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During binary black hole (BBH) mergers, energy and momenta are carried away from the binary system
as gravitational radiation. Access to the radiated energy and momenta allows us to predict the properties of
the remnant black hole. We develop a Python package gw_remnant to extract the remnant mass, remnant
spin, peak luminosity, and the final kick imparted on the remnant black hole from the gravitational
waveforms. Using this package, we extract the remnant properties of the final black hole in case of
nonspinning BBH mergers with mass ratios ranging from g = 2.5 to g = 1000 using waveform modes
generated from BHPTNRSurldgle4, a recently developed numerical-relativity-informed surrogate
model based on the black hole perturbation theory framework. We validate our results against the
remnant properties estimated from numerical relativity (NR) surrogate models in the comparable mass-ratio
regime and against recently available high-mass-ratio NR simulations at ¢ = [15, 32, 64]. We find that our
remnant property estimates computed from fluxes at future null infinity closely match the estimates
obtained from the NR surrogate model of apparent horizon data. Using Gaussian process regression fitting
methods, we train a surrogate model, BHPTNR Remnant, for the properties of the remnant black hole
arising from BBH mergers with mass ratios from g = 2.5 to ¢ = 1000. Finally, we discuss potential
improvements in the BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform model when including remnant information.

We make both the gw_remnant and BHPTNR Remnant packages publicly available.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the coalescence, binary black holes (BBHs)
dissipate energy, linear momentum, and angular momen-
tum through gravitational radiation. As the system emits
energy and angular momentum, the orbit of the binary
shrinks, resulting in an inspiral and an eventual merger.
At the time of the merger, black holes typically radiate a
significant portion of their energy, making a BBH
coalescence one of the most luminous events in the
Universe [1]. The radiated energy corresponds to a mass
deficit in the final black hole (often termed the remnant
black hole), while loss of angular momentum impacts
the spin of the final black hole [2]. While gravitational
radiation will always carry away energy and angular
momenta, the binary must have some degree of asymmetry
to dissipate linear momentum away [3-5]. Most of the
linear momentum is, however, dissipated away in the last
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few cycles of the binary evolution leading to a sudden
recoil (or kick) on the binary’s center of mass near the
merger [6—10].

Remnant properties play an important role throughout
gravitational wave science. For example, the ringdown
spectra of the gravitational radiation are governed by the
remnant black hole, which is characterized by the remnant
mass, remnant spin, and the kick velocity [11-14]. Access
to the remnant properties of the binary is therefore crucial
to develop accurate models for the full inspiral-merger-
ringdown signal. Accurate estimation of the remnant
masses and spins are also necessary to perform null tests
of general relativity using gravitational waves [15,16]
and probe certain binary formation channels where the
remnant black hole may take part in second-generation
mergers [17-28].

Properties of the remnant black hole are typically
computed either directly from local measurements of the
remnant black hole’s apparent horizon [29] (possible in a
numerical relativity simulation) or through radiated har-
monic modes and invoking flux balancing arguments.

© 2023 American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3434-0084
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064048&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2023-09-25
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064048

ISLAM, FIELD, and KHANNA

PHYS. REV. D 108, 064048 (2023)

These modes can be computed from inspiral-merger-
ringdown (IMR) waveform models such as the effective-
one-body models [30-35], phenomenological models
[36-45], or numerical-relativity surrogates [46—52]. While
it is important to follow the fully relativistic nonlinear
dynamics of the binary to accurately calculate the remnant
properties, this process may be too slow depending on the
time taken to generate the necessary data. To overcome this
issue, many attempts have been made to develop accurate
phenomenological fits to the remnant data by calibrating
an analytical ansatz to NR data [3,8,9,53-74]. While this
method may be prone to systematic biases due to the choice
of the ansatz, special attention is given in exploring large
numbers of possible ansatz and quantifying potential over-
fitting. An alternative approach is to build data-driven
surrogate models for the remnant’s properties based on
NR data [74-76]. While the resulting surrogate models have
been shown to be both accurate and fast, these models are
only valid in the comparable mass-ratio regime where NR
data is plentiful. Extending these remnant models beyond the
comparable mass-ratio regime has always been challenging
due to the lack of NR simulations, although remarkable
progress has been made on this front [72,77-79].

Recently, a numerical-relativity informed point-particle
black hole perturbation theory (ppBHPT)-based surrogate
model, BHPTNRSurldgle4 [80], was developed for
comparable to large mass-ratio binaries [80,81]. The model
was validated against a handful of NR waveforms for mass
ratios ranging from ¢ = 15 to ¢ = 32. We will use this
model to investigate the remnant properties of high-mass-
ratio BBH mergers and to develop accurate remnant fits in
this regime. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II, we present an overview of the methods used to
compute the properties of the remnant black hole using the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model and provide a prescription to
fit the remnant data. We then present our results in Sec. III
and discuss a possible implication for waveform modeling
in the context of the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model in
Sec. IV. Finally, we discuss our results in Sec. V.

