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Abstract

We use Fisher information theory to forecast the bounds on the finite-size effects of astrophysical

compact objects with next-generation gravitational wave detectors, including the ground-based

Cosmic Explorer (CE) and Einstein Telescope (ET), as well as the space-based Laser Infrared

Space Antenna (LISA). Exploiting the worldline effective field theory (EFT) formalism, we first

characterize three types of quadrupole finite-size effects: the spin-induced quadrupole moments,

the conservative tidal deformations, and the tidal heating. We then derive the corresponding

contributions to the gravitational waveform phases for binary compact objects in aligned-spin

quasi-circular orbits. We separately estimate the constraints on these finite-size effects for black

holes using the power spectral densities (PSDs) of the CE+ET detector network and LISA obser-

vations. For the CE+ET network, we find that the bounds on the mass-weighted spin-independent

dissipation number H0 are of the order O(1), while the bounds on the mass-weighted tidal Love

number Λ̃ are of the order O(10). For high-spin binary black holes with dimensionless spin

χ ≃ 0.8, the bounds on the symmetric spin-induced quadrupole moment κs are of the order

O(10−1). LISA observations of supermassive black hole mergers offer slightly tighter constraints

on all three finite-size parameters. Additionally, we perform a Fisher analysis for a binary neutron

star merger within the CE+ET network. The bounds on the tidal parameter H0 and on Λ̃ are

around two orders of magnitude better than the current LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) bounds.
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1 Introduction

The advent of gravitational-wave (GW) astronomy, following the successful detection of GWs by

the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) collaboration [1–14], has significantly heightened global inter-

est in this field over the past decade. Given the ever-increasing sensitivities of GW detectors,

precise and accurate waveform modeling is crucial for deepening our understanding of the struc-

ture of compact objects [15–21]. In the early inspiral phase of mergers of compact objects,

where the relative velocities of the orbiting bodies remain small, binary systems can be pertur-

batively described using the methods of the post-Newtonian (PN) expansion (see [15, 22, 23]

for comprehensive reviews). In this framework, the binary system is initially modeled as two

point particles orbiting around each other. To account for finite-size effects, one goes beyond the

point-particle approximation by introducing corrections via the standard multipole expansion.

At the quadrupolar level, finite-size effects in GW observables can be broadly categorized into

three types: spin-induced multipole moments [24–33], conservative tidal deformability [34–41],

and tidal heating [42–51]. In this paper, we analyze the capability of future GW detectors, such

as Einstein Telescope (ET) [52, 53], Cosmic Explorer (CE) [54, 55], and the Laser Interferometer

Space Antenna (LISA) [56] to constrain these quadrupole finite-size effects. The former two will

be treated as the CE+ET network.

In PN theories, the spin-induced quadrupole moment of a self-gravitating body arises from its

rotation [24, 57, 58]. From the standpoint of PN counting, the spin-induced quadrupole moments

of the binary system {κ1, κ2} are the dominant finite-size effects. They first appear in the phase

of binary waveforms at the 2PN order [24]. For Kerr black holes (BHs), the theoretical prediction

is κ1 = κ2 = 1 [57, 58]. The first sub-leading finite-size effect is the tidal heating [42–51, 59–

62] — also referred to as the tidal dissipation and characterized by the dissipation numbers

{HE
1ω, H

E
2ω}– which appears at 2.5PN order for rotating objects and at 4PN order for spherically

symmetric objects [59–62]. Tidal dissipation quantifies the viscous properties of compact objects

by describing the irreversible transfer of energy and angular momentum from the surrounding

tidal environment into the body itself. A well-known example of this process is observed in

the Earth-Moon system [50, 51, 63]. The conservative tidal deformation parameters, which first

appear at 5PN order, describe the change in the density distribution and shape of a body under

the influence of an external gravitational field. These deformations are characterized by the

well-known “Love numbers” {Λ1,Λ2} [12, 38, 39, 64–79]. For Kerr BHs, the Love numbers are

identically zero, i.e. Λ1 = Λ2 = 0 [60, 67–72]. In contrast, for neutron stars (NSs), the Love

numbers provide critical information that can be used to distinguish between various degrees of

compactness and different equations of state (EoS) [36, 80–82], offering insight into the internal

structure and composition of these compact objects.

The constraints on the spin-induced quadrupole moments and the tidal Love numbers have

been studied extensively in current GW events from LVK’s observations [29, 30, 83–87]. For BHs,

the symmetric spin-induced quadrupole moment parameter κs is constrained to |κs| ≲ O(102) for

individual events, with improvements of |κs| ≲ O(10) at the population level [86, 87]. Similarly,

the symmetric mass-weighted tidal Love number Λ̃ is constrained to |Λ̃| ≲ O(104), which is

consistent with the prediction of a vanishing Love number from general relativity (GR), though

far from the precision test [12, 86]. Tidal heating effects of BHs have recently been explored in

data analysis [61, 88, 89]. In Ref. [61], it is shown that the symmetric mass-weighted dissipation
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numberH0 for BHs can be constrained to |H0| ≲ 20 at the population level. The analysis of finite-

size effects for NSs requires more work because of the variety of their compactness and EoS. For

spinning neutron stars with |χ| ≲ 0.6 [82], studies have shown that the spin-induced quadrupole

moments κ can vary from 2 ∼ 10 depending on the EoS [90, 91]. The tidal Love number and

dissipation also vary widely, from O(102) to O(104), again depending on the compactness and the

EoS [62, 92]. Parameter estimation for both conservative and dissipative tidal effects has been

applied to real data from the binary neutron star (BNS) event GW170817, yielding constraints

of Λ̃ = 300+420
−230 and H0 < 1200 at the 90% credible level [82, 88, 89].

