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Background: Artificial intelligence (AI), with its vast capabilities, has become an integral part of
our daily interactions, particularly with the rise of sophisticated models like Large Language Models.
These advancements have not only transformed human-machine interactions but have also paved the
way for significant breakthroughs in various scientific domains.

Aim of review: This review is centered on elucidating the profound impact of AI, especially deep
learning, in the field of gravitational wave data analysis (GWDA). We aim to highlight the challenges
faced by traditional GWDA methodologies and how AI emerges as a beacon of hope, promising
enhanced accuracy, real-time processing, and adaptability.

Key scientific concepts of review: Gravitational wave (GW) waveform modeling stands as a
cornerstone in the realm of GW research, serving as a sophisticated method to simulate and interpret
the intricate patterns and signatures of these cosmic phenomena. This modeling provides a deep
understanding of the astrophysical events that produce gravitational waves. Next in line is GW signal
detection, a refined technique that meticulously combs through extensive datasets, distinguishing
genuine gravitational wave signals from the cacophony of background noise. This detection process
is pivotal in ensuring the authenticity of observed events. Complementing this is the GW parameter
estimation, a method intricately designed to decode the detected signals, extracting crucial parameters
that offer insights into the properties and origins of the waves. Lastly, the integration of AI for GW
science has emerged as a transformative force. AI methodologies harness vast computational power
and advanced algorithms to enhance the efficiency, accuracy, and adaptability of data analysis in
GW research, heralding a new era of innovation and discovery in the field.

Keywords: Gravitational Wave, Artificial Intelligence, Deep Learning, Astrophysics, Data Analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

In today’s rapidly evolving world, artificial intelligence
(AI) stands as a beacon of transformation, seamlessly
integrating into every facet of our lives. From the con-
venience of face recognition [1] unlocking our devices to
the magic of speech synthesis [2] that brings virtual as-
sistants to life, AI’s influence is omnipresent. Diving
deeper into the world of language, large language mod-
els (LLMs) like ChatGPT (GPT-3.5 and GPT-4) [3] and
Llama 2 [4] have revolutionized our interaction with dig-
ital content. These advanced language models are now
being harnessed for creative endeavors, such as co-writing
novels, generating art-inspired poetry [5], and even com-
posing music [6]. They’re also playing pivotal roles in
bridging communication gaps, offering real-time trans-
lations for diplomats and global travelers, and assisting
in preserving endangered languages by generating rich
linguistic content [3]. Beyond these linguistic marvels,
AI’s imprint extends to personalized healthcare, where it
crafts treatments tailored to individual genetic profiles [7],
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and to our cities, optimizing the ebb and flow of traffic
[8]. Venturing into the domain of scientific inquiry, AI
emerges as a powerful ally, reshaping our methodologies
and accelerating the pace of discovery [9]. Innovations like
self-supervised learning are reimagining how we interpret
complex datasets [10], while generative AI techniques are
forging new pathways in diverse fields, from drug design
[11] to the creation of advanced materials [12]. Delving
into specific achievements, tools like AlphaFold2 [13] have
unraveled the intricate puzzle of protein folding, offering
unprecedented insights into the very fabric of biological
life. Similarly, in the vast cosmos, AI assists astrophysi-
cists in deciphering the myriad signals from the universe,
unveiling celestial phenomena that were once shrouded in
mystery [14]. As we journey further into this decade, AI
promises to be more than just a technological marvel—it’s
poised to be the compass guiding our quest for knowl-
edge, reshaping our world, and expanding the horizons of
what’s possible [15].

1 https://www.soundsofspacetime.org/the-basics-of-binary-
coalescence.html
https://www.britannica.com/science/relativity/Curved-
space-time-and-geometric-gravitation
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Figure 1. Overview of the gravitational wave data analysis (GWDA) pipeline. This figure delineates the comprehensive
journey of the GWDA. It begins with the foundational step of signal waveform modeling, progressing to the meticulous phase of
data quality management. Subsequent stages involve the crucial tasks of signal detection and parameter estimation, ultimately
leading to the crowning achievement of scientific discovery. The visual elements in this figure are adapted from various sources,
acknowledging the contributions of Ref. [16–25] and websiteb.

In 2015, the detection of gravitational wave (GW) pro-
vided a monumental breakthrough in astrophysics [26],
validating Einstein’s century-old theoretical prediction
[27] and introducing a new window to probe the uni-
verse’s mysteries [28]. As depicted in Fig. 1, gravitational

https://www.ligo.org/science/GW-IFO.php
https://clipart-library.com/free/satellite-transparent-
background.html
https://cplberry.com/2015/01/10/1408-0740/
https://www.astronomy.com/science/is-the-universe-
infinite-or-finite-or-is-it-so-close-to-infinite-that-
for-all-practical-purposes-it-is/
https://cloud.tencent.com/developer/article/1737301
https://science.howstuffworks.com/math-concepts/bayes-
theorem.htm
https://news.northwestern.edu/stories/2023/06/
gravitational-waves-from-supermassive-black-hole-
binaries-might-be-right-around-the-corner/
https://gwosc.org/techdetails/

wave data analysis (GWDA) is a complex endeavor that
consist of many stages. Given the sensitivity of detectors
like Laser Interferemeter Gravitational Wave Observatory
(LIGO) [29] and Virgo [30], it’s imperative to differenti-
ate genuine GW signals from terrestrial interference [31].
This involves rigorous data quality labeling [32], glitch
classification to categorize transient noise events [33], and
noise suppression techniques to enhance the clarity of po-
tential signals [34]. With cleaner data in hand, the focus
then shifts to signal detection [35]. This stage, reliant on
accurate waveform modeling, uses theoretical templates to
predict GW signals from cosmic events, such as black hole
mergers [36], and employs matched filtering-based signal
searches to identify these events in the processed data [37].
Following a successful detection, the pipeline culminates
in parameter estimation, where the goal is to decipher
the astrophysical properties of the GW sources [38]. Each
stage of the GWDA process, from data pre-processing to
scientific discoveries, presents its unique set of challenges.