II. METHODS

In this section, we first provide an overview of our
NR-informed ppBHPT waveform model (Sec. IT A). We then
present an executive summary of the methods we use to
compute the remnant properties of the binary given a
gravitational waveform &(z) (Sec. II B). Finally, we summa-
rize the techniques used to build fits for the remnant properties
as a function of the binary parameter space (Sec. I C).

A. Overview of the BEHPTNRSurldgle4
waveform model

Gravitational radiation from the merger of a binary black
hole is typically written as a superposition of —2 spin-
weighted spherical harmonic modes with indices (£, m),

Yew(0.9). (1)
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where A is the set of intrinsic parameters (such as the
masses and spins of the binary) describing the system, 6 is
the polar angle, and ¢ is the azimuthal angle.

In this paper, we generate gravitational waveforms pri-
marily using the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model [80]. The
model can be accessed through gwsurrogate [82,83] or
through BHPTNRSurrogate [84] package from the
Black Hole Perturbation Theory Toolkit [85].
This is a surrogate model trained on waveform data
generated by the ppBHPT framework for mass ratios varying
from g = 2.5 to ¢ = 10*. The full IMR ppBHPT waveform
training data is computed using a time-domain Teukolsky
equation solver, the details of which have appeared in the
literature extensively [70,80,81,86—-88]. The model includes
a total of 50 spherical harmonic modes up to £ = 10, and
calibrates these modes to numerical relativity data up to
¢ =5 in the comparable mass regime (2.5 < g < 10). In the
comparable mass regime, including mass ratios as low as
2.5, the gravitational waveforms generated through ppBHPT
were found to agree surprisingly well with those from
NR after this simple calibration step with an error of
1073 or less in dominant quadrupolar mode [80,89,90].
When compared to recent Simulating eXtreme Spacetimes
and Rochester Institute of Technology NR simulations
at mass ratios ranging from g =15 to g = 128 the
BHPTNRSurldgle4’s dominant quadrupolar mode agrees
well with errors better than ~10~3 [80,89].

B. Framework to compute the remnant properties

We compute remnant quantities (such as the remnant
mass, remnant spin, remnant kick, and peak luminosity)
from the gravitational waveform’s harmonic modes
[71,91-93] mostly following the equations and conventions
outlined in Ref. [71], which we provide for completeness.
We implement the framework in the gw_remnantl pack-
age and make it publicly available.

1. Remnant mass

The energy flux due to gravitational radiation is given by

(2)

and where we use an overdot to denote d/d,. Unless
otherwise mentioned, we use all available NR-tuned
modes up to £ =5 to compute the energy flux. We also
use G =c=1. Integrating the above expression,

'https://github.com/tousifislam/gw_remnant [94] with the
hash identifier a11£553949213147ddedac103cbe93141
c7d6als.
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E(t) = [' E(f)df, gives the total radiated energy at
time 7. In many cases, we only have access to h’™ over
a finite duration and wish to know E(¢) for a hypothetical,
quasicircular BBH system that started from an infinitely
large initial orbital separation. Let us define time such
that + =0 occurs at the peak of the total waveform
amplitude (taken to be Y/, |h™|) and let t;, be the
start of the waveform modes we have access to. Then the
total energy radiated by the hypothetical system at time ¢
can be written as

E(1) = Ey + / "B, 3)

Tinitial

where the constant E, accounts for the energy dissipated
in GWs at times t < tip;;.- Lhroughout the paper, we
express times in units of the total mass M = m; + m,. Let
us assume that, at least in early inspiral, the system’s
binding energy decreases at a rate determined by energy
flux due to gravitational radiation, a standard assumption
in post-Newtonian (PN) models. We can then estimate
E, using a PN expression for the binding energy [see
Eq. (2.35) of Ref. [95]]

E 1
% = —zvx<1 + EPNx + ESNx? + Eng3), (4)
with
3 v
EPN — (= _
! < 4 12)’ )
27 19y 2
EPN [ oz
2 ( 8 8 24)’ (6)
PN _ _@ 34445 3 2057 3 15502 3 35,3
3\ o4 576 96 96  5184)°
(7)
where v = ﬁ is the symmetric mass ratio, M is the
total mass, x = @'/3, w = %, and ¢(1) is the orbital phase
of the binary. The integration constant,
Ey = —Epx(X(tinitiar)) (8)

is then simply given by direct evaluation.

