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ABSTRACT

Theoretical predictions suggest that very massive stars have the potential to form through multiple collisions and eventually
evolve into intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs) within Population III star clusters that are embedded in mini dark matter
haloes. In this study, we investigate the long-term evolution of Population III star clusters, including models with a primordial
binary fraction of 𝑓b = 0 and 1, using the 𝑁-body simulation code petar. We comprehensively examine the phenomenon of
hierarchical triple black holes in the clusters, specifically focusing on the merging of their inner binary black holes (BBHs), with
post-Newtonian correction, by using the tsunami code. Our findings suggest a high likelihood of the inner BBHs containing
IMBHs with masses on the order of O(100)𝑀⊙ , and as a result, their merger rate could be up to 0.1Gpc−3yr−3. In the model
with 𝑓b = 0, the evolution of these merging inner BBHs is predominantly driven by their gravitational wave radiation at an early
time, but their evolutionary dynamics are dominated by the interaction between them and tertiary BHs in the case with 𝑓b = 1.
The orbital eccentricities of some merging inner BBHs oscillate over time periodically, known as the Kozai-Lidov oscillation,
due to dynamical perturbations. Furthermore, the merging inner BBHs tend to have highly eccentric orbits at low frequency
range, some of them with low redshift would be detected by LISA/TianQin. In the higher frequency range, the merging inner
BBHs across a wider redshift range would be detected by DECIGO/ET/CE/LIGO/KAGRA.
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1 INTRODUCTION

A class of black holes (BHs) with masses ranging from 102𝑀⊙ to
105𝑀⊙ , known as intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs), is spec-
ulated to exist in the gap between stellar-mass black holes (SBHs)
and massive black holes (MBHs) in the Universe. IMBHs have at-
tracted significant attention due to their potential role in explaining
the formation of MBHs in the first hundreds of millions of years after
the Big Bang (Volonteri 2010; Wu et al. 2015; Bañados et al. 2018;
Greene 2012; Reines & Comastri 2016; Mezcua 2017; Inayoshi et al.
2020; Greene et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2021b), as well as the anomalies
observed in dwarf galaxies (DGs), e.g., core-cusp and the number of
DGs (Silk 2017; Barai & de Gouveia Dal Pino 2019). In particular,
IMBHs could serve as seeds for the formation of MBHs through
their coalescence and gas accretion. Moreover, the early feedback
from IMBHs could quench star formation (SF), reduce the number
of DGs, and impact the central density profile of DGs.

Considerable efforts have been dedicated to the search for IMBHs
so far, but concrete observations of them are scarce. Electromagnetic
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wave (EM) observations have yielded some candidates, but they
can not be identified as IMBHs conclusively. Ultraluminous x-ray
sources as IMBH candidates in external galaxies and active galac-
tic nuclei (AGN), e.g., M82 (Portegies Zwart et al. 2004), Galaxy
ESO 243-49 HLX-1 (Farrell et al. 2012), NGC 2776 (Mezcua et al.
2015), could potentially be explained as SBHs with super-Eddington
accretion. Globular clusters, including M15 (Gerssen et al. 2002,
2003; van der Marel et al. 2002) and G1 (Gebhardt et al. 2002,
2005), as well as 𝜔-Centauri (Baumgardt 2017; Noyola et al. 2008),
are also considered possible locations for IMBHs, but the velocity
dispersion of center stars caused by potential IMBHs could alter-
natively be explained by a concentrated group of SBHs or neutron
stars, a stellar-mass binary black hole (SBBH), or radial anisotropy
configuration (Hurley 2007; Zocchi et al. 2017; Baumgardt et al.
2019). Fortunately, the detection of gravitational waves (GWs) has
brought a breakthrough in the search for IMBHs. The merger rem-
nant of the SBBH called GW190521 (Abbott et al. 2020a) detected
by LIGO/Virgo is a BH with a mass of ∼ 142𝑀⊙ , falling within
the mass range of IMBHs. This marks the first direct observational
evidence for the existence of IMBHs. Subsequently, several similar
events, e.g., GW190426_190642 (Abbott et al. 2021) has also been
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detected. However, binary black holes (BBHs) consisting of IMBHs
have not been detected directly by LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA yet. It has
been suggested that the primary component of GW190521 may be
an IMBH (Fishbach & Holz 2020; Nitz & Capano 2021), but this
claim is still under debate. The challenge in the direct detection of
IMBHs arises from the fact that the frequencies of GWs emitted by
heavier BBHs with IMBHs are lower than the sensitive frequency
bands of the current ground-based detectors. However, upcoming
space-borne GW detectors, such as TianQin (Luo et al. 2016), Taĳi
(Ruan et al. 2020), LISA (Amaro-Seoane et al. 2017) and DECIGO
(Kawamura et al. 2011), as well as the next generation ground-based
GW detectors Cosmic Explorer (CE) (Reitze et al. 2019) and Einstein
Telescope (ET) (Punturo et al. 2010), are expected to have sensitiv-
ities at lower frequency ranges, making them capable of detecting
BBHs with IMBHs across a wide range of redshifts (Fregeau et al.
2006; Amaro-Seoane & Freitag 2006; Amaro-Seoane et al. 2007,
2009; Mapelli et al. 2010; Gair et al. 2011; Yagi 2012; Rasskazov
et al. 2020; Jani et al. 2019; Emami & Loeb 2020; Arca Sedda &
Mastrobuono-Battisti 2019; Datta et al. 2021; Arca-Sedda et al. 2021;
Deme et al. 2020; Fragione et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2022; Wang et al.
2022; Fragione et al. 2022b; Garg et al. 2022; Fragione & Loeb 2023;
Torres-Orjuela et al. 2023).

While searching for IMBHs, various possible explanations for their
formation have been proposed, which could be divided into three
categories roughly. The first one involves the mergers of stellar-mass
objects in a dense environment. For example, successive or runaway
mergers of SBHs in GCs could produce IMBHs with masses greater
than 103𝑀⊙ (e.g. Miller & Hamilton 2002; Gultekin et al. 2004;
Giersz et al. 2015; Mapelli et al. 2021, 2022; Rizzuto et al. 2021;
Mouri & Taniguchi 2002; Giersz et al. 2015). In environments with
higher density, e.g., circumnuclear giant H II region (e.g. Taniguchi
et al. 2000) and nuclear star clusters (e.g. Antonini et al. 2019; Fra-
gione & Silk 2020; Kroupa et al. 2020; Fragione et al. 2022a; Rose
et al. 2022), massive IMBHs would form, because the gravitational
potential from galaxies could prevent merger remnants with natal
kick from escaping from clusters, where the natal kick could be from
supernovae (SNe) and dynamical few-body interactions, as well as
recoil kick from asymmetric GW radiation. Secondly, IMBHs could
form in gaseous environments. In AGN disks around MBHs, IMBHs
could form through mergers of stars due to mass migration and sub-
sequent gas accretion (McKernan et al. 2012, 2014). IMBHs may
also be formed by the direct gravitational collapse of metal-poor
giant gas without the formation of stars at the galactic centre (e.g.
Mayer et al. 2010, 2015). Lastly, IMBHs could be formed through
the evolution of very massive stars (VMSs) with low metallicities.
In regions of starburst SF with high central densities, the successive
mergers of massive stars could produce VMSs, which would then
evolve to IMBHs (e.g. Portegies Zwart & McMillan 2002; Porte-
gies Zwart et al. 2004, 2006; Freitag et al. 2006; Kremer et al. 2020;
González et al. 2021), or even collapse to IMBHs directly without
pair-instability SNe (Spera & Mapelli 2017).