Looking ahead, the sensitivities of next-generation gravitational wave detectors such as the

ET, CE, and LISA are expected to increase dramatically compared to current detectors. ET and

CE are projected to detect compact binaries in the mass range of stellar-mass BHs to roughly

one hundred stellar-mass BHs, with sensitivities increased by nearly two orders of magnitude

compared with the current LVK observations [52–55, 93, 94]. This improvement will naturally

lead to higher signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) and tighter constraints on the finite-size effects of

compact objects. LISA, on the other hand, is designed to detect gravitational waves in the

millihertz range, which will enable the observation of supermassive (104 ∼ 107M⊙) BBH mergers

[56, 95]. These systems often involve the merger of a supermassive BH with much smaller compact

objects, forming extreme-mass-ratio inspirals (EMRIs). Due to their long inspiral phases, EMRIs

provide an exceptional opportunity to test GR and constrain finite-size effects in the strong-field

regime. For these future detectors, some studies have already assessed the ability of carrying out

such tests of GR for EMRIs and other scenarios [56, 95]. Together with the future advanced LIGO

[96], advanced Virgo [97], LIGO-India [98, 99] and more, the bounds on the finite-size effects of

compact objects are going to be rapidly improved both at the individual and population level.

In this paper, we follow the foundations set up by Ref. [61] and extend them to study the

signature of finite-size effects of compact objects with future detectors. More specifically, we

will adopt the worldline effective field theory (EFT) formalism to model the finite-size effects of

compact objects and estimate the bounds on these parameters with future GW detectors. In

the EFT framework [35, 59, 60, 100–104], all of the information about the finite-size effects is

embedded in the composite operator of the quadrupole moments Qij . In general, Qij is not

known, but for spherically symmetric objects within a slowly varying external tidal environment

we can exploit the time derivative expansion and linear response theory to parameterize the

quadrupole moment as the following (to first order in DτEij):

Q
E(tidal)
ij = −m(Gm)4

[
ΛEEij − (Gm)HE

ω

D

Dτ
Eij

]
, (1.1)

where ΛE is the Love number and HE
ω is the spin-independent dissipation number. The subscript

E denotes the parity-even electric-type tidal effects. Going beyond Newtonian gravity, one must

also account for parity-odd magnetic-type tidal effects. If we extend the theory to include intrin-

sically rotating objects, there are two such additional contributions to the quadrupole moment

[18, 28, 63, 105]:

Q
E(tidal)
ij,S = −m(Gm)4HE

S χŜ
⟨i
kE

k|j⟩ , Q
E(spin)
ij = −m(Gmχ)2κŜikŜ

k
j , (1.2)

where HE
S is the spin-linear dissipation number, κ is the spin-induced quadrupole moment pa-

rameter and Ŝij is the unit spin tensor. Previous studies have separately examined the con-
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straining power of future detectors on spin-induced quadrupole moments and tidal Love numbers

[29, 33, 106–108]. However, tidal dissipation effects have received less attention. More impor-

tantly, no analysis has yet simultaneously considered all three types of finite-size effects. In this

work, we aim to fill this gap by analyzing the ability of the three aforementioned future detectors

to measure the three symmetric mass-weighted finite-size parameters κs, H0, and Λ̃ for binary

compact objects simultaneously.

We separately estimate the projected bounds for these parameters on the CE+ET detector

network for stellar-mass BHs, and on LISA for supermassive BHs. Throughout, we adopt the

electric-magnetic duality for binary black holes [65, 67, 100, 109–112]. Furthermore, for the

low-spin events, we use the low-spin superradiance condition to achieve better constraints for

dissipation numbers (see [61] for detailed discussion). Our marginalized constraints on H0 are of

the same magnitude as the theoretical predictions from GR. For high-spin events, where we do

not use the superradiance condition, we get slightly less stringent constraints on the dissipation

numbers, but significantly better constraints on the spin-induced quadrupole moments — about

an order of magnitude tighter than the values predicted by GR. We additionally perform the

Fisher analysis for the binary neutron star with the fiducial values chosen from median values of

the GW170817 posterior(we set all fiducial dissipation numbers to zero) and find the 90% credible

bounds on the mass-weighted tidal dissipation number to be H0 = 0+1.8
−1.8, and that of the tidal

Love number to be Λ̃ = 456+18
−18.

Outline: The remaining structure of this paper is as follows. §2 gives a short review of the

worldline EFT formalism and its modeling of the finite-size effects of compact objects. We

focus on three types of finite-size effects: spin-induced quadrupole moments, conservative tidal

deformation, and tidal heating. We then derive our corresponding IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize

waveform to capture the imprints of these finite-size effects on GW waveforms. §3 presents our

Fisher forecasting of the projected bounds on the three finite-size effects mentioned above. In

§4, we first summarize our results. Then we identify possible systematic errors in our waveform

modeling and give some outlook on future research directions. The Appendix complements §2 in

further detailing the derivations for the waveform observables used.

