
Draft version July 1, 2019
Typeset using LATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX62

A Direct Probe of Mass Density Near Inspiraling Binary Black Holes

Lisa Randall1 and Zhong-Zhi Xianyu1

1Department of Physics, Harvard University, 17 Oxford St., Cambridge, MA 02138, USA

ABSTRACT

Now that LIGO has revealed the existence of a large number of binary black holes, identifying

their origin emerges as an important challenge. Observed binary black holes might reside in more

isolated regions of the galaxy or alternatively they might be emerging from dense environments such

as galactic centers or globular clusters. In the latter case, their center of mass motion as well as

their orbital parameters lead to potentially observable changes in the waveforms that would reflect

their gravitational interactions with the surrounding matter. The gravitational wave signal would be

distinguished by a net phase change or even a time-dependent Doppler shift arising from the orbital

motion. We show that this time-dependence might be observable in future space gravitational wave

detectors such as LISA that could provide direct information about the black hole binary environments

and otherwise invisible ambient mass.

1. INTRODUCTION

The LIGO detection Abbott et al. (2016a) of gravi-

tational waves (GWs) from a pair of inspiraling black

holes (BHs) has launched a new era of GW astronomy.

BBHs could show up in the LISA band months before

they merge in the LIGO band and a joint detection from

both frequency bands would allow for better measure-

ments of their properties Sesana (2016).

The LISA observation of stellar-mass BBHs should

be particularly useful in understanding the formation

channel of BBHs. Current strategies for differentiat-

ing BBH formation channels focus on measuring the

statistical distribution of orbital parameters, either ec-

centricity or spin. BBHs formed in isolation generally

have circular orbits and aligned spins, while dynami-

cally formed BBHs could possess large spin misalign-

ment and finite eccentricity. The nonzero eccentricity

is a generic feature of dynamical channels, which can

be generated due to the “thermal” distribution of ec-

centricity f(e)de ∝ ede in dense environments, or via

Kozai-Lidov resonances with a third body, or alterna-

tively from non-perturbative multi-body processes. In

this paper we will show that these channels lead to differ-

ent eccentricity distributions so a careful measurement

of eccentricity will be useful not only to distinguish be-

tween the isolated and dynamical channels, but also to

further differentiate among different modes of dynamical

formation. Such a powerful measurement of eccentric-

ity distributions can be done only with low frequency

observations such as those proposed for LISA Nishizawa

et al. (2016, 2017); Breivik et al. (2016); Rodriguez et al.

(2016); Randall & Xianyu (2018a,b); Banerjee (2018);

Samsing & D’Orazio (2018); Kremer et al. (2019).

In this paper, we point out a more ambitious way

of studying BBHs, building on a special property of

LISA measurements, namely the capacity for measur-

ing directly the barycenter motion of BBHs orbiting

around nearby objects and the corresponding orbital

elements. Since the time dependence of the phase re-

flects the orbital period of the barycenter motion T ∼
2π(Gm/r3)−1/2, the time scale for the phase variation in

the case of circular outer orbits serves as a direct probe

of the ambient density ρ ∼ m/r3, where m is the mass

enclosed by the orbits and r is the distance over which

the BBH orbits. Even when not circular, this measure-

ment probes the matter distribution but in a more subtle

way Hamilton & Rafikov (2019a,b). For favorably po-

sitioned BBHs, the detailed barycenter motion in the

LISA band could also be measurable, raising a unique

opportunity to directly measure the orbital elements of

the two-body system formed by the BBH and a nearby

tertiary mass.

This way of viewing the LISA signal, for which there

will be many well-determined GW phases with a slower

time-dependence that reflects external interactions, is

analogous to measurements of a pulsar in a binary. As

with pulsars, this measurement depends primarily on

phase measurements. Employing also a well-measured

amplitude will provide a complementary way of increas-

ing precision and checking consistency with the phase
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measurement. Furthermore, a sufficiently accurate mea-

surement of the orbital motion can allow us to follow the

waveform in detail from the LISA to the LIGO window.