Population III (PopIII) star clusters are also potential formation
sites for VMSs which could evolve to IMBHs (Sakurai et al. 2017a).
Most PopIII stars are massive, and they could merge to VMSs or
become IMBHs, due to their extremely low metallicities (Stacy et al.
2016; Chon et al. 2021a; Latif et al. 2022). If PopIII clusters are
embedded in mini dark matter haloes (e.g. Skinner & Wise 2020),
the haloes would prevent them from being disrupted by the galac-
tic potential, allowing them to survive from the early stage of the
Universe to the present (Wang et al. 2022).

In prior investigations regarding the formation of IMBHs within
PopIII star clusters, Sakurai et al. (2017a) delved into the formation

of VMSs within PopIII star clusters through the utilization of a
zoom-in cosmological simulation. Furthermore, Reinoso et al. (2018)
examined the impact of stellar collisions on the formation of VMSs
by 𝑁-body simulations.

Wang et al. (2022) studied the long-term evolution of PopIII star
clusters in mini dark matter haloes using the star-by-star 𝑁-body code
petar, as well as the GW mergers of BBHs consisting of IMBHs.
Several previous studies also investigated merging BBHs formed
from isolated PopIII binaries (Belczynski et al. 2004, 2017; Kin-
ugawa et al. 2014, 2020, 2021a,b,c; Hartwig et al. 2016; Inayoshi
et al. 2017; Tanikawa et al. 2021a,b; Santoliquido et al. 2023; Costa
et al. 2023) and PopIII star clusters (Liu & Bromm 2020a,b; Liu
et al. 2021). Merging BBHs in triple systems formed dynamically
in PopIII clusters are not explored, although many papers suggested
BBHs formed from isolated or dynamical PopI/II triple/quadruple
systems for GW sources (Antonini et al. 2014a; Silsbee & Tremaine
2017; Rodriguez & Antonini 2018; Fragione & Kocsis 2019; Hamers
& Safarzadeh 2020; Trani et al. 2022).

In this study, we first examines triple systems comprising IMBH or
BH components dynamically formed in PopIII clusters depending on
the framework proposed by Wang et al. (2022). Nevertheless, it’s im-
portant to acknowledge certain limitations in the models introduced
by Wang et al. (2022). Firstly, these models do not incorporate pri-
mordial binaries. Although the characteristics of primordial binaries
within PopIII clusters remain uncertain at present, observations of
young clusters indicate a prevalence of multiple systems among OB
stars (Sana et al. 2012; Duchêne & Kraus 2013; Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2022), suggesting that this trend might extend to PopIII stars
as well. Furthermore, in the models presented by Wang et al. (2022),
binary mergers are handled using the orbital average method (Peters
& Mathews 1963; Peters 1964). However, this method may not pro-
vide a robust description of their orbital evolution, especially when
they exist within multiple systems (Antonini et al. 2014b).

In this investigation, we conduct additional simulations, adhering
to the initial conditions outlined in (Wang et al. 2022), to enhance the
statistical robustness of our results. Simultaneously, we undertake a
series of simulations that incorporate primordial binaries. Further-
more, for triple BHs with merging inner BBHs (hereinafter referred
to simply as “merging triple BHs”) formed in the petar simulation,
we evolve their orbits using the direct few-body numerical code in-
cluding post-Newtonian (PN) correction tsunami, and study GWs
from their merging inner BBHs under perturbation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: we present the initial
conditions of PopIII clusters, and the 𝑁-body and few-body methods
(codes) in Sec. 2. The population properties of merging triple BHs
and GWs emitted by their inner BBHs are investigated in Sec. 3.
Finally, we draw the conclusion in Sec. 4. Throughout the paper,
geometrical units (𝐺 = 𝑐 = 1) are used, unless otherwise specified,
and the standard ΛCDM cosmological model (Ade et al. 2016) is
adopted.

2 METHOD

The complete process to track the long-term evolution of PopIII
clusters and to evolve merging triple BHs within them is depicted in
Fig. 1, where a schematic diagram of merging triple BHs is illustrated
in Fig. 2. It can be divided into two main parts: simulations of PopIII
clusters using an integrated approach combining the 𝑁-body code
petar with single and binary population synthesis code bseemp, as
well as simulations of merging triple BHs using the high-accuracy
method with the PN correction tsunami based on the results obtained
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PETAR with
BSEEMP

PopIII cluster

Merging triple BH in TSUNAMI simulation

Initial condition

TSUNAMI

Part I: Simulation of
           PopIII cluster

Part II: Simulation of
     merging triple BH

Merging triple BH in PETAR simulation

Figure 1. The flow chart outlines the complete process of evolving merging
triple BHs in PopIII clusters, which consists of two main parts: simulations
of PopIII clusters and simulations of merging triple BHs, respectively. Rect-
angles and ellipses represent target physical systems and methods (codes),
respectively.

PopIII
cluster

tertiary BH

merging inner BBH

outer orbit

inner orbit

m1

m2

m3

Figure 2. A sketch of merging triple BHs in PopIII clusters. The gray ball
represents a PopIII cluster, in which small gray dashed circles are merging
triple BHs. The enlarged version of a merging triple BH is in a gray large
dashed circle, where a merging inner BBH with primary mass 𝑚1 and sec-
ondary mass 𝑚2 (𝑚2 ≤ 𝑚1) orbits around a tertiary BH with mass 𝑚3.
Orange dotted and red dashed circles are inner orbit with semimajor axis 𝑎1
and outer orbit with semimajor axis 𝑎2, respectively.

from the cluster simulations. These two parts will be explained in the
following two subsections in detail, respectively.

2.1 Simulation of PopIII cluster

2.1.1 petar

We simulate the evolution of PopIII clusters using the high-
performance 𝑁-body code petar (Wang et al. 2020b), which com-
bines the particle-tree and particle-particle (P3T) algorithm (Oshino
et al. 2011) with the slow-down algorithmic regularization (SDAR)
method (Wang et al. 2020a). The P3T component of the code handles
long-range gravitational interactions and is implemented within the
framework of pentacle (Iwasawa et al. 2017) and the Framework for
Developing Particle Simulator (Iwasawa et al. 2016; Iwasawa et al.
2020). Conversely, the SDAR method is employed to manage short-
range interactions, ensuring precise and efficient treatment of binary
orbital evolution and close encounters. Additionally, the impact of

the galactic potential on PopIII clusters is implemented by Galpy
(Bovy 2015).

2.1.2 bseemp

The single and binary stellar evolution in PopIII clusters is simulated
by the fast population synthesis method bseemp (Tanikawa et al.
2020), which could trace the stellar wind mass loss and BH formation
of PopIII stars with the minimum metallicity 𝑍 = 2 × 10−10. The
details of star evolution in bseemp and the definition of production of
star evolution are explained in (Hurley et al. 2000, 2002; Tanikawa
et al. 2020, 2021b; Wang et al. 2022). For instance, the BHs within
pair-instability mass gap, ranging from 60𝑀⊙ to 121𝑀⊙ , are referred
to as “pair-instability BHs” (PIBHs). The BHs with mass greater than
121𝑀⊙ and less than 60𝑀⊙ are known as IMBHs and low-mass BHs
(LBHs), respectively.

2.1.3 Initial condition

The initial conditions for the PopIII clusters in this study are derived
from the long-term model “NFWden_long_w9_noms_imf1” intro-
duced in (Wang et al. 2022). We select this model as it is expected to
lead to the formation of VMSs, which eventually evolve to IMBHs
with the mass up to 103𝑀⊙ . In order to improve statistical accuracy,
we carry on 10 times more simulations, each using different random
seeds. Additionally, we include a new set of models that incorporate
the presence of primordial binaries. The specific key parameters of
these models are highlighted as follows.