Notations and Conventions: We use the natural units G = c = 1 unless otherwise specified.

We use the (−+++) metric signature, with Greek letters for covariant indices and Latin letters

for indices within local tetrads. We use mℓ to denote the azimuthal angular momentum to avoid

confusion with the component massm. We adopt the following conventions for several convenient

mass and spin quantities:

M := m1 +m2 η := m1m2/M
2 δ := (m1 −m2) /M

χi := Si/m
2
i χs := (χ1 + χ2) /2 χa := (χ1 − χ2) /2

(1.3)

where Si is the component spin angular momentum vector and χi is the dimensionless spin. The

mass-weighted symmetrized versions of various finite-size parameters are defined in Eqs. (2.11).

2 Finite-Size Effects on Gravitational Waves

2.1 Short Review: EFT Formalism with Finite-Size Effects

The theoretical basis surrounding our work is the worldline effective field theory (EFT) formalism

of gravitational compact objects, which has been extensively studied in the literature [25, 100,
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104, 112–114]. The construction of the EFT is based on the multipole expansion approach, where

the higher order terms are designed to capture more detailed information about the system. The

leading order term of the EFT describes the compact objects as point particles. More specifically,

the point-particle degrees of freedom are captured by the four velocity uµ of the worldline. When

going beyond this point-particle limit, we use the multipole expansion to account for the fine

structure within the compact object. In this paper, we will only focus on the quadrupole terms.

Let us denote the co-moving four-tetrads as eµi ; i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Within the external gravitational

field gµν , one can write down the effective action of the system as 1

S =

∫
dτ

[
−m+ L(QE/Bij , Q̇

E/B
ij )− 1

2
QEijE

ij − 1

2
QBijB

ij

]
, (2.1)

where m is the mass of the compact object and Qij is the quadrupole moment. Here, the external

electric and magnetic fields Eij and Bij are defined as

Eij = Cµρνσu
ρuσeµi e

ν
j ; Bij = uµeνi u

ρeσj
∗Cµνρσ , (2.2)

where Cµνρσ is the Weyl tensor of the external gravitational field and ∗Cµνρσ stands for its dual.

Once we treat Qij as a dynamical variable, the Lagrangian L(Qij , Q̇ij) describes the quadrupole-
level internal dynamics of the given particle. Then, to describe the rotating compact objects, we

need to recast the tetrads into a co-rotating frame eµA and identify the angular velocity of the

particles:

Ωµν ≡ eµA
D

Dτ
eAν (2.3)

as new dynamical degrees of freedom in the system. The most general action is now extended to

be

S =

∫
dτL

(
uµ,Ωµν , gµν , Q

E/B
ij , Q̇

E/B
ij

)
− 1

2

∫
dτ

[
QEijE

ij +QBijB
ij

]

=

∫
dτ

[
−m+

I

2
ΩµνΩ

µν + L(QE/Bij , Q̇
E/B
ij ,Ωµν)

]
− 1

2

∫
dτ

[
QEijE

ij +QBijB
ij

] (2.4)

where I is the moment of inertia. As has been demonstrated in [18, 25, 115], it is more conve-

nient to adopt the “Routhian approach” by introducing the conjugate momentum of the angular

velocity, i.e. the spin tensors of the particles:

Sµν = −2
∂L
∂Ωµν

. (2.5)

We choose the following normalization: J ≡ χGm2 =
√
1/2SµνSµν . For convenience, we further

introduce the unit spin tensor Ŝµν ≡ Sµν/J with normalization Ŝµν Ŝ
µν = 2. With these defini-

tions and the recasting of the action, we can now clearly identify that all of the finite-size effects

in the system are encoded in the composite quadrupole operator Q
E/B
ij .

To further quantify the finite-size effects, we shall use the linear response theory to parame-

terize the dynamical multipole moments Qij . The contributions can be separated into the tidal

1Note that the convention we use here is different from [60, 61] by a factor of 1/2.
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part

QijE(tidal) = −m(Gm)4
[
ΛEEij − (Gm)HE

ω

D

Dτ
Eij +HE

S χŜ
⟨i
kE

k|j⟩
]
,

QijB(tidal) = −m(Gm)4
[
ΛBBij − (Gm)HB

ω

D

Dτ
Bij +HB

S χŜ
⟨i
kB

k|j⟩
]
,

(2.6)

and the spin part

QEij(spin) = −m(Gmχ)2κŜikŜ
k
j . (2.7)

Then, plugging Eq. (2.6) and Eq. (2.7) into the effective action Eq. (2.4), one can immediately

see that the tidal effects are quadratic in curvature and the spin-induced moments are linear in

curvature. Furthermore, by analyzing the properties of time-reversal transformations in Eq. (2.6),

ΛE/B corresponds to the time-reversal even contribution which leads to conservative tidal effects,

while H
E/B
ω and H

E/B
S are time-reversal odd and correspond to dissipative tidal effects. As a

benchmark for our following analysis, we list the fiducial values for the finite-size effects of Kerr

BHs extracted from the Kerr metric and linear BH perturbations [59–61]:

HE/B
ω =

16

45
(1 +

√
1− χ2) , H

E/B
S = −16

45
(1 + 3χ2) , κ = 1 . (2.8)

We also note that, especially when the spins are small, H
E/B
S and H

E/B
ω are not independent.

