dubbed “super-rotations,” and, analogously to
the supertranslations, they are a kind of asymptotic angle-
dependent rotations and Lorentz boosts. To maintain the
algebra structure of these asymptotic symmetries, the
supertranslations must be correspondingly modified. A
second extended symmetry group, due to Campiglia and
Laddha [34,35], considers all the diffeomorphisms of the
two-sphere rather than those equal to the Lorentz trans-
formations, but the supertranslations are the same as in the
BMS group. The two-sphere diffeomorphisms are often
referred to as super Lorentz transformations [36].
Both the super-rotations and super Lorentz transforma-

tions have corresponding conserved charges. The charges
for both algebras have been called “super angular momen-
tum,” but they have also been called simply super-rotation
charges or super Lorentz charges, for the respective
algebras. We shall primarily focus on the generalized
BMS algebra, and we shall refer to the charges associated
with this algebra as the super angular momentum (and will
call those associated with the super-rotations the “super-
rotation charges.”). Note that we will call the split of the
charges into their electric- and magnetic-parity parts by
super center-of-mass (CM) and superspin, respectively, in
analogy with the convention used initially in [9] for the

super-rotation charges, and subsequently for the super
angular momentum in [21,37].4

The super-rotation charges have a similar form to the
angular momenta, but a super-rotation vector field enters
into the expression for the charge rather than a Lorentz
vector field (see, e.g., [9,33]). The super Lorentz charges
constructed defined in [36] also have a similar form to the
angular momentum with the Lorentz vector field is
replaced by a super Lorentz transformation, but they have
an additional term linear in the shear tensor needed to
satisfy a flux balance law [36]. Given that there is a one-
parameter family of angular momentum that satisfies a
number of reasonable physical conditions, it is also natural
to ask whether there is such a parametrization for the super
angular momentum. We investigate this issue as well by
allowing for a two-parameter family of super angular
momentum that generalizes the Hamiltonian definition of
[36] in a way completely analogous to the two-parameter
extension of the Wald-Zoupas angular momentum given in
[26]. In this case, setting the parameters to be equal
(thereby reducing it to a one-parameter family) does not
seem to make the super Lorentz charges vanish. This is
consistent with a calculation performed by Compère and
Long [38] for the Hamiltonian charges. There is a choice of
parameters that makes the super angular momentum
vanish, but this choice does not correspond to the
Hamiltonian definition of [36]. Rather, this choice is the
same as the one used in [27] to determine a representation
of the extended BMS algebra in nonradiative regions of
spacetime for the super Lorentz charges in terms of the
standard Poisson bracket. This also leads to the possibility
that properties of the generalized BMS algebra and charges
could provide a criteria to prefer a certain definition of the
angular momentum (though we will not discuss this
possibility further in this paper; see instead [39]).
We then compute the multipolar expansion of the

difference of the two-parameter family of super angular
momentum from the Hamiltonian super angular momen-
tum of [36]. This allows us to see that unlike the angular
momentum, the change in the difference in the super
angular momentum will be nonvanishing even in stationary
regions. As a concrete example, we estimate the value of
the change in the difference of the super angular momen-
tum for nonspinning, quasicircular BBH mergers. The
relative size of the net change in Hamiltonian value of
the super angular momentum and the net change in the
difference term is small for these BBH mergers (a roughly
one-percent effect). Although it is small, it can be resolved
given the current accuracy of numerical relativity (NR)
simulations.

4This is a second discrepancy with the nomenclature used in
[26]. There, what we call superspin is called super angular
momentum, and what we call super angular momentum is called
a super Lorentz charge. Our usages of super center-of-mass are
equivalent, however.
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The outline of the rest of this paper is as follows:
Section II is mostly a review in which we introduce Bondi
coordinates, the metric in these coordinates, the evolution
equations for the Bondi mass and angular-momentum
aspects, the (extended) BMS symmetries of asymptotically
flat spacetimes, and the expressions for the various defi-
nitions of angular momentum in Bondi coordinates. We end
this section, however, by introducing the proposed two-
parameter definition of the super angular momentum. In
Sec. III, we compute the (super) angular momentum in flat
spacetime (where we show two of the parameters must be
equal for the angular momentum to vanish). In the next
section, Sec. IV, we perform a multipolar expansion of the
(super) angular momentum that is valid for general asymp-
totically flat spacetimes. In Sec. V, we estimate the effect
that the remaining free parameter in the angular momentum
and super angular momentum has on BBH mergers of
different mass ratios. We compute results in the post-
Newtonian (PN) approximation and using NR surrogate
waveforms. We conclude in Sec. VI. In the Appendix, we
compare our multipolar expansion of the angular momen-
tum with a related expansion performed in [26]. In this
paper, we use geometric units G ¼ c ¼ 1, and the con-
ventions on the metric and curvature tensors in [40].

II. BONDI-SACHS FRAMEWORK, SYMMETRIES,
AND CHARGES

In this section, we review aspects of the Bondi-Sachs
framework including the metric, some components of
Einstein’s equations, the asymptotic symmetries, and the
corresponding charges. We then discuss different defini-
tions of angular momentum and super angular momentum.

A. Metric and Einstein’s equations

We will perform our calculations in Bondi coordinates
[3,5] ðu; r; θAÞ, where A ¼ 1, 2, and we review the proper-
ties of these coordinates and the solutions of Einstein’s
equations below. We will use the notation and conventions
given in [9]. The metric in these coordinates is written in
the form

ds2 ¼ −Ue2βdu2 − 2e2βdudr

þ r2γABðdθA −UAduÞðdθB − UBduÞ; ð2:1Þ

where the functions and tensors U, β, γAB, and UA depend
on all four Bondi coordinates ðu; r; θAÞ. The metric by
construction satisfies the Bondi gauge conditions grr ¼ 0
and grA ¼ 0; Bondi coordinates also are defined such that
detðγABÞ ¼ γðθAÞ is independent of u and r. Some impor-
tant properties of these coordinates are that u is a retarded
time variable (i.e., u ¼ const are null hypersurfaces), r is an
areal radius, and θA (with A ¼ 1, 2) are coordinates on two-
spheres of constant r and u.

Near future null infinity (i.e., where r is large), the metric
functions U, β, γAB, and UA can be expanded as series in
1=r. Asymptotically flat solutions postulate a given form of
the expansion of these Bondi metric functions. For the
tensor γAB the conditions of asymptotic flatness generally
impose

γAB ¼ hAB þ 1

r
CAB þOðr−2Þ; ð2:2Þ

where hABðθCÞ is the metric on the unit two-sphere, CAB is
a function of ðu; θAÞ, and the determinant condition of
Bondi gauge implies that CABhAB ¼ 0. The remaining
functions U, β, and UA are assumed to have the following
limits as r approaches infinity,5

lim
r→∞

β ¼ lim
r→∞

UA ¼ 0; lim
r→∞

U ¼ 1: ð2:3Þ

We will now specify to vacuum spacetimes to discuss
Einstein’s equations, for simplicity. The ru, rA, and trace of
the AB components of Einstein’s equations take the form of
hypersurface equations that can be solved on surfaces of
constant u by integrating radially outward. The form of
these equations is summarized in the review [41], for
example. The results of substituting Eq. (2.2) into these
hypersurface equations, radially integrating, and applying
the boundary conditions in Eq. (2.3) gives the following
solutions for the remaining functions U, β, and UA,

β ¼ −
1

32r2
CABCAB þOðr−3Þ; ð2:4aÞ

U ¼ 1 −
2m
r

þOðr−2Þ; ð2:4bÞ

UA ¼ −
1

2r2
DBCAB þ 1

r3

�
−
2

3
NA þ 1

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ

þ 1

2
CABDCCBC

�
þOðr−4Þ: ð2:4cÞ

We have introduced a number of new pieces of notation in
the above equation, which we will now explain: First, the

5Although we consider generalized BMS charges in this paper,
we still impose the standard boundary conditions of asymptotic
flatness and assume hAB is the round two-sphere metric with
constant Ricci scalar curvature and U approaches unity as r
approaches infinity. We restrict to these conditions, because we
consider binary-black-hole mergers in this paper. These are
asymptotically flat solutions that remain in a fixed super Lorentz
frame, and we then restrict to the trivial super Lorentz rest frame
of the system. Even with this restriction on the set of super
Lorentz frames, the super angular momentum is nontrivial for
these spacetimes. If one considers a space of solutions that are
super Lorentz transformed from the boundary conditions given
here, then one would need to consider the more general set of
boundary conditions given, e.g., in [36].
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function mðu; θAÞ is the Bondi mass aspect and NAðu; θBÞ
is the angular momentum aspect. They are related to
“functions of integration” that arise from integrating the
hypersurface equations radially. Second, in the above
equation, we have raised and lowered indices of tensors
and vectors on the two-sphere using the metric hAB

(respectively hAB). Third, we have defined the derivative
operator DA as the torsion-free, metric-compatible deriva-
tive associated with the metric hAB.
The evolution equation for γAB, when expanded to

leading order in 1=r, shows that the u derivative of CAB
is unconstrained by Einstein’s equations and is defined to
be the Bondi news tensor NAB ¼ ∂uCAB. The leading-order
parts of the uu and uA components of Einstein equations
are the conservation equations, which look like evolution
equations for the Bondi mass aspect m and the angular
momentum aspect NA at fixed radii,

_m ¼ −
1

8
NABNAB þ 1

4
DADBNAB; ð2:5aÞ

_NA ¼ DAmþ 1

4
DBDADCCBC −

1

4
DBDBDCCCA

þ 1

4
DBðNBCCCAÞ þ

1

2
DBNBCCCA. ð2:5bÞ

These equations are important for establishing flux balance
laws for the charges conjugate to the asymptotic symmetries
that form the BMS group and its extensions; we turn to the
subject of these symmetries in the next subsection.

B. Asymptotic symmetries

The BMS group [3,4] can be obtained from set of
transformations that preserve the Bondi gauge conditions
of the metric (2.1) and the asymptotic form of the functions
that appear in the metric [Eqs. (2.2) and (2.4)]. The BMS
group is the semidirect product of the infinite-dimensional
abelian group of supertranslations with a six-dimensional
group of conformal transformations of the two-sphere
(which is isomorphic to the proper, isochronous Lorentz
group). The four spacetime translations are a subgroup of
the supertranslation group. More recent generalizations of
the BMS algebra take two forms: (i) The first is the
extended BMS algebra proposed by Barnich and
Troessaert [31–33] (see also [42]). In this proposal, all
conformal Killing vectors of the two-sphere are added to
the algebra, including those with complex-analytic singu-
larities on the two-sphere. These additional symmetry
vector fields were dubbed super-rotations, and the vectors
that are isomorphic to the Lorentz transformations are a
subalgebra of the super-rotations. The supertranslations
also are extended to include functions that are not neces-
sarily smooth. (ii) The second proposal has been called the
generalized BMS algebra, and is due to Campiglia and
Laddha [34,35]. Here all smooth diffeomorphisms of the

two-sphere are considered instead of those equivalent to the
Lorentz transformations, but the supertranslations are the
same as in the original BMS group (though it is no longer
possible to identify a preferred spacetime translation
subgroup [43]).
The BMS symmetries and their generalizations are

described by infinitesimal vector fields ξ⃗ that formally
are defined at future null infinity, the null boundary of an
asymptotically flat spacetime in the covariant conformal
approach of Penrose [44,45]. The form of the vector fields
at future null infinity can be written in Bondi coordinates by
restricting the vector fields that preserve the Bondi gauge
conditions and the fall off rates of the metric to the tangent
space of surfaces of constant r, and then taking the limit as
r goes to infinity. In this limit, the vector fields for the BMS
group and its extensions all take the same form; they are
parametrized by a scalar function TðθAÞ and a vector on the
two-sphere YAðθBÞ,

ξ⃗ ¼
�
TðθAÞ þ 1

2
uDAYAðθBÞ

�
∂⃗u þ YAðθBÞ∂⃗A. ð2:6Þ

The function TðθAÞ parametrizes the supertranslations in
the BMS algebra and its generalizations (for the standard
and generalized BMS algebras, it is assumed to be a smooth
function, whereas for the extended BMS algebra, it can
have complex analytic singular points). The vector field
YAðθBÞ is a conformal Killing vector on the two-sphere for
the standard and extended BMS algebras (it is spanned by a
six-parameter basis for the standard BMS algebra, or an
infinite dimensional basis for the extended BMS algebra),
or a smooth vector field for the generalized BMS group.
The symmetries at future null infinity can also be

extended into the interior of the spacetime at large, but
finite r by requiring that the diffeomorphisms generated by
these vector fields preserve the Bondi gauge conditions and
the asymptotic falloff conditions imposed on the metric.
Under these transformations, the functionsCAB,NAB,m, and
NA transform in a nontrivial way. For the discussion that
follows, we will only need the transformation law for CAB,
and we denote this transformation by CAB → CAB þ δξCAB,
whichwas derived, e.g., in [32]. It is convenient to first define
a quantity

f ¼ T þ u
2
DAYA; ð2:7Þ

which appears in δξCAB as follows:

δξCAB ¼ fNAB − ð2DADB − hABD2Þf

þ LYCAB −
1

2
DCYCCAB: ð2:8Þ

This transformation of CAB is useful for defining fluxes of
conserved quantities associated with the BMS symmetries,
which we will discuss in the next subsection. Before we do
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so, it is useful to introduce a decomposition of the tensorCAB
into its electric and magnetic (parity) parts as follows:

CAB ¼
�
DADB −

1

2
hABD2

�
Φþ ϵCðADBÞDCΨ: ð2:9Þ

The scalars Φ and Ψ are both smooth functions of the
coordinates ðu; θAÞ. From the transformation of CAB in
Eq. (2.8), it follows that a supertranslation affects the electric
part of CAB, but leaves the magnetic part invariant. This
property of the shear has been understood for quite some time
(see, e.g., [8]).