https://www.ligo.org/science/GW-IFO.php
https://clipart-library.com/free/satellite-transparent-background.html
https://clipart-library.com/free/satellite-transparent-background.html
https://cplberry.com/2015/01/10/1408-0740/
https://www.astronomy.com/science/is-the-universe-infinite-or-finite-or-is-it-so-close-to-infinite-that-for-all-practical-purposes-it-is/
https://www.astronomy.com/science/is-the-universe-infinite-or-finite-or-is-it-so-close-to-infinite-that-for-all-practical-purposes-it-is/
https://www.astronomy.com/science/is-the-universe-infinite-or-finite-or-is-it-so-close-to-infinite-that-for-all-practical-purposes-it-is/
https://cloud.tencent.com/developer/article/1737301
https://science.howstuffworks.com/math-concepts/bayes-theorem.htm
https://science.howstuffworks.com/math-concepts/bayes-theorem.htm
https://news.northwestern.edu/stories/2023/06/gravitational-waves-from-supermassive-black-hole-binaries-might-be-right-around-the-corner/
https://news.northwestern.edu/stories/2023/06/gravitational-waves-from-supermassive-black-hole-binaries-might-be-right-around-the-corner/
https://news.northwestern.edu/stories/2023/06/gravitational-waves-from-supermassive-black-hole-binaries-might-be-right-around-the-corner/
https://gwosc.org/techdetails/
http://www.ligo.caltech.edu/
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The sheer volume of data demands real-time analysis, yet
traditional methods often lag, struggling to keep pace
[39, 40]. Ensuring data quality in real-time is essential,
but conventional techniques might not be agile enough
to handle this task efficiently [41]. When it comes to
signal detection, the non-stationary and non-Gaussian
nature of the noise poses a significant hurdle, as tradi-
tional matched filters are optimized for Gaussian noise
[42]. The generation of waveform templates, crucial for
signal searching and parameter estimation, is often slow
with classical methods, affecting the overall efficiency of
the analysis [43, 44]. Furthermore, parameter estimation
techniques like Markov-chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) face
scalability issues, hampering their effectiveness [45, 46].

GWDA is confronted with challenges stemming from
the high-dimensional parameter space and the presence of
non-Gaussian artifacts in the interferometer background
[47]. The introduction of AI, particularly deep learning
(DL) algorithms, offers a promising avenue to address
these challenges [48, 49]. These algorithms are character-
ized by their computational efficiency, leveraging acceler-
ated hardware for rapid solutions [50]. Their scalability
ensures they can handle extensive datasets, providing
reliable model performance estimates [51]. The mod-
ular nature of these algorithms facilitates adaptability,
allowing for the streamlined incorporation of new method-
ologies [52]. Furthermore, the generalization capabilities
of DL models ensure consistent performance across varied
GWDA scenarios [53]. In light of these advancements,
our review undertakes:

• The paper reviews various AI-driven approaches
to gravitational wave data analysis, covering ev-
ery stage of the entire pipeline, from waveform
modeling to scientific discoveries.

• We offer the first exploration of AI’s applica-
tion in gravitational waveform modeling, showcasing
novel methodologies and their accuracy.

• We also present the first exploration of AI’s role
in dramatically accelerating parameter estimation
within gravitational wave studies.

• This paper presents the most comprehensive
review to date, seamlessly integrating the latest
advancements in AI with their practical applications
in the field of gravitational wave data analysis.

• Our study culminates in a meta-analysis, synthe-
sizing insights and trends from diverse AI applica-
tions in gravitational wave data analysis, discussing
the fusion of AI and gravitational wave data analysis,
and opening new avenues for insights and future
research directions.

With this exploration, we aim to offer a panoramic view,
intertwining the intricacies of AI with the mysteries of
GWs, underscoring the transformative potential of their
collaboration.

The remainder of this review is structured to provide
a comprehensive overview of the intersection between AI
and GWDAs (Fig. 4). In Sec. II, we briefly introduce the
development of DL. In Sec. III, we delve into waveform
modeling, discussing both traditional methods and the
advancements brought about by DL. Sec. IV is dedicated
to data quality management, encompassing topics from
data quality labeling to noise suppression. Signal detec-
tion, a pivotal stage in the analysis, is covered in Sec. V,
where we explore various methods and their implications.
Parameter estimation, a complex yet crucial aspect, is
dissected in Sec. VI. Moving beyond the technicalities,
Sec. VII sheds light on the broader scientific discoveries
enabled by these methodologies. Lastly, in Sec. VIII, we
offer a meta-analysis of the literature, discuss futuristic
insights, and chart potential directions for the field.

II. DEEP LEARNING

With AlexNet’s unprecedented performance in the Im-
ageNet challenge, 2012 marked an important turning
point in AI [89]. This accomplishment demonstrated the
potential of neural networks for complex visual tasks.
Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) rapidly ascended
as the benchmark in image processing, leveraging spatial
hierarchies through convolutional layers and pooling oper-
ations [90]. However, as network architectures deepened,
the vanishing gradient problem became evident. Resid-
ual network (ResNet) addressed this, introducing skip
connections to facilitate gradient flow [91]. Concurrently,
for sequential data, recurrent neural networks (RNNs)
emerged as a promising approach [92]. Their capacity to
retain state was notable, but challenges with long-term
dependencies persisted. WaveNet [93], designed for raw
audio generation, addressed this by employing dilated
convolutions, expanding the receptive field. In the unsu-
pervised learning domain, AutoEncoders [94], with their
encoder-decoder structure, excelled at deriving efficient
data representations without relying on labels. Together,
these innovations post-AlexNet have shaped the trajectory
of DL, setting the stage for subsequent advancements.

Contrasted with discriminative models that have been
the mainstay of DL, generative modeling has carved its
own niche, offering unique capabilities [95]. Generative ad-
versarial networks (GANs) [96] emerged as a groundbreak-
ing approach, where two neural networks, a generator and
a discriminator, engage in a game-theoretic framework
[97]. The generator crafts synthetic data, while the dis-
criminator discerns between real and generated samples.
This adversarial process results in the generator producing
increasingly realistic data [98]. Variational autoencoders
(VAEs) [99] offered another perspective, framing genera-
tive modeling as a probabilistic graphical model where
the encoder and decoder networks are conditioned on
latent variables. Normalizing flows [100] and Diffusion
models [101] further enriched the generative landscape,
providing mechanisms to transform simple distributions
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Figure 2. Evolution of deep learning in gravitational wave data analysis (GWDA). The green bars represent the
number of published papers on GWDA employing deep learning techniques from 2013 to 2023. The red line traces the growth in
the average size of training datasets used in these studies, highlighting the increasing reliance on larger datasets for enhanced
model performance and generalization.

into complex data distributions. These generative models
have been instrumental in the rise of artificial intelligence-
generated content (AIGC) [102], enabling the synthesis of
high-fidelity images [103], videos [104], and even art [105].
The ability of these models to generate content that is
often indistinguishable from real-world data has opened
new avenues in digital media [106], virtual reality [107],
and beyond.