These parameters obey the superradiance relation (for more detailed discussion see [61])

H
E/B
S = −2

GmΩ

χ
HE/B
ω . (2.9)

For small spin Kerr BHs, this simplifies to

H
E/B
S = −1

2
HE/B
ω , (2.10)

which can be seen from Eq. (2.8). For general compact objects, one should consider the electric

and magnetic Love/dissipation numbers separately. However, for BHs in four dimensions, these

two parameters turn out to have the same values, based on the principle of electric-magnetic

duality. As mentioned, we apply this principle for BHs throughout our remaining analysis.

Strictly speaking, there are more spin-dependent finite-size effects for high-spin systems, such

as spin-cubic dissipation numbers, the spin-dependent Love numbers, the spin-induced octopole

moments, and more [59, 60, 116]. In this paper, we do not consider the effects of these parameters

because they only demonstrate relevant effects in the waveform at very high spins, such as in

near-extremal black holes, which we do not consider here as they are not astrophysically relevant

in observed GW data.

2.2 Imprints on Waveforms: IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize

We now start the discussion of the imprints of these finite-size effects on GW waveforms. As

we have mentioned before, we are going to focus on the following finite-size effects for binary

systems: spin-induced quadrupole moments {κ1, κ2}, static tidal Love numbers {Λ1,Λ2} and

spin-independent dissipation numbers {HE/B
1ω , H

E/B
2ω }. For small-spin systems, the superradiance

condition sets the relationship between the spin-indepdent and spin-linear dissipation numbers

5



{HE/B
1S , H

E/B
2S }. For binary systems, it is also convenient for us to further define the following

mass-weighted symmetric (anti-symmetric) quantities:

κs ≡
1

2
(κ1 + κ2) , κa ≡

1

2
(κ1 − κ2) ,

HE/B
1 ≡ 1

M3

(
m3

1H
E/B
1S +m3

2H
E/B
2S

)
, HE/B

1 ≡ 1

M3

(
m3

1H
E/B
1S −m3

2H
E/B
2S

)
HE/B

0 ≡ 1

M4

(
m4

1H
E/B
1ω +m4

2H
E/B
2ω

)
, Λ̃ ≡ 16

13

(m1 + 12m2)m
4
1Λ

E
1

M5
+ 1 ↔ 2 ,

(2.11)

where m1,m2 are the masses for individual objects and M = m1 +m2 is the total mass.

For quasi-circular aligned-spin binary systems, the (ℓ = 2,mℓ = 2) gravitational radiation

mode takes the following form in the Fourier domain

h̃(f) = A(f)e−iψ(f), h̃+(f) = h̃(f)
1 + cos2 ι

2
, h̃×(f) = −ih̃(f) cos ι , (2.12)

where A is the amplitude, ψ is the phase, h+,× are the two polarizations of gravitational waves,

and ι is the inclination angle between the line of sight and the orbital angular momentum. Since

we are not considering a specific source in this paper, in §3, we will marginalize over the inclination

angle ι along with the detector antenna functions when performing the Fisher analysis.

The evolution of the phase ψ can be derived from the stationary phase approximation [117].

This can be done explicitly by integrating Kepler’s third law for the dominant (ℓ,mℓ = 2, 2) mode

of GW emmission:

t(v) = t0 +

∫
dv

1

v̇
ϕ(v) = ϕ0 +

1

M

∫
dv
v3

v̇
(2.13)

where v̇ can be derived from the energy balance equation given in Eq. (A.1). Iteratively solving

Kepler’s laws after Taylor expanding about v̇, one can then solve for the phase ψ(v) = 2πft(v)−
2ϕ(v). The contributions involving finite-size effects are then given by the following formula:

ψFS(v) =
3

128ηv5
(
ψTDN(v) + ψTLN(v) + ψSIM(v)

)
(2.14)

where the tidal dissipation term is given by [61]

ψTDN = v5(1 + 3 ln v)

[
25

8
HE

1 χs +
25

8
H̄E

1 χa

]
+ v7

[(
225

16
HB

1 +
102975

896
HE

1 +
675

64
H̄E

1 δ +
1425

32
HE

1 η

)
χs

+

(
225

16
H̄B

1 +
102975

896
H̄E

1 +
675

64
HE

1 δ +
1425

32
H̄E

1 η

)
χa

]

+ v8(1− 3 ln v)

[
25

4
HE

0 + · · · (other spin-dependent terms)

]
.