C. Fluxes and charges

There are a few different prescriptions used to define the
charges and the fluxes of charges that are associated with
BMS symmetries. We will describe here the procedure of
Wald and Zoupas [20], in which the charges and fluxes are
computed using a generalization of Noether’s theorem that
allows for the charges to change from emitted fluxes of
gravitational waves and other matter fields. We denote the
charges byQξ½C�, where the charges depend linearly upon a
BMS vector field ξ⃗ and are defined on a cross section of
null infinity C (in Bondi coordinates, a surface of constant u
at fixed r in the limit of r → ∞). We call the flux F ξ½ΔI �.
Like the charge, it has a linear dependence on a BMS vector
field ξ⃗, but the flux depends on a region of null infinity ΔI
between two cuts (in Bondi coordinates, the region between
two surfaces of constant u at fixed r in the limit of r → ∞).
The flux balance law for the charges requires that

Qξ½C2� −Qξ½C1� ¼ F ξ½ΔI �: ð2:10Þ

The explicit expression for the flux has a simple form in
Bondi coordinates in vacuum (see, e.g., [9])

Fξ½ΔI � ¼ −
1

32π

Z
ΔI

dud2ΩNABδξCAB; ð2:11Þ

where δξCAB is given in Eq. (2.8) and d2Ω is the area
element on the two-sphere cuts of constant u. Using
Eq. (2.8) and the conservation equations for the Bondi
mass and angular momentum aspects in Eq. (2.5), it is
possible to show that the charge is given by

Qξ ¼
1

8π

Z
C
d2Ω

�
2Tmþ YA

�
NA − uDAm

−
1

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ − 1

4
CABDCCBC

��
ð2:12Þ

(again, see, e.g., [9]). We dropped the dependence of the
charge on the cut C to simplify the notation, and because it
is made explicit in the domain of the integral on the right-
hand side of the equation.

When the vector field ξ⃗ has YA ¼ 0 and T ≠ 0, then it is a
supertranslation, and the corresponding charge is the super-
momentum. The other case, a vector field with YA ≠ 0 and
T ¼ 0, has as its corresponding charge the angular momen-
tum, when YA is equivalent to a Lorentz transformation for
the standard BMS group. The angular momentum is often
split into its intrinsic (or spin) and center-of-mass parts,
which correspond to the rotation and boost symmetries in
the Lorentz group, respectively. It was observed in [9] that
the charge in Eq. (2.12) does not satisfy the flux balance
law (2.10) for the extended or generalized BMS vector
fields. A charge that does satisfy a flux balance for the
super Lorentz charges was determined in [36]. It is the same
as that in Eq. (2.12), up to the addition of two new terms
linear in the tensor CAB, and it is given below,6

Qξ ¼
1

8π

Z
C
d2Ω

�
2Tmþ YA

�
NA − uDAm

−
1

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ − 1

4
CABDCCBC

þ u
8
ðD2DBCAB −DBDADCCBCÞ

��
: ð2:14Þ

Note that the integral of the two additional terms in the final
line Eq. (2.14) can be shown to vanish for the YA

corresponding to Lorentz vector fields; note also that these
two terms in the integrand are proportional to a differential
operator acting on the magnetic part Ψ of the shear in
Eq. (2.9) (see, e.g., [9]). The super angular momentum in
(2.14) can be divided into a magnetic-parity part called
superspin and an electric-parity part called super center-of-
mass, in analogy to the standard angular momentum. In the
next subsection, we focus on the angular momentum and
discuss a subtlety in its definition.

D. Definitions of angular momentum
and their properties

As discussed in the introduction, the angular momentum
computed by Wald and Zoupas is not the only notion of the
angular momentum of an isolated system that is commonly
used. While a number of the different angular momenta are
equivalent, not all the definitions agree. First, for conven-
ience, let us specialize the general BMS charges in
Eq. (2.14) to a vector field ξ⃗ with T ¼ 0 and YA being a
generator of Lorentz transformations,

6The flux for which this charge satisfies the flux balance law
differs from Eq. (2.11). It is necessary to add a term of the form

1

64π

Z
ΔI

dud2ΩuðD2DBNAB −DBDADCNBCÞ ð2:13Þ

to the right-hand side of Eq. (2.11) to restore the balance law with
the definition of the charge in Eq. (2.14) (see [26] for further
details).

ARWA ELHASHASH and DAVID A. NICHOLS PHYS. REV. D 104, 024020 (2021)

024020-6



QY ¼ 1

8π

Z
C
d2ΩYA

�
NA − uDAm −

1

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ

−
1

4
CABDCCBC

�
: ð2:15Þ

We used the notation QY rather than Qξ to emphasize that
it depends only on YA. It has been shown in [20] that the
flux of this angular momentum agrees with that of
Ashtekar and Streubel [19] and the charge defined by
Dray and Streubel [18] (which came from twistorial
definitions of the angular momentum [17]). The Landau-
Lifshitz definition of angular momentum in [15]
(which is restricted to the center-of-mass frame of the
source and averaged over a few wavelengths of the
emitted gravitational waves) also agrees with the flux
of the angular momentum charge in Eq. (2.15), when the
expression is restricted to this context [21].
There are a few notable examples of definitions

of angular momentum that differ from the one in
Eq. (2.15), a fact that was recently pointed out in a paper
by Compère et al. in [26]. First, in the context of
conservation laws of gravitational scattering, a definition
of an angular momentum involving just the mass and
angular momentum aspects and the vector field on the two-
sphere, YA, was used in [23,46] to define the (super)
angular momentum, i.e.,

Qð0Þ
Y ¼ 1

8π

Z
C
d2ΩYAðNA − uDAmÞ: ð2:16Þ

Also recently, a more general definition of the Landau-
Lifshitz angular momentum was proposed by Bonga and
Poisson [22], who no longer required that the result be
defined in the CM frame or by averaging over a few
wavelengths of the gravitational waves. They specialized to
the intrinsic (as opposed to CM) angular momentum, which
they defined by using a collection of vector fields on the
two-sphere, YA

i ¼ ϵAD∂Dni. Here ni is a unit vector normal
to the two-sphere in quasi-Cartesian coordinates con-
structed from the spatial Bondi coordinates ðr; θAÞ, and
ϵAD is the Levi-Civita tensor on the unit two-sphere. After
converting their definition of the intrinsic angular momen-
tum into our notation, their result can be written as

Ji ¼
1

8π

Z
C
d2ΩϵAD∂Dni

�
NA − uDAm −

3

4
CABDCCBC

�
:

ð2:17Þ

There is a definition of the CM part of the angular
momentum in the Landau-Lifshitz formalism from
Blanchet and Faye [47], but it was shown in [26] that it
cannot easily be written in terms of the two-sphere-
covariant Bondi-metric functions. As we discuss further
below, the three definitions of the angular momentum in

Eqs. (2.15)–(2.17) all vanish in flat spacetime, give the
same angular momentum of a Kerr black hole and satisfy
flux balance laws; they thus appear to be equally viable
definitions of the angular momentum of an isolated source.
Given that the angular momenta in Eqs. (2.15)–(2.17)

differ in the factors in front of the two terms quadratic in
CAB in Eq. (2.15), Compère et al. [26] observed that a two-
parameter family of charges could be defined by allowing
the coefficients in front of these terms to be arbitrary real
numbers. When the coefficients are restricted to specific
values, the two-parameter family of charges reduces to one
of the specific definitions in Eqs. (2.15)–(2.17). Thus, the
two-parameter family of angular momentum of Compère
et al. [26] is given by

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ 1

8π

Z
C
d2ΩYA

�
NA − uDAm −

α

4
CABDCCBC

−
β

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ

�
; ð2:18Þ

where α and β are real constants.7 The Wald-Zoupas
angular momentum corresponds to the case α ¼ β ¼ 1;
the angular momentum in Eq. (2.16) corresponds to
α ¼ β ¼ 0; and the intrinsic angular momentum in
Eq. (2.17) corresponds to α ¼ 3 (and β can take on any
real value, because it does not contribute to the intrinsic
part). For all values of α and β, the angular momentum in
Eq. (2.18) satisfies flux balance laws, but it is not
immediately apparent that they will vanish in flat space-
time. In the next section, we will derive the conditions
under which the angular momentum in Eq. (2.18) vanishes
in flat spacetime.

E. Definitions of super angular momentum

The charge in Eq. (2.18) was defined specifically for the
angular momentum. There are also differing definitions of
the super angular momentum, however, because several of
the definitions of the super angular momentum were
defined through promoting the vector field YA that enters
into the charge from a Lorentz vector field to a super
Lorentz vector. The definition in Eq. (2.16) was also used
for a super-rotation charge (where YA is a super-rotation
vector field, for example), and this definition differs from
that in Eq. (2.15). The main difference between the two
charges is are the terms quadratic in the shear tensor. It thus
seems reasonable to define a two-parameter family of
charges that satisfy a flux balance law by generalizing
Eq. (2.14) (when T ¼ 0) to include real coefficients α and β
in front of the terms quadratic in CAB. Thus, we will also

7The terms DAðCBCCBCÞ and CABDCCBC form a kind of basis
of vectors constructed from contractions of CAB and DACBC, in
the sense that other possible contractions can be rewritten in terms
of these two quantities [26].
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consider a two-parameter family of super angular momen-
tum defined by

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ 1

8π

Z
C
d2ΩYA

�
NA − uDAm

þ u
8
ðD2DBCAB −DBDADCCBCÞ

−
α

4
CABDCCBC −

β

16
DAðCBCCBCÞ

�
: ð2:19Þ

We will investigate the properties of this charge in flat
spacetime next.