As the field of DL progressed, the Transformer archi-
tecture emerged as a groundbreaking innovation, partic-
ularly for sequence-based tasks. Introduced by Vaswani
et al. [108], the Transformer discarded the recurrent layers
that characterized RNNs, instead relying on self-attention
mechanisms to process input data. This self-attention al-
lows the model to weight the significance of different parts
of an input sequence, regardless of their positional dis-
tance, enabling it to capture long-range dependencies in
the data with ease [109]. Unlike CNNs, which uses fixed-
size filters to process data in local receptive fields, the
Transformer’s self-attention mechanism provides it with
a dynamic receptive field, adjusting based on the content
of the input [110]. This flexibility allows Transformers to
excel in tasks where the importance of data points varies
contextually [111]. Furthermore, while RNNs processes
sequences step-by-step, leading to potential issues with
long sequences due to vanishing and exploding gradients,
transformers process all sequence elements in parallel.
This parallel processing not only speeds up training but
also alleviates the gradient issues associated with long

sequences [112]. Building on the foundational transformer
architecture, LLMs like BERT [113] and GPT [114] have
set new benchmarks in natural language processing. Chat-
GPT, encompassing iterations like GPT-3.5 and GPT-4
[3], epitomizes the rapid evolution and capabilities of
LLMs. These models, with their ability to understand,
generate, and reason with text, have showcased the su-
periority of the transformer architecture over traditional
CNNs and RNNs in handling sequence data [115].

While supervised learning and generative models have
made significant strides, another paradigm, reinforcement
learning from human feedback (RLHF), has emerged as
a potent tool in the AI arsenal [116]. Traditional re-
inforcement learning often requires meticulously crafted
reward functions or vast amounts of interaction data [117].
RLHF, however, sidesteps these challenges by leveraging
human feedback as a primary source of reward signals
[118]. This approach allows models to learn more complex
behaviors without the need for explicit reward shaping.
OpenAI’s fine-tuning of models like GPT-4 using RLHF is
a testament to the power of this approach [3]. By collect-
ing comparison data, ranking different model responses,
and using proximal policy optimization, models can be
fine-tuned to produce safer and more useful outputs [119].
Simultaneously, the field of multi-agent systems is un-
dergoing substantial development [120]. As AI models
become more sophisticated, there’s a growing interest in
how they interact in shared environments [121]. Multi-
agent systems, where multiple AI entities collaborate or
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Figure 3. Hierarchical breakdown of deep learning applications in gravitational wave data analysis. The pie chart
provides a visual distribution of published papers on GWDA using deep learning, categorized by specific subdomains. Each
segment represents a distinct area of application, showcasing the diversity and breadth of deep learning techniques in advancing
gravitational wave research.

compete, offer insights into emergent behaviors, coopera-
tion strategies, and even the evolution of communication
[122]. The fusion of LLMs with multi-agent setups is par-
ticularly intriguing [123, 124]. Imagine agents equipped
with the linguistic prowess of LLMs negotiating, strate-
gizing, and evolving their communication protocols in
real-time. Such advancements hint at a future where AI
entities don’t just operate in isolation but actively learn
from, compete with, and collaborate with other AI enti-
ties, paving the way for more dynamic and adaptive AI
ecosystems [125].

III. WAVEFORM MODELING

GW astronomy has experienced significant progress in
recent years, with the evolution and modeling of binary
black holes (BBHs) taking center stage [126]. The journey
of these cosmic phenomena is typically segmented into
three phases: the inspiral, merger, and ringdown, with the
potential for tidal disruptions in systems involving neutron
stars [127]. The accurate depiction of these stages through
gravitational waveforms is vital for the detection of GW
signals and the interpretation of the celestial narratives
they unveil [128, 129].

The creation of waveform templates is an essential

aspect of GW data analysis. These templates act as
blueprints for expected GW signals from diverse astro-
physical origins and are crucial for the comparison with
data collected by GW observatories. However, the produc-
tion of these templates, particularly for intricate systems,
poses significant computational challenges. The compu-
tational demands and the sparse nature of numerical
relativity (NR) waveforms necessitate the use of more
practical approaches. To this end, a variety of approx-
imate waveform models have been developed, such as
the IMRPhenom [131–133] and SEOBNR [134–136] families,
which are calibrated against NR simulations to ensure
accuracy and efficiency in GW data analysis.

In parallel with these developments, the field of wave-
form modeling is undergoing a transformative phase with
the introduction of DL techniques. DL offers a promising
pathway to expedite the generation of waveform tem-
plates by employing neural networks capable of quickly
synthesizing the complex dynamics of compact binary
mergers. This innovative approach is poised to revolution-
ize the way we model waveforms, potentially overcoming
the computational bottlenecks of traditional methods.
For a detailed overview of the advancements in waveform
modeling facilitated by DL, refer to the comprehensive
table in Tab. I.

Forecasting the evolution of GW waveforms is akin



6

GW
Data

Analysis

Waveform
Modeling
Sec. III

Waveform
Generation

GAN [53]; AutoEncoder [54]

Waveform
Forecasting Transformer [55, 56]

Surrogate
Model

NRSur [44, 57–59]

Data
Quality

Management
Sec. IV

Data Quality
Labeling
Sec. IVA

Labeling Data Qual-
ity Using Witness Data

Godwin [60];
Essick et al. [41]

Glitch Clas-
sification
Sec. IVB

Glitch Classification
Using Spectrugram

Zevin et al. [61];
Vazsonyi and Davis [62];
Razzano and Cuoco [63]

Noise Sup-
pression
Sec. IVC

Ground-based Denoising Wei and Huerta [64];
Ren et al. [24]

Space-based Denoising Zhao et al. [65]

Signal
Detection

Sec. V

BBH
Sec. VA

Ground-based Detection
George and Huerta [66, 67];

Gabbard et al. [68]
Wang et al. [69]