The inital mass of clusters 𝑀clu is set to 105𝑀⊙ , similar to that
of Model A, which is one of star clusters embedded in mini-haloes
models in (Sakurai et al. 2017b). The intial half-mass radius 𝑟h = 1pc
is a typical value observed in star clusters. The central density model
for clusters in (Michie 1963; King 1966) is adopted, where the central
concentration is determined by the ratio between the core radius 𝑟c
and the tidal radius 𝑟t of clusters, denoted as 𝑊 . The initial value of
𝑊 is set to 𝑊0 = 9.

The initial mass function (IMF) of stars in PopIII clusters is antic-
ipated to follow a single power-law profile with a index of approxi-
mately -1 based on the hydrodynamic simulations (Stacy et al. 2016;
Chon et al. 2021b; Latif et al. 2022)

𝑝(𝑚) ∝ 𝑚−𝛼, 𝑚min < 𝑚 < 𝑚max, (1)

where 𝑚min and 𝑚max are the upper and lower limits of the IMF
respectively. Compared to the canonical IMF with the power index
of -2.35 (e.g., Kroupa 2001; Chabrier 2003), the IMF of PopIII
star clusters would be top-heavy, favoring more massive stars. This
condition is expected to result in more BHs. Therefore, we simply
set the power index 𝛼 = −1 to represent this heavy tail and assume
the upper and lower limits of the IMF to be classical values, i.e.,
𝑚min = 1𝑀⊙ and 𝑚max = 150𝑀⊙ .

As the structure of the dark matter halo where the PopIII clusters
embed is unclear to date, its potential is assumed to follow the model
in (Navarro et al. 1996),

Φ = − 𝑀vir
𝑟 [log(1 + 𝐶 (𝑧)) − 𝐶 (𝑧)/(1 + 𝐶 (𝑧))]log(1 + 𝑟/𝑟vir)

, (2)

where the virial mass 𝑀vir = 4 × 107𝑀⊙ , the virial radius 𝑟vir =

280pc and the concentration follows 𝐶 (𝑧) = 𝐶 (0)/(1 + 𝑧), with the
assumption that clusters evolve from 𝑧 = 20 to the present, and
𝐶 (0) = 15.3.

The properties of primordial binaries in PopIII clusters are still
uncertain, and the observations of the young SF region show that
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OB stars are mostly in binaries or high-order multiple systems (Sana
et al. 2012; Duchêne & Kraus 2013; Gaia Collaboration et al. 2022),
which could be applicable to PopIII clusters as well. In this study, we
introduce a set of models featuring similar initial conditions but with
a primordial binary fraction of 𝑓b = 1, with the characteristics of
these binaries aligning with observational constraints derived from
(Sana et al. 2012).

We employ petar and to evolve 168 PopIII clusters with 𝑓b = 0
and 1 for up to 12Gyr, respectively.

2.2 Simulation of merging triple BHs

2.2.1 tsunami

Binary mergers in petar is handled by the orbital average method
described in (Peters & Mathews 1963; Peters 1964), which may
formally break down if the binary is orbited by the third object on a
highly inclined orbit at a moderate distance (Antonini et al. 2014b).
Therefore, we use tsunami to evolve orbits of merging triple BHs
in the petar simulation. tsunami is a direct few-body numerical
code (Trani et al. 2019; Trani & Spera 2022) used to evolve the
dynamics of triple systems with high accuracy. It implements the
Mikkola’s algorithmic regularization with a chain structure (Mikkola
& Tanikawa 1999a,b), including 1PN and 2PN precession and 2.5PN
GW radiation, as well as tidal interactions for stars and planets.

2.2.2 initial condition

The orbital evolution of merging triple BHs formed in PopIII clus-
ters can be traced by petar. The parameters (masses, positions and
velocities) of the components of merging triple BHs are recorded
by petar at various of times between the first record and closing to
merger times within the integrator time-step where inner BBHs are
merging. The closing to merger time represents the moment when
one component of an inner binary has a Schwarzschild radius larger
than its Roche-lobe radius defined in (Eggleton 1983). We regard
the parameters of merging triple BHs at the first record and closing
to merger times in the petar simulation as the initial condition of
tsunami simulation, respectively.

Due to the dense star environment of PopIII clusters, merging triple
BHs might be perturbed through encounters with field objects on
timescales shorter than their evolution time, which would alter their
orbital properties significantly or even disrupt them. The timescale
for collision with field objects is (Binney & Tremaine 1987)

𝑇coll = 2 × 105yr
(
106pc−3

𝑛

) (
AU
𝑎2

) (
30𝑀⊙

𝑚1 + 𝑚2 + 𝑚3

)
, (3)

where 𝑛 is the number density of PopIII clusters. The collision
time is estimated up to be 10 Myr, depending on the average
number density of PopIII clusters ⟨𝑛⟩ = 100 pc−3 (Wang et al.
2022), the average semimajor axis of outer binaries of merging
triple BHs ⟨𝑎2⟩ = 100 AU and the average total mass of them
⟨𝑚1 + 𝑚2 + 𝑚3⟩ = 100 𝑀⊙ in the petar simulations1.

We evolve merging triple BHs at the first record and closing to
merger times in the petar simulation with tsunami for up to 10 Myr
respectively, and only keep the triple BHs whose inner BBHs could
merge eventually, i.e., merging triple BHs in the tsunami simulation.

1 We select all the merging triple BHs in the petar simulation and make
statistic on their semimajor axes and masses.
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Figure 3. The number of merging triple BHs and merging BBHs during the
evolution of PopIII clusters simulated by petar, which is denoted by box
charts. A rectangle represents an integer, and its horizontal length denotes
the probability distribution of the corresponding integer. The lightcoral color
represents the total merging BBHs, of which ones formed by the evolution of
primordial binaries and dynamical captures are denoted by suffixes “-PB” and
“-DY”, respectively. The burlywood color represents the total merging triple
BHs, the symbols representing the formation channels of their inner BBHs
the same as those of merging BBHs. The white dots denote median values.
The x-axis represents the cases with 𝑓b of 0 and 1, respectively. Note that, in
order to better presentation of the charts, the scales located above and below
the truncation of the y-axis are set to be different.

3 RESULT

In this section, we investigate population properties of merging triple
BHs and GWs emitted by their inner BBHs within PopIII clusters,
along with the impact from 𝑓b on them.

3.1 Number of merging triple BHs in petar simulation

We investigate the number of merging triple BHs and merging BBHs
in the petar simulation, as shown in Fig. 3. In clusters without
primordial binaries ( 𝑓b = 0), all the merging BBHs naturally form
through dynamical processes. On average, there are 5 merging BBHs
in one cluster, with approximately one fifth of them occurring in
merging triple BHs. If all the stars are paired initially, i.e., 𝑓b = 1,
the average number of merging BBHs increases to ∼ 100, with
majority formed through the evolution of primordial binaries, and
∼ 6% formed by dynamical captures. The average number of the
merging triple BHs also increase to 2, with most of them having
inner BBHs orginating from primordial binaries and a few formed
through dynamical captures.

3.2 Comparision between merging triple BHs in petar and
tsunami simulation

In this subsection, we will compare merging triple BHs in the petar
and tsunami simulations. In order to express convenience here-
inafter, we refer the merging triple BHs in the petar simulation
to “petar merging triple BHs”. The merging triple BHs whose inner
BBHs could evolve from the first record and closing to merger times
of petar records to merge in the tsunami simulation are referred to
“tsunami merging triple BHs (the first record time)” and “tsunami
merging triple BHs (closing to merger time)”, respectively.