(2.15)

The contribution from the tidal Love number is [36]

ψTLN = v10
[
−39

2
Λ̃

]
. (2.16)

6



The GW phase from spin-induced moments is [18, 29]

ψSIM = v4ψSIM
2PN + v6ψSIM

3PN + v7ψSIM
3.5PN , (2.17)

where the 2PN term is given by

ψSIM
2PN = −

(
(50δκa + 50(1− 2η)κs)

(
χ2
s + χ2

a

)
+ (50δκs + 50(1− 2η)κa)χsχa

)
, (2.18)

the 3PN term is

ψSIM
3PN =

((
26015

14
− 88510

21
η − 480η2

)
κa + δ

(
26015

14
− 1495

3
η

)
κs

)
χsχa

+

((
26015

28
− 44255

21
η − 240η2

)
κs + δ

(
26015

28
− 1495

6
η

)
κa

)
(χ2

s + χ2
a) ,

(2.19)

and the 3.5PN term is

ψSIM
3.5PN = (−400πδκa − 400πκs + η(800πκs))(χ

2
a + χ2

s) + (−800πκa + 1600πηκs − 800πδκs)χaχs

+

((
3110

3
− 10250

3
η + 40η2

)
κs +

(
3110

3
− 4030

3
η

)
δκa

)
χ3
s

+

((
3110

3
− 8470

3
η

)
κa +

(
3110

3
− 750η

)
δκs

)
χ3
a

+

((
3110− 28970

3
η + 80η2

)
κa +

(
3110− 10310

3
η

)
δκs

)
χ2
sχa

+

((
3110− 27190

3
η + 40η2

)
κs +

(
3110− 8530

3
η

)
δκs

)
χ2
aχs .

(2.20)

The mass and spin quantities η, δ, χs and χa are defined in Eq. (1.3). We further incorporate these

finite-size effects into the well-known IMRPhenomD waveform for BBH mergers and IMRPhenomD

NRTidalv2 for BNS waveforms. To do this, we introduce our modified waveform:

ψ(f) =

ψIMRPhenomD(f) + ψFS(f)− ψFS
(
f ref22

)
, f ≤ f tape22 ,

ψIMRPhenomD(f) + ψFS
(
f tape22

)
− ψFS

(
f ref22

)
, f > f tape22 .

(2.21)

Because the above finite-size GW phase is only valid in the inspiral phase of the binary evolution,

it should be terminated when close to merger. To incorporate this, we introduce the so-called

taping frequency f tape22 = αfpeak22 , where fpeak22 is the frequency at the largest amplitude of the

waveform of the (ℓ,mℓ) = (2, 2) mode. In this paper, we choose α = 0.35, aligning with the test

GR analysis in LVK observations [118]. The reference frequency is the frequency at which the

phase of the (2,2) mode of the waveform vanishes, which therefore acts as an overall constant. We

denote our new waveform as IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize. For BNS systems, the contribution from

the tidal Love numbers has already been incorporated in the known IMRPhenomD NRTidalv2 wave-

form, and therefore we only need to add the contributions from tidal dissipation and spin-induced

moments to produce a modified version of this waveform. For BBHs, several simplifications can

be made using both the electric-magnetic duality (as the electric and the magnetic components

are equivalent), and the superradiance condition in Eq. (2.10) for low-spin systems.
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3 Fisher Matrix Forecasting

In this section, we implement the above IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize GW waveforms and use them

to forecast the detection capabilities on finite-size parameters of compact objects using the Fisher

information matrix method. For binary systems, the well-measured parameters that we analyze

here are the symmetric spin-induced quadrupole moment κs, the symmetric mass-weighted dis-

sipation number H0, and the symmetric mass-weighted Love number Λ̃ defined in Eq. (2.11).

3.1 Fisher Information Matrix Basics

Before we present the concrete results for the bounds on finite-size parameters, we first recap

the basics of the Fisher information matrix method [119–122]. In the frequency domain, the

observed data d in a detector is a pure waveform h overlayed with some known noise function n,

i.e. d(f) = h̃(f) + n(f). The noise function in a single detector is characterized by its one-sided

power-spectral density (PSD) Sn(f). Now, instead of calculating the exact likelihood L(d|θ) of

data given some parameters, we approximate it by a multivariable Gaussian distribution around

certain chosen fiducial values. For that purpose, we Taylor expand the waveform h(f,θ) around

this set of fiducial values θ0 representing the best-fit parameters to linear order

h̃(f,θ) = h̃0 + h̃iδθ
i + . . . , (3.1)

where δθi ≡ θi − θi0 and h̃i ≡ ∂θi h̃. Within this approximation, the likelihood can be written as

L(d | θ) ∝ exp

[
−1

2
(n | n) + δθi

(
n | h̃i

)
− 1

2
δθiδθj

(
h̃i | h̃j

)]
, (3.2)

where the noise-weighted inner product (·|·) is defined as

(a|b) = 4Re

∫ ∞

0
df
a∗(f)b(f)

Sn(f)
. (3.3)

From a Bayesian point of view, we can treat the likelihood in Eq. (3.2) as the probability distri-

bution for δθ and we can rewrite the likelihood as

L(d|θ) ∝ exp

[
− 1

2
Γij(δθ

i − ⟨δθi⟩)(δθj − ⟨δθj⟩)

]
(3.4)

where the Fisher matrix Γij is given by

Γij =

(
∂h̃

∂θi

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂h̃∂θj
)

= 4Re

∫ fhigh

flow

df
∂θi h̃

∗(f,θ)∂θj h̃(f,θ)

Sn(f)
, (3.5)

where the low frequency cutoff is detector dependent. In this paper, we choose the cutoff for CE

at 5Hz, ET at 1Hz, and LISA at 10−5Hz. The high frequency cutoff is infinity for our purposes.