III. (SUPER) ANGULAR MOMENTUM
IN FLAT SPACETIME

While the focus in this section will be determining the
values of the coefficients α and β for which the angular
momentum vanishes in flat spacetime, much of the calcu-
lation holds for any smooth vector field on the two-sphere
YA, and thus applies to the super angular momentum of the
generalized BMS algebra.8 In the derivation that follows, it
is structured so that the first part applies to smooth
generalized BMS vectors YA, and the next part is specified
to YA that generate Lorentz transformations. Note that a
similar calculation was performed by Compère and Long in
[48] for the Wald-Zoupas charges (i.e., α ¼ β ¼ 1).
In flat spacetime, there is no radiation, and the news

tensor vanishes [49]. In this case, the Bondi mass aspect
and the Bondi angular momentum are also proportional to
components of the vacuum Riemann tensor (see, e.g., [9])
and thus they must also vanish. From Eq. (2.5b), one can
then also show that Ψ, the scalar that parametrizes the
magnetic part of CAB must also vanish. Because CAB is
electric type, then by performing a supertranslation it
follows from Eq. (2.8) that it is possible to choose a frame
in which the tensor CAB vanishes (note that from the
transformation properties of m and NA given in, e.g., [9],
the mass and angular momentum aspects will remain zero
under this transformation). We will not work in the frame
where CAB vanishes, but rather we will choose a frame
where it has a nonzero electric part. Thus, the values of the
relevant functions needed to compute the super angular
momentum in Eq. (2.19) are given by

m ¼ 0; ð3:1aÞ

NA ¼ 0; ð3:1bÞ

CAB ¼
�
DADB −

1

2
hABD2

�
Φ: ð3:1cÞ

In flat spacetime, therefore, the additional terms in the
second line of Eq. (2.19) do not contribute, and the super
angular momentum is given by

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ −

1

128π

Z
C
d2Ω½4αYACABDCCBC

þβYADAðCBCCBCÞ�: ð3:2Þ

Wewill now substitute in the expression in Eq. (3.1c) for
CAB in Eq. (3.2) in several places, and begin simplifying the
expression. Because we are assuming YA is a smooth vector
on the two-sphere and Φ is a smooth function, we can
integrate the first term by parts and drop the terms involving
divergences of vector fields on the two-sphere. For the
second term, we use the fact that the covariant derivative
acting on the shear tensor in Eq. (3.1c) is given by

DBCAB ¼ DBDADBΦ −
1

2
DAD2Φ: ð3:3Þ

We can then use the definition of the Riemann tensor
(associated with the derivative operatorDA) to commute the
first two covariant derivatives in the first term. We find that
it can be written as

DBCAB ¼ DAD2Φþ RABDBΦ −
1

2
DAD2Φ; ð3:4Þ

where RAB is the Ricci tensor on the two-sphere. Assuming
that the metric is that of a round two-sphere, then the scalar
curvature of the sphere is given by R ¼ 2, the Ricci tensor
is RAB ¼ hAB, and the Riemann tensor can be written as

RABCD ¼ hAChBD − hADhBC: ð3:5Þ

This implies that DBCAB simplifies to

DBCAB ¼ 1

2
DAðD2 þ 2ÞΦ: ð3:6Þ

Next, substituting Eqs. (3.6) and (3.1c) into Eq. (3.2), we
can write the charge in terms of YA, Φ, and derivative
operators DA (though we leave one term involving CAB). If
we integrate by parts once more for both the terms
proportional to α and β, we find the super angular
momentum is given by

8Note however that if YA is a super-rotation vector field of the
extended BMS algebra, then the singular points of the vector
fields make integration by parts on the two-sphere more chal-
lenging. Although the two-sphere is a compact manifold without
boundary, when integrating by parts one must carefully analyze
the contributions that come from boundarylike terms at the
singular points of the super-rotation vectors, which can contribute
to the integral (see, e.g., [48] for further details).
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Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ 1

128π

Z
C
d2Ω

�
βDAYA

�
DBDCΦDBDCΦ−

1

2
ðD2ΦÞ2

�
þ2α

�
DBYACABþ

1

2
YADAðD2þ2ÞΦ

�
ðD2þ2ÞΦ

�
: ð3:7Þ

While for each Φ and YA there should exist a choice of α
and β that makesQY vanish, a choice of α and β that makes
the super angular momentum vanish for allΦ and YA in flat
spacetime is α ¼ β ¼ 0. However, it is not necessarily clear
that one should require that the super angular momentum
should vanish, as Compère and collaborators have argued
that the super angular momentum can be used to distin-
guish vacuum states that differ by a supertranslation
[36,48]. We thus only identify α ¼ β ¼ 0 as a choice that
makes the super angular momentum vanish in flat space-
time, but do not require the charge to satisfy this property.

A. Angular momentum

We do require that the charge QY vanish for vectors YA

that generate Lorentz transformations. We now continue
our simplification of Eq. (3.7) by using the fact that YA is a
conformal Killing vector on the two-sphere; i.e., it satisfies
the conformal Killing equation

2DðAYBÞ −DCYChAB ¼ 0: ð3:8Þ

Because CAB is symmetric and trace free, then CABDBYA

involves only the symmetric-trace-free part of DBYA. By
the conformal Killing equation (3.8), however, DBYA is
proportional to hAB, so CABDBYA vanishes. After perform-
ing a large number of integration by parts (so as to write the
expression mostly in terms of squares of Φ and its
derivatives) and using the following identity

D2DCΦ ¼ DCD2ΦþDCΦ; ð3:9Þ

we find that the angular momentum can be written as

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ 1

256π

Z
C
d2ΩfðDAYAÞ½ðβ − αÞðD2ΦÞ2 − 4αΦ2

þ 2ð2α − βÞDCΦDCΦ�
− 2D2ðDAYAÞ½αΦ2 − βDCΦDCΦ�
− 2βDBDCDAYADBΦDCΦg: ð3:10Þ

Conformal Killing vectors also satisfy the property that

ðD2 þ 2ÞðDAYAÞ ¼ 0; ð3:11Þ

which leads to the cancellation of some terms proportional
to α in Eq. (3.10). The globally defined conformal Killing
vectors (the vector fields YA that can be written as a
superposition of the six l ¼ 1 vector spherical harmonics
on the two-sphere) satisfy the additional property

DBDCDAYA ¼ −hBCDAYA: ð3:12Þ

After using the property in Eq. (3.12) in Eq (3.10), we
see that the angular momentum in flat spacetime can be
written as

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ 1

256π
ðβ−αÞ

Z
C
d2ΩDAYA½ðD2ΦÞ2−4DCΦDCΦ�:

ð3:13Þ

The intrinsic angular momentum (i.e., the charge Qðα;βÞ
Y for

vectors YA withDAYA ¼ 0) vanishes for all values of α and
β. For the center-of-mass angular momentum (i.e., the
charge with YA that has nonvanishing DAYA), the charge
will typically be nonvanishing unless α ¼ β. Having the
physical requirement that the angular momentum should
vanish in flat spacetime thus reduces the two-parameter
family of charges to a one-parameter family given by α. We
will typically work with this reduced one-parameter family
in the rest of the paper, unless we note otherwise.
We conclude this section with an important note.

Because our expressions for the mass and angular momen-
tum aspects vanish in flat spacetime, our calculations in this
section apply to the α- and β-dependent terms in any region
of spacetime, where the tensor CAB can be written in terms
of the electric part as in Eq. (3.1c). While this section is
then nominally about flat spacetime, the results in this part
directly imply that the different definitions of angular
momentum that vanish in flat spacetime will all agree in
any region of spacetime with electric shear (stationary or
radiative). In particular, the result that the angular momen-
tum vanishes when α ¼ β in flat spacetime means that in
stationary regions, the angular momenta for any real value
of α will be equivalent. Requiring the angular momentum
takes on a particular value in a particular stationary solution
cannot be used to restrict this remaining parameter α. For
the angularmomentum,wewill then focus on the differences
that arise in radiative regions with magnetic-parity shear. For
the super angular momentum, which only manifestly van-
ishes when α ¼ β ¼ 0, there can be differences in its value
for distinct α and β values for the same spacetime, as we also
illustrate in more detail below.

IV. MULTIPOLAR EXPANSION OF THE (SUPER)
ANGULAR MOMENTUM

Wewill first summarize our conventions for the spherical
harmonics that we use in our multipolar expansion. We will
then perform multipolar expansions of the super angular
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momentum, which we will subsequently specialize to the
standard angular momentum.
Because the multipolar expansion of Hamiltonian

charges and fluxes had been computed previously (see,
e.g., [21,26,37]), we will focus on the difference of the two-
parameter family of charges from the charge defined in
[36]. Thus, for a vector field YA we will write

Qðα;βÞ
Y ¼ Qðα¼1;β¼1Þ

Y þ ðα − 1ÞδQðα¼1Þ
Y þ ðβ − 1ÞδQðβ¼1Þ

Y ;

ð4:1aÞ

where Qðα¼1;β¼1Þ
Y is the charge with α ¼ β ¼ 1 and δQðα¼1Þ

Y

and δQðβ¼1Þ
Y are defined by

δQðα¼1Þ
Y ¼ −

1

32π

Z
C
d2ΩYACABDCCBC; ð4:1bÞ

δQðβ¼1Þ
Y ¼ −

1

128π

Z
C
d2ΩYADAðCBCCBCÞ: ð4:1cÞ

In the special case of angular momentum, we will also use

the notation δJðα¼1Þ
Y and δkðα¼1Þ

Y (and similarly for the β
term) for the difference in the intrinsic and CM angular
momentum, respectively, associated with a vector YA

(which is a rotation or Lorentz boost, respectively). A
similar calculation was performed in [26]; however, here
we also compute the α-dependent term in the CM angular
momentum, and we write the result in terms of the
multipole moments Ulm and Vlm (defined below) rather
than the rank-l symmetric-trace-free (STF) tensors UL and
VL (discussed in the Appendix). The momentsUlm and Vlm
are somewhat easier to relate to the moments of the
gravitational-wave strain hlm that can be obtained from
numerical-relativity simulations or surrogate models fit to
simulations (the latter of which we will use later in Sec. V).
In the cases where we restrict to α ¼ β (so that the

angular momentum vanishes in flat spacetime), then we
will use the notation

Qðα¼βÞ
Y ¼ Qðα¼β¼1Þ

Y þ ðα − 1ÞδQðα¼β¼1Þ
Y ; ð4:2aÞ

where Qðα¼β¼1Þ
Y ¼ Qðα¼1;β¼1Þ

Y is the charge with α ¼ β ¼ 1

and δQðα¼β¼1Þ
Y is defined by

δQðα¼β¼1Þ
Y ¼ −

1

128π

Z
C
d2ΩYA½4CABDCCBC

þDAðCBCCBCÞ�: ð4:2bÞ

We will similarly use the notation δJðα¼β¼1Þ
Y and δkðα¼β¼1Þ

Y
for the intrinsic and CM angular momentum, respectively,
when YA is a rotation or Lorentz boost (also respectively).

A. Spherical harmonics and multipolar expansion
of the gravitational-wave data

In addition to the scalar spherical harmonics (with the
usual Condon-Shortly phase convention), Ylmðθ;ϕÞ, we
will use vector and tensor harmonics on the unit two-
sphere, which we define as in [21]. The vector harmonics
are given by

TA
ðeÞ;lm ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

lðlþ 1Þp DAYlm; ð4:3aÞ

TA
ðbÞ;lm ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

lðlþ 1Þp ϵABDBYlm; ð4:3bÞ

which are nonzero for l ≥ 1 and the tensor harmonics

TðeÞ;lm
AB ¼ 1

2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2ðl − 2Þ!
ðlþ 2Þ!

s
ð2DADB − hABD2ÞYlm; ð4:4aÞ

TðbÞ;lm
AB ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2ðl − 2Þ!
ðlþ 2Þ!

s
ϵCðADBÞDCYlm; ð4:4bÞ

which are nonzero for l ≥ 2.
We use these harmonics to expand the shear tensor as

CAB ¼
X
l;m

ðUlmTAB
ðeÞ;lm þ VlmTAB

ðbÞ;lmÞ: ð4:5Þ

Because the shear is real, the coefficients in this expansion
obey the properties

Ul;−m ¼ ð−1ÞmŪlm; Vl;−m ¼ ð−1ÞmV̄lm; ð4:6Þ

where the overline means to take the complex conjugate.
By using Eqs. (4.3a)–(4.4b) and (3.4), we can write the
covariant derivative of the shear tensor in terms of vector
harmonics as follows:

DCCBC ¼
X
l;m

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl − 1Þðlþ 2Þ

2

r
ðUlmTB

ðeÞ;lm − VlmTB
ðbÞ;lmÞ:

ð4:7Þ

The vector and tensor harmonics are related to spin-
weighted spherical harmonics sYlm of spin weight s ¼ �1
and s ¼ �2, respectively, and a complex null dual vector
on the two-sphere

mA∂A ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ð∂θ þ i csc θ∂ϕÞ: ð4:8Þ

and its complex conjugate m̄A. The relationships for the
vector harmonics are
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TðeÞ;lm
A ¼ 1ffiffiffi

2
p ð−1YlmmA − 1Ylmm̄AÞ; ð4:9aÞ

TðbÞ;lm
A ¼ iffiffiffi

2
p ð−1YlmmA þ 1Ylmm̄AÞ; ð4:9bÞ

and for the tensor harmonics are

TðeÞ;lm
AB ¼ 1ffiffiffi

2
p ð−2YlmmAmB þ 2Ylmm̄Am̄BÞ; ð4:10aÞ

TðbÞ;lm
AB ¼ −

iffiffiffi
2

p ð−2YlmmAmB − 2Ylmm̄Am̄BÞ: ð4:10bÞ

The spin-weighted spherical harmonics satisfy the well-
known complex-conjugate property sȲlm ¼ð−1Þsþm−sYl−m.
The charges are quadratic in CAB and involve a vector

field YA, and we will expand all three quantities in terms of
spin-weighted spherical harmonics using Eqs. (4.3a)–
(4.10b). When evaluating the charges, we will frequently
encounter integrals of three spin-weighted spherical har-
monics over S2. We use the notation of [21] to describe
these integrals, which we denote by

Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ

≡
Z

d2Ωðs0þs00Ȳlm0þm00Þðs0Yl0m0Þðs00Yl00m00Þ: ð4:11Þ

The complex-conjugated spherical harmonic s0þs00Ȳlm0þm00

has spin-weight s ¼ s0 þ s00 and azimuthal number
m ¼ m0 þm00, because for all other values of s and m,
the integral vanishes. It can be shown that the coefficients
Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ can be written in terms of Clebsch-
Gordon coefficients hl0; m0; l00; m00jl; m0 þm00i as follows:

Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ

¼ ð−1Þlþl0þl00

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð2l0 þ 1Þð2l00 þ 1Þ

4πð2lþ 1Þ

s

× hl0; s0; l00; s00jl; s0 þ s00ihl0; m0; l00; m00jl; m0 þm00i:
ð4:12Þ

The coefficients are also nonvanishing only when
the l index is in the range fmaxðjl0 − l00j; jm0 þm00j;
js0 þ s00jÞ;…; l0 þ l00 − 1; l0 þ l00g. There are two additional
useful identities under sign flips of the spin weight and
azimuthal numbers that we will need in the discussion
below

Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ
¼ ð−1Þlþl0þl00Clð−s0; l0; m0;−s00; l00; m00Þ; ð4:13aÞ

Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ
¼ ð−1Þlþl0þl00Clðs0; l0;−m0; s00; l00;−m00Þ: ð4:13bÞ

We can now turn to the evaluation of the terms δQðα¼1Þ
Y

and δQðβ¼1Þ
Y in a few specific cases of interest next.