Space-based Detection Ruan et al. [70]

EMRI
Sec. VB

Time-domain Detection Zhang et al. [71]

Frequency-domain Detection Zhao et al. [72]

Time-frequency-
domain Detection

Yun et al. [73]

GB
Sec. VC

Ground-based Detection
Dreissigacker et al. [74];

Dreissigacker and Prix [75];
Beheshtipour and Papa [76, 77]

Space-based Detection Falxa et al. [78]

Parameter
Estimation

Sec. VI

Point Es-
timation
Sec. VIA

Output a Single Value Khan et al. [79];
Krastev et al. [80]

Posterior
Distribution
Sec. VIB

Output a Distribution Dax et al. [46, 81, 82]

GW
Science
Sec. VII

Fundamental
Physics

Sec. VIIA
Test GR and modified Gravity Liodis et al. [83];

Bhagwat and Pacilio [84]

Cosmology
Sec. VIIB

Hubble Diagram and Others Stachurski et al. [85]

Astrophysics
Sec. VIIC NS EoS Classification

Fujimoto et al. [86];
Morawski and Bejger [87];

Edwards [88]

Figure 4. The structure of our review. This tree chart delineates the structured progression of our in-depth exploration into
the convergence of gravitational waves and artificial intelligence. Each branch represents a dedicated subdomain, emphasizing
the harmonious integration of gravitational wave data analysis with the innovative strides of deep learning techniques.

to predicting the future behavior of time series data,
a task where DL has shown significant promise. Time
series forecasting has been extensively studied in various
domains, from finance to weather prediction. In the
context of GWs, forecasting waveforms can aid in real-
time detections and analyses. DL models, particularly
transformers, have the potential to revolutionize waveform
forecasting. Khan et al. [55] stands as a testament to this

potential, showcasing the capabilities of DL in predicting
the evolution of GW signals.

In GW astronomy, the imperative for swift and accu-
rate waveform modeling is ever-present. DL presents a
promising pathway, but the intricate parameter space of
GW signals can be daunting. Surrogate models, trained
on NR waveforms, seamlessly integrate DL techniques to
expedite traditional waveform calculations [59]. These
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Table I. AI-Driven Waveform Modeling in Gravitational Wave Astronomy. This table illustrates the accuracy of
various AI models in generating gravitational waveforms. The performance of each model is evaluated by the overlap, which
quantifies the similarity between AI-generated waveforms and standard templates.

Paper Task Model Overlap

Huerta et al. [130] Waveform Generation GP 0.99
McGinn et al. [53] Waveform Generation GAN –
Liao and Lin [54]; Waveform Generation CVAE 0.9841
Khan et al. [55] Waveform Forecasting Transformer 0.993
Islam et al. [59] Surrogate Modeling MLP 0.99

models stand as rapid waveform generators, adeptly span-
ning the vast GW parameter space [130]. Leading-edge
research underscores the transformative potential of sur-
rogate models, signifying a pivotal advancement in harmo-
nizing traditional GW methodologies with the capabilities
of AI.

IV. DATA QUALITY MANAGEMENT

Securing impeccable data quality is crucial in the realm
of GW astronomy, where the quest to detect these elusive
spacetime ripples hinges on the utmost precision. This
section rigorously explores the critical aspects of data qual-
ity management, emphasizing the indispensable nature
of accurate data labeling, meticulous glitch classification,
and effective denoising. Each of these procedures plays a
vital role in ensuring the integrity and reliability of the
data, which is fundamental to the success of gravitational
wave detection.

A. Data Quality Labeling

The detection of GW is a complex task, primarily due
to the challenge of distinguishing these faint cosmic signals
from background noise. The sensitivity of GW detectors
is such that they pick up a myriad of noises, ranging
from seismic activities to instrumental glitches [20]. This
noise can often mimic or obscure the actual GW signals,
making the task of identifying genuine events extremely
challenging [137, 138]. The intricate nature of GW signals,
often buried deep within the noise, requires sophisticated
methods to accurately separate signals from noise. This
complexity is a fundamental difficulty in GW detection,
necessitating advanced techniques for noise analysis and
signal extraction [24].

The quality of the data plays a crucial role in the suc-
cessful detection and analysis of GW signals. High-quality
data ensures that the signals extracted are accurate rep-
resentations of astrophysical events. To achieve this, it’s
essential to label and categorize the data effectively [32].
Traditional methods of data quality monitoring involve
manual labeling, which, while thorough, can be time-

consuming and subject to human error [139]. The vast
volume of data generated by GW detectors adds to the
complexity, as each data segment needs to be meticulously
analyzed to determine its quality. This process is vital as
it directly impacts the reliability of signal detection and
the subsequent astrophysical interpretations [32].

DL has emerged as a powerful tool in addressing the
challenges of data quality labeling in GW astronomy [60].
DL algorithms, particularly neural networks, have the
capability to automate the process of data quality assess-
ment, offering both efficiency and accuracy [140]. These
algorithms can process large volumes of data rapidly, iden-
tifying patterns and anomalies that may indicate issues
with data quality. Several studies have demonstrated
the effectiveness of DL in automating the data quality
labeling process, significantly reducing the time and effort
required while maintaining, if not improving, the accuracy
of the labels [41]. By ensuring that only high-quality data
is fed into analysis pipelines, DL contributes significantly
to the robustness and reliability of GW signal detection
and analysis [32].

B. Glitch Classification

Glitches, or transient noise artifacts, are a recurring
challenge in GW data analysis. These anomalies can sig-
nificantly impede signal detection processes (see Fig. 5),
necessitating their accurate classification and understand-
ing [141]. The impact of glitches is twofold: they can
either mimic authentic GW signals, leading to false pos-
itives, or they can obscure genuine signals, resulting in
missed detections [142]. This dual nature of glitches
makes them a critical focus in GW data analysis, as their
presence can skew the results and interpretations of GW
observations.

Traditionally, the classification of glitches has relied on
a variety of methods. One notable initiative in this realm
is the Gravity Spy project, which has been instrumental
in tackling the glitch challenge [61]. This project has
compiled a comprehensive dataset that serves as a crucial
resource for the classification of glitches. Traditional meth-
ods often involve manual inspection or semi-automated
techniques, where analysts use witness data—auxiliary
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Figure 5. The influence of glitches on GW detection.
This figure presents raw data from the LIGO Hanford and
Livingston observatories, capturing the moment of GW170817.
It vividly illustrates how glitches, with their power surpassing
that of the actual signal, can significantly obstruct gravita-
tional wave detection.

information from the detectors—to help identify and cat-
egorize these glitches. These methods, while effective,
can be time-consuming and may not always capture the
subtle nuances of different glitch types [143].