We now consider a model for the remnant mass.
Let Mg(t) be the time-dependent Bondi mass of the
binary system and M ,py be the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
(ADM) [96] mass. For isolated systems, these two masses
are related by [97],

Myt = My(t) + / " B()dr. )

—00

That is, the ADM mass equals the Bondi mass plus the
energy carried away by gravitational radiation. The ADM
mass can be directly computed in a numerical relativity
simulation but is, of course, unavailable in waveform
models. In Appendix, we show that for the nonspinning
systems considered here, the ADM mass as computed in a
typical NR simulation can be approximated by2

Mapm ® M — E,, (10)

where E, is the PN binding energy at the start of the
waveform. Assuming no gravitational wave emission at
times f < figiig (Which is the case for NR simulations),
our modeled Bondi mass is

ro,
My(t) = M — Ey— / E(1)ar, (11)
Tinitial

from which the remnant mass,
Mrem - MB(OO) ~ MB(tend)

M- E,- / “ By, (12)

Binitial

is readily computed. Here t.4 is time at the end
of the waveform, set to be f,g~115M in the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model. Our remnant model and the
assumptions underlying it are supported by Fig. 1 (top row),
where we compare to the remnant mass computed directly
from the final black hole’s apparent horizon (solid red line).

2. Remnant-kick velocity

The time derivative of the radiated linear momenta is
expressed as [71]

dP o - =4t
£ = im0t hfm( hem
rgg 87 |:£m Gem

dt

+ bf.—m};lf_l’m+l - bf+1,m+llflf+l7m+l):| ’ (13)

1 bf’_mlflf—l,mﬁ—l _ bf+1‘m+1lflt’+1.m+1):|’ (14)

*This dependency can be understood by noting that there is no
gravitational radiation content at the start of an NR simulation.
Consequently, the ADM mass as computed in NR will depend
only on the initial data (such as the initial coordinate separation of
the two black holes) prescribed on the finite computational
domain. For example, see Table 1 of Ref. [98].
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FIG. 1. Remnant quantities computed from three different waveform models BHPTNRSurldgle4 (dashed green), SEOBNRv4HM
(dash-dot yellow), and NRHybSur3dg8 (solid blue), as well as from NRSur3dg8Remnant (solid red). The mass and spin values
are computed either directly from apparent horizon measurements (NRSur3dg8Remnant) or gravitational wave fluxes
(BHPTNRSurldgle4, SEOBNRv4HM, NRHybSur3dg8). We show remnant mass M., remnant spin ¢, remnant-kick velocity

Urem

Kick and the peak luminosity Lpeqx in the left column and respective differences with NRSur3dg8Remnant or other waveform models

in the right column. We further show the GRP fit uncertainties in the NRSur3dg8Remnant estimates. Shaded regions indicate the
respective regions where BHPTNRSurldgle4 (blue) and NRHybSur3dg8 (yellow) models are extrapolated outside their training
region, respectively. Details can be found in the text. To put kick-velocity errors into perspective, we also show the NRSur3dgs8 -
Remnant predictions as a dashed red line.

where the upper bar denotes complex conjugation and the
coefficients as ,,, by, o> and dy,,, are given in Ref. [71].
Integrating dP/dt then gives us the radiated linear momen-
tum of the binary as a function of time. While integrating,
we set the integration constant to be zero as the linear
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momentum emission at early inspiral is expected to be
negligible when averaged over an orbital cycle. The
time-dependent kick imparted to the system’s center of
mass is then,

P.(t)x+P,(1)y+ P.(1)z
V(t)— ()X+ y( )y Z() , (16)
Mp(1)
and taking the magnitude
/Uféfrll( = |V(Z = tend) ’ (17)

gives the kick velocity of the remnant.

3. Remnant spin

The rate of loss of angular momentum during binary
evolution has the following form [71]:

d‘]x . r ~ m 7 m+1 =¢,m—1
W—}Eg@“[;h (Fenh S )],
(18)
djy o =£.m+1 =f.m—1
Ey . gim L hf’m( RO g, R )
= —lim mﬂﬂ{; fem feen
(19)
dJZ . r2 fm
g | SRS hemp 2
di  roe16n S[;m ’ (20)
where
Fom=\VEE+1)—m(m+1). (21)

To compute the total loss of the angular momentum since
the start of the waveform, we integrate dJ/dr.

For the nonspinning BBH systems considered here,
the orbital motion is confined to the x-y plane. Let J?
be the orbital angular momentum at the start of the
waveform, then invoking a flux balancing argument,
we can estimate the remnant spin of the final black hole
by [99]

JO — grad
rem = ——5——, 22
rem M%em ( )
where J™ is the total loss of angular momentum since
the start of the waveform and, due to the symmetry of the
systems we consider, the final spin is always in the z
direction. We estimate J? using a post-Newtonian expres-
sion for the angular momentum [see Eq. (2.36) of
Ref. [95]]

J
= g (1 TP SN2 4 JENG),(23)

X

where
3 v
27 19 12
PN __
& _(§‘T+ﬁ>’ -

135 [ 6889 41z2] 312 T
J§N:< +{— + ”}wf " ”). (26)

16 144 24 24 1296
The integration constant J? is then taken to be
Ion (X (finitiar))-
4. Peak luminosity
We calculate the peak value luminosity,
Lopeak = max E, (27)

by fitting a quadratic function to 21 adjacent samples of E,
consisting of the largest sample and ten neighbors on either
side. The peak luminosity can then be found analytically
from the fit. Here, we use the same set of modes that are
used to compute other remnant quantities.3

C. Building fits for the remnant properties

One of the primary objectives of this paper is to provide
accurate fits to the remnant properties for both comparable
and large mass ratio BBH mergers. We first compute
the remnant properties—remnant mass M, remnant spin
@rem» Temnant kick velocity Xk and the peak luminosity
Lyea—using gravitational waveforms generated with the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model.