B. Multipolar expansion of the super angular
momentum

In this part, we will compute the multipolar expansion of
the α and β “difference terms” in Eqs. (4.1b) and (4.1c)
from the super angular momentum of [36]. We will
consider two types of vector fields YA to compute the
charges; namely, the electric- and magnetic-parity vectors
harmonics defined in Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.3b). We will thus

denote these terms by δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm and δQðα¼1Þ

ðbÞ;lm, respectively,

for Eq. (4.1b) and δQðβ¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm and δQðβ¼1Þ

ðbÞ;lm, respectively, for
Eq. (4.1c). The results here hold for both the standard BMS
charges (CM and intrinsic angular momentum) and the
generalized BMS charges (super angular momentum).
There are a number of additional simplifications that occur
for the intrinsic and CM angular momentum, and we will
therefore treat these simpler cases separately afterwards.
In this calculation, we will not require initially that the

two parameters α and β be equal, because this choice was
made to require that the standard (rather than the super)
angular momentum vanishes in flat spacetimes. For the
super angular momentum, the choice of α ¼ β does not
guarantee that these charges vanish in flat spacetimes, and it
is not agreed upon universally that these charges should
vanish in flat spacetime (see, e.g., [48]).
Before we begin the calculations, note that because

DATðbÞ;lm
A ¼ 0, then by performing an integration by parts

of Eq. (4.1c), one can show that

δQðβ¼1Þ
ðbÞ;lm ¼ 0; ð4:14Þ

we will thus focus on the three quantities δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm, δQ

ðα¼1Þ
ðbÞ;lm,

and δQðβ¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm. The calculation of these three quantities is

quite similar, so we will describe in detail the procedure for

just δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm (and the other two quantities can be deter-

mined through a nearly identical calculation).
Starting from Eq. (4.1b), we then substitute in the

multipolar expansion of CAB and DACAB given in
Eqs. (4.5) and (4.7) and the vector spherical harmonic in
Eq. (4.3a). We then use the relationships between the vector
and tensor spherical harmonics and the spin-weighted
spherical harmonics in Eqs. (4.9a)–(4.10b) to write

δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm in terms of the multipole moments Ulm and Vlm

as well as the integrals of three spin-weighted spherical
harmonics in Eq. (4.11). We then make use of the identities
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for the coefficients Clðs0; l0; m0; s00; l00; m00Þ in Eq. (4.13) and
the complex conjugate properties of Ulm and Vlm in
Eq. (4.6) to simplify the expression. It is useful to make
the definitions (similar to those in [37])

sl;ð�Þ
l0;l00 ¼ 1� ð−1Þlþl0þl00 ; ð4:15aÞ

fll0;m0;l00;m00 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl0 þ 2Þðl0 − 1Þ

p
Clð−1; l0; m0; 2; l00; m00Þ;

ð4:15bÞ

gll0;m0;l00;m00 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
lðlþ 1Þ

p
Clð−2; l0; m0; 2; l00; m00Þ: ð4:15cÞ

The result can then be written as is

δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm ¼ −

1

128π

X
l0;m0;l00;m00

fll0;m0;l00;m00

× ½sl;ðþÞ
l0;l00 ðUl0m0Ul00m00 þ Vl0m0Vl00m00 Þ

þ isl;ð−Þl0;l00 ðUl0m0Vl00m00 − Vl0m0Ul00m00 Þ�; ð4:16aÞ

where the indices on the charges should be integers in the
ranges l ≥ 1 and −l ≤ m ≤ l, and where the sums run over
integers in the ranges l0 ≥ 2, −l0 ≤ m0 ≤ l0, l00 ≥ 2, and
−l00 ≤ m00 ≤ l00 This gives the α-dependent difference from
the super-CM charge of [36]. A similar calculation shows
that the α-dependent correction to the superspin can be
written as

δQðα¼1Þ
ðbÞ;lm ¼ i

128π

X
l0;m0;l00;m00

fll0;m0;l00;m00

× ½sl;ð−Þl0;l00 ðUl0m0Ul00m00 þ Vl0m0Vl00m00 Þ
þ isl;ðþÞ

l0;l00 ðUl0m0Vl00m00 − Vl0m0Ul00m00 Þ�: ð4:16bÞ

Finally, the β-dependent correction to the super-CM charge
is given by

δQðβ¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm ¼ −

1

256π

X
l0;m0;l00;m00

gll0;m0;l00;m00

× ½sl;ðþÞ
l0;l00 ðUl0m0Ul00m00 þ Vl0m0Vl00m00 Þ

þ isl;ð−Þl0;l00 ðUl0m0Vl00m00 − Vl0m0Ul00m00 Þ�: ð4:16cÞ

The values of l, l0, l00, m, m0, and m00 in Eqs. (4.16b) and
(4.16c) are the same as in Eq. (4.16a). From these differ-
ence terms and the super-CM and superspin charges with

α ¼ 1 and β ¼ 1 (i.e., Qðα¼1;β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm and Qðα¼1;β¼1Þ

ðbÞ;lm ) one can

then construct the full α and β dependent super CM and

superspin (i.e., Qðα;βÞ
ðeÞ;lm and Qðα;βÞ

ðbÞ;lm).
Although we do not require that the superspin and super

center-of-mass vanish in flat spacetime, it is still useful to

write down the expressions for the α- and β-dependent
difference terms in this case; namely, the quantities

δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm and δQðα¼β¼1Þ

ðbÞ;lm . It is then straightforward to spe-

cialize our previous results to find that

δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;lm ¼ −

1

256π

X
l0;m0;l00;m00

ð2fll0;m0;l00;m00 þ gll0;m0;l00;m00 Þ

× ½sl;ðþÞ
l0;l00 ðUl0m0Ul00m00 þ Vl0m0Vl00m00 Þ

þ isl;ð−Þl0;l00 ðUl0m0Vl00m00 − Vl0m0Ul00m00 Þ�: ð4:17aÞ

The superspin is the same, because the term δQðβ¼1Þ
ðbÞ;lm

vanishes, i.e.,

δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðbÞ;lm ¼ δQðα¼1Þ

ðbÞ;lm: ð4:17bÞ

In the next subsections, we will further specialize
Eqs. (4.17a) and (4.17b) to l ¼ 1 spherical harmonics to
compute the CM and intrinsic angular momentum.

C. Multipolar expansion of the intrinsic angular
momentum

We begin by simplifying the expression in Eq. (4.16b) in
the case where l ¼ 1 (which corresponds to the correction to
the intrinsic angular momentum). When l ¼ 1, the coeffi-
cients f1l0;m0;l00;m00 are nonvanishing for l00 ¼ l0 or l00 ¼ l0 � 1.

Thus, the coefficient s1;ð−Þl0;l00 is nonvanishing onlywhen l00 ¼ l0

and the coefficient s1;ðþÞ
l0;l00 is nonvanishing for l00 ¼ l0 � 1.

Because the indexm satisfiesm ¼ 0 orm ¼ �1, then for the

first set of terms in Eq. (4.16b) proportional to s1;ð−Þl0;l00 the
nonzero terms in the double sum will be one of the terms of
the form f1l0;m0;l0;−m0 or f1l0;m0;l0;−m0�1

. Given the complex-
conjugate relationships for the Ulm and Vlm moments in
Eq. (4.6) and the symmetries of the coefficients
C1ð−1; l0; m0; 2;−l0; m00Þ under the change of sign of m0 in
Eq. (4.13), then one can show that the terms proportional to

s1;ð−Þl0;l00 vanish. The difference term from the Wald-Zoupas
angular momentum is then given by

δJðα¼1Þ
1;m ≡ δQðα¼1Þ

ðbÞ;1;m ¼ 1

128π

X
l0;m0;l00;m00

s1;ðþÞ
l0;l00 f1l0;m0;l0;m00

× ðUl0m0Vl00;m00 − Vl0m0Ul00;m00 Þ: ð4:18Þ

Note that although we left the expression as a double sum
over l0 and l00, the l00 sum is restricted to l00 ¼ l0 − 1 or
l00 ¼ l0 þ 1; similarly, the m00 sum is restricted to the values
m00 ¼ m −m0, where m ¼ 0 or m ¼ �1. If we evaluate the
coefficients f1l0;m0;l0�1;−m0 , f1l0;m0;l0�1;−m0−1, and f

1
l0;m0;l0�1;−m0þ1

in the sum using the expression in Eq. (4.12), then the
expressions can be simplified to square roots of rational
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functions in these cases. We follow [37] and define coef-

ficients al, b
ð�Þ
lm , clm and dð�Þ

lm by

al ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl − 1Þðlþ 3Þ

ð2lþ 1Þð2lþ 3Þ

s
; ð4:19aÞ

bð�Þ
lm ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl�mþ 1Þðl�mþ 2Þ

p
; ð4:19bÞ

clm ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl −mþ 1Þðlþmþ 1Þ

p
; ð4:19cÞ

dð�Þ
lm ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðl�mþ 1Þðl ∓ mÞ

p
ð4:19dÞ

(though we do not use dð�Þ
lm until the next subsection). In

terms of these quantities, and after relabeling l0 with l andm0
withm in the sum, we can write the difference term from the
Wald-Zoupas angular momentum as

δJðα¼1Þ
1;0 ¼ 1

16

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

alclm
lþ 1

× ðŪlmVlþ1;m − V̄lmUlþ1;mÞ; ð4:20aÞ

δJðα¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼ 1

32

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

alb
ð�Þ
lm

lþ 1

× ðŪlmVlþ1;m�1 − V̄lmUlþ1;m�1Þ: ð4:20bÞ

The calculation to arrive at these simplified expressions
requires some relabeling of indices in the sum so that only
terms with lþ 1 appear rather than l − 1.
A similar calculation was performed in [26] using STF l-

index tensors rather than expanding CAB in the harmonics
in Eq. (4.5). The two formalisms can be related, and we
compared the result of the difference term in [26] for the
intrinsic angular momentum to our expressions in
Eqs. (4.20a) and (4.20b). We found that our result differs
from Eq. (4.16) of [26] by an additional factor of 1=ðlþ 1Þ,
and we could not identify from where this discrepancy was
arising. We give a detailed calculation of this comparison in
the Appendix. Given our results in the next subsection, we
believe our result to be correct, so we suspect that the error
lies in the conversion between the two formalisms.