Previous studies have considered the effect of barycen-

ter acceleration arising from cosmological inhomogeneity

and local gravity in different parameter regions Bonvin

et al. (2017); Yunes et al. (2011); Meiron et al. (2017).

Because the net phase shift can be confused with a chirp

signal, a Fisher matrix analysis is critical. We consider

all possible third-body mass from stellar-mass objects

to supermassive BHs, and extend this analysis to in-

clude the cross-correlation between the outer and inner

binary parameters to clarify further which parameter

range leads to a detectable orbit. We also consider more

directly observing the barycenter motion of the BBH or-

biting around a nearby massive object through direct

measurements of the time-dependence of the phasing

owing to the BBH motion, similar to the analysis in Rob-

son et al. (2018) which considered astrophysical objects

with little chirping. We extend the analysis to chirping

BBHs which are important targets for multi-band ob-

servations, and use Fisher matrix to quantify possible

confusions. We also extend the analysis to allow for the

secular variation of the inner orbital elements, including

the eccentricity and the inclination due to the Kozai-

Lidov (KL) mechanism Kozai (1962); Lidov & Ziglin

(1976).

2. MOTION OF THE BBH BARYCENTER ALONG

THE OUTER ORBIT

We will call the effective two-body system formed by

the BBH barycenter and the tertiary mass the outer bi-

nary and its orbit the outer orbit denoted with subscript

“2”, and call the BBH emitting GWs in LISA the inner

binary with subscript “1”. The barycenter motion of

the BBH would introduce a time variation of the appar-
ent frequency via the time-varying Doppler shift ∆z(t)

of the GW signals.

We consider a pair of BHs with mass m0,m1 ∼
O(10M�). LISA could access such a pair if the GW

peak frequency fpeak falls roughly between 0.01Hz and

0.1Hz, where fpeak is

fpeak(t) =

√
Gm

π
[
a1(t)

(
1− e2

1(t)
)]3/2 (1 + e1(t)

)1.1954
, (1)

where G is Newton’s constant, a1 and e1 denote the

semi-major axis and the eccentricity of the inner binary,

and m = m0 + m1 is the total mass of the BBH. As

we shall show below, the time-dependence of the long-

term orbital motion and/or the secular change of inner

eccentricity has a time scale comparable or much longer

than a year in general. Therefore these effects will be

visible only if the BBH stays long enough (& 1yr) in the

LISA band.

We model the ambient density of a BBH by a sin-

gle tertiary body. This model can approximate 1) a

BBH orbiting around an SMBH in the galactic center

Antonini & Perets (2012); Randall & Xianyu (2018a,b);

2) a BBH orbiting around an IMBH in a globular clus-

ter; 3) a BBH orbiting stellar mass in a nuclear cluster;

4) a BBH in stellar-mass hierarchical triples in globular

clusters Wen (2003) or in the field Silsbee & Tremaine

(2017). The effective mass m2 of the tertiary body can

be in the range O(10M�) to O(109M�) or even larger.

The effect of the outer orbital motion is easy to see

with Newtonian dynamics for a circular outer orbit and

constant GW frequency fpeak, in which case the GW

phase is Φ(tBBH) = fpeaktBBH in the BBH frame where

tBBH is the time defined in the source frame. The time

of arrival t is then related to the time in the source

frame tBBH by t = tBBH + r2‖/c. Here r2‖ is the loca-

tion of the BBH barycenter along the line of sight, and

is given by r2‖ = (m2/M)a2 sin(2πt/P2) in this sim-

ple case, where a2 and P2 are the semi-major axis and

the orbital period of the outer orbit and are related by

2πP−1
2 =

√
GM/a3

2, with M = m0 + m1 + m2. There-

fore,

Φ(t) = fpeak

(
t− m2

M

a2

c
sin

2πt

P2

)
. (2)

This phase dependence assumes small peculiar acceler-

ation of the triple barycenter. In reality, fpeak(t) also

depends on time t through its dependence on a1(t) and

e1(t) as shown in (1). The linear time-dependence in

(2) is indistinguishable from a redshift attributable to a

different distance. For the effect to be unambiguously

distinguishable, either the time has to be long enough

for all terms in a Taylor expansion to contribute, or we

need to otherwise subtract off the inner orbital contri-

bution to the O(t2) term.