Table II. Comparative analysis of AI techniques in glitch
classification. The table presents a comparison of various
AI methodologies, all evaluated using the Gravity Spy dataset.
Given the nature of this task as a classification challenge,
accuracy serves as the metric for assessing the effectiveness of
each approach.

Paper Model Accuracy

Mukund et al. [144] DBNN 0.99
Powell et al. [145, 146] WDF 0.92
Powell et al. [147] GAN 0.99
Razzano and Cuoco [63] SVM 0.971
Razzano and Cuoco [63] CNN 0.998
Bahaadini et al. [148] SVM 0.9821
Soni et al. [149] CNN 0.988
Sakai et al. [150] CNN 0.97
Fernandes et al. [151] ConvNeXt 0.981
George et al. [152] ResNet 0.988

The advent of DL has introduced a new paradigm in
glitch classification, offering more sophisticated and effi-
cient approaches. DL-based methods have shown promise
in enhancing the accuracy and speed of glitch identifica-
tion. Some of these techniques directly analyze time-series
data from GW detectors, identifying patterns that are
characteristic of specific types of glitches [153]. Another in-
novative approach involves transforming time-series data
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Figure 6. GW denoising by the transformer-based
model. The purple line depicts the original signal, buried in
noise, while the green line shows the theoretical signal tem-
plate. The orange dashed line represents the denoised signal,
highlighting the model’s efficacy in noise reduction. Adapted
from Ref. [65].

into visual formats, allowing CNNs to classify glitches
based on their visual signatures [63]. This method lever-
ages the pattern recognition capabilities of CNNs to dis-
cern between different glitch types effectively. Looking
ahead, the integration of DL in glitch classification is
poised to play a pivotal role in the future of GW data
analysis, potentially leading to more accurate detections
and a deeper understanding of the cosmos [154]. For a
detailed exploration of these DL methods, refer to the
comprehensive table in Tab. II.

C. Data Denoising

In the realm of GW astronomy, noise is an unavoidable
and challenging factor that significantly impacts signal
detection [142]. The presence of noise in the data can
drastically reduce the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), lead-
ing to difficulties in identifying genuine GW events [37].
Effective denoising is therefore crucial, as it not only im-
proves the SNR but also decreases the false alarm rate
(FAR), making it easier to distinguish real signals from
noise. Additionally, denoising plays a vital role in the con-
vergence of MCMC parameter estimation processes. By
clarifying the signal, denoising methods help in faster and
more accurate extraction of signal from the noisy data,
thereby enhancing the overall efficiency and reliability of
GW signal analysis [24].

Traditional denoising methods in GW astronomy have
focused on direct noise suppression techniques, encom-
passing a variety of approaches. These include variational-
based methods, wavelet-based methods, and techniques
utilizing the Hilbert-Huang transform. Each of these
strategies aims to remove noise components while pre-
serving the integrity of potential GW signals. For in-
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stance, variational-based methods apply mathematical
optimization techniques to filter out noise [155], while
wavelet-based methods use wavelet transformations to re-
construct signals from data [156, 157]. The Hilbert-Huang
transform, a novel approach, is particularly effective for
non-linear and non-stationary data [158]. While effective
in certain scenarios, these traditional approaches can be
limited in their ability to handle the complex and dynamic
nature of noise in GW data.

Deep neural network techniques have significantly ad-
vanced signal extraction in GWDA. These include dic-
tionary learning [159], which employs basis waveforms
for signal representation; WaveNet [160] for its sequen-
tial data handling capabilities; denoising autoencoders
[161] for reconstructing signals from noisy data; and RNN
[162] for capturing temporal dependencies. Notably, the
transformer-based model, as discussed in Ref. [24, 65],
has been applied to ground-based and space-based GW
denoising and detection (Fig. 6), showcasing its potential
in handling complex GW data.

V. SIGNAL DETECTION

A. BBH

The detection of GWs, perturbations in spacetime, is a
formidable task, primarily due to the subtlety of these sig-
nals against a backdrop of overwhelming instrumental and
terrestrial noise. The advent of interferometric detectors,
notably LIGO and Virgo, has significantly enhanced the
observational capabilities for GW astronomy. However,
the increased sensitivity and observational bandwidth
of these instruments have also introduced intricate data
analysis challenges. A cornerstone of GWDA has been
matched filtering [37], a technique that cross-correlates ob-
served data with theoretical waveform templates. Given
the high-dimensional parameter space associated with po-
tential astrophysical sources, this method, while powerful,
is computationally demanding, especially in the context
of real-time analysis.

Machine learning, especially DL, has risen to promi-
nence as a potent solution to the computational challenges
inherent in GW detection. The initial forays into inte-
grating DL algorithms with mock LIGO data underscored
the viability and promise of these approaches [66, 67].
These models, trained on simulated waveforms, were sub-
sequently tested on synthetic data. Impressively, their
performance in discerning potential GW signatures from
noise was on par with traditional matched filtering-based
techniques, underscoring a pivotal advancement in GWDA
[68], Tab. III lists out some related works, and their area
under the curve (AUC) for detailed performance compari-
son corresponding receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
curve is depicted in Fig. 7.

In light of the proven effectiveness of machine learning
on simulated LIGO datasets, the subsequent logical step
was its application to genuine observational data. This

Table III. Comparative evaluation of AI methods for
BBH GW detection on synthetic data. This table show-
cases a detailed comparison of different AI techniques, each
tested on synthetic data for BBH GW detection. As this
task involves binary classification, the Area Under the Curve
(AUC) is utilized as the key metric to gauge the performance
and accuracy of these AI models.