D. Multipolar expansion of the center-of-mass
angular momentum

We now derive a similar expression for the difference
terms from the Wald-Zoupas center-of-mass angular
momentum when expanded in terms of the mass and
current multipole moments of CAB in Eq. (4.5). We first
give a result for general real coefficients α and β, and we
then specify to the α ¼ β choice. The calculation is quite
similar to that in the previous subsection for the intrinsic
angular momentum. When the expression in Eq. (4.16a) is

restricted to l ¼ 1, then there is again a similar cancellation

of the terms proportional to s1;ð−Þl0;l00 leaving just the terms

proportional to s1;ðþÞ
l0;l00 . Again, because the allowed values of

l00 are given by l00 ¼ l0 � 1, the coefficients f1l0;m0;l00;m00

simplify to square roots of rational functions. The α-
dependent difference terms are then given by

δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;0 ≡ δkðα¼1Þ

1;0 ¼ 1

16

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

alclm
lþ 1

× ðŪlmUlþ1;m þ V̄lmVlþ1;mÞ; ð4:21aÞ

δQðα¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;�1

≡ δkðα¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼ 1

32

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

alb
ð�Þ
lm

lþ 1

× ðŪlmUlþ1;m�1 þ V̄lmVlþ1;m�1Þ; ð4:21bÞ

for the m ¼ 0 and m ¼ �1 modes, respectively.
For the β-dependent difference term in Eq. (4.16c) it is

no longer the case that the s1;ð−Þl0;l00 terms vanish. However,
because the coefficients g1l0;m0;l00;m00 also have the property
that they vanish except when l00 ¼ l0 or l00 ¼ l0 � 1 and
when m00 ¼ m −m0 for m ¼ 0 or m ¼ �1, then the
coefficients can similarly be evaluated in terms of rational
functions and their square roots. The result of this calcu-
lation is as follows:

δQðβ¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;0 ≡ δkðβ¼1Þ

1;0 ¼ −
1

16

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

1

lþ 1

×

�
alclmðŪlmUlþ1;m þ V̄lmVlþ1;mÞ

−
2im
l

ŪlmVlm

�
; ð4:22aÞ

δQðβ¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;�1

≡ δkðβ¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼ −

1

32

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

1

lþ 1

×

�
alb

ð�Þ
lm ðŪlmUlþ1;m�1 þ V̄lmVlþ1;m�1Þ

� 2i
l
dð�Þ
lm ŪlmVl;m�1

�
: ð4:22bÞ

The coefficients dð�Þ
lm are defined in Eq. (4.19).

A significant simplification occurs when the two param-
eters are equal; only the terms involving products of Ulm
and Vlm moments remain. We find that the result is given by

δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;0 ≡ δkðα¼β¼1Þ

1;0 ¼ i
8

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

m
lðlþ 1Þ ŪlmVlm;

ð4:23aÞ
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δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;1;�1

≡ δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼∓ i

16

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

dð�Þ
lm

lðlþ 1Þ ŪlmVl;m�1:

ð4:23bÞ

This result is consistent with our calculation in flat
spacetime in Sec. III. In that section we showed that when
α ¼ β, the angular momentum should vanish in flat
spacetime. Because the tensor CAB can be decomposed
using just electric-type tensor harmonics (i.e., the Ulm
modes can be nonvanishing but all Vlm modes must
vanish), then the multipolar expansion should not involve
products of Ulm moments with other Ulm moments,
because these terms would be nonvanishing in flat
spacetime.
Our result for the β-dependent term in Eqs. (4.22) agrees

with Eq. (4.17) of [26] after performing the same con-
version between their STF l-index tensors and our mass and
current multipoles Ulm and Vlm. This comparison is given
in detail in the Appendix. The α-dependent terms in
Eq. (4.21) was not computed in [26]. Note, however, that

the coefficients in δkðα¼1Þ
1m in Eq. (4.21) that multiply the

products of Ulm and Vlm moments are precisely the same

ones that appear in Eq. (4.20) for δJðα¼1Þ
1m . Since the

coefficients are the same in Eqs. (4.20) and (4.21), and
since these coefficients are needed to have the angular
momentum vanish in flat spacetime, then this provides a
consistency check on the result in Eq. (4.20).
Now that we have the multipolar expressions for the

difference terms from the Wald-Zoupas definition of the
angular momentum, it is possible to assess how large these
terms are for different systems of interest. We will focus on
nonspinning compact binaries in the next section.

V. STANDARD AND SUPER ANGULAR
MOMENTUM FOR NONPRECESSING

BBH MERGERS

In this part, we compute the effect of the remaining free
parameter α on the standard and super angular momentum
from nonprecessing binary-black-hole mergers. As dis-
cussed in the introduction, the value of the (super) angular
momentum depends on a choice of Bondi frame. For the
explicit calculations using PN theory and NR surrogate
models in this section, we will work in the canonical frame
(e.g., [9]) associated with the binary as u → −∞. This
frame is a type of asymptotic rest frame in which CAB ¼ 0
and the system has vanishing mass dipole moment (i.e., a
CM frame).
For the difference of the angular momentum from the

Wald-Zoupas values [i.e., Eqs. (4.20) and (4.23)], this
difference depends on products of both theUlm and the Vlm
modes. As we discuss in the first subsection in this part, the
Ulm modes can be nonvanishing after the passage of GWs
for these BBH mergers, because of the GW memory effect.

The Vlm modes vanish after the radiation passes for these
BBH systems (see, e.g., [50]; thus, the difference terms in
Eqs. (4.20) and (4.23) will vanish after the passage of the
GWs). This implies that the net change in the angular
momentum between two nonradiative regions for these
binaries will be the same. Nevertheless, while the binary is
emitting GWs, the instantaneous value of the angular
momentum will differ from the Wald-Zoupas value. We
compute the size of this effect in the PN approximation and
using surrogate models fit to NR simulations in the
following subsections.
We then perform similar calculations involving the

difference terms from the super angular momentum of
[36]. Because the super angular momentum terms in
Eq. (4.16a) involve products of Ulm moments, then the
super angular momentum can differ from the α ¼ β ¼ 1
values when there is the GW memory effect. We thus
estimate the magnitude of this difference in the PN
approximation and from the dominant waveform modes
from NR simulations. As we will discuss further below, the
effect is small compared to the change in the super angular
momentum, but is within the numerical accuracy of the
simulations.
Because we are interested in investigating the order-of-

magnitudes of the effects rather than their precise values,
we will generally work with the leading-order approxima-
tions to the results in this section, as we will describe in
more detail in the relevant parts below.

A. Computing the leading GW memory effect and
spin memory effect

In post-Newtonian theory, the GW memory effect and
the spin memory effect have been computed, and the
relevant results can be obtained from, e.g., [51] or [21],
respectively. For NR simulations, GW memory effects are
not captured in most Cauchy simulations (see, e.g., [52])
and the additional post-processing step of Cauchy-charac-
teristic extraction [53] needs to be performed [50,54] to get
the memory effects directly from simulations. However, by
enforcing the flux balance laws in Eq. (2.10), one can
determine constraints on the GW memory effects from
waveforms that do not contain the memory (e.g., [21,55]).
This approximate procedure is quite accurate [50]. We
summarize our procedure for computing GW memory
effects below.

1. (Displacement) GW memory effect

The GW memory effect can be computed by integrating
the conservation equation for the Bondi mass aspect in
Eq. (2.5a) with respect to u [this equation contains
equivalent information to the flux balance law (2.10) for
a basis of supertranslation vectors]. Integrating the term
DADBNAB in Eq. (2.5a) with respect to u gives rise to a
change in the shear, which we will denote by DADBΔCAB.
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This quantity DADBΔCAB is constrained by changes in the
mass aspect Δm and the integrated flux of energy per solid
angle (a term proportional to

R
duNABNAB; see, e.g., [9]

and references therein for further discussion). This equation
constrains only the electric part of ΔCAB, and for this
reason it is convenient to write the memory using a single
scalar function ΔΦ as

ΔCAB ¼
�
DADB −

1

2
hABD2

�
ΔΦ: ð5:1Þ

It is then useful to expandΔΦ in scalar spherical harmonics
Ylm. Once this is done, when the operator ð2DADB −
hABD2Þ acts on these scalar harmonics, Eq. (5.1) can be
written in terms of the electric-parity tensor harmonics in
Eq. (4.4a) as

ΔCAB ¼
X
l;m

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðlþ 2Þ!
2ðl − 2Þ!

s
TðeÞ;lm
AB ΔΦlm: ð5:2Þ

By comparing Eq. (5.2) with Eq. (4.5), it is straightforward
to see that the change in the Ulm moments can be related to
the ΔΦlm modes via the relationship

ΔUlm ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðlþ 2Þ!
2ðl − 2Þ!

s
ΔΦlm: ð5:3Þ

Although both changes in the Bondi mass aspect and the
flux of energy per solid angle produce GWmemory effects,
for nonprecessing BBHmergers, the flux term produces the
much larger memory effect (i.e., the nonlinear memory is
much larger than the linear memory; this is true in both the
post-Newtonian approximation [56] and in NR simulations
[50]). For this reason, just the contributions from the
nonlinear memory to ΔΦ were computed in [21], and
the result is given in terms of the mass and current
multipole moments by

ΔΦlm ¼ 1

2

ðl − 2Þ!
ðlþ 2Þ!

X
l0;l00;m0;m00

Clð−2; l0; m0; 2; l00; m00Þ

×
Z

∞

−∞
duf2isl;ð−Þl0;l00

_Ul0m0 _Vl00m00

þ sl;ðþÞ
l0;l00 ð _Ul0m0 _Ul00;m00 þ _Vl0m0 _Vl00;m00 Þg: ð5:4Þ

Both in the PN approximation and in NR simulations, the
largest contribution to the GW memory effect from non-
precessing BBH mergers comes from terms involving
products of U22 and U2−2 ¼ Ū22 modes in Eq. (5.4).
The dominant memory effect produced by the U22 mode
appears in the ΔΦ20 and ΔΦ40 modes. Evaluating the
appropriate coefficients in Eq. (5.4) and using Eq. (5.3), we
find that the leading GW memory effect in the mode U20 is
given by

ΔU20 ¼
1

42

ffiffiffiffiffi
15

π

r Z
∞

−∞
duj _U22j2: ð5:5aÞ

The expression for the U40 mode is given by

ΔU40 ¼
1

504
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
5π

p
Z

∞

−∞
duj _U22j2 ¼

1

60
ffiffiffi
3

p ΔU20: ð5:5bÞ

We will also consider quantities U20 and U40 which are
obtained by integrating Eq. (5.5) from −∞ up to a finite
retarded time u rather than taking the limit u → ∞.

2. GW modes that produce the spin-memory effect

The other type of GW memory that we will need to
consider in this paper is the GW spin memory effect. Like
the GW memory effect in the previous subsection, the spin
memory effect can also be determined from the flux
balance law in Eq. (2.10). Unlike the displacement
memory, the spin memory is constrained by changes in
the super angular momentum (rather than the supermo-
mentum) and the flux of angular momentum per solid angle
(rather than the flux of energy per solid angle). In addition,
the spin memory effect appears in the magnetic-parity part
of the retarded-time integral of the shear tensor, rather than
the electric part of the change in the shear. We will not need
the spin memory itself, but we do need the GW modes that
produce the spin memory effect. Nevertheless, it is easiest
to describe the calculation of these modes by summarizing
the calculation of the spin memory. We thus begin by
writing the shear tensor CAB as a sum of two terms of
electric- and magnetic-parity parts

CAB ¼ 1

2
ð2DADB − hABD2ÞΦþ ϵCðADBÞDCΨ; ð5:6Þ

where Φ and Ψ are smooth functions of the coordinates
ðu; θAÞ. The spin memory is related to the retarded time
integral of the function Ψ [21]

ΔΣ≡
Z þ∞

−∞
duΨ: ð5:7Þ

The full multipolar expansion of the spin memory is a
somewhat lengthy expression, so we do not reproduce it
here (although it is given in [21]). Analogously to the
displacement GW memory effect, there are two contribu-
tions to the spin memory effect from the linear and
nonlinear terms. However, the linear terms are smaller
than the nonlinear terms for nonprecessing compact bina-
ries (see, e.g., [50]), so we focus on just the nonlinear terms.
We will also give just the largest terms that are computed
from the mode U22 (which is the dominant term in the PN
approximation, and also the most significant term in NR
simulations). The U22 mode produces a spin memory effect
that appears in the u integral of the l ¼ 3, m ¼ 0 mode of
the waveform; it was computed in [21] to be
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ΔΣ ¼ 1

80
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
7π

p Y30

Z
duℑðŪ22

_U22Þ: ð5:8Þ

Acting on ΔΣ with the operator ϵCðADBÞDC gives the
retarded-time integral of the magnetic-parity part of the
shear tensor CAB,

ϵCðADBÞDCΔΣ ¼ 1

40

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

7π

r
TðbÞ;30
AB

Z
duℑðŪ22

_U22Þ: ð5:9Þ

By differentiating Eq. (5.9) with respect to u, we can obtain
the magnetic part of the shear that produces the spin
memory effect. Because Eq. (5.9) is already expanded in
magnetic-parity tensor harmonics, we can immediately
determine that the relevant spin-memory mode is V30,
which is given by

V30 ¼
1

40

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

7π

r
ℑðŪ22

_U22Þ: ð5:10Þ

Wewill useEqs. (5.5) and (5.10) to add in the contributions of
the memory and spin memory effects that are not included in
theNRsurrogatewaveformmodel thatweuse to compute the
difference terms from the respective Hamiltonian definitions
of [20] and of [36] for the angular momentum and super
angular momentum in the next subsections.