The first condition states that we need to follow the

phase over a time comparable to the orbital period P2

(ideally less than half an orbit).

In order to evaluate the second condition, we include

the full time dependence of both the inner and outer

orbits. To see the time shift entering the GW phase

from r2‖, we note that in the BBH barycenter frame,

the GW phase Φ is,

Φ(tBBH) =

∫ tBBH

0

fpeak(t′BBH)dt′BBH, (3)

where we have dropped a constant phase by shifting the

initial point of tBBH. Replacing tBBH in (3) by t, we
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Figure 1. Longitudinal velocity v2‖(t) of the BBH barycen-
ter. In both panels m0 = m1 = 10M�, m2 = 4 × 106M�
(the mass of Sgr A*), a2 = 100AU, I2 = 90◦. Note that the
inclination I2 = 90◦ optimizes the effect so better velocity
sensitivity will be important in general cases.

find,

Φ(t) =

∫ t

0

fpeak(t′)

[
1−

v2‖(t
′)

c

]
dt′, (4)

where v2‖ = ṙ2‖.

Choosing the plane orthogonal to the line of sight as

the reference plane, the time of arrival of GW phases will

be delayed by r2‖/c, where r2‖ is the barycenter position

along the line of sight. In the barycenter system of the

triple, r2‖ can be represented in terms of orbital elements

as

r2‖ =
m2

M

a2(1− e2
2)

1 + e2 cosψ2
sin(γ2 + ψ2) sin I2, (5)

where e2, I2, γ2, and ψ2 are the outer orbital elements,

corresponding to the eccentricity, the inclination, the

argument of the periapsis, and the true anomaly, re-

spectively. The factor m2/M is from the conversion to

the barycenter frame of the triple from the reduced co-

ordinates. Note that this means that the BBH motion

relative to the triple barycenter is suppressed if m2 �M

and will be small unless the tertiary body is comparable

to or greater in mass than those in the binary system.

We see from (4) that the net effect of the time delay is

a shift of GW frequency fpeak → (1−v2‖/c)fpeak, which

is just the familiar (longitudinal) Doppler shift, where

we neglect the smaller transverse component. We also

neglect the suppressed relativistic corrections including

the Roemer delay and Shapiro delay. We show in Fig. 1

the fluctuation of v2‖/c over two periods of outer orbital

motion for parameters described in the caption.

3. OBSERVABILITY
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Figure 2. The LISA S/N of a circular binary with the chirp
mass mc and initial GW frequency fGW , at a distance of
r = 400Mpc, with N2A5 configuration and TO = 5yr.

Now we study the observability of the barycenter

motion described in the last section, with a simplified

Fisher matrix analysis. Instead of including all parame-

ters characterizing the inner and the outer orbits, we pay

special attention to the following three parameters: the

binary’s chirp mass mc ≡ (m0m1)3/5/m1/5, the outer

orbital frequency Ω ≡ 2π/P2, the maximal variation of

the binary barycenter’s transverse velocity u within one

outer-orbital period. For circular outer orbit we have

Ω =
√
GM/a3

2 and u = 2(m2/M)
√
GM/a2 sin I2. By

examining Ω and u we hope to learn how well the outer

orbit can be resolved, and by studying the correlation

between mc and Ω we will demonstrate to what extent

we can possibly remove the confusion between the bi-

nary chirping and the outer orbital motion.