For the remnant mass, we choose to fit log;o(1 — M .,)
instead of M., as it has a better-behaved functional form
over a large range of mass ratios leading to more accurate
fits. For the same reason, we build fits for log;o(@em)s
logo(vresy ), and log;o(Lpex). All of our fits are para-
metrized by log,o(¢). To construct the fits, we use the
Gaussian process regression (GPR) [100] methods as
implemented in scikit-learn [101] with radial basis
functions kernels. When the models are evaluated, we can
easily get the predicted remnant by undoing these
transformations.

3q: . .
Since we use G = ¢ = 1 in the paper, no units are used for
luminosity.
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III. RESULTS

In this section, we first present a comparison
between remnant properties computed using the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model and other state-of-art

waveform models in the comparable mass ratio regime
(Sec. II'A) and compare with RIT NR data in the
intermediate mass ratio regime (Sec. III B). Finally, we
build GPR fits for the remnant quantities, obtained using
BHPTNRSurldgle4, for all mass ratios (Sec. III C).

A. Comparison against NR surrogates in the
comparable mass-ratio regime

We first compute remnant quantities in the comparable
mass ratio regime (1 < g < 10) using three different wave-
form models: BHPTNRSurldgle4, NRHybSur3dg8
[49] and SEOBNRv4HM [102]. NRHybSur3dg8 is a
surrogate model for hybridized NR waveforms from
aligned-spin BBH mergers trained on 104 NR waveforms
for mass ratio 1 < ¢ < 8 and spin |y, y»| < 0.8. The model
can, however, be extrapolated up to mass ratio g =~ 10.
The model includes all spin-weighted spherical harmonic
modes up to £ = 4 and the (5, £5) but not the (4, £1) or
(4,0) modes. SEOBNRV4HM is a state-of-art effective-one-
body model for the aligned-spin binaries and has
the following four higher-order modes apart for the
dominant quadrupolar mode of radiation: {(Z,m) =
{(2,£1),(3,£3),(4,£4),(5,£5)}. We use both
NRHybSur3dg8 and SEOBNRvV4HM in their nonspinning
limit. For all models, we generate waveforms on the same
time grid 1 € [-5000, 100]M with time spacing dr = 0.1M.
To compute the remnant quantities, we use the following
set of modes for both BHPTNRSurldgle4 and
NRHybSur3dgs8 models: {(Z,m) = {(2,+£2),(2,%1),
(3,+1), (3,£2), (3.43), (4, £2), (4, £3), (4. +4)}.* For
SEOBNRvV4HM, we use all available modes.

In Fig. 1, we show the remnant mass, remnant spin,
remnant-kick velocity, and the peak luminosity Lpeu
estimated from these three different waveform models (left
column). For comparison, we also show remnant quantities
computed from the NRSur3dg8Remnant model [75].
Notably, NRSur3dg8Remnant predicts the remnant
mass and spin values determined directly from the final
black hole’s apparent horizon [29], whereas we use fluxes
computed from waveform modes where the integration
constants are set from PN. A careful comparison of remnant
properties from horizon data and asymptotic data in
numerical relativity simulations was recently reported on
by lozzo et al. [103].

We find that the remnant quantities obtained from wave-
forms generated with NRHybSur3dg8 model match closely
to the values obtained from the NRSur3dg8Remnant

*We only use modes up to <4 that are available in
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model.

model, indicating the effectiveness of the assumptions under-
lying the framework to compute remnant quantities entirely
from gravitational wave data (cf. Sec. I B). Itis not surprising
that the remnant estimates from the BEPTNRSurldgle4
waveforms (which are computed within perturbation
theory) differ from the NRSur3dg8Remnant estimates
in the comparable mass regime. These differences quickly
reduce as we increase the mass ratio. For instance,
when ¢ > 8, remnant mass and spin estimates from the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model exhibit excellent match
with the ones obtained from other waveform models
(NRHybSur3dg8 and SEOBNRv4HM) used in this
work. For the kick velocities, even though some visually
noticeable differences still remain, they seem to
be small. We further note that while remnant mass and
spin estimates obtained from SEOBNRv4HM match
NRSur3dg8Remnant quite well, visible differences
between them exists for the kick velocity estimates.
While we cannot make extensive comparisons to NR for
q > 10, the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model (and hence rem-
nant quantities computed from it) is expected to become
more accurate in the high-mass-ratio regime where per-
turbation theory is more applicable.