B. Standard angular momentum

We noted above that the different definitions of the
angular momentum for nonprecessing BBH mergers will
agree after the gravitational waves pass, but they will differ
while these systems are radiating gravitational waves. We
will calculate the size of this difference first in the PN
approximation and second in full general relativity using
NR waveforms from BBHmergers. The NR waveforms are
usually given in terms of the multipole moments of the
strain h, which is related to the tensor CAB by the relation

h≡ hþ − ih× ¼ 1

r
CABm̄Am̄B: ð5:11Þ

This expression defines the two polarizations hþ and h×
and m̄A is the complex conjugate of the dyad defined in
Eq. (4.8). The strain h can be expanded in terms of spin-
weighted spherical harmonics −2Ylm as

h ¼
X
lm

hlmð−2YlmÞ: ð5:12Þ

It then follows that the moments hlm are related to Ulm and
Vlm by

hlm ¼ 1

r
ffiffiffi
2

p ðUlm − iVlmÞ ð5:13Þ

(see, e.g., [21] and references therein).

Because of the symmetries of nonprecessing binaries, the
relationship between the hlm mode and the Ulm and Vlm
modes simplifies. Specifically, the mass multipole
moments Ulm are nonzero only when lþm is even, and
the current multipole moments Vlm are nonzero only when
lþm is odd (see, e.g., [57]). Therefore, the mass and
current multipole moments can be written in terms of the
strain modes for these systems as

Ulm ¼ r
ffiffiffi
2

p
hlm; for lþm even; ð5:14aÞ

Vlm ¼ ir
ffiffiffi
2

p
hlm; for lþm odd: ð5:14bÞ

Note that our definition of the polarizations hþ and h× (and
hence hlm) have a relative minus sign to those in [57],
though theUlm and Vlm moments agree in sign. Combining
these properties of the Ulm and Vlm moments with the
expressions for the difference terms in Eqs. (4.20) and

(4.23), we find that multipole moments δJðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1

and δkðα¼β¼1Þ
10 vanish. Thus, we focus on the δJðα¼β¼1Þ

10

and δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 modes below.

The waveforms from PN calculations and surrogate
models from NR simulations contain a finite number of
ðl; mÞ modes [in the PN context, the waveform has only
been computed up to a finite PN order, whereas for
surrogate models, the NR simulations extract only a subset
of all ðl; mÞ modes, and the surrogate models only fit to a
further subset of the extracted modes]. The number of
modes that we use in the calculations of the quantities

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 and δkðα¼β¼1Þ

1�1 will differ, but it is chosen such that
we capture the leading nonvanishing effect in the PN
approximation. We will then use the same set of modes
for the calculations with the NR surrogate waveform
(absent any modes that the surrogate model does not
contain). As we will discuss in more detail below, we will
use waveform modes that go up to 2.5PN orders above the

leading part of the U22 mode to compute δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 ,

whereas for δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 , we can capture the leading effect

using just the leadingU22 mode and the V21 mode. Thus, to

compute δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 we use the expression

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 ¼ 1

8

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r
ℜ

�
a2c22
3

Ū22V32 þ
a3c33
4

Ū33V43

þ a3c31
4

Ū31V41 þ
a2c20
6

Ū20V30

−
a2c21
3

V̄21U31 −
a3c32
4

V̄32U42

−
a4c43
5

V̄43U53 −
a3c30
8

V̄30U40

�
: ð5:15Þ

Note that the real part of the quantity in parentheses is being
taken, which arises from using the complex-conjugate
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properties of the modes Ulm and Vlm in Eq. (4.6). For

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 , we use the expressions

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
11 ¼ i

96

ffiffiffi
3

π

r
ðdðþÞ

2−2U22V̄21 − dðþÞ
20 Ū20V21Þ; ð5:16aÞ

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1−1 ¼ i

96

ffiffiffi
3

π

r
ðdð−Þ22 Ū22V21 − dð−Þ20 U20V̄21Þ: ð5:16bÞ

Here note that δkðα¼β¼1Þ
11 ¼ −δk̄ðα¼β¼1Þ

1−1 , since δkðα¼β¼1Þ
11 and

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1−1 can both be related to the real difference terms

from the x and y components of the Wald-Zoupas CM
angular momentum (see the Appendix).

1. Post-Newtonian results

For nonprecessing binaries, the mass and current multi-
pole moments Ulm and Vlm are expressed conveniently in
terms of several different mass parameters and mass ratios.
Here we denote the individual masses by m1 and m2 with
m1 > m2. We then denote the total mass byM ¼ m1 þm2,
the relative mass difference by m12 ¼ ðm1 −m2Þ=M, the
mass ratio by q ¼ m1=m2 ≥ 1, and the symmetric mass
ratio ν ¼ m1m2=M2. We also use the notation Ω for the
orbital frequency, ψ for the orbital phase, and x ¼ ðMΩÞ2=3
for the PN parameter, as in [57]. It is shown in [57] that all
the waveform modes hlm can be written in the form

hlm ¼ −
8Mνx
r

ffiffiffi
π

5

r
Hlme−imψ ; ð5:17Þ

where the terms Hlm are given in Eqs. (328)–(329) of [57]
and can be written as polynomials in the square root of the
PN parameter (i.e.,

ffiffiffi
x

p
). We do not use the full expressions

forHlm in Eqs. (328)–(329) of [57]; rather we only go up to
2.5PN order (i.e., x5=2) in these equations. After substitut-
ing these expressions into Eq. (5.15), we find that the result
for δJα¼β¼1

1;0 is given by

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 ¼ 8

5

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3π

2

r
M2ν2

�
−
10

21
−
m2

12

210
þ 9329

4410
ν

�
x9=2

þOðx5Þ: ð5:18Þ

The angular momentum in the Newtonian limit goes as
x−1=2, so the correction term in Eq. (5.18) appears at 5PN
order with respect to the leading-order effect. During the
inspiral when the PN parameter x is small, δJα¼β¼1

10 is not
expected to be very large. Given the fact that the product
Ū22V32 scales with the PN parameter as x3, it might initially
seem unusual that the net effect δJα¼β¼1

10 goes like x9=2.
Because there is a real part in Eq. (5.15), there are a number
of cancellations that occur between different modes. These
cancelations in the Ulm and Vlm moments occur in the

conservative part of the dynamics, but not the dissipative
part from GW radiation reaction. These dissipative dynam-
ics appear as a relative 1.5PN correction to V32, which
explains why the leading order part of δJα¼β¼1

10 goes like
x9=2. Analogous arguments can be made for the other terms
in Eq. (5.15).
There is another feature of Eq. (5.18) worth describing

that relates to the dependence of δJα¼β¼1
10 on the mass ratio

q (and which is a feature that also appears in the NR
simulations, which we discuss later). Specifically, the sign
of δJα¼β¼1

10 changes, and there is a specific mass ratio at
which the leading PN expression vanishes. The value of the
mass ratio can be computed from Eq. (5.18) to be q ≈ 1.9.
The physical reason for this value was less clear to us,
though it arises from the change in amplitudes of the
multipole moments Ulm and Vlm as a function of mass
ratio q.
The leading-order contribution to δkðα¼β¼1Þ

1�1 turns out to
require fewer terms to compute, as indicated in Eq. (5.16),
and it only requires the leading-order parts of the moments
U22 and V21. It is reasonably straightforward to show that

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 is given by

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼ −i

22

35

ffiffiffi
π

3

r
M2ν2m12x5=2e∓iψ þOðx3Þ: ð5:19Þ

The difference term from the Wald-Zoupas definition of the
CM angular momentum scales as x5=2, which is two PN
orders lower than the correction term to the intrinsic
angular momentum. However, this effect also goes as
e∓iψ , so the average over an orbital period vanishes. As
was discussed in [37], while the change in the Wald-Zoupas
definition of the CM angular momentum scales with the PN
parameter as x0 ¼ Oð1Þ, there is a choice of reference time
u0 that can set the change in the CM angular momentum to
zero through 2PN order (i.e., through x2). At 2.5PN order
(x5=2), there is no longer just a choice of reference time that
allows the effect to be set to zero, which also preserves the
fact that the binary was initially chosen to be in the CM
frame and rest-frame of the source with the supertransla-
tions chosen such that CAB ¼ 0 initially. Thus, the terms

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 in Eq. (5.19) are of the same PN order as the

nontrivial (in the sense discussed here) Wald-Zoupas CM
angular momentum. The impact of the different definitions
of angular momentum is thus largest for the CM angular
momentum (although the impact of the CM angular
momentum on the evolution of compact binaries has not
been discussed as extensively as that of the other charges
associated with the Poincaré group).
Finally, we also point out that from Eq. (5.19) it can be

shown that the maximum effect happens approximately at
q ¼ 2.6. This is comparable to the value of the mass ratio
that results in the maximum kick velocity for nonspinning
binaries (q ¼ 2.8� 0.23) [58].
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2. Results from NR surrogate models

While the PN approximation gives useful intuition about
the effect of the remaining free parameter α on the intrinsic
and CM angular momentum during the inspiral phase of a
compact binary, it is not expected to be accurate during the
merger and ringdown phases. Instead, it is preferable to use
the results of NR simulations during these late stages of a
BBH merger. In particular, we will use the hybrid NR
surrogate model NRHyb3dq8 [59] to generate the wave-
form modes that enter into Eqs. (5.15) and (5.16). The
surrogate produces the waveform modes rhlm=M, which
we convert to the Ulm and Vlm moments using Eq. (5.14).
Because the surrogate does not model the modes h40, h41
and h53, we cannot include the surrogate model’s contri-
bution to these modes in Eq. (5.15). Also, because the
surrogate does not have the memory or spin memory
contributions to the modes h20, h30, and h40, we add these
contributions to those of the surrogate model. The pro-
cedure we use to compute these memory modes is reviewed
in Sec. VA.
For presenting our results from the surrogate waveforms,

we opt to show the Cartesian components of the intrinsic or
CM angular momentum instead of the multipole moments
that were described in the previous parts. The conversion
between these two descriptions is reasonably straightfor-
ward and is described in further detail in the Appendix. We
thus quote the results here. First, the z component for the

intrinsic angular momentum δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z can be related to

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 by

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z ¼ −2

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2π

3

r
δJðα¼β¼1Þ

10 : ð5:20Þ

Similarly, δkðα¼β¼1Þ
x and δkðα¼β¼1Þ

y can be related to

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 by

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
x ¼ −4

ffiffiffi
π

3

r
ℜ½δkðα¼β¼1Þ

11 �; ð5:21aÞ

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
y ¼ 4

ffiffiffi
π

3

r
ℑ½δkðα¼β¼1Þ

11 �; ð5:21bÞ

(see also [37]). Because δkðα¼β¼1Þ
z is proportional to

δkðα¼β¼1Þ
10 ¼ 0 for nonspinning BBHs, then the magnitude

of the difference of the CM angular momentum is given by

jδkðα¼β¼1Þj ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðδkðα¼β¼1Þ

x Þ2 þ ðδkðα¼β¼1Þ
y Þ2

q
: ð5:22Þ

We first show the difference of the intrinsic angular
momentum from the Wald-Zoupas value, δJðα¼β¼1Þ

z , for
BBHs with different mass ratios. The top panel of Fig. 1

displays δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z as a function of retarded time for three

different mass ratios, q ¼ 1, 2, and 4 as solid blue, orange
dashed, and green dotted curves, respectively. The extreme

values of the time series for δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z approach the largest

positive, the closest to zero, and the most negative value for
these three mass ratios, respectively. The dependence of the

extreme value of δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z as a function of mass ratio is

illustrated in more detail in the bottom panel of Fig. 1. As

was noted in the discussion of δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z in the PN

approximation, the extreme value of this quantity changes
sign as a function of mass ratio. The value at which it
undergoes this sign change for the surrogate model is
q ≈ 2.2, which is close to the value predicted by the leading

FIG. 1. Top: The z component of the difference of the intrinsic
angular momentum from the Wald-Zoupas values (denoted by

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z ) as a function of retarded time for nonspinning BBH

mergers of three mass ratios, q ¼ 1, 2, and 4. Note that the
extreme value switches from a maximum to a minimum as a

function of mass ratio. As discussed further in the text, δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z

was computed using a NR surrogate model (where the peak of the
magnitude of the waveform is at retarded time equal to zero)
using Eqs. (5.15) and (5.20). Bottom: The extreme value of the z

component of δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z as a function the mass ratio. Consistent

with the PN predictions, there is a change in the sign of the

quantity δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z that occurs near the mass ratio q ¼ 2.
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PN result of q ≈ 1.9. There is a sharp feature in the curve

near the mass ratio where δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z goes to zero, because

(what is for most mass ratios) the primary peak (which
changes smoothly with mass ratio) becomes smaller than
(what is for most mass ratios) the secondary peak (which
also varies smoothly with mass ratio, but at a different rate
from the primary peak). When the roles of primary and
secondary peak reverse for a small range of mass ratios, the
slope changes abruptly, and this leads to this slight sharp
feature.
We also mention a few implications of the results

presented in Fig. 1. During the inspiral, the Newtonian
value of the orbital angular momentum is given by
M2νx−1=2. For an equal mass binary separated by a distance
of 100M, the angular momentum will initially be of order
∼2.5M2. The final black hole is a Kerr black hole with spin
of order ∼0.67M2

f , where Mf is the final mass of the black
hole (which is typically at least 90% of the total mass M).