Paper Model AUC

Gabbard et al. [68]; CNN 0.96
Wang et al. [69] MFCNN 0.97
Xia et al. [163] CNN 0.98
Ma et al. [52] CNN 0.94
Ruan et al. [70] MFCNN 0.99
Krastev [164] CNN 0.99
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Figure 7. Performance characterization of models’ de-
tection performance on synthetic data. This figure
presents the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of
various deep learning models, as detailed in Tab. III. These
curves illustrate the performance of each classifier in GW
detection on synthetic data, effectively capturing their true
positive rate against the false positive rate, thereby providing
a clear visual representation of their efficacy in distinguishing
between signal and noise. All data points are extracted from
the original papers.

transition presented inherent complexities, primarily at-
tributed to the non-Gaussian and non-stationary nature
of the noise, which elevated false alarm rates. Addressing
these challenges, Wang et al. [69] integrated a matched
filtering sensing layer prior to the CNN, showcasing its
performance on O1 data. Building upon foundational
research [64, 165], Huerta et al. [51] employed a hardware-
accelerated WaveNet to probe for GW signals within a
month-long span of LIGO data. Concurrently, Ren et al.
[24] proposes WaveFormer, a deep learning-based data
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quality enhancement method for real observational gravi-
tational wave processing, achieving state-of-the-art noise
suppression performance, which paves a solid foundation
for future strides in GW data processing and search. With
these progressive strides, DL-centric pipelines [166, 167]
have been meticulously honed and stand ready for de-
ployment in the forthcoming LIGO O4 data analysis. See
Tab. IV for a detailed performance comparison of FAR.

As the GW community approaches a transformative
phase, the imminent deployment of space-based and third-
generation ground-based detectors heralds a new obser-
vational epoch. These advanced instruments, set to pro-
vide unparalleled observational capabilities, also bring
forth intricate data analysis challenges, particularly due
to overlapping GW signals [168]. Recent endeavors on
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) and Einstein
Telescope (ET) mock data have shown promising results
[65, 70, 169]. The ongoing advancement and incorpora-
tion of machine learning techniques remain crucial for
effectively addressing these challenges in the forthcoming
era.

Table IV. Comparative analysis of AI approaches for
BBH GW detection using LIGO data. The table pro-
vides a comparison of various AI methodologies applied to the
detection of GWs in LIGO data. In this context, where the
focus is on minimizing erroneous detections, the false alarm
rate (FAR) is employed as the primary metric to evaluate the
effectiveness and precision of each AI technique.

Paper Model FAR

Krastev et al. [80] CNN O(103) per month
Zhang et al. [170] BiGRU 1 per 18.2 hours
Wei et al. [165]; WaveNet 1 per 2.7 days
Tian et al. [171] GNN 1 per month
Schäfer and Nitz [172] CNN 1 per 104 months
Ren et al. [24] Transformer 1 per 1000 years

B. EMRI

Extreme-mass-ratio inspirals (EMRIs) are among the
most intriguing astrophysical phenomena in the universe.
These events occur when a stellar-mass compact object,
such as a neutron star or a stellar-mass black hole, spirals
into a supermassive black hole found at the center of
galaxies [173]. The detection of EMRIs holds significant
scientific objectives. Firstly, they provide a unique probe
into the spacetime geometry around supermassive black
holes, allowing for precise tests of general relativity (GR)
in strong-field regimes. Secondly, EMRIs can offer insights
into the evolution and demographics of compact objects
in galactic centers, shedding light on the formation and
growth of supermassive black holes over cosmic time [174].

From a technical perspective, detecting EMRIs poses
substantial challenges. The GW signals produced by

EMRIs are weak and buried in the noise of GW detec-
tors. Their waveform patterns are intricate due to the
complex interplay of relativistic effects, making them dif-
ficult to model accurately [175]. Furthermore, the long
duration of EMRI signals demands efficient and robust
data analysis techniques to comb through vast amounts
of data. Advanced computational methods, including
machine learning and deep neural networks, are being
explored to enhance the detection capabilities, such as
Zhang et al. [71], Zhao et al. [72], Yun et al. [73] detecting
EMRI signals using CNNs, achieving rapid detection of
EMRIs with high accuracy in time domain, frequency
domain, and time-frequency domain. These advance-
ments are poised to play a pivotal role in the forthcoming
era of GW astronomy, where space-based detectors like
LISA [176], Taiji [177, 178], and TianQin [179] will of-
fer unprecedented observational capabilities for EMRI
detection.

C. GB

The study of GWs has unveiled a myriad of sources,
each with its own unique signature and challenges. Among
these, the continuous GW comes from the galactic binaries
(GBs) or single neutron star, which stands as a testament
to the universe’s intricate symphony of gravitational in-
teractions. This section delves into the nuances of GB,
focusing on its detection in various scenarios and the
innovative techniques employed.

Continuous GWs, unlike their transient counterparts,
persist over extended observation periods. These waves,
often emanating from sources like rapidly rotating neutron
stars, present a distinct challenge due to their weak am-
plitude. Traditional data analysis methods often grapple
with the intricacies of these continuous signals. However,
the advent of DL has ushered in a new era of possibili-
ties. Neural networks, with their ability to learn intricate
patterns from vast amounts of data, have shown promise
in detecting and analyzing these weak, continuous GW
signals. Several DL models have been proposed, aiming
to enhance the detection capabilities by leveraging the
power of convolutional and recurrent architectures [74–
77, 180–182]. LIGO, with its ground-based detectors, has
been at the forefront of efforts to integrate these advanced
machine learning techniques into its data analysis pipeline.
The synergy between LIGO’s sensitivity and the prowess
of DL is paving the way for potential detections in the
near future.

The LISA is set to revolutionize our understanding of
GWs from space. However, one of the inherent challenges
LISA faces is the confusion noise. This noise arises from
the superposition of countless unresolved sources, primar-
ily binary systems, creating a cacophony that can mask
potential signals. Addressing this requires sophisticated
data analysis strategies and a deep understanding of the
galactic GW foreground.

Gaussian Processes (GP) has emerged as a powerful

https://www.lisamission.org/
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tool in the realm of GW research, particularly for GB
GW separation. By leveraging the non-parametric nature
of GPs, researchers can model the statistical properties
of GBs, effectively separating it from potential signals.
This technique holds promise, especially in scenarios with
overlapping signals or in the presence of non-Gaussian
noise, offering a robust method to extract meaningful
information from the data.