For a GW waveform h(t) in time domain, we fol-

low Barack & Cutler (2004) and define the correspond-

ing noise-weighted waveform ĥ(t) = h(t)/S
1/2
N (f(t)),

where SN (f) is the noise strain of LISA, and f(t) is

the frequency of the waveform h(t) at time t. For GW

with more than one harmonic component, the definition

should be generalized to ĥn(t) = hn(t)/S
1/2
N (fn(t)), with

hn the n’th harmonic component of the waveform and

fn its frequency. Then, the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N)

can be calculated by

(S/N)2 = 2
∑
n

∫ TO

0

dt ĥ2
n(t), (6)

where TO is the time of observation.

In Fig. 2 we show the S/N for a circular binary at

a distance of 400Mpc over a range of relevant masses
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and frequencies, assuming a five-year observation time

of LISA, with noise curve with N2A5 configuration taken

from Klein et al. (2016). We note that the S/N here is

calculated assuming the match filtering with appropri-

ate templates that allow for BBH orbital motion. If the

outer orbital parameters are properly taken into account

by the templates, the resulting S/N is essentially inde-

pendent of these parameters, because the S/N is mainly

controlled by the power of the GW radiation while the

outer orbital parameters has little influence on the GW

power of the binary.

In addition, let λi (i = 1, 2, · · · ) represent the pa-

rameters on which the waveform h(t) depends. Then

the error ∆λi of measuring λi and the error correlation

ρλiλj
between λi and λj are given respectively by,

∆λi = Σ
1/2
λiλi

, ρ2
λiλj

= Σ2
λiλj

/ΣλiλiΣλjλj . (7)

Here the matrix Σ is the inverse of the Fisher matrix Γ,

which can be calculated by

Γλiλj
= 2

∑
n

∫ TO

0

dt ∂λi
ĥn(t)∂λj

ĥn(t). (8)

(6) and (8) are readily used for a numerical study of the

S/N and the parameter estimation. Here we will derive

analytical approximations for several parameters, in or-

der to develop physical intuition to more efficiently eval-

uate the potential range of parameters to be explored.

For simplicity, we consider binaries with circular or-

bits. We also neglect post-Newtonian corrections and

therefore restrict attention to the quadrupole GW. Then

the waveform is single-frequency and can be written as

h(t) = hc(t) sin Φ(t), where hc(t) is the signal’s charac-

teristic amplitude and Φ(t) its phase, given by (4). Gen-

erally, we have ∂λih = (∂λihc) sin Φ + hc(∂λiΦ) cos Φ '
hc(∂λi

Φ) cos Φ. The last approximation holds because

the total number of phases Φ ∼ fGWTO � 1 over a

long period of observation. This is important in that it

argues that the dominant contribution to the Fisher ma-

trix error estimation arises from the phase only whereas

the S/N will depend on amplitude, provided that the

templates are available.

When the error correlations are small, i.e., ρ2
λiλj
� 1

for all i 6= j, we have Σλiλi
' (Γλiλi

)−1. In this case,

we have approximately,

∆λi ' Γ
−1/2
λiλi

' 2

[ ∫ TO

0

dt
(hc cos Φ)2(∂λi

Φ)2

SN

]−1/2

' (S/N)−1
∣∣∂λi

Φ(TO)
∣∣−1

, (9)

which makes sense. We see that larger S/N and more

sensitivity on the parameter λi (hence larger ∂λiΦ) both

help to reduce the error ∆λi.

Applying (9) to a circular outer orbit, the two impor-

tant parameters for which we want to evaluate sensitiv-

ity are the outer orbital frequency Ω and the amplitude

of the transverse velocity u.

Taking λi in (9) to be Ω and u, respectively, we get

the corresponding relative errors of parameter fitting,

∆Ω

Ω
' 1

(S/N)|ΦΩ(TO)|
,

∆u

u
' 1

(S/N)|Φu(TO)|
,

ΦΩ(t) ≡ 2πΩ
u

c

∫ t

0

dt′ fGW (t′) cos(Ωt′ + γ2)t′,

Φu(t) ≡ 2π
u

c

∫ t

0

dt′ fGW (t′) sin(Ωt′ + γ2). (10)

For slowly varying fGW (t), it is clear that S/N ∝ T
1/2
O

and the measurement errors scale with observation time

TO as ∆Ω/Ω ∝ T−5/2
O and ∆u/u ∝ T−3/2

O , respectively.