Thus, the fact that δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z is of order a few times 10−4M2

at its largest implies that the discrepancies in the definitions
of angular momentum will be small for definitions where α
is of order unity. However, the final spin parameter of the
black hole formed from a BBHmerger is often quoted to an

accuracy which is smaller than the values of δJðα¼β¼1Þ
z

described here (see, e.g., [52]). Thus, for completeness, NR
simulations should specify which definition of angular
momentum is being used.
We now turn to the difference of the CM angular

momentum from the Wald-Zoupas value. We use the same
surrogate model to compute δkðα¼β¼1Þ

x and jδkðα¼β¼1Þj as
functions of retarded time. We plot these quantities in the
top panel of Fig. 2 for q ¼ 3. The bottom panel of Fig. 2
shows the peak value of the time series jδkðα¼β¼1Þj as a
function of the binary’s mass ratio, q. For an equal mass
black-hole binary, q ¼ 1, the change in the CM angular
momentum vanishes. This occurs because there is no linear
momentum radiated from such a system, so the initial and
final rest frames are the same (and we have chosen the
initial rest frame to be the CM frame). The peak value of
jδkðα¼β¼1Þj is reached at a mass ratio of roughly q ≈ 2.5.
This is similar to the PN prediction of q ≈ 2.6 computed
earlier. It is also near the peak value of the gravitational
recoil computed in [58] of q ≈ 2.8. The decrease in the
magnitude of jδkðα¼β¼1Þj at mass ratios greater than q ∼ 2.5
is likely related to the fact that the gravitational recoil also
decreases at these larger mass ratios.
As far as we are aware, there has not been a systematic

study of the size Wald-Zoupas CM angular momentum
from numerical-relativity simulations. In the PN approxi-
mation, the calculations in [37], which were reviewed in
this subsection, suggest that the magnitude of the Wald-
Zoupas CM angular momentum, jkðα¼β¼1Þj, goes as
M2x5=2. Thus, the magnitude of the CM angular momen-
tum could be as large as orderM2 near the merger (thereby

making the difference jδkðα¼β¼1Þj a small effect). Further
investigation is needed to have a more definitive statement
about the possible importance of the term jδkðα¼β¼1Þj.

C. Super angular momentum

We now turn to understanding effect of the free param-
eter α (¼ β) on the difference of the super angular
momentum from the charge of [36] for nonspinning
BBH mergers. Unlike the angular momentum, the super
angular momentum can have a nontrivial net change

FIG. 2. Top: The magnitude and the x component of the
difference of the CM angular momentum from the Wald-Zoupas

definition, jδkðα¼β¼1Þj and δkðα¼β¼1Þ
x , respectively, as functions of

retarded time. The system shown is a BBH merger with mass
ratio q ¼ 3, and the waveform modes used in Eqs. (5.19) and
(5.21) were generated from a NR surrogate, where the peak
magnitude of the waveform occurs at a time equal to zero. The
vector δkðα¼β¼1Þ is in phase with the orbital motion of the binary
during inspiral, and it grows in magnitude until the merger, after
which it settles to zero. Bottom: The maximum of the magnitude
of the difference of the CM angular momentum from the Wald-
Zoupas value as a function of the mass ratio of a BBH system.
Note that the maximum value as a function of q occurs at roughly
the same mass ratio that produces the maximum kick velocity of
the final black hole (see the text for further discussion).
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between the early- and late-time nonradiative regions of a
spacetime for these systems. We thus focus on the net
change in the charges ΔQα¼β

Y ; namely, the difference of
Eq. (4.2a) between two nonradiative regions at early and
late times. Thus, we will similarly be interested in the
change in the difference term from the α ¼ β ¼ 1 value of
the charges; i.e., the quantity ΔδQα¼β¼1

Y , where δQα¼β¼1
Y is

defined in Eq. (4.2b).
We now calculate the change in the largest (in magni-

tude) nonvanishing part of the super angular momentum,
which appears in the l ¼ 2, m ¼ 0 moments of the super-
CM part (in both the PN approximation and from NR
simulations). First, we write the expression for this change
in the charges as

ΔQðα¼βÞ
ðeÞ;20 ¼ ΔQðα¼β¼1Þ

ðeÞ;20 þ ðα − 1ÞΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 : ð5:23Þ

The change in the term δQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 can be obtained by taking

the difference of Eq. (4.17a) evaluated at early and late
times. For nonspinning binaries, all the Vlm moments
vanish in nonradiative regions; the change in the moments
Ulm can be nonvanishing in nonradiative regions when
there is a nontrivial GW memory effect. The largest
moments are U20 and U40, as described in Sec. VA;
however, because the mode U40 is a factor of 60

ffiffiffi
3

p
times

smaller than the U20 mode, we focus here on the con-
tribution from just U20. We find that the leading change in
the difference term is given by

ΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 ¼ 3

448π

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

2π

r
ΔðU20Þ2: ð5:24Þ

Finally, we will compute ΔQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 . The term quadratic in

CAB in Eq. (2.19) gives rise to a term quadratic in ΔU20

which is identical to the expression for ΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 in

Eq. (5.24). The term linear in the shear does not contribute
(because it involves only Vlm modes) and the term −uDAm
does not have a contribution from nonspinning BBH
mergers to this part of the charge. However, the term

involving NA in Eq. (2.19) does contribute to ΔQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 .

The form of NA is known in stationary regions that are
supertranslated from the canonical frame in which
CAB ¼ 0. It was shown in [9] that NA ¼ −3mDAΦ=2,
where Φ is the “potential” for the electric part of the shear
[as in Eq. (3.1c)], and the Bondi mass aspectm is a constant
in this frame. Using the fact that ΔU20 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffi
12

p
ΔΦ20, we

then find that the leading α ¼ β ¼ 1 super CM is given by

ΔQðα¼βÞ
ðeÞ;20 ¼ −3

16π

Mffiffiffi
2

p ΔU20 þ
3

448π

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

2π

r
ΔðU20Þ2: ð5:25Þ

The lowest multipole moment (consistent with the sym-
metries of nonprecessing BBHs) in which the change in the

superspin part could appear is the l ¼ 3, m ¼ 0 mode.
When we evaluate the contribution of the U20 modes in
Eq. (4.16b) for l ¼ 3, m ¼ 0, we find it and the difference
from the Hamiltonian charge of [36] both vanish,

ΔQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðbÞ;30 ¼ ΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ

ðbÞ;30 ¼ 0: ð5:26Þ

Note, however, that the instantaneous value of the charges
(not the change in a nonradiative-to-nonradiative transition)
can be nonvanishing, though we do not compute that
quantity here. We next turn to the computation of the
super CM using the PN approximation and the NR
surrogate model discussed in the previous subsection.

1. PN approximation

We calculate the U20 waveform modes associated with
the GW memory effect as was described in Sec. VA.
Because the PN approximation covers only the inspiral, we

truncate the calculation of ΔUðα¼β¼1Þ
20 at a finite retarded

time u, at which the binary is at a PN parameter x. We thus
denote the change in the PN parameter byΔx. This gives an
expression for the U20 moment that is equivalent to the one
given in [57]. We thus find that the change in the super-CM
angular momentum in Eq. (5.25) and the change in the
difference in Eq. (5.24) are given by

ΔQðα¼βÞ
ðeÞ;20 ¼ −

1

28

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

2π

r
M2νΔxþ 5

1372

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

2π

r
M2ν2Δðx2Þ;

ð5:27aÞ

ΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ
ðeÞ;20 ¼ 5

1372

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
15

2π

r
M2ν2Δðx2Þ: ð5:27bÞ

Thus, the different definitions of the super-CM angular
momentum causes a relative 1PN-order correction to the
leading-order super-CM angular momentum.

2. Numerical-relativity results

The GW memory effect is largest not during the inspiral,
but after the merger and ringdown of a BBH collision. To
better understand the size of the change in the super-CM
angular momentum of a BBH merger, we compute the full
memory effect in the U20 mode as in Eq. (5.5a), and we
substitute the result into Eqs. (5.24) and (5.25). We again
consider nonspinning BBH mergers of different mass
ratios, and we use the same hybrid surrogate model
NRHybSur3dq8 [59] to compute ΔU20. We take the mass
M that enters into Eq. (5.25) to be the final mass, which we
compute using the NR fits computed in [6].
In Fig. 3, we show the net change in difference in the

super-CM angular momentum from the Hamiltonian super-
CM angular momentum of [36], as a function of the mass
ratio of nonspinning BBH mergers of different mass ratios
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between 1 ≤ q ≤ 8. The maximum difference occurs for
equal-mass BBHs and decreases with higher mass ratios,
which is consistent with the amplitude of the memory effect
computed from the dominant quadrupole modes, as in
Eq. (5.5a). This figure illustrates that the change in the
difference terms of the leading super-CM angular momen-
tum are about one hundredth of the change in the super-CM
of [36], which is itself a small effect in units of M2.
Nevertheless, the waveform modes used to compute the
result are sufficiently accurate that this difference can be
resolved.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigated the freedoms in defining
angular momentum and super angular momentum in
asymptotically flat spacetimes and the implications of these
freedoms on the values of the (super) angular momentum of
nonspinning binary-black-hole mergers. The fact that such
freedoms exist was recently discussed in [26], which
demonstrated that there can be a two (real) parameter
family of angular momenta, which encompass a few
commonly used definitions of angular momentum in
asymptotically flat spacetimes. All members of this two-
parameter family satisfy flux balance laws and are con-
structed from quantities that are covariant with respect to
two-sphere cross sections of null infinity. We found,
however, that for the angular momentum to vanish in flat
spacetime, the two parameters must be equal; this leads to a
natural requirement that the family of angular momenta
should depend upon only a single real parameter. If we do
not require that the angular momentum agree with the
Hamiltonian definition of Wald and Zoupas, then there
remained a one-parameter family of angular momentum.