B. Validation against RIT NR data
in the intermediate mass-ratio regime

To further check the remnant properties estimated from
the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model, we validate our results
against a handful of recently available NR simulations in
the intermediate mass ratio range at ¢ = [15, 32, 64] [78].
Figure 2 shows the kick velocity profile vy (7), the
radiated angular momentum profile J(), and the radiated
energy profile E(f) computed with waveforms generated
from the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model using the following
set of modes: {(Z,m)={(2,£2),(2,£1),(3,£1),(3,.£2),
(3,£3),(4,£2),(4,£3),(4,£4) }. We validate these results
against the respective profiles estimated from the RIT NR
data using the same set of modes. For further comparison,
we also include remnant profiles estimated from the
SEOBNRv4HM waveforms using all modes available for
that model. We note that the NR waveforms only provide
the last ~2000M of the binary’s evolution, so we use the
same length of waveform data from BHPTNRSurldgle4
and SEOBNRv4HM models. We find that the remnant
profiles obtained from the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model
are consistent with the NR data. While some small
discrepancies are apparent in the figure, we note that the
high-mass-ratio NR waveforms appear to have some
residual eccentricity [35] that could account for this.

C. Fits for remnant properties for all mass ratios

Results obtained in Secs. IIT A and III B demonstrate that
the BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform model can be used to
predict the remnant properties in the intermediate mass
ratio regime. Next, we build fits for the remnant mass,
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FIG. 2. We show the kick velocity profile vy, the time-dependent radiated angular momentum profile J(z) and the radiated energy
profile E(r) for three different mass ratio values: ¢ = 15 (left column), g = 32 (middle column) and ¢ = 64 (right column). We show the
profiles obtained from the RIT NR data (solid blue lines), the BHPTNRSur1dgle4 model (green dashed lines), and the SEOBNRv4HM

model (orange dash-dotted lines).

remnant spin, remnant-kick velocity, and peak luminosity
as a function of the mass ratio in the range ¢ € [2, 1000]. We
first choose 200 different values of ¢ distributed uniformly
in log;y(q). Following the framework described in Sec. 11 B
and using the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model, we compute
the remnant properties at these mass ratios. These remnant
values will serve as both training and validation datasets.

1. GPR fits

We divide the remnant dataset randomly into two
separate groups using 100 data points for training and
100 data points for validation. Model fitting is performed
using the procedure described in Sec. I C.

In Fig. 3 (left column), we show both the training data as
well as the GPR prediction (given by the GPR model’s
mean values) as a function of the parameter space. The
right column compares the fit outputs against the vali-
dation data set and the estimated GPR fit uncertainties.
Based on the accuracy, we find that our fits are most
useful at ¢ > 10, which is sufficient for our purpose as
other models (e.g., NRSur3dg8Remnant) have been

developed for mass ratios ¢ < 10. Our model complements
these by working in the large mass-ratio regime. We
make our remnant fits publicly available through the
BHPTNR Remnant’ package [104].

2. Analytical fit for the kick velocity

As a final piece in our fitting exercise, we revisit the
analytical kick velocity fits obtained by Sundararajan,
Khanna, and Hughes (hereafter SKH) [70]. They had
modeled the kick-velocity profile’s peak,

Uik = 0.051x (1/q)?, (28)
and late-time (final) kick,
vl = 0.044 x (1/q)* (29)

5https://github.com/tousifislam/BHPTNR_Remnant with the
hash identifier ca79e050a81c0f0dlce5aad71b52b108-
c42e2c6f.
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FIG. 3. Left column: We show the training data (black crosses) and the GPR model’s prediction (red dashed line) as a function of the

mass ratio for Miep, trem, V555 and Lk Right panel: we show the underlying GPR-fit uncertainties (green circles) and the difference
between the data and mean GPR predictions (blue crosses) in our validation set. Please note that the fit uncertainties (“GPR Error”) are
for the fitted data [e.g., log;o(1 — M )] while the fit errors are for the remnant quantities (e.g., M3&@ — MGFR),
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FIG. 4. We show the kick velocities »Xk (at late times)
estimated from the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model (at late times)
as a function of mass ratio g (red crosses) along with the
predictions from the fitted kick velocity formula from SKH [70]
(green dash-dotted line). We also show the updated analytical fit
in black.

In Fig. 4, we show the remnant kick magnitudes (at late
times) estimated from the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model as
a function of the mass ratio g along with the late-time kick
velocities obtained from SKH fits. We find that SKH fits
result in a larger magnitude of kicks throughout the mass-
ratio range considered in this work. This is not surprising as
the NR-informed BHPTNRSurldgle4 model yields a
smaller amplitude than the raw ppBHPT waveforms used in
obtaining SKH fits. While there could be additional
explanations for discrepancies, the known differences in
amplitude are likely to be one of the main reasons why the
kick velocities obtained from the BHPTNRSurldgle4
model are systematically smaller than the values obtained
from SKH fits. However, the functional form used in SKH
fits catches the key behavior of the kick velocity. This
suggests that one can possibly improve the SKH kick
velocity model by updating the fit coefficients. Using
scipy.optimize.curve fit [105], we obtain the
following fitted formula for the kick velocity:

vl — (0.03433 £ 0.00003) x (1/9)%.  (30)