From Eq. (3.4), we can immediately see that the inverse of the Fisher matrix gives the covariance

matrix of the set of parameters Cov[θi, θj ]. Therefore the calculation of the Fisher matrix alone

is sufficient to determine the variances (and covariances) of the observed parameter values as

compared to their fiducial values.

Given a single detector, the strain of the gravitational wave alone can be written as

h̃det(f) = F+(θ, ϕ)h̃+(f) + F×(θ, ϕ)h̃×(f) , (3.6)
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where h̃+ and h̃× are the plus and cross polarization components given in Eq. (2.12), and θ, ϕ

are the sky locations. For this agnostic analysis, we do not fix the sky locations θ, ϕ. Instead, we

will average over θ, ϕ along with the inclination angle ψ, which then leads to [123]

h̃det(f) =
2

5
h̃(f) (3.7)

for interferometers with arms perpendicular to each other. For the triangle shape detectors like

ET, this is equivalent to setting [95]

h̃det(f) =

√
3

2
h̃(f) . (3.8)

It worth noting that the PSD of LISA in the original review already accounts for the 60◦ angle

between the detector arms and therefore we only need to add a factor of
√
4/5 in the amplitude

of the waveform [95]. This averaging ensures that the strain on the detector is independent of

the antenna functions, and will also therefore be independent of all extrinsic parameters about

the data we choose, which should be the case for the future detectors.

3.2 Bounds on Finite-size Parameters

CE+ET Network

In this section, we show the 90% credible bounds on the finite-size parameters κs,H0 and Λ̃

for BBHs similar to the known events GW150914 (representative of high mass events) [124],

GW151226 (representative of low mass events) [125] and BNS similar to GW170817 [81] using

the future detector network CE + ET: the triangle configuration of ET with 10 km arms, and two

CE detectors with 40km and 20km arms respectively. For illustrative purposes, we show the PSDs

for the above three detectors in Fig. 1 along with the IMRPhenomD waveform of GW150914-like

events with parameters given in the second line in Table 1. The specific PSDs we use are taken

from their respective design reviews, for CE [93] and ET [94]. Comparing with the sensitivity

curves from the LVK observations, CE and ET improve upon existing detector sensitivities by

around two orders of magnitude.

One common feature of the three chosen events is that they all have relatively small spins,

which makes it hard to put constraints on the spin-dependent finite-size parameters. Therefore

we also consider systems with similar masses and redshifts to these, but with artificially amplified

spins, i.e. χ1 = χ2 = 0.8. For these choices of fiducial values, we get much better constraints on

the spin-induced quadrupole moment parameter κs. However, the price we pay for this choice

is that we lose the constraints from the small-spin superradiance condition in Eq. (2.10), which

leads to slightly worse constraint on H0 than for small-spin systems.

In Fig. 2, we present the Fisher posterior for a GW150914-like event using the PSDs of CE+ET.

This cornerplot showcases the relative degeneracies of the parameters that we are trying to bound

as well as their individual variances. We find that the constraints on the finite-size parameters

are generally strongly correlated with each other. The direction of the degeneracies in the graph

can be mostly understood from the waveform phases given in Eqs. (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17).

Heuristically, we can collect the first few relevant finite-size effects:
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Figure 1: The PSDs of the CE and ET detectors used, plotted with the strain of GW190514-like

event with parameters given in the third row (blue row) in Table 1.

ψFS ⊃ 3

128ηv5

[
−v4

[
50(1− 2η)κs(χ

2
s + χ2

a) + · · ·
]
+v8

[
(1− 3 log v)

25

2
HE

0 + · · ·
]
−v10

[
39

2
Λ̃

]]
.

(3.9)

From this expression, we see that the lines of constant phase between 2PN spin-induced moments

κs and 5PN Love number Λ̃ appear to be negatively correlated. Similar arguments also work for

the postive correlation between HE
0 and Λ̃. The opposite correlations between κs− Λ̃ and H0− Λ̃

ensure the Love numbers to be well-constrained.

Finally, we present the marginalized bounds of finite-size parameters κs, H0 and Λ̃ in Table 1.

The first line represents the bounds on finite-size effects of GW170817-like event with the fiducial

values for Love numbers Λ1 = 368.2,Λ2 = 586.5 and dissipation numbers HE
1ω = 0, HE

2ω = 0.

Given the relatively small magnitudes of individual spins, we are not able to provide bounds

on the spin-induced moments. For tidal dissipations, we choose the fiducial value based on the

assumption that neutron stars have almost zero viscosity. In Ref. [62], the authors have shown

that for realistic EoS coming from the relativistic mean-field approximation, the 4PN dissipation

number purely comes from the contribution of shear viscosity, which scales as HE
ω ∝ T−2, with

T being the neutron star core temperature, so long as the inspiral frequency does not hit the NS

gravity mode resonance frequency. For relatively low temperature NSs in a binary system (core

temperature T ∼ 105K), the dissipation number ranges from O(102) to O(104), falling sharply

with compactness HE
ω ∝ C−6, which is defined as C ≡ GM/R. Based on the bounds we provide

in Table 1, these low-temperature BNS systems may be visible to these forthcoming detectors in

the near future.