In Fig. 3(a) and (b), we take TO = 5yr and plot the

relative errors ∆Ω/Ω and ∆u/u as functions of a2 and

GW frequency fGW at the beginning of the observation.

We take a binary with chirp mass mc = 30M� near a

third body with m2 = 4 × 106M�, and the outer orbit

is assumed edge-on to maximize the effect. We note

that smaller fGW gives larger errors because both the

S/N and the phases (ΦΩ and Φu) are reduced. On the

other hand, larger fGW also gives larger error because

the binaries with larger fGW merge faster and thus allow

less observation time. In addition, from u ∝ a
−1/2
2 and

Ω ∝ a
−3/2
2 , we find the a2-dependence of the errors to

be ∆Ω/Ω ∝ a2
2 and ∆u/u ∝ a1/2

2 .

For (9) and (10) to hold, we have assumed that the er-

ror correlations are small, which is, however, not always

true. In fact, two error correlations are of great physical

relevance. One is between Ω and u, and can be viewed

as a measure of how well we can resolve the outer orbit.

Within this two-parameter space,

ρ2
Ωu =

Γ2
Ωu

ΓΩΩΓuu
'

[
∫ TO

0
dt (∂Ωĥ)(∂uĥ)]2

[
∫ TO

0
dt (∂Ωĥ)2][

∫ TO

0
dt (∂uĥ)2]

,

∂Ωĥ ' −(hc cos Φ)
u

c

∫ t

0

dt′ fGW (t′) cos(Ωt′ + γ2)t′,

∂uĥ ' −(hc cos Φ)
1

c

∫ t

0

dt′ fGW (t′) sin(Ωt′ + γ2).

(11)

It is intuitively clear that we can measure only a small

portion of the whole outer orbit when a2 is so large that

ΩTO � 1, in which case the net effect would be a nearly

constant acceleration of the binary barycenter. To see

this, we Taylor expand the GW phase (4) at a given
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−1/2
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−1/2
uu /u, and Γ

−1/2
ėė /ė1T , as functions of outer orbital radius a2 and the GW

frequency fGW . In all plots we take a binary with mc = 30M� at r = 400Mpc away, orbiting a third body with m2 = 4×106M�,
observed with TO = 5yr. The outer orbit is taken to be edge-on with I2 = 90◦. We take e2 = 0 in (a,b) and e2 = 0.5 in (c).
Note that these quantities reduce to the relative errors of estimating the parameters Ω, u, ė1T , respectively, when the error
correlations are weak. (cf. Fig. 5).
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Figure 4. Illustration of the correlation between the outer
orbital frequency Ω and the amplitude of the velocity u with
ΩTO � 1. The acceleration Ωumeasured during the observa-
tion time TO = 10yr (gray region) from the “true” v(t) (with
u∗ = 0.005c, Ω∗ = 20yr−1) can be fitted, either by larger
Ω = 1.5Ω∗ and smaller u = u∗/1.5 (blue dashed curve), or
by smaller Ω = 0.5Ω∗ and larger u∗ = u/0.5 (red dashed
curve).

time,

Φ(t) = Φ̇(0)t+ 1
2 Φ̈(0)t2 + 1

6

...
Φ(0)t3 + · · · , (12)

Φ̇(0) =
(
1− v2‖

c

)
fpeak

∣∣
t=0

, (13)

Φ̈(0) =
(
1− v2‖

c

)
ḟpeak −

v̇2‖
c fpeak

∣∣
t=0

, (14)

The linear term (13) is irrelevant because it is degener-

ate with the redshift. The first nontrivial effect is from

(14) where v̇2‖ is just the barycenter acceleration, which

is given by ∼ Ωu for circular orbit. The degeneracy

between Ω and u in this case is illustrated in Fig. 4.