We further investigated the effect of this one free
parameter on the values of the angular momentum. To
do so, we first derived a multipolar expansion (in terms of
the radiative multipole moments of the GW strain) of the
difference of the angular momentum from theWald-Zoupas
definition. The difference is constructed from the products
of mass moments with current moments, unlike the flux of
the Wald-Zoupas definition of angular momentum, which
is written in terms of products of mass moments with
themselves and current moments with themselves. This fact
has an important implication for spacetimes that transition
between nonradiative regions at early times and at late
times, the context in which the GW memory effect is
usually computed. For several types of systems of astro-
physical interest, such as compact-object mergers, the GW
memory effect appears in just the mass-type moments.
Thus, the difference terms that arise from products of mass
and current moments will vanish in these nonradiative-to-
nonradiative transitions, and the net change in the angular
momentum will be independent of this remaining free
parameter. There will, however, be a difference in the
instantaneous value of the angular momentum while the
system is radiating gravitational waves.
We also proposed considering a two-parameter family of

super angular momentum in analogy with the two-param-
eter family of angular momentum given in [26]. Choosing
the two parameters to be equal does not generically make
the super angular momentum vanish in flat spacetime (and
it has also been argued that the super angular momentum
should not necessarily vanish in this context). There is a
choice of the two parameters that does manifestly make the
super angular momentum vanish in flat spacetime, but it
does not correspond to the analog of the Wald-Zoupas
charge. We, therefore, derived a multipolar expansion of the
difference in the super angular momentum from the
Hamiltonian definition of [36] that involved two real
parameters. We also specialized the result to have one free
parameter, so that the charge reduces to the angular
momentum when the symmetry vector field reduces from
an infinitesimal super Lorentz transformation to a standard
infinitesimal Lorentz transformation.
Next, we investigated the magnitude of the difference of

the (super) angular momentum from the Wald-Zoupas
charges for nonspinning, quasicircular binary-black-hole
mergers. For the standard angular momentum the differ-
ence occurs only while the system is radiating GWs. In the
post-Newtonian approximation, we found the difference in
the intrinsic angular momentum enters at a relative 5PN-
order to the Newtonian angular momentum, while the
difference in the CM angular momentum, it appears at the
same PN order as the effect that cannot be set to zero
through a particular choice of reference time (at 2.5PN
order beyond the leading Newtonian expression). Given the
high PN orders, the effects will generally be small, although
they could become large near the binary’s merger, when the

FIG. 3. The change in the Hamiltonian super-CM angular
momentum of [36], ΔQðα¼β¼1Þ

2;0 (scale on the left), and the change
in the difference of the super-CM angular momentum from the

Hamiltonian super-CM angular momentum of [36], ΔδQðα¼β¼1Þ
2;0

(scale on the right), both as a function of the mass ratio of the
binary q. The difference term is about two orders of magnitude
smaller that the change in the super CM.
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PN approximation becomes inaccurate. During the inspiral,
however, the difference in the CM angular momentum from
the Wald-Zoupas value will be larger than that of the
intrinsic angular momentum, because of its lower PN order.
For the super angular momentum, the difference terms need
not vanish after the radiation passes; thus, we focused on
the net change of the charges between early times and late
times. We found that the leading difference in the superspin
vanishes for BBH mergers, while differences in the super-
CM angular momentum cause a relative 1PN difference
from the Hamiltonian super-CM angular momentum
of [36].
Finally, we estimated the difference terms for the (super)

angular momentum using inspiral-merger-ringdown surro-
gate waveforms of nonspinning BBH mergers that were fit
to numerical-relativity simulation data. The intrinsic angu-
lar momentum terms are largest at equal mass, change sign
at a mass ratio near two, and then take on the most negative
value near a mass ratio of four before approaching closer to
zero. The amplitude of the effect is small compared to the
Newtonian value of the angular momentum. The maximum
difference in the CM angular momentum was found to
happen approximately at the mass ratio that produces the
maximum kick velocity of the final black hole. The
difference in the change of the super-CM angular momen-
tum from the corresponding Hamiltonian expression of
[36] in a nonradiative-to-nonradiative transition was only to
a few percent correction. Although these differences in the
(super) angular momentum are small compared to the
values of the (super) angular momentum itself, they are
able to be resolved for these systems. Thus, which
definition is being used should be specified when describ-
ing the (super) angular momentum of nonspinning binary-
black-hole mergers.
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APPENDIX: CONVERSION BETWEEN STF
TENSORS AND SPHERICAL HARMONICS

In this section, we compare our expressions for the
difference in the intrinsic and center-of-mass angular
momentum from the Wald-Zoupas values in Eqs. (4.20)
and (4.23) to a related result obtained by Compère et al. in
[26]. We start with the intrinsic angular momentum terms,
and we make this comparison by converting the u integral

of the expression in Eq. (4.16) of [26] for the intrinsic
angular momentum in terms of STF l-index tensors UL ≡
Uhi1…ili and VL ≡ Vhi1…ili to the multipole moments Ulm

and Vlm used in this paper (the angle brackets around
indices mean that the symmetric, trace-free part of the
tensor should be taken). We focus on the second term in
Eq. (4.16) of [26] which represents the difference from the
Wald-Zoupas value of the angular momentum. We denote

this correction term by δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i , where the index i means

the angular momentum was computed with respect to a
vector on the two-sphere YA

i ¼ ϵABDBni. The quantity ni is
a unit vector in quasi-Cartesian coordinates that is con-
structed from spherical polar coordinates ðθ;ϕÞ as follows

ni ¼ ðsin θ cosϕ; sin θ sinϕ; cos θÞ: ðA1Þ

The expression for δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i from [26] is given by

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i ¼ −

X
l≥2

ðlþ 1Þ2μlþ1ðblUiLVL − blþ1ULViLÞ:

ðA2Þ

The coefficients bl (not to be confused with b
ð�Þ
lm defined in

the main text) and μl were defined in [26] to be

bl ¼
2l

lþ 1
; ðA3aÞ

μl ¼
ðlþ 1Þðlþ 2Þ

ðl − 1Þll!ð2lþ 1Þ!! : ðA3bÞ

To rewrite Eq. (A2) in terms of Ulm and Vlm modes, we
relate the spherical harmonics Ylm to the symmetric trace-
free tensors of rank l (STF-l tensors) NL ¼ nhi1…nili using
the result in [15]

Ylm ¼ Ylm
L NL: ðA4Þ

The tensors Ylm
L with −l ≤ m ≤ are a basis for the vector

space of l-index STF tensors and are defined in [15] (we do
not need their explicit form here). They transform under
complex conjugation in the same way as the scalar
spherical harmonics,

Ȳlm
L ¼ ð−1ÞmYl;−m

L : ðA5Þ

The STF mass and current moments UL and VL are
related to Ulm, Vlm, and Ylm

L by

UL ¼ l!
4

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2lðl − 1Þ

ðlþ 1Þðlþ 2Þ

s Xl

m¼−l
UlmYlm

L ; ðA6aÞ
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VL ¼ −
ðlþ 1Þ!

8l

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2lðl − 1Þ

ðlþ 1Þðlþ 2Þ

s Xl

m¼−l
VlmYlm

L ; ðA6bÞ

see, e.g., Eq. (2.10) of Ref. [56]. It is useful to make the
definitions

sl ≡ l!
4

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2lðl − 1Þ

ðlþ 1Þðlþ 2Þ

s
; ðA7aÞ

gl ≡ −
ðlþ 1Þ!

8l

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2lðl − 1Þ

ðlþ 1Þðlþ 2Þ

s
; ðA7bÞ

though note that sl and gl should not be confused with s
l;ð�Þ
l0;l00

or gll0;m0;l00;m00 defined in the main text. By substituting the

STF moments into Eq. (A2), we can write δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i as

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i ¼

X
l≥2

ðlþ 1Þ2μlþ1

X
m;m0

ðblslþ1glUlþ1;m0 V̄lm

−blþ1slglþ1ŪlmVlþ1;m0 ÞȲlm
L Ylþ1;m0

iL : ðA8Þ

We used the properties in Eqs. (4.6) and (A5) to simplify
the result. The quantity Ȳlm

L Ylþ1;m0
iL can be written in terms

of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients using Eq. (2.26b) of [15],
and it is only nonzero only when m0 satisfies m0 ¼ m or
m0 ¼ m� 1 (though note that we need to multiply the
result in [15] by a factor of 4π to account for the different
normalization of the spherical harmonics used in [26]).
Evaluating the relevant Clebsch-Gordon coefficients
gives

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i ¼

X
l≥2;m

μlþ1

ðlþ 1Þð2l − 1Þ!!
l!

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð2lþ 3Þð2lþ 1Þ

p
½ðblslþ1glUlþ1;mV̄lm − blþ1slglþ1ŪlmVlþ1;mÞclmξ0i

þ ðblslþ1glUlþ1;mþ1V̄lm − blþ1slglþ1ŪlmVlþ1;mþ1ÞbðþÞ
lm ξ1i

þ ðblslþ1glUlþ1;m−1V̄lm − blþ1slglþ1ŪlmVlþ1;m−1Þbð−Þlm ξ−1i �; ðA9Þ

where the basis vectors ξ0i and ξ
�1
i are defined in Eq. (2.15)

of [15],

ξ0i ¼ δzi ; ξ�1
i ¼ 1ffiffiffi

2
p ð∓ δxi − iδyi Þ: ðA10Þ

To relate the multipole moments of the angular momen-
tum to the components of the angular momentum in inertial
Minkowski coordinates, we follow a procedure similar to
that described in [9,21]. First we note that one can write the
magnetic-parity vector harmonics as

T̄A
ðbÞ;1m ¼ ωi

1mϵ
ABDBni; ðA11Þ

where the ωi
1m are then given by

ωx
10 ¼ 0; ωy

10 ¼ 0; ωz
10 ¼

1

2

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r
; ðA12aÞ

ωx
1�1¼∓1

4

ffiffiffi
3

π

r
; ω0y

1�1¼
i
4

ffiffiffi
3

π

r
; ω0z

1�1¼0: ðA12bÞ

Because the angular momentum is a linear functional of the

vector field YA, then the relationship between δJðα¼β¼1Þ
1m and

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
i is given by

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
1m ¼ ωi

1mδJ
ðα¼β¼1Þ
i : ðA13Þ

After substituting Eq. (A9) into Eq. (A13), we find that

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
10 ¼ 1

16

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

alclmðŪlmVlþ1;m − V̄lmUlþ1;mÞ;

ðA14aÞ

δJðα¼β¼1Þ
1�1 ¼ 1

32

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

alb
ð�Þ
lm ðŪlmVlþ1;m�1

− V̄lmUlþ1;m�1Þ; ðA14bÞ

where each term in the sum is a factor of lþ 1 larger than in
Eq. (4.20) as noted in the text after that equation.
We next perform a similar check for the center-of-mass

angular momentum. Since only the β-dependent term was
computed in [26], we convert their expression in terms of
STF tensors and compare it to the β-dependent term in
Eq. (4.22). We start from Eq. (4.17) of [26], and we denote

the second term by δkðβ¼1Þ
i , which is given by

δkðβ¼1Þ
i ¼

X
l≥2

�
ðlþ 1Þμlþ1ðUiLUL þ blblþ1ViLVLÞ

þ 1

2
σlϵijkUjL−1VkL−1

�
: ðA15Þ
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The coefficient σl is defined in [26] by

σl ¼
8ðlþ 2Þ

ðl − 1Þðlþ 1Þ!ð2lþ 1Þ!! : ðA16Þ

We perform the same procedure of converting the l-index STF mass and current moments into the Ulm and Vlm. The β-
dependent difference term in the CM can then be written as follows:

δkðβ¼1Þ
i ¼

X
l≥2;m

ð2lþ 1Þ!!
l!

�
μlþ1slslþ1

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð2lþ 3Þ
ð2lþ 1Þ

s �
ðŪlmUlm þ V̄lmVlmÞclmξ0i þ ðŪlmUl;mþ1 þ V̄lmVl;mþ1Þ

bðþÞ
lmffiffiffi
2

p ξ1i

þ ðŪlmUl;m−1 þ V̄lmVl;m−1Þ
bð−Þlmffiffiffi
2

p ξ−1i

�
þ im

2l
σlslglŪlmVlmξ

0
i −

dðþÞ
lmffiffiffi
2

p ŪlmVl;mþ1ξ
1
i þ

dð−Þlmffiffiffi
2

p ŪlmVl;m−1ξ
−1
i

�
: ðA17Þ

To relate the multipole moments of the CM angular momentum to its components in inertial Minkowski coordinates, we
follow the same procedure as with the intrinsic angular momentum. We first write the electric-type vector harmonics as

T̄A
ðeÞ;1m ¼ ωi

1mD
Ani; ðA18Þ

where the coefficients ωi
1m are given in Eq. (A12). We can then solve for the multipole moments of the CM angular

momentum given the relation

δkðβ¼1Þ
1m ¼ ωi

1mδk
ðβ¼1Þ
i : ðA19Þ

Using Eqs. (A12) and (A19) with Eq. (A17), we find that the multipole moments of the CM angular momentum are

δkðβ¼1Þ
1;0 ¼ −

1

16

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3

2π

r X
l≥2;m

1

lþ 1

�
alclmðŪlmUlþ1;mþV̄lmVlþ1;mÞ −

2im
l

ŪlmVlm

�
; ðA20aÞ

δkðβ¼1Þ
1;�1 ¼ −

1

32

ffiffiffi
3

π

r X
l≥2;m

1

lþ 1

�
alb

ð�Þ
lm ðŪlmUlþ1;m�1þV̄lmVlþ1;m�1Þ �

2i
l
dð�Þ
lm ŪlmVl;m�1

�
: ðA20bÞ

This is identical to the result in Eq. (4.22).
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