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2023)
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respectively. The white dots denote median values. The x-axis represents
cases with different values of 𝑓b.

Fig. 4 provide a comparison among the numbers of the petar
merging triple BHs (𝑁tbh,p), the tsunami merging triple BHs (the
first record time; 𝑁tbh.t0), and the tsunami merging triple BHs (clos-
ing to merger time; 𝑁tbh.tf). For models with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, we find
that 𝑁tbh.t0 ≲ 𝑁tbh.tf ≲ 𝑁tbh,p. This will be explained in detail as
follows.

The merging triple BHs selected for the initial conditions of the
tsunami simulations are those that have been ascertained to undergo
mergers in the petar simulations. Consequently, if the tsunami re-
sults exhibit a divergent orbital evolution for these triples, there exists
the possibility that some of them may not culminate in mergers. When
tsunami adopts the initial conditions of merging triple BHs nearing
the merger time from petar records, the inner BBHs are already in
the advanced stages of merging. Consequently, this results lead to
𝑁tbh.tf being greater than 𝑁tbh.t0 and comparable to 𝑁tbh,p.

In the following, we will further study the difference between the
petar merging triple BHs and tsunami merging triple BHs (the first
record time) providing more evolution information. Hereinafter, we
only analyze tsunami merging triple BHs (the first record time) and
they are simply referred to “tsunami merging triple BHs”.

We investigate evolution results of petar merging triple BHs in the
tsunami simulation, as listed in Table 1, and investigate their dynam-
ical stability, which could lead to the difference between the petar
and tsunami simulations. In particular, stable triple systems have
a constant semimajor axis of inner binaries on a secular timescale,
unstable triple systems, in contrast, would experience chaotic energy
exchange, leading to that one body escapes from the systems over a
short timescale. The stability could be determined by the following
criterion (Mardling & Aarseth 2001)

𝑎2
𝑎1

>
3.3

1 − 𝑒2

[
2
3

(
1 + 𝑚2

𝑚1 + 𝑚2

)
1 + 𝑒2

(1 − 𝑒2)1/2

]2/5
× (1 − 0.3𝑖mut/𝜋),

(4)

where 𝑖mut is the angle between inner and outer orbital planes. In
the petar simulation, more than 50% merging triple BHs are stable
in both cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1. In the tsunami simulation, almost
all the stable petar merging triple BHs could also merge. However,
more than half of unstable petar merging triple BHs have different
evolution results (merge, break, and neither merge nor break) in the
tsunami simulation. This is an inevitable consequence of the chaotic

nature of triple systems. Small differences in the initial conditions
or in the integration algorithm are bound to create differences in the
evolution (Hayashi et al. 2022; Portegies Zwart et al. 2023). This is
especially true for meta-stable or unstable triples, where the extreme
chaotic behavior can amplify small differences of two neighboring
solutions, until their macroscopic outcomes diverge (Lalande & Trani
2022; Portegies Zwart et al. 2022; Trani et al. 2024). Fortunately, it
has been shown that, despite different final outcomes for an individual
simulation can arise from small differences in accuracy, algorithms,
or machine architectures, the statistical outcome of many realizations
is independent from these factors (Suto 1991; Boekholt et al. 2020).

We compare orbital evolutions of several representative events in
both petar and tsunami simulations. Two stable merging triple BHs
are shown in Fig. 5. In the first example (a), there are no discernible
perturbations from the tertiary BHs. In the second example (b), sig-
nificant perturbations from the tertiary BHs affect both the inner and
outer BBHs. These two examples illustrate scenarios where either
GW radiation or dynamical perturbations predominantly influence
the orbital evolution of the inner binaries. To illustrate this distinc-
tion, we can employ an analytical criterion proposed by (Antonini
et al. 2014b):

ℓ1 = ℓGW, (5)

where ℓ1 =
√

1 − 𝑒1 and ℓGW are the defined dimensionless angular
momenta of the inner BBHs and the critical angular momentum
below which GW energy loss dominates its evolution, respectively.

For the example (a), ℓ1 < ℓGW, the inner BBH decouples from the
third BH and evolves as an isolated binary approximately. The orbital
evolutions using these two codes consistently agree with each other,
implying that the GW effects from the orbital averaged method in
petar and the direct numerical integration including the PN correc-
tion method in tsunami are pratically identical for (almost) isolated
binaries.

However, in the case of example (b), where ℓ1 > ℓGW, while the
orbital evolution using both codes appears similar in the early stages,
they exhibit significant differences as time progresses. These differ-
ences between the results suggest that when the dynamical influence
from the third BHs on the inner BBHs cannot be ignored, the numer-
ical three-body integration including the PN correction method and
the orbital-averaged method may not agree with each other anymore,
which is consistent with the conclusion from (Antonini et al. 2014b).

An unstable triple BH whose inner BBH could merge in the petar
simulation but break in the tsunami simulation is also shown in
Fig. 6. In the early stage of evolution, the evolutions in the petar
and tsunami simulations are nearly identical. However, with the
evolution, the differences between these two simulations become
more and more significant. In particular, at about 50 yr, the inner BBH
starts to merge in the petar simulation. In contrast, the inner BBH
gradually escapes from the gravitational influence of the third BH
and the outer BH breaks apart eventually in the tsunami simulation.
This divergence in outcomes is a result of the difference between the
two methods and the instability of triple BHs.

Triple systems may have interesting Kozai-Lidov (KL) oscillation,
i.e., 𝑒1 and 𝑖mut oscillate quasi-periodically with time (Kozai 1962;
Lidov 1962; Naoz 2016). The orbital evolution of several merging
triple BHs with KL oscillation in the tsunami simulation, along
with them in the petar simulation, is shown in Fig. 7. The orbital
elements, including 𝑒1 and 𝑖mut are almost the same at early stage of
evolution in both petar and tsunami simulations. However, as the
merging triple BHs evolve, 𝑒1 increases rapidly, leading to the merger
of the inner BBHs within a short time in the petar simulation (note
that the KL oscillation could also occur in the petar simulation, but
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Table 1. Evolution results of petar merging triple BHs in the tsunami simulation and their stabilities.

Code 𝑓b Merge (stable) Merge (unstable) Break (stable) Break (unstable) Neither merge nor break (stable) Neither merge nor break (unstable)

petar 0 101 (60.5%) 66 (39.5%) – – – –
1 346 (84.6%) 63 (15.4%) – – – –

tsunami 0 99 (59.3%) 19 (11.4%) 1 (0.6%) 47 (28.1%) 1 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%)
1 339 (82.9%) 26 (6.4%) 1 (0.2%) 36 (8.8%) 6 (1.5%) 1 (0.2%)
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Figure 5. The evolution of orbital parameters of (a) one stable merging triple
BH with 𝑚1 = 200.1𝑀⊙ , 𝑚2 = 53.3𝑀⊙ , 𝑚3 = 44.8𝑀⊙ and (b) one stable
merging triple BH with 𝑚1 = 350.6𝑀⊙ , 𝑚2 = 49.2𝑀⊙ , 𝑚3 = 55.6𝑀⊙ in
both petar and tsunami simulations. The results from petar and tsunami
simulations are plotted in red dot and orange solid line, respectively. The
x-axes are shifted by the time recorded.

due to the quick merger of the inner BBH and low time resolution,
it is challenging to observe). On the other hand, in the tsunami
simulation, the merging triple BH exhibits quasi-periodic oscillations
of 𝑒1 and 𝑖imut over a very long period. For example, the last merging
triple BH in the plot evolves about 7×104 years in total, with a period
of oscillation for 𝑒1 being ∼ 7000 years, which is consistent with the
KL timescale analytically obtained by (Antognini 2015; Trani et al.
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Figure 6. The evolution of orbital eccentricity (upper panel) and semimajor
axis (lower panel) of an unstable triple BH with (𝑚1 = 56.1𝑀⊙ , 𝑚2 =

55.8𝑀⊙ , 𝑚3 = 33.7𝑀⊙) that the inner BBHs could merge in the petar
simulation but break apart in the tsunami simulation. The results from petar
and tsunami are plotted in red dot and orange solid line, respectively. The
x-axes are shifted by the time recorded.

