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What we can do:
generic inspirals
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Comparisons to self-force
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What do we get from NR?




Mapping to geodesic
motion
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Mapping to geodesic

motion
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- Dissipation: fit out



Fitting out inspiral
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Fitting out inspiral
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Periastron precession
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Periastron precession
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Resonant orbits

- Resonances: secular 2
accumulation of SF
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- Resonant kicks (Hirata,
van de Meent)

10+

- Large corrections to :
inspiral (Flanagan & 2,
Hinderer 2012)




Resonant orbits

- Resonances: secular

accumulation of SF 3
- Resonant kicks (Hirata,
van de Meent) _

- Large corrections to
inspiral (Flanagan &
Hinderer 2012)
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Resonant orbits
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Resonant orbits
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Resonant orbits
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Self-torque
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- Geodetic precession of

test spin

- Compare to orbital

motion

- Gauge invt quantity

A

dx
dt

= Wy X X



Spin evolution
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Spin evolution
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Self-torque comparison
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Self-torque comparison
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Future work
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