Quantitatively, this is indicated by a large correlation

between Ω and u, namely ρΩu ∼ 1 as can be seen from

(11). Oppositely, when a2 is small so that ΩTO � 1, we

see that ρΩu ∼ 1/(ΩTO) � 1 from (11), which means

that we have a chance to measure both Ω and u sepa-

rately, and thus resolve the whole outer orbit.

In Fig. 5(a) and (b), we plot ρ2
Ωu and show its de-

pendence on a2, fGW , and m2. The strong correlation

ρ2
Ωu ∼ 1 at large a2 can be clearly seen by noting that

Ω '
√
GM/a3

2. We also mention the possibility of “neg-

ative chirping” in which case the phase drift from the

outer orbital motion is stronger than the binary’s own

chirping, resulting in ḟGW < 0, so that the outer orbital

motion can be unambiguously recognized. In Fig. 5(a),

“negative chirping” could occur below the dashed black

line.

Fig. 5(b) shows the effect of the third body with dif-

ferent values of m2. It is clear that smaller m2 at a

given orbital radius has a smaller effect on the BBH’s

barycenter motion and therefore the degeneracy between

Ω and u is broken only at smaller a2. For roughly

stellar-mass m2 = O(10 ∼ 102M�), visible large or-

bits require a2 . O(10 ∼ 102AU). Coincidentally, this

is the typical distance in the field-triple channel Sils-

bee & Tremaine (2017). In the case of an SMBH as

the third body, m2 ∼ O(106 ∼ 108M�), large orbits

with a2 ∼ O(102 ∼ 103AU) could be visible. Typical

merging BBHs in the galactic-center channel live within

0.1pc∼ 104AU from the central SMBH. Assuming a

mass-segregated density profile for BBHs that yields a

number density distribution that is flat in a2, we see

that around O(1 ∼ 10%) of BBHs should have a2 small

enough to yield visible barycenter motion.

It is worth noting that although Ω and u cannot be

well measured separately for large a2 with ΩTO � 1 due

to ρΩu ∼ 1, the product Ωu can be measured. This is

nothing but the barycenter acceleration of the binary,

as considered in Inayoshi et al. (2017). But here an-
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other error correlation becomes very important, which

is between the binary’s chirp mass mc and one of the

outer orbital parameter, for which we consider Ω here

as an example. Physically, this correlation ρ2
Ωm pro-

vides a measure of the fact that the Doppler shift from

the barycenter motion could be confused by the intrin-

sic chirping ḟGW , since both of them contribute to Φ̈

in (14). To break the degeneracy, we need either a sig-

nificant chirping allowing us to measure fGW (t) beyond

the linear level ḟGW , or to observe a significant fraction

of the outer orbital motion. We show how this further

restricts the resolvability in Fig. 5.

There is a similar correlation between the outer orbital

elements (Ω or u) and the GW frequency fGW (t = 0) at

the initial time of the observation, since increasing fGW
would also increase the amount of chirping. We leave a

complete analysis of parameter correlations for a future

study.

In Fig. 5(c), we plot ρ2
Ωm as a function of binary’s chirp

mass mc and the initial GW frequency fGW (t = 0) for

a binary that is a2 = 104AU away from the third body

withm2 = 4×106M�. At large distance a2 = 104AU the

outer orbital period is ∼ 300yr so only a small fraction

of the outer orbit could be seen. Then Fig. 5(c) shows

that there is a large correlation between outer orbital

motion and the chirping when the chirping is weak, i.e.,

when both mc and fGW are small. It is for this reason

that Inayoshi et al. (2017) concluded that the barycenter

acceleration cannot be measured for small chirp mass.

But here we note that fGW , being fixed in the study

of Inayoshi et al. (2017), is also crucial to determine

the strength of chirping and thus the amount of error

correlation. In Fig. 5(c) we see the strong frequency de-

pendence when determining which range of parameters

is resolvable. Fixing the frequency would both under-

or overestimate the resolvable regions.