2022)

𝑇KL = 𝑃1
𝑚1 + 𝑚2

𝑚3

(
𝑎2
𝑎1

)3
(1 − 𝑒2

2)
3/2, (6)

where 𝑃1 = 2𝜋
√︃
𝑎3

1/(𝑚1 + 𝑚2) is the Kepler period of the inner
BBHs. Furthermore, we explore the effect of turning off the PN
correction in the tsunami simulation and observe the orbital evo-
lution of these events. While 𝑒1 and 𝑖mut undergo quasi-periodical
oscillations, their behavior is distinct. Specially, at certain parameter
regions, 𝑒1 in the tsunami simulation without PN correction can be
either smaller or larger than those in the tsunami simulation, which
consists of the prediction that the PN effect can suppress or excite 𝑒1
(Naoz et al. 2013).

Based on the above comparison, tsunami (direct three-body nu-
merical integration including the PN correction) provides a more
realistic evolution of merging triple BHs. Therefore, in the following
analysis, we focus on tsunami merging triple BHs, unless explicitly
stated otherwise.

3.3 Population property of merging triple BH

We investigate the mass distribution of merging triple BHs and com-
pare it with that of merging isolated BBHs, as shown in Fig. 8. In
the case of 𝑓b = 0, both merging inner BBHs and merging isolated
BBHs have primary masses 𝑚1 of O(100)𝑀⊙ , which are indicative
of IMBHs. Their inner and isolated BBHs tend to be uncompara-
ble, i.e., the mass ratio 𝑞1 = 𝑚2/𝑚1 concentrates around 0.1. In
contrast, in clusters with primordial binaries ( 𝑓b = 1), the primary
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Figure 7. The orbital parameter evolutions (𝑒1 and 𝑖mut) of three merging triple BHs with the KL oscillation, having the component masses of (𝑚1, 𝑚2, 𝑚3 )
= (50.58𝑀⊙ , 41.97𝑀⊙ , 33.44𝑀⊙ ) , (153.19𝑀⊙ , 432.74𝑀⊙ , 53.60𝑀⊙ ) , (56.35𝑀⊙ , 101.98𝑀⊙ , 53.60𝑀⊙ ) in the tsunami simulation, are shown from the
upper to lower panels, respectively. Each pair of adjacent panels corresponds to one event. The results in the petar and tsunami simulations are plotted in red
scatter and orange solid line, respectively. Additionally, the result in the tsunami simulation without the PN correction is plotted in a gray dashed line (due to
the lack of PN correction, the evolution time becomes much longer. For the convenience of comparison, a part of the evolution is truncated). The x-axes are
shifted based on the time recorded.

masses 𝑚1 are typically O(10)𝑀⊙ , and component masses tend to
be comparable. We can understand the difference as follows.

In the model with 𝑓b = 0, 𝑟h and 𝑟c are smaller, as shown in Fig. 9,
due to the absence of binary heating (Wang et al. 2021a). This lead
to an environment with higher number density of objects. Therefore,
compared to the case with 𝑓b = 1, the formation of VMSs heavier
than 400𝑀⊙ via multiple collisions, which can evolve to heavier
BHs (Wang et al. 2022), becomes easier in the case with 𝑓b = 0.
In clusters with primordial binaries, most merging inner BBHs and
merging isolated BBHs originate from primordial binaries, as shown
in Fig. 3, which are expected to evolve into lighter BHs. In addition,
BHs formed from the evolution of primordial binaries inherit the
property of comparable mass, which results in a higher occurrence
of mass ratios close to 1.

The mass distribution of merging BBHs inferred by LVKC based
on GWTC-3 is also presented2. Compared to merging inner BBHs
and merging isolated BBHs in PopIII clusters, they appear to be
much lighter, which could be attributed to the observation selection
effect of LIGO/Virgo. Since LIGO/Virgo are more sensitive at high

2 The data is from https://zenodo.org/record/7843926

frequency band (hundreds of hertz), only merging comparable light
BBHs with low redshifts are expected to be observed. Therefore,
merging BBHs inferred by LVKC are biased towards lower masses.
Regarding the outer BBHs of merging triple BHs, most of tertiary
BHs 𝑚3 are O(10)𝑀⊙ in both cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1. However, the
outer BBHs prefer to be comparable in the case with 𝑓b = 1, because
primordial binaries with comparable masses dominate the formation
of merging triple BHs as well.

The distribution of orbital eccentricity and semimajor axis of merg-
ing triple BHs and merging isolated BBHs is shown in Fig. 11. In
both of cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, due to the interaction with the tertiary
BHs, merging inner BBHs tend to have significantly higher eccen-
tricities. In contrast, merging isolated BBHs tend to have circular
orbits as they lack the perturbation from the third BHs. Furthermore,
since all the merging isolated BBHs are formed through dynamical
captures in the case with 𝑓b = 0, they are more eccentric than those
formed from the evolution of primordial binaries, which inherently
tend to have small eccentricities, in the case with 𝑓b = 1. In both
cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, the outer BBHs of merging triple BHs
prefer to have large eccentricities (∼ 0.9), due to the gravitational
capture process between the inner BBHs and the third BHs. The
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Figure 8. Upper: the distribution of the primary mass 𝑚1 and mass ratio
𝑚2/𝑚1. Bottom: the distribution of the tertiary mass 𝑚3 and mass ratio
𝑚3/(𝑚1 + 𝑚2 ) . The symbol PDF means probability density function. The
blue and orange colors denote merging triple BHs in the cases with 𝑓b = 0
and 1, respectively. In the corresponding cases, merging isolated BBHs are
represented by red and gray colors, respectively. The black color denotes
merging BBHs inferred by LVKC based on GWTC-3.

semimajor axes of the outer orbits tend to be much larger than those
of the inner orbits, otherwise the latter would be disrupted by the
tidal interaction. In addition, most merging triple BHs have large
𝑖mut ranging from 45◦ to 135◦, as shown in Fig. 12.

We also study the evolutionary dominance of inner BBHs of merg-
ing triple BHs at their first record time, as listed in Table 2. In the
case with 𝑓b = 0, the orbital evolution of more than 50% inner BBHs
are dominated by the GW driven, while the evolutionary dominance
is the dynamical interaction between them and the tertiary BHs in
the case with 𝑓b = 1. This discrepancy can be explained as follows.
The inner BBH in the case with 𝑓b = 0 are more eccentric than those
in the case with 𝑓b = 1, as shown in Fig. 11. This makes that ℓ1 is
more likely to be smaller than ℓGW in the case with 𝑓b = 0.

Figure 9. Upper: The evolution of 𝑟h of PopIII clusters. Lower: The evolution
of 𝑟c of PopIII clusters. The cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1 are plotted in springgreen
and deeppink, respectively. The light colors represent 168 simulations, while
the deep colors are mean values of them.
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Figure 10. Mass distribution of main sequence stars from binary mergers.
The y-axis represents the number of formed main sequence stars. The cases
with 𝑓b = 0 and 1 are plotted in green and red colors.

Table 2. The evolutionary dominance of inner BBHs of merging triple BHs
at the first record time.