From the second to the last line in Table 1, we present bounds on finite-size parameters for

BBHs. The second and the third lines show the bounds on the GW150914-like event which has

10



Figure 2: A sample corner plot of the covariance matrix, generated from the Fisher matrix for

the GW150914-like event. The center of each graph represents it’s mean (fiducial) value, with

the left and right shading bounds representing the 1σ bound. Here, Mdet (in unit of M⊙) is the

chirp mass in the detector frame.

relatively high mass. Such an event has a shorter inspiral phase and therefore the constraints

are slightly worse than those from the lighter GW151226-like event shown in the fourth and

fifth lines. The bounds on dissipation numbers and Love numbers from ET+CE are two order

of magnitude better than the bounds we get from the current LVK observations. However, we

notice that it is still not possible to rule out the zero dissipaition at the level of individual event

which has been claimed for some exotic compact objects [126–130] . Therefore, to test the nature

of BHs, population analysis will be needed. For high spin events, we further put constraints on

11



90% bounds for CE+ET Detector Network Results

point-particle parameters finite-size parameters

m1 m2 χ1 χ2 z κ̃ H0 Λ̃

1.496 1.243 0.00513 0.00323 0.0098 − 0+1.8
−1.8 456+18

−18

36.2 29.1 0.20 0.20 0.094 − 0.1+0.7
−0.7 0+4.9

−4.9

36.2 29.1 0.80 0.80 0.094 1+0.23
−0.30 0.0+0.5

−0.7 0+15
−15

14.2 7.5 0.21 0.21 0.090 − 0.2+0.3
−0.5 0+3

−3

14.2 7.5 0.80 0.80 0.090 1+0.06
−0.06 0.0+3.3

−3.3 0+8
−8

Table 1: Data for parameter bounding for CE+ET network. The first row represents a

GW170817-like event, the second/third rows represent a low/high spin GW150914-like event,

and the fourth/fifth rows represent a low/high spin GW151226-like event. The third row (blue

row) of this table corresponds to the parameters in Fig 2. Note that this table shows the 90%

bounds, but the corner plot in Fig. 2 shows the 1σ bounds for display purpose.

κs. Since this spin-dependent finite-size effects first appear at 2PN order, therefore we get the

tightest constraints.

LISA

Likewise, we now present similar marginalized bounds for the same three parameters κs, H0, and

Λ̃ for the LISA detector network in Table 2. The details of calculation remain the same as for the

CE+ET network described above. The PSD that we use for LISA analysis is similarly sourced

from its respective design review [131].

The GW signals from stellar-mass events fall outside of the parameter space of what LISA

is anticipated to be able to observe. Instead, LISA is targeted to detect the GW signals from

supermassive BBHs with mass range from O(104) to O(107) solar masses. We design four such

events, with large (m1/m2=9) and small (m1/m2 ≈ 1) mass ratios and large (χi = 0.8) and

small (χi = 0.2) spins. The specific data we use and the bounds placed on finite-size parameters

thereof are recorded in Table 2. This data shows similar patterns to the CE+ET data, with

slightly better bounds overall. The bounds on the spin-induced moments are observed to be

comparable with a previous study [84].

4 Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper we have utilized our newly constructed IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize waveform to fore-

cast the constraining power of three future detectors on the κs, H0, and Λ̃ parameters. Making

use of the worldline EFT, we have calculated the finite-size modifications to the point-particle PN

framework, and have derived the updated waveform. Using the Fisher matrix method on PSDs for

CE, ET, and LISA, we were able to indicate various constraining powers on the finite-size effects

for BBHs and BNSs. For CE+ET, we have found bounds for κs, H0, and Λ̃ of order O(10−1),

O(100), and O(101), respectively, and we identify that LISA better constrains the values of all of

these bounds.
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90% bounds for LISA Network Results

point particle parameters finite-size parameters

m1 m2 χ1 χ2 z κs H0 Λ̃

5.5× 105 4.5× 105 0.20 0.20 0.512 − 0.11+0.13
−0.15 0.0+1.3

−1.3

5.5× 105 4.5× 105 0.80 0.80 0.512 1+0.031
−0.031 0.1+1.3

−1.3 0+3.3
−3.3

9.0× 105 1.0× 105 0.20 0.20 0.512 − 0.5+0.33
−0.33 0+3

−3

9.0× 105 1.0× 105 0.80 0.80 0.512 1+0.031
−0.031 0.4+3.1

−3.1 0+5
−5

Table 2: Data for parameter bounding for LISA. These point particle parameters are not based

on any real data but, mirroring the above table, we sample low- and high-spin components and

low- and high-mass-ratio events. We believe this data describes a range of characteristic events

that LISA will be able to observe.