We find that the updated kick-velocity fit matches the
estimated kicks from the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model
quite well for mass ratio ¢ > 5. The fit accuracy further
improves when we fit the data for g > 10. In that case, we
find the late-time and peak kick formula to be

vl — (0.03694 + 0.00008) x (1/9)%  (31)

WP — (0.0401 + 0.0002) x (1/¢)>. (32)

It has been previously argued in Ref. [106] that one can
improve the ability of ppBHPT to extrapolate out of the
perturbative regime by replacing the ¢~> factor, which
describes the momentum flux and the recoil velocity with

flg) = # 1- 3. We verify that applying the q% - f(q)

rule on Egs. (28) and (29) only changes the fit behavior in
the small mass-ratio regime (for ¢ < 20) while for larger
mass ratios both fits give similar results.

D. Comparison between BHPTNR Remnant
and phenomenological models
in the intermediate mass-ratio regime

At this point, we compare the predictions of the
BHPTNR Remnant model for the final mass and spin
with a widely used phenomenological fit referred to as the
“UIB fits” [74]. The UIB fits are constructed using NR data
in the comparable mass regime and analytical results in the
test-particle limit. We specifically examine their outputs in
the different mass-ratio regimes; 3 < g < 1000. Figure 5
shows the relative differences in the remnant mass

BHPTNR UIB
AM _Mrem _Mrem
rem —

BHPTNR
Almm

and in remnant spin

10—1.

1072

10—5.

10—6.

10—7.

Fractional Differences between
BHPTNR_Remnant and UIB Fits

10—8.

10! 102 10°
Mass ratio g

FIG. 5. We show the relative differences in remnant mass
(solid blue line) and remnant spin (dashed red line) estimates
between BHPTNR Remnant model and phenomenological
models (referred to as ‘UIB’) presented in Ref. [74] as a
function of mass ratio.
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BHPTNR _ UIB
arem arem

BHPTNR
rem

Aarem =

between these two models as a function of mass ratio. We
observe that as the mass ratio increases, the differences
between the models decrease. However, in the intermediate
mass-ratio regime (10 < g < 100), the typical differences
between these two models are on the order of ~10~* for the
remnant mass and ~10~3 for the remnant spin.

IV. APPLICATION TO WAVEFORM MODELING

We now explore whether the estimated remnant proper-
ties may help ongoing efforts to build waveform models
based on the ppBHPT framework. For simplicity, we
restrict ourselves to the (2,2) mode. To better appreciate
the problem, consider Fig. 8 of Ref. [80], where we see
noticeable disagreements between the peak amplitude of a
qg =4 waveform computed with BHPTNRSurldgle4
(solid red) and NRHybSur3dg8 (black dashed). One
explanation for this disagreement could be that within
the ppBHPT framework, the remnant’s value is equal to
the mass of the primary, which is not physically correct.
We would like to understand whether access to the
remnant black hole’s properties will help improve the
BHPTNRSurldgle4’s merger and ringdown signal at
comparable to intermediate-mass ratios.

We first recall that while the BHPTNRSurldgle4
model is based on perturbation theory, the waveforms
are calibrated to NR according to the formula,

h'ZBHPTNRSurldqlell aﬂ(t q) = ahlimen (11 q).  (33)
where the dominant quadrupole, hp%BHPT, is computed
using a high-order Teukolsky equation solver. Optimal
values of a and f are obtained by minimizing the difference

min /
ap

between our model BHPTNRSurldgle4 and a
hybridized NR surrogate waveform NRHybSur3dgs
[49] in its nonspinning limit over the time window

€ [-5000, 115] M. Because the calibration is performed
using the full IMR waveform having almost ~5000 M of
the inspiral data and only ~100 M of the merger ringdown
data, our a-f calibration procedure is heavily influenced by
the inspiral portion of the waveform. The merger-ringdown
portion of the signal will, of course, be controlled by the
remnant properties, which has not been taken into account
separately. For example, we expect the binary to shed mass
and angular momentum as it advances towards merger,
which will change the waveform’s postmerger signal by
decreasing the amplitude. One simple approach within our
modelization setup is to allow the value of @ and f to vary
between the inspiral and merger-ringdown part of the

h22

SrpTNRSuridgied,as(f: 9)

2
— My (:.9) | dt. (34)

waveform. While this method will result in better matches
to NR data in both the inspiral and the merger-ringdown
part, it will also increase the number of free parameters by a
factor of two.

Let us consider physically motivated scaling factors
{&4- &} that will rescale the already calibrated ppBHPT
waveform in the postmerger signal according to

B —ﬁ“;R, (35)

avr = &g X OMR»

where apr and Spyr are the original calibration parameters
used to build the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model (and are
mostly influenced by the inspiral part of the waveform)
and ayr and fyr are new calibration parameters for the
merger-ringdown waveform. This approach will keep the
number of free parameters in our model unchanged if
{&4. &5} can be determined without any extra free param-
eters. An obvious choice is to assume they are functions of
the remnant mass and spin or, in a similar spirit, the radiated
energy and angular momentum.