𝑓b Dynamical interaction (ℓ1 > ℓGW) GW driven (ℓ1 < ℓGW)

0 22.0% 78.0%
1 61.6% 38.4%

3.4 Merger rate of inner BH-IMBH of merging triple BH

The merger remnants and merger times of inner BBHs of merging
triple BHs are shown in Fig. 13. In both cases of 𝑓b = 0 and 1,
the inner BBHs begin to merge at about 10Myr. The total number of
mergers increases logarithmically with time approximately, following
the standard distribution of merger time ∝ 𝑡−1 (e.g. Tremou et al.
2018) until the present Universe, with about 80% occurring before
3000Myr (𝑧 > 2). However, the values of 𝑓b affect the mass spectrum
of merger remnants significantly. Specifically, when 𝑓b = 0, most
remnants would be IMBHs with O(100)𝑀⊙ . As 𝑓b increases to 1,
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Table 3. Average numbers and corresponding merger rates of inner BBHs of merging triple BHs and merging isolated BBHs over redshift per 12 Gyr in cases
with 𝑓b = 0 and 1. These values are represented by 𝑛(Rlower − Rupper ) , where 𝑛 represents the average number, Rlower and Rupper in the unit of Gpc−3yr−1 are
lower and upper limits of the average merger rate, respectively. The symbol BBH represents all the merging inner or merging isolated BBH, where IMBH-BH
means binaries containing at least one IMBH, IMBBH denotes binaries composing of two IMBH, PIBH-LBH represents binaries consisting of PIBH and LBH,
BLBH denotes binaries including two LBH. Some numbers are inconsistent due to rounding.

Type 𝑓b BBH IMBH-BH IMBBH PIBH-LBH LBBH

Merging inner 0 0.7 (0.02-0.1) 0.6 (0.02-0.1) 0.03 (0.001-0.01) 0.03 (0.001-0.01) 0.05 (0.001-0.01)
1 2.2 (0.1-0.4) 0.4 (0.01-0.1) 0.1 (0.003-0.02) 0.1 (0.002-0.02) 1.6 (0.04-0.3)

Merging isolated 0 3.9 (0.1-0.7) 3.4 (0.1-0.6) 0.2 (0.004-0.03) 0.1 (0.003-0.02) 0.4 (0.002-0.01)
1 93.6 (2.5-15.6) 2.7 (0.1-0.5) 0.9 (0.03-0.2) 0.6 (0.02-0.1) 90.2 (2.4-15.0)
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Figure 11. The distribution of orbital elements at the first record time. Upper:
the distribution of the orbital eccentricity 𝑒1 (𝑒) and the semimajor axis 𝑎1 (𝑎)
of the merging inner (isolated) BBHs. Bottom: the distribution of the orbital
eccentricity 𝑒2 and the semimajor axis 𝑎2 of the outer BBHs of merging
triple. The blue and orange colors denote the merging triple BHs in the cases
with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, respectively. In the corresponding cases, the merging
isolated BBHs are represented by red and gray colors, respectively.
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of merging triple BHs at the first record time. The upper and lower panels
display the cumulative distribution function (CDF) and distribution of 𝑖mut.
The blue and orange colors correspond to the cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1,
respectively.

the remnants become lighter, with most of them being O(10)𝑀⊙ . We
can understand the difference depending on Fig. 8 and the explanation
on it.

For comparison, the merging isolated BBHs in cases with 𝑓b =

0 and 1 are also investigated. Their mergers follow the trend of
inner BBHs of merging triple BHs roughly, but the number of them
increases relatively slowly during the period of 200-5000Myr. This
is because the isolated BBHs, without perturbation from other BHs,
take more time to undergo mergers. For the influence of 𝑓b on the
remnant masses of merging isolated BBHs, it exhibits a similar trend
to that of merging inner BBHs.

The merging inner and merging isolated BBHs can be catego-
rized based on their component masses. The average number 𝑛 of
such mergers and their corresponding merger rates R averaged over
redshift are listed in Table 3, where R can be estimated as below

R =
𝑛

𝑀clu/SFR × 𝑇evo
(7)

where 𝑀clu = 105𝑀⊙ and SFR are the total stellar mass and star for-
mation rate of Pop III clusters, respectively. The lower and upper lim-
its of the average SFR are 3.2×104𝑀⊙Mpc−3 and 2×105𝑀⊙Mpc−3

(Tanikawa et al. 2022; Skinner & Wise 2020; Inayoshi et al. 2021),
respectively. In the case with 𝑓b = 0, the merger rate of inner BBH
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Figure 13. Upper: the merger remnant masses (𝑚f ) of inner BBHs of merging
triple BHs and merging isolated BBHs in the cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, which
are plotted in different colors and shapes, respectively. The merging inner
BBHs and merging isolated BBHs from primordial binaries are marked with
dots. Lower: the CDF of merger times (𝑡merger) of inner and isolated BBHs in
the cases with different values of 𝑓b. The upper x-axis denotes the redshift 𝑧
corresponding to 𝑡merger.

reaches up to 0.1Gpc−3yr−1, which are slightly larger than that of
inner IMBH-BH. The upper merger rates of inner IMBBH, inner
PIBH-LBH and inner LBBH are 0.01Gpc−3yr−1. As 𝑓b increases to
1, the merger rates increase by several to dozens of times, as expected,
except for that of inner IMBH-BH. The slight decline in the merger
rate of inner IMBH-BH could be attributed to the fact that most in-
ner BBHs consist of comparable components with dozens of solar
masses in the case with 𝑓b = 1, as shown on the upper panel in Fig.
8. For merging isolated BBHs with different components, the upper
merger rates are several to dozens of times those of corresponding
inner BBHs in the case with the same 𝑓b. Depending on these above
results, the merger rate of inner and isolated IMBBH could make a
contribution to that of IMBBH constrained by LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA
collaboration (LVKC) (Abbott et al. 2022, 2019). If we regard PIBH-
LBH and LBBH as GW190521-like sources and stellar-mass binary
BHs (SBBHs) respectively, their merger rates could contribute to or
explain those inferred by LVKC (Abbott et al. 2020a; Abbott et al.
2020b; Abbott et al. 2023).

3.5 GW from inner IMBH-BH of merging triple BH

Merging eccentric BBHs are accompanied by the emission of GWs
consisting of different order harmonics, whereas only the second one
is included in the case of circular orbits. The characteristic amplitude
of the 𝑛 order (𝑛th) harmonic of inspiral GWs is given, following
(Kremer et al. 2019), by

ℎ𝑐𝑛 =

√︂
2

3𝜋4/3
M5/6

𝐷
𝑓
−1/6
𝑛

(
2
𝑛

)1/3
√︄

𝑔(𝑛, 𝑒)
𝐹 (𝑒) , (8)

where 𝑓𝑛 is the frequency of the 𝑛th harmonic, M and 𝐷 are the
chirp mass and distance of the merging BBHs, respectively. Among
these harmonics, the (𝑛peak = 𝑓peak/ 𝑓orb)th order one focused in the
following has the maximum radiation power, where 𝑓orb is the orbital
frequency calculated by the Kepler’s third law. The peak frequency
𝑓peak can be obtained by (Hamers 2021)