VI. PARAMETER ESTIMATION

The extraction of astrophysical source properties from
observed GW signals, a process integral to GW astronomy,
is known as parameter estimation (PE). At the heart of
PE lies the MCMC algorithm, a statistical method that
has been instrumental in the field [183]. MCMC operates
on the principle of building Markov chains, which are
sequences of random samples that, over time, approximate
the desired distribution of the parameters being estimated
(see Fig. 8 for detail). This method is particularly effective
in exploring high-dimensional parameter spaces, making
it a staple in GWDA [184].

Despite the effectiveness of MCMC in providing detailed
insights into complex data sets, it comes with its own
set of challenges. The primary concerns are its computa-
tional intensity and occasional struggles with convergence,
especially in scenarios involving intricate and voluminous
data. These limitations become increasingly significant
as the complexity of GW data escalates and the demand
for rapid analysis grows [184].

In response to these challenges, the field of GW astron-
omy is witnessing a paradigm shift towards DL models.
These advanced computational approaches are proving
to be a game-changer, offering a way to address the in-
herent limitations of traditional PE methods like MCMC.
With their ability to process large datasets efficiently and
accurately, DL models are setting new standards in the
speed and precision of GWDA, heralding a new era in the
exploration of the universe’s gravitational mysteries [46].

A. Point Estimation

a. Fast PE by MLP: One of the initial forays into
DL for PE involved the use of Multi-Layer Perceptrons
(MLP). These architectures, designed to provide a direct
"point estimate" for each parameter, have the advantage
of speed. Capable of delivering estimates in near-real-
time, MLPs have become instrumental for scenarios where
rapid response is paramount, such as in the case of multi-
messenger astronomy [80].

b. Localization: Beyond the realm of intrinsic param-
eters, DL models have been extended to tackle extrinsic
parameters. A salient application in this domain is the
localization of GW sources. Through DL models that
predict both sky location and distance, the astronomical

community is better equipped to identify the precise ori-
gins of GW events, furthering the cause of multi-messenger
observations [186].

B. Posterior Distribution

While point estimates are invaluable for quick insights,
a deeper understanding of source properties necessitates
the exploration of the full posterior distribution. To this
end, several DL models have been proposed:

a. Flow-based Models: Flow-based architectures,
which are known for their ability to model complex distri-
butions (Fig. 8), have been a popular choice for density es-
timation and posteriors. Green et al. [187] and Shen et al.
[188] first demonstrated the efficacy of these models in
GW PE by proposing toy models for the low-dimensional
parameter sub-space of BBH, then Green and Gair [189]
exteneded the work to the full parameter space of BBH
and evaluated on GW150914. Subsequently, Wang et al.
[23] accelerated the convergence speed by intergrating
domain knowledge into prior distribution. Recently, Dax
et al. [46, 81, 82], Wildberger et al. [190], Williams et al.
[191, 192], Bhardwaj et al. [193] have further refined these
models, showcasing their performance on a variety of GW
events. Wong et al. [194–196] developed a Jax-based
framework for rapid PE. The ability of these models to
capture the nuances of the posterior distribution, espe-
cially in scenarios with complex degeneracy, has been a
key factor in their success. Furthermore, the computa-
tional efficiency of these models, coupled with their ability
to generate samples, has been instrumental in addressing
the challenges of traditional PE methods Now DINGO2 has
been used in the LIGO data analysis pipeline.

b. Conditional Variational Autoencoders (CVAE):
Another promising avenue is the use of CVAE. As demon-
strated by Gabbard et al. [197] and Green et al. [187],
CVAEs, by conditioning on observed data, can generate
samples that align closely with the true posterior dis-
tribution, offering a probabilistic perspective on source
parameters.

c. Gaussian Processes (GP): For specialized sources
such as GBs and EMRIs, GP have been employed, as seen
in [78, 198]. Tailored to the unique signatures of these
sources, GPs provides refined posterior estimates, enrich-
ing our comprehension of these intriguing astrophysical
systems.

VII. AI FOR GW SCIENCE

GW astronomy has opened a new window to the uni-
verse, allowing us to probe extreme astrophysical and
cosmological phenomena. With the increasing complexity

2 https://github.com/dingo-gw/dingo

https://github.com/dingo-gw/dingo
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Figure 8. Flowchart of the MCMC algorithm and normalizing flow. This top of the diagram illustrates the step-by-step
process of the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm, tracing its progression from the initial prior distribution to the final posterior
distribution. The bottom part highlights the normalizing flow, a method that accelerates the process by leveraging a trained
bijection composed of simple maps. This approach significantly enhances computational speed and efficiency in parameter
estimation, offering a remarkable improvement over the traditional MCMC methodology. Adapted from Ref. [185].

Table V. Comparative analysis of AI techniques for GW
parameter estimation. This table offers a comparison of
various AI methods in GW parameter estimation, highlighting
not only their effectiveness as measured by the Jensen-Shannon
divergence (JS div.) against traditional MCMC results but
also detailing the dimensionality of the parameter space each
model is capable of sampling.

Paper Dim Model JS div.

Green et al. [187] 5D CVAE –
Green and Gair [189]; 15D nflow –
Dax et al. [46] 15D Dingo 2.2× 10−3

Gabbard et al. [197] 15D CVAE ∼ 0.1

Dax et al. [82] 15D Dingo-IS 5× 10−4

Langendorff et al. [199] 30D nflow –

and volume of GW data, AI has emerged as a power-
ful tool to address various challenges and unlock new
scientific potential in the field.

A. Fundamental Physics

GWs, ripples in the fabric of spacetime, have emerged as
a revolutionary tool for astrophysical exploration. These
waves, produced by cataclysmic events such as the merger
of black holes or neutron stars, provide a pristine medium
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Figure 9. Tree diagram of modified gravity theories.
This diagram illustrates the hierarchical structure and interre-
lationships among various modified gravity theories. Branch-
ing from the root concept, each pathway represents a distinct
theoretical development, offering insights into alternative ex-
planations of gravitational phenomena beyond general relativ-
ity. Adapted from Ref. [200].

to probe the universe’s most enigmatic phenomena [201].
Unlike electromagnetic radiation, which can be obscured
or altered by intervening matter, GWs travels undis-
turbed, offering a direct and unadulterated glimpse into
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their sources. The detection of GWs has opened a new
avenue to explore the strong-field regime of GR [202]. Tra-
ditional electromagnetic observations, while invaluable,
often fall short in this domain, especially when it comes
to events like black hole mergers. GW detections, on
the other hand, allow scientists to test Einstein’s theory
under extreme conditions, shedding light on the intricate
dance of massive celestial bodies and the spacetime they
warp [202].