In Fig. 5(d), we plot ρ2
Ωm for different a2 and fGW (t =

0) with mc = 30M�. We see that the correlation

between the chirping and the outer orbital motion is

greatly reduced in the near region (small a2) where & 1

outer orbital periods could be observed. Therefore we do

not need large chirping to break the degeneracy. Rob-

son et al. (2018) considered these regions assuming little

chirping for simplicity. Here we showed that the similar

measurement can also be extended to regions with sig-

nificant chirping and small a2 as long as templates are

available.

4. SECULAR EVOLUTION OF THE INNER

ORBITAL ELEMENTS

We may also observe the secular oscillation of the ec-

centricity e1 and inclination I1 of the BBH orbit induced

by the tidal perturbation of the tertiary body in what

is known as the KL oscillation. The tidal perturbation

introduces the time variation,

ė1T =
15

8

√
Gm2

2a
3
1e

2
1(1− e2

1)

ma6
2(1− e2

2)3
(1− cos2 I) sin 2γ, (15)

where I is the inclination of the inner binary and γ is the

argument of the periapsis. Both I and γ are measured

with respect to the outer orbital plane, and not with

respect to the line of sight.

The BBH eccentricity e1 might be measured directly

from the GW waveform. However, the time scale ė1T is

longer than the outer orbital period Randall & Xianyu

(2018a), and is generally longer than the observational

time TO. Therefore it is difficult to measure directly

e1(t). Instead, the effect of ė1T is a net phase drift which

could again be confused by other contributions to the

phase drift.

To estimate the region where ė1T can possibly be mea-

sured, we use the simplified Fisher analysis in last sec-

tion. To simplify the problem, we assume that e1 is not

large so that the GW spectrum is narrow and is domi-

nated by its peak component with frequency in (1).

∆ė1

ė1T
' Γ

−1/2
ėė ' 1

(S/N)|Φė|
,

Φė ' ė1T (∂e1fpeak)T 2
O, (16)

in which we have again assumed that the error corre-

lations are weak, which is not necessarily true for all

parameters. We show the relative error (16) in Fig. 3

for different a2 and fGW . We leave a more complete

Fisher analysis for future study.

In conjunction with the e1-variation, the BBH incli-

nation I also undergoes secular evolution and there is a

corresponding time variation in the observed GW polar-
ization, which is however more challenging to measure.

5. EXPECTED NUMBER OF DETECTIONS

It has been shown in Sesana (2016) that up to thou-

sands of stellar-mass BBHs could be individually re-

solved by LISA, given the local merger rate inferred

from LIGO detections. On the other hand, the fraction

of dynamically formed BBHs is highly uncertain, given

the poorly understood merger rates in various dynamical

channels. To get a sense of how many of the dynamical

BBHs could present measurable orbital motion in LISA,

we use the existing literature as a guide to estimate how

many events with large-orbital motions might be seen in

each channel. By visible large-orbital motion we mean

that Ω and u can both be measured. There could be

more binaries with visible phase drift from barycenter

acceleration, but with degenerate Ω and u.
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Figure 5. The error correlations ρ2
Ωu (a, b) and ρ2

Ωm (c, d). In (a, d), the correlations are plotted as functions of outer orbital
radius a2 and the GW frequency fGW when the observation starts. In (b), ρ2

Ωu is plotted as a function of a2 and m2. In (c),
ρ2

Ωm is plotted as a function of the binary’s chirp mass mc and fGW with a2 = 104AU. We take m2 = 4 × 106M� in (a,c,d),
mc = 30M� in (a,b,d), fGW = 0.01Hz in (b). In all panels the outer orbit is taken to be edge-on with I2 = 90◦. In (a) we show
a dashed line below which there could be “negatively chirping” binaries with ḟGW < 0.