𝑓peak =

√
𝑚1 + 𝑚2

𝜋

× 1 − 1.01678𝑒 + 5.57372𝑒2 − 4.9271𝑒3 + 1.68506𝑒4

[𝑎(1 − 𝑒2)]1.5
, (9)

where 𝑎 and 𝑒 are the semimajor axes and orbital eccentricities of
merging BBHs, respectively. As the merging BBHs evolve in their
orbits, they undergo successive stages of merger and ringdown after
the inspiral stages, rendering Eq. (8) unsuitable. Due to the circu-
larization of GW radiation, the orbital eccentricities of BBHs de-
crease and approach zero as they enter the merger and ringdown
phases, making the (𝑛peak = 2)th harmonic become dominant. The
GWs from the merger and ringdown phases could be described by
PhenomD waveform (Husa et al. 2016; Khan et al. 2016). Consid-
ering the significant effect of cosmic expansion on the motion of
distant merging BBHs, some physical quantities should be replaced
with their redshifted counterparts: 𝐷 → 𝐷𝐿(luminosity distance),
M → (1 + 𝑧)M, 𝑓𝑛 → 𝑓𝑛/(1 + 𝑧), in both Eq. (8) and PhenomD
waveform. Furthermore, the inspiral phase of merging BBHs can
last much longer than the observation time of GW detectors, thus the
fraction of mission lifetime sources spends within given frequency
bins should be considered. Therefore, when calculating the charac-
teristic strain of inspiral GWs, it should be multiplied by the square
root of min[1, ¤𝑓𝑛 (𝑇obs/ 𝑓𝑛)] (D’Orazio & Samsing 2018; Willems
et al. 2007; Sesana et al. 2005), where 𝑇obs = 5 years is adopted as a
fiducial value here.

We calculate the 𝑓peak and corresponding GWs from inner BBHs
of merging triple BHs, and compare them with those from merging
isolated BBHs depending on Eq. (8) and PhenomD waveform model.
It should be noted that since calculating the orbital eccentricities and
semimajor axes of merging inner BBHs with tsunami will be not ac-
curate anymore, when they begin to enter the bands of ground-based
GW detectors like LIGO, because in this regime the PN approxima-
tion stops holding. Thus, we stop calculating them once 𝑎 reaches
O(10−4)AU. At this stage, GW radiation starts to dominate the evo-
lution of merging inner BBHs and the perturbation from the tertiary
BHs can be neglected safely, so we continue evolving the orbital
of merging inner BBHs until 𝑎 approaches zero alternatively by the
averaged orbital Eqs. (10), which describes the evolution of merging
isolated BBHs (Peters & Mathews 1963; Peters 1964)

d𝑎
d𝑡

= −𝛽 𝐹 (𝑒)
𝑎3 , (10a)

d𝑒
d𝑡

= −𝛽 19
12

𝑒

𝑎4 (1 − 𝑒)5/2

(
1 + 121

304
𝑒2
)
. (10b)

As for the merging isolated BBHs, since they are not perturbated
throughout their whole evolution, we evolve them with Eqs. (10)
until 𝑎 approaches to zero.

The evolution of 𝑒1 with 𝑓peak of all the inner BBHs, including
inner IMBH-BH, within merging triple BHs, along with the corre-
sponding characteristic strain of GWs emitted from them are shown
in Fig. 14. In the cases with both 𝑓b = 0 and 1, 𝑒1 of some sources

3 The power spectrum density of LIGO A+ is from
https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-T1800042/public

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2023)

https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-T1800042/public


Merging Triple BHs with IMBHs in PopIII Clusters 11

Figure 14. Inner BBHs of merging triple BHs. Upper: the evolution of inner orbital eccentricity 𝑒1 with 𝑓peak, and the color bar denots the inner mass ratio
𝑚2/𝑚1. Middle: the characteristic strains of GWs with 𝑓peak, and the color bar represents the redshift of sources. Lower: the characteristic strains of GWs from
sources assumed to be at 1Gpc (𝑧 ≈ 0.233) with 𝑓peak, and the color bar denotes the values of 𝑒1 at the first record time. The size of dots scales with the total
mass of the merging inner BBHs, the characteristic strains of noise of GW detectors3 (Kawamura et al. 2011; Robson et al. 2019; Wang et al. 2019; Michimura
et al. 2020; Abbott et al. 2017; Hild et al. 2011) are plotted in different colors. The columns from left to right are cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, respectively.

always decreases, similar to those shown on the upper panel in Fig.
10 in (Wang et al. 2022)4. This occurs because these sources de-
coupled from the third BHs, as seen in the example (a) in Fig. 5,
and their orbital evolution is dominated by GW radiation. However,
the evolution of 𝑒1 of the remaining sources display peaks, oscil-
lations and sharp turning points at lower frequencies before they
evolve as isolated binary systems approximately. This is attributed
to the oscillations of their orbital elements caused by the dynamical
interactions between them and the third BHs before their GW radia-
tion becomes dominant, as observed in the example (b) in Fig. 5 and
other sources in Fig. 7. Most merging inner BBHs have detectable
orbital eccentricities at LISA/TianQin bands. The distribution of 𝑒1

4 In fig. 10, when calculating the trajectory of 𝑎 and 𝑒 to depict the evolution
of 𝑒 and GW strains with peak frequency for all merging BBHs using Eqs.
(10), it is assumed that the merging BBHs remain unaffected by perturbations
from other objects.

at 𝑓peak = 0.01Hz5 where LISA/TianQin is most sensitive is plotted
on the upper panel in Fig. 16. Most of 𝑒1 are O(0.01), and a fraction
of sources have 𝑒1 between 0.1 and 1. When the merging BBHs are at
∼ 10Hz where CE/ET/LIGO/KAGRA become sensitive, they can be
regarded as quasicircular due to the circularization of GW radiation,
with 𝑒1 concentrating at 10−4, as shown on the lower pannel in Fig.
16.

In both cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, the characteristic strains of GWs
emitted by the merging inner BBHs decoupled from the third BHs
are similar to those on the medium panel in Fig. 10 in (Wang et al.
2022)6. For the merging inner BBHs that are affected by the tertiary

5 For the evolution of 𝑒1 which can reach around 0.01Hz multiple times
through oscillation, we select the value of 𝑒1 corresponding to the last time.
6 Fig. 10 in (Wang et al. 2022) did not account for the ringdown effect
in calculating strains. Consequently, our results provide a more accurate
representation of signals in the high frequency range. Additionally, the strain

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2023)
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Figure 15. Merging isolated BBHs. Upper: the evolutions of orbital eccentricity 𝑒 with 𝑓peak, and the color bar denots mass ratio 𝑚2/𝑚1. Middle: the
characteristic strains of GWs with 𝑓peak, with the color bar representing the redshift of the sources. Lower: the characteristic strains of GWs from the sources
assumed to be at 1Gpc (𝑧 ≈ 0.233) with 𝑓peak, and the color bar denotes the values of 𝑒 at the start record time. The size of the dots is scaled with the total mass
of the sources, and the characteristic strains of the noise of GW detectors are plotted in different colors. The columns from left to right represent the cases with
𝑓b = 0 and 1, respectively. Note that, for the convenience of drawing, we select randomly merging isolated BBHs in the clusters with 𝑓b = 1 which are twice
those in the case with 𝑓b = 0, because there are more than 104 merging isolated BBHs in the former case.

BH, the characteristic strains of GWs from them also display peaks,
oscillations and sharp turning points at lower frequency ranges, be-
fore they are decoupled and emit GWs as approximately isolated
merging BBHs. Depending on the characteristic strains of GWs and
the noise of GW detectors, we find that certain sources, including
inner IMBH-BH and PIBH-BH, with a redshift of 𝑧 < 3 are expected
to be detected by LIGO/KAGRA, while a fraction of these sources
with lower redshift (𝑧 < 2) could be observed by LISA/TianQin.
DECIGO/CE/ET could detect sources with a much wider range of
redshifts. The GWs from the phase when the sources couple from
the third BHs could not be detected by these detectors.