Our work can be extended in various directions that may help get better understanding of the

finite-size effects in GW observables. The biggest obstucle we now have is lacking of information

about the finite-size contributions to the merger-ringdown part because it is beyond the treatment

of worldline EFT. In this paper, we use the taping frequency technique to truncate GW phase

evolution due to the finite-size effects before merger and therefore we losing the SNR and further

introducing the systematic errors in the waveform modeling. For the future events with high

SNR, we need a much more robust and rigorous treatment to have better control on the finite-

size effects on the merger-ringdown phase. Secondly, in the analysis for BNSs, we do not put

much effort to analyze the magnetic-type finite-size effects. Even though Ref. [39] has pointed

out that the magnetic tidal parameters are much smaller compared with corresponding electric

ones, it is still interesting to quantify the bounds on these parameters. Additionally, Ref. [132]

has shown that the non-linear fluid effects can enhance the GW phase by 10% ∼ 20% at GW

frequency 1000 Hz even at Newtonian order. Thus, a complete treatment of non-linear tidal

effects seems to be necessary for future detectors.
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A Derivation of IMRPhenomD+FiniteSize Waveform Observables

In this Appendix, we detail the PN derivation of waveform observables including our modifica-

tions. In the slow inspiral phase (where the PN expansion is still valid), all of the waveform

ovservables including the time-evolution of the frequency and phase are directly governed by the

energy balance equation:

−F∞ − Ṁ = Ė (A.1)
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Where F∞ is the energy flux at infinity, E is the binding energy of the system, M is the total

mass, and Ẋ denotes time derivative. Here, E and F∞ must both be functions of the object

masses, spins, finite-size parameters, and the PN expansion parameter v = (πGMf)1/3.

The result of the binding energy takes the following form:

E(v) = −Mηv2

2

(
ENS(v) + ESO(v)v3 + ESS(v)v4 + ESSS(v)v7 + ELove(v)v10

)
(A.2)

Here v is the expansion velocity. The non-spinning (NS) and spin-orbital (SO) terms are well

known and documented in the literature [21, 23, 61]. The spin quadratic (SS) and cubic (SSS)

terms contain contributions both from point-particle terms and spin-induced quadrupole mo-

ments. Here, we only list the contribution from spin-induced quadrupole moments as

ESIM
SS (v) = χaχs

(
−δ

2κa
2

− δκs −
κa
2

)
+ χ2

s

(
−δ

2κs
4

− δκa
2

− κs
4

)
+ χ2

a

(
−δκa

2
+ ηκs −

κs
2

)
+ v2

(
χ2
a

(
25δηκa

12
− 35δκa

12
− 5η2κs

6
+

95ηκs
12

− 35κs
12

)
+ χaχs

(
25δηκs

6
− 35δκs

6
− 5η2κa

3
+

95ηκa
6

− 35κa
6

)
+ χ2

s

(
25δηκa

12
− 35δκa

12
− 5η2κs

6
+

95ηκs
12

− 35κs
12

))
(A.3)

ESIM
SSS (v) = χaχ

2
s

(
−2δ2ηκa − 5δ2κa + 6δηκs − 6δκs − κa

)
+ χ3

s

(
δ3(−κa)− δ2ηκs −

9δ2κs
4

− δκa +
κs
4

)
+ χ2

aχs
(
−6δκa + 4η2κs + 12ηκs − 6κs

)
+ χ3

a(−2δηκs − 2δκs + 2ηκa − 2κa) (A.4)

Similarly, the energy flux at infinity is known to take a similar form:

F∞ =
32

5
η2v10

(
FNS(v) + FSO(v)v

3 + FSS(v)v
4 + FSSS(v)v

7 + FLove(v)v
10
)

(A.5)

where the NS and SO terms are known in the literature [21, 23, 61]. The contributions from the

spin-induced quadrupole moments to the energy-flux are

FSS(v) = χaχs
(
δ2κa + 2δκs + κa

)
+ χ2

a (δκa − 2ηκs + κs)

+ χ2
s (δκa − 2ηκs + κs)

+ v2

(
χ2
a

(
−127δηκa

16
+
δκa
14

+
43η2κs

4
− 905ηκs

112
+
κs
14

)
+ χaχs

(
−127δηκs

8
+
δκs
7

+
43η2κa

2
− 905ηκa

56
+
κa
7

)
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+ χ2
s

(
−127δηκa

16
+
δκa
14

+
43η2κs

4
− 905ηκs

112
+
κs
14

))

+ v3

(
χ2
a (4πδκa − 8πηκs + 4πκs) + χaχs (8πδκs − 16πηκa + 8πκa)

+ χ2
s (4πδκa − 8πηκs + 4πκs)

)
(A.6)

FSSS(v) = χaχ
2
s

(
13

3
δ2ηκa +

27δ2κa
16

+
4δηκs
3

+
15δκs
8

+
3κa
16

)
+ χ2

aχs

(
95δηκa

12
+

15δκa
8

− 26η2κs
3

+
25ηκs

6
+

15κs
8

)
+ χ3

s

(
−7δηκa

4
+

5δκa
8

− 26η2κs
3

− 3ηκs +
5κs
8

)
+ χ3

a

(
29δηκs

6
+

5δκs
8

+
43ηκa
12

+
5κa
8

)
(A.7)

For general tidal dissipation numbers, the horizon flux is given by

Ṁ(v) =
1

2

(
9HE

1 η
2χa + 9HE

1 η
2χs

)
v15 +

1

2

[(
9HB

1 η
2 +

45HE
1 η

2

2
+

9

2
HE

1 δη
2 − 27HE

1 η
3

)
χs

+

(
9HB

1 η
2 +

45HE
1 η

2

2
+

9

2
HE

1 δη
2 − 27HE

1 η
3

)
χa

]
v17 + 9H0η

2v18

(A.8)

where the dissipation numbers HE/B
1 , H

E/B
1 and H0 are defined in Eq. (2.11). The binding energy

ELove and the energy flux FLove involving Love numbers are given in Ref. [36].
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