By solving the relevant optimization problem we first
compute optimal values of ayr, and Sy, for a set of
different mass ratios in the comparable mass regime,
2 < g £10, and plot their behavior in Fig. 6. For com-
parison, we also plot apr and fpyr as well as the scaling
factora = = (1 + l/q)‘1 that, if used in Eq. (33), would
account for the mass scale difference between ppBHPT (the
mass scale is taken to be the primary m,) and NR (the mass
scale is taken to be the total mass m; + m, for nonspinning
systems); see Refs. [80,81] for further discussion.

We now experiment with different functional forms for

{&, .f,;} We first compute the optimal factors, £ and §°pt,
from aMR, ﬁMR, ok and Spvr. In Fig. 7, we show X' and
5 as a function of the mass ratio. We find that the values
for £ and £ 5 are quite close to each other. For simplicity

of demonstration, we fix &, = {5 = ¢ and consider three
possible choices for the scaling factor:

@ &= (1-49p

(i) &= (1 -3 -5,

(i) &= [1-(52)"1(1 =35,
where AE and AJ? are the total radiated energy and
total radiated angular momentum until 7. = —100 M.

The choice of #,; = —100 M is motivated by the intuition
that the mass and the spin of the binary at the end of the
plunge should characterize the merger-ringdown signal.
We explored different choices of 7. and found
tf = —100 M to consistently provide a better agreement
between the postmerger signals. In other words, oyg
and fyr should be related to the total loss of energy
and angular momentum at plunge. Figure 7 shows the
behavior of each choice of &.
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FIG. 6. We show the a (upper panel) and f (upper panel) values
used in the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model (denoted by appr and
Pmvr respectively) as well as the ones computed using only the
merger-ringdown part of the waveforms (denoted by ayr and
Pur respectively). For comparison, we also show the simple

scaling factor ; +11 77 needed to account for different definitions of

the mass scale in NR and ppBHPT.

We now demonstrate a possible way of incorporating
the remnant information into the BHPTNRSurldgle4
model. In Fig. 8, we show the amplitude of the dominant
(2,2) mode of a g = 8 waveform in the merger-ringdown
part. We see a noticeable difference between the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 model and NRHybSur3dgs
model. In particular, BHPTNRSurldgle4 predicts a
larger amplitude. We employ the following procedure to
incorporate the remnant information into the model. We
first evaluate the BHPTNRSurldgle4 harmonic modes,
from which the remnant properties can be computed.
We then rescale the postmerger waveform using the scaling
factor &= (1 —2%)(1 —4F). Finally, we hybridize the
inspiral and postmerger parts using a smooth partition
of unity [107],

Pnybria (1) = (1 = ®(2)) X hing(£; mr Pivir)
+ @ (1) X hyr (2 avR» Pk ) (36)

1.00 < x X %
x X x *
b 4 * ! - -
0.95{ % .
L ]
* -
(.90 1 . *
§ &
a &
< 0.85
£ * » £
8 opt
”0.80 1 & .
- ® £=(1-%5
T =(1 =42y =AE
0.75 1 ¢=a Mz?“ )
. * e=[1-G)I =50

4 6 8 10

mass ratio g
FIG. 7. We show the optimal scaling factors &' (blue circles)
and 5;;'” (gray squares) needed to take the g and fyyr (scaling
factors stemming from inspiral-merger-ringdown waveform data)
to ai}l’f{ and ﬂg}fﬁ (scaling factors stemming from merger-ringdown
waveform data only), respectively [see Fig. 6 and Eq. (35)]. We
also show three different proposed functional forms of & for
comparison.

c\T
(=]
=
£
41 —— NRHybSur3dg8
7] === BHPTNRSurldqle4
_ remnant informed
0 BHPTNRSurldqle4
-200 -150 -100 -50 0 50
t[M]
FIG. 8. We demonstrate how the remnant properties would

help build better waveform models for the merger ringdown
part of the waveform. We show the amplitude of the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform and the NRHybSur3dg8
waveform for ¢ = 8. For comparison, we then show the remnant
informed BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform too.
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FIG.9. We demonstrate how the remnant properties would help
build better waveform models for the merger ringdown part of the
waveform for the (3,3) mode. We show the amplitude of the
BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform and the NRHybSur3dg8
waveform for g = 8. For comparison, we then show the remnant
informed BHPTNRSurldgle4 waveform too.

where ®(7) is an appropriate bump function (e.g., Planck
window function).