The majority of high-redshift mergers remain undetectable in

curves for detectors in their Fig. 10 omitted the factor 𝑓 0.5
peak, leading to an

overestimation of the lower limit of strain in the high-frequency range. We
have rectified this in our study.

our models. However, to estimate the detectability of low-redshift
sources, we make an artificial assumption that all mergers within our
models take place at a distance of 1Gpc (𝑧 ≈ 0.233), following the
approach outlined in Fig. 10 of (Wang et al. 2021a). This assump-
tion is illustrated in the lower panel of Fig. 14. In this case, most
of these sources could be detected by CE/ET/LIGO/KAGRA. For
LISA/TianQin, the sources with small orbital eccentricities 𝑒1 < 0.8
would be detected, and their orbital eccentricities could be con-
strained. For the sources with 𝑒1 very close to 1, their GW strains
are significantly suppressed at low frequency range. It implies that
they would not be detected by LISA/TianQin, but they could still be
observed by CE/ET. Their 𝑒1 could be constrained by archive search
performed through multiband observations (Wong et al. 2018; Ew-
ing et al. 2021), such as TianQin+ET. As for DECIGO, almost all
sources with a wide range of 𝑒1 could also be detected. Additionally,
the GWs from the phases when sources are affected by the third BHs
are not likely to be observed by these detectors.

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2023)
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Figure 16. Upper: the distribution of orbital eccentricity 𝑒1(𝑒) of merging
inner (isolated) BBHs at 𝑓peak = 0.01Hz. Lower: the distribution of 𝑒1(𝑒)
of merging inner (isolated) BBHs at 𝑓peak = 10Hz. The distributions in the
cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1 are plotted in different colors, respectively.

For comparison, we also plot the evolution of 𝑒 with 𝑓peak of all
the merging isolated BBHs in both cases with 𝑓b = 0 and 1, as well
as the corresponding characteristic strain of GWs emitted from them
in Fig. 15. Due to the lack of perturbations from the tertiary BHs,
there are not peaks, oscillations and sharp turning points observed in
the evolution of 𝑒 and GW strains. The distributions of 𝑒 at around
0.01Hz and 10Hz of merging isolated BBHs are also plotted in Fig.
16. The distribution of 𝑒 in the case with 𝑓b = 0 is similar to those
of merging inner BBHs, because all the merging isolated BBHs
are formed by dynamical captures in this case, resulting in larger
orbital eccentricities. However, 𝑒 in the case with 𝑓b = 1 is peaked
at significantly smaller values. This is attributed to the prevalence of
merging isolated BBHs originating from primordial binaries, which
tend to exhibit orbits with lower eccentricities.

4 CONCLUSION

In this study, we track the long-term evolution of PopIII star clus-
ters embedded in mini dark matter haloes, including models with
a primordial binary fraction of 𝑓b = 0 and 1, using the 𝑁-body
code petar which binary mergers via GW radiation are dealt with
the orbital average method. To obtain a more accurate evolution of
triple BHs, we utilize the tsunami code with PN effect to evolve the
merging triples found in the petar simulation. Then, we compare the
dynamical evolution results of the merging triple BHs between these
two methods, and investigate the orbital properties and GW radiation
of merging triple BHs in detail.

In the petar simulation, when 𝑓b = 0, the inner BBHs of all the
merging triple BHs are formed by dynamical capture, the average
number of the merging triple BHs in one PopIII cluster is 1. As 𝑓b
increases to 1, almost all the merging triple BHs have inner BBHs

formed by the evolution of primordial binaries, with the average
number of the merging triple BHs becoming 2. In both cases with
𝑓b = 0 and 1, the tsunami simulation yields a comparable number
of merging triple BHs. Specially, the number of stable merging triple
BHs, which account for the vast majority of all the merging triple
BHs, are almost equal in these two methods. For unstable merging
triple BHs, however, the tsunami results are significantly less. This
discrepancy can be attributed to the difference in these two methods
and the instabilities of merging triple BHs.

The mass distribution of merging triple BHs is affected by the
values of 𝑓b significantly. In the case with 𝑓b = 0, most primary
components 𝑚1 of inner BBHs are IMBHs with O(100)𝑀⊙ , and the
inner BBHs prefer to be unequal. The tertiary BHs 𝑚3 concentrate
at O(10)𝑀⊙ , and the outer BBHs also tend to be unequal. When
𝑓b = 1, however, 𝑚1 becomes lighter, most of them are dozens of
solar masses, and the inner BBHs tend to be comparable. For the outer
BBHs, most 𝑚3 are still dozens of solar masses, but the mass ratio
tends to be 1. The mass distribution of merging isolated BBHs follows
trends similar to that of the inner BBHs. Unlike the mass distribution
of merging triple BHs, the distribution of orbital parameters is not
dependent on 𝑓b significantly. At the early evolutionary time of the
merging triple BHs, both inner and outer orbits prefer to be largely
eccentric (∼ 0.9), larger than those of the merging isolated BBHs.
Furthermore, the orbital evolution of more than half of inner BBHs
are dominated by GW driven at early evolutionary time in the case
with 𝑓b = 0, whereas the dominance of the orbital evolution of most
inner BBHs are the dynamical interaction between them and the third
BHs.

In both cases of 𝑓b = 0 and 1, the inner BBHs of merging triple
BHs could merge from ∼ 10Myr to the present Universe, with about
80% occurring at the redshift of 𝑧 > 2. In the case with 𝑓b = 0,
most merger remnants of inner BBHs are IMBHs with hundreds
of solar masses. The upper merger rates of inner and isolated BBH
could be 0.4Gpc−3yr−1 and 15.6Gpc−3yr−1, respectively. Specially,
the upper merger rates of inner IMBH-BH and inner IMBBH are
0.1Gpc−3yr−1 and 0.01Gpc−3yr−1 respectively, which are about
one-tenth those of the isolated cases. The upper merger rates of inner
and isolated IMBBH could make a contribution to that constrained by
GW observations. The upper merger rates of inner and isolated PIBH-
LBH are 0.02Gpc−3yr−1 and 0.1Gpc−3yr−1 respectively, contribut-
ing to or explain that of GW190521 inferred by LVKC. Furthermore,
inner and isolated LBBH could also make a contribution to SBBHs
detected by GWs.

The inner BBHs of merging triple BHs would have significant
orbital eccentricities 𝑒1 at bands of mHz space-borne GW de-
tectors. Specially, most merging inner BBHs have 𝑒1 of ∼ 0.04,
and some fraction of them have 𝑒1 ∼ 1 at around 0.01Hz where
LISA/TianQin are most sensitive. When the inner BBHs reach
around 10Hz where CE/ET/LIGO/KAGRA are sensitive, the resid-
ual 𝑒1 concentrates at ∼ 10−4. The inner BBHs, including inner
IMBH-BH and inner PIBH-LBH with 𝑧 < 6 would be detected by
CE/ET/LIGO/KAGRA, some of them with lower redshift (𝑧 < 2)
would also be observed by LISA/TianQin. DECIGO could detect
sources with a much wider range of redshift. Assuming all the inner
BBHs are at 1Gpc (𝑧 ≈ 0.233), most of which would be detected
by CE/ET/LIGO/KAGRA, and some of them with small orbital ec-
centricities 𝑒1 < 0.8 are expected to observed by LISA/TianQin.
For extremely eccentric sources, they could be identified by archive
search performed by multiband observation (e.g., TianQin+ET). The
sources with a wide range of orbital eccentricities could be covered
by DECIGO. The more detailed and quantitative analysis of the de-
tection capacities of GW detectors for the inner BBHs of merging
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triple BHs, such as the detection number and estimation of source
parameter measurement precision will be explored in the future.
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