A local merger rate RLIGO ∼ 50Gpc−3yr−1 is inferred

from the LIGO/Virgo detections. From this Sesana

(2016) showed that up to several thousands of stellar-

mass could be visible in LISA, with optimal configu-

ration and running time (N2A5 in 5yrs), although the

number could be significantly lower (of order dozens) in

a less optimal configuration or in less favorable chan-

nels (See, for instance, Kremer et al. (2019); Fang et al.

(2019)). Given that the number density is proportional

to the merger rate, we can use the fraction of merger

rate from dynamical channels to infer the expected frac-

tions of dynamical binaries in LISA. The estimates in

the following will be based on the optimal scenario with

up to several thousands of resolvable BBHs.

The merger rate of BBHs in galactic centers (with

a2 < 0.1pc) with SMBHs was estimated to be

0.048MWEG−1Myr−1 Antonini & Perets (2012), which

is converted to 0.56Gpc−3yr−1 using the conversion

MWEG/86Mpc3 Abbott et al. (2016b). The rate could

be reduced if there are not enough BBHs, or if the re-
plenished BBHs are very soft so that they get tidally

disrupted at the galactic center. From Fig. 5 we see

that only the innermost BBHs with a2 < O(103AU)

could present visible orbital motion. Comparing this

with the typical range a2 . 0.1pc of this channel, and

assuming a segregated distribution of BBHs which is

flat in a2, we see that up to O(10%) of BBHs in this

channel could present visible barycenter motion, which

could contribute up to several resolvable events in LISA.

There is however the possibility of another channel of

BBH mergers in AGNs Bartos et al. (2017). The sur-

rounding gases help BBHs to migrate into the galactic

center and also provide drag forces that reduce the or-

bital separation. The rate of merger is estimated to be

12Gpc−3yr−1. The orbital reduction in this channel is

achieved, in addition to GWs, mostly by drag forces as
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well as Kozai-Lidov resonances. Using the same esti-

mate as above, this channel could contribute up to tens

of events with detectable barycenter motions in LISA.

The rate of binaries in globular clusters was predicted

to be 14Gpc−3yr−1 Rodriguez & Loeb (2018). and Ro-

driguez et al. (2018) showed that ∼ 35% of these BBHs

might merge within the cluster instead of earlier ejec-

tion, and many of them could show barycenter motion,

too. This could contribute again up to tens of events.

The merger rate of BBHs in field triples was predicted

to be ∼ 6 Gpc−3yr−1, with a possible reduction from

nonzero natal kicks Silsbee & Tremaine (2017). Most of

the merged binaries in this channel have a small distance

to the third body, initially a2/a1 ∼ O(1 ∼ 10). There-

fore we expect that the barycenter motion could be seen

for most of BBHs in this channel with preferable orien-

tation of the outer orbit. Therefore this channel may

also contribute up to around tens of events in LISA.

6. DISCUSSION

Future space GW telescopes such as LISA will open up

a new era of multi-band GW astronomy. In this paper

we considered the exciting possibility of directly prob-

ing the ambient mass surrounding BBHs using LISA

through measurements of net phase shifts and also

through the observations of waveforms over time, which

will reflect in detail the BBH’s orbital motion. Effects

we considered include the barycenter motion of the BBH

and the tidal-induced variation of BBH eccentricity. If

the BBHs measured by LISA are orbiting around a dense

cloud of mass, such orbital motion can be viewed as a

direct measure of the mass density of the environment.

Furthermore the longitudinal velocity fluctuation ∆v2‖
can provide meaningful information about the orbital

parameters.

This information could be critical to distinguishing

different formation channels of BBHs. Though it would

be difficult to distinguish globular cluster and galactic

center origin apart from eccentricity alone, the BBH

barycenter motion would be very different. Especially

exciting too is the possibility of following BBHs from

LISA into the LIGO band. Even without detailed mea-

surements of the inner orbital parameters at LISA, the

outer orbital parameters can be measured from the

phase of the waveform alone. This makes it possible

to imagine following in detail the waveform from one

regime to another, reducing potential degeneracies be-

tween inner and orbital parameters further. We leave a

more complete analysis, in particular the possible error

correlations, for future studies.
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