We find that the remnant-informed BHPTNR-
Surldgle4 model matches the NR data much better
than the usual BHPTNRSurldgle4 model. While the
overall L,-norm error, computed over the full IMR signal,
only improves from 5.8 x 10~ to 4.6 x 107, the improve-
ment in the merger-ringdown part is much larger as clearly
seen from Fig. 8. We also find that the prescription works
reasonably well for the higher modes too. As an example,
we show the (3,3) mode for ¢ = 8 in Fig. 9. While this
simple example demonstrates the possible benefits of a
remnant-informed BHPTNRSurldgle4, achieving highly
accurate postmerger matches across all harmonic modes
will be taken up in future work.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The merger of two black holes results in a boosted Kerr
black hole that is often referred to as the remnant. In this
paper, we implement a framework to compute the final
mass, final spin, and kick of the remnant black hole using
gravitational waveform modes (to compute fluxes) and
post-Newtonian formula to set the relevant integration
constants. We make this framework publicly available
through the gw_remnant Python package.

Using the gw remnant package, we compute
remnant quantities from the waveforms generated with
the BHPTNRSurldgle4 model, comparing with the

NRHybSur3dg8 and SEOBNRv4HM models as well as
RIT NR waveform data at ¢ = [15,32, 64]. We find that
remnant quantities found from the BHPTNRSurldgle4
model match these other models at mass ratios g > 8§,
which is to be expected as BHPTNRSurldgle4 is based
on black hole perturbation theory and, therefore, is most
applicable for intermediate- to large-mass ratio systems. We
also compare flux-based remnant quantities to the ones
found from the NRSur3dg8Remnant model that relies
on quasilocal measurements on the remnant’s apparent
horizon to compute the final mass, spin, and kick. This
provides a nontrivial comparison between remnant proper-
ties from waveform data and apparent horizon measure-
ments performed in NR simulations.

We also build surrogate models for the remnant proper-
ties of nonspinning BBH mergers as a function of mass
ratios ranging from g = 2.5 to ¢ = 1000, providing the
first remnant models that can be used in the large-mass-
ratio regime. As a byproduct of these studies, we also
update previous analytical fits for the kick velocities. Such
models for the remnant properties may help in developing
efficient binary population models, probing high-mass-
ratio BBH mergers, and investigating the nature of the
remnant black hole using GW data. Our surrogate model
is publicly available through the BHPTNR Remnant
Python package.

Finally, we demonstrate how remnant quantities may
help in building future NR-calibrated ppBHPT models,
particularly in the merger-ringdown regime. Developing a
robust framework to incorporate remnant information into
the waveform modeling pipeline will be considered in
future work.
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APPENDIX: APPROXIMATING THE ADM MASS

To compute the remnant mass of a nonspinning binary
according to Eq. (12), it is important to calculate the ADM
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mass of the spacetime. The ADM mass is readily computed
in a numerical relativity simulation but unavailable in
waveform models. In this appendix, we provide numerical
evidence that the ADM mass, as computed in SpEC
simulations [29], can be approximated as

M xpm ~ M + Epinging (finitial ) » (A1)
where  Epinging (= —Ey) is the post-Newtonian binding
energy of the binary at the start of the waveform and
M = m; + m, (M is set to unity in a typical NR simu-
lation). This dependency can be understood by noting that
there is no gravitational radiation content at the start of an
NR simulation. Consequently, the ADM mass as computed
in NR will depend only on the initial data (such as the initial
coordinate separation of the two black holes) prescribed on
the finite computational domain.

To demonstrate this, we select a set of 10 NR simulations
for nonspinning BBHs from the SXS catalog [29].°
For each NR simulation, we extract M py from the
simulation’s metadata file. We then use the initial orbital
frequency of the simulation (also taken from the metadata
file) to compute Eyngin, using a PN expression (7). In
Fig. 10, we show M spp as well as its approximated value
M —+ Ebinding' We flnd that MADM and M + Ebinding ClOSCly
match with each other. Small discrepancies appear at larger
values of initial orbital frequency, Q, which is where PN
approximations become less reliable. Additional (probably
less important) discrepancies may be due to junk radiation
content lurking in the initial data and evaluation of the
ADM integral on a finite outer boundary [108].

Considering Fig. 10’s apparent dependence on g, we
note that due to the computational challenges associated
with high-mass-ratio NR simulations, available NR

®hitps ://data.black-holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html.
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FIG. 10. We demonstrate that the ADM mass of the binary,
MX%M, measured in an NR simulation (circles) can be well
approximated by M + Epinging (! = tiniial) (red crosses). The color
bar shows the value of the initial orbital frequency, Q. We see
worsening agreement at larger values of €, which is where PN
approximations become less reliable. Here f,,;;, denotes that we
evaluate the PN expression for the binding energy (7) at the start
of the simulation.

waveform durations vary with mass ratio. For example, the
g = 1 simulation covers ~25, 000M in duration and has the
lowest initial orbital frequency, whereas the g = 8.72
simulation only covers ~5000M in duration and has the
highest initial orbital frequency. When estimating the
remnant mass according to Eq. (12), one would use a
sufficiently long waveform such that the post-Newtonian
binding energy estimated at #;,;;, 1S accurate.
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