The promise of space-based observatories, particularly
LISA, is immense. Positioned far from Earth’s noisy en-
vironment, LISA aims to access the low-frequency GW
spectrum [203]. This capability is anticipated to unveil
events like supermassive black hole mergers, which have
remained elusive to ground-based detectors, offering a
new observational window into the dynamics of galactic
centers [204]. The GW community eagerly anticipates the
advent of third-generation observatories, such as the ET.
These state-of-the-art facilities promise enhanced sensi-
tivity and a broader frequency range [205]. With these
advancements, scientists expect to detect a diverse array
of sources, from the dramatic death throes of massive
stars in core-collapse supernovae to potential signals from
exotic compact objects. The enriched catalog of detec-
tions will undoubtedly deepen our understanding of the
universe’s violent processes.

While GR has withstood a century of scrutiny, GW
observations offer a unique platform to test its predic-
tions and probe potential deviations. The precision of
these observations might reveal subtle signatures hinting
at alternative theories of gravity, pushing the boundaries
of our current understanding and opening doors to new
realms of physics (Fig. 9). The synergy of advanced detec-
tor networks has been instrumental in refining parameter
estimation techniques. As detectors’ sensitivity improves,
so does the accuracy with which we can determine the
properties of GW sources. This precision not only allows
for a more detailed understanding of individual events
but might also offer subtle hints of new physics lurking
in the shadows. Among the most tantalizing prospects
in GW science is the detection of the stochastic gravita-
tional wave background (SGWB). This omnipresent hum,
a relic from the early universe, holds the potential to
offer insights into primordial processes and interactions,
painting a picture of the cosmos’s infancy. Interdisci-
plinary efforts, merging the expertise of astrophysicists,
general relativists, and data scientists, promise to usher
in a new era of GW science. As technology advances
and our observational capabilities expand, so too will our
understanding of the cosmos, revealing its mysteries one
GW at a time.

B. Cosmology

GWs offer a unique lens to probe the cosmos, and their
potential in cosmological studies is gradually being re-
alized. One pressing issue in cosmology is the Hubble

tension—the discrepancy between the Hubble constant
values derived from cosmic microwave background radia-
tion and those from local distance ladder measurements
(Fig. 10) [17]. While traditional methods have presented
conflicting results, AI-driven analyses of GW data could
provide an independent and precise measurement of the
Hubble constant [14]. By analyzing the GW signals from
binary mergers, AI can help refine our understanding of
the universe’s expansion rate, offering a potential resolu-
tion to the Hubble tension. This synergy between GW
astronomy and AI not only underscores the interdisci-
plinary nature of modern astrophysics but also promises
to address some of the most perplexing challenges in the
field [85].

C. Astrophysics

GWs emanates from some of the most violent and en-
ergetic processes in the universe, making them invaluable
tools for astrophysical studies [207]. Neutron stars, the
remnants of massive stellar explosions, are laboratories
for extreme physics. Their equation of state (EoS) re-
mains one of the outstanding puzzles in astrophysics [208].
AI-driven methods can assist in classifying different EoS
models based on the GW signals emitted during neutron
star mergers [86–88, 209]. Furthermore, core-collapse su-
pernovae (CCSN) are cataclysmic events marking the end
of a massive star’s life. The EoS governing the processes
inside these explosive events can be probed using GWs
[210]. AI can aid in deciphering the intricate signals from
CCSN, providing insights into the underlying physics
[211]. As the number of GW detections grows, there’s an
increasing interest in understanding the population prop-
erties of the sources, be it BBHs, neutron stars (BNSs),
or other exotic objects [212]. AI can assist in population
synthesis studies, helping to unravel the formation and
evolution histories of these compact objects [195].

VIII. DISCUSSION

As the application of DL techniques to GW analysis ma-
tures, several key themes and challenges emerge. This sec-
tion delves into a meta-analysis of the current landscape,
discusses the prospects of waveform forecasting, highlights
the importance of gap imputation, and underscores the
significance of multi-modality and interpretability in DL
models.

A. Meta-Analysis

The intersection of GW astronomy and DL has unfurled
a vibrant tapestry of research, where the threads of data
and scholarly publications weave a narrative of a field
in perpetual evolution. Our meta-analysis, encapsulated
in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, endeavors to navigate through this
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Figure 10. Evolving perspectives on the Hubble tension. This chart illustrates the varied estimates of the Hubble constant,
highlighting the ongoing Hubble tension. It compares values obtained from the cosmic micro background (CMB), Cepheid
variables (blue), and the Tip of the Red Giant Branch (TRGB) method (red). The divergence between CMB and Cepheid
results, ranging from 67 ∼ 74 km · s−1 ·Mpc−1 with TRGB in the middle findings intersecting, underscores the complexities and
challenges in resolving the Hubble tension. Adapted from Ref. [206].

intricate weave, offering a synthesized view that melds
quantitative analysis with a contemplative exploration of
the journey thus far.

Fig. 2 unfolds a dual narrative: one of burgeoning data
and the other of an escalating volume of research. The
graph delineates the trajectory of the average training
dataset size alongside the annual proliferation of papers,
either published or pre-published on platforms like arXiv.
This visual narrative, while ostensibly a testament to the
field’s quantitative growth, also subtly underscores the
symbiotic relationship between data and research output.
The burgeoning datasets not only fuel the development
and refinement of DL models but also inspire a cascade
of research endeavors, exploring novel methodologies and
applications in the GW domain.

In this narrative, each data point is not merely a statisti-
cal marker but a milestone, indicative of the community’s
collective endeavors, challenges encountered, and the inno-
vative solutions that ensued. The escalating dataset sizes
reflect the technological advancements in GW detectors

and data processing methodologies, while the swelling
volume of publications mirrors the expanding research
community and the diversification of research themes and
methodologies. Each slice of the donut in Fig. 3 repre-
sents a distinct subdomain, waveform modeling, signal
detection, parameter estimation, and more. These slices,
while categorically distinct, are part of a cohesive whole,
symbolizing the interconnectedness of various research
areas within the GW and AI intersection. The size of each
slice not only quantifies the volume of research dedicated
to each subdomain but also subtly hints at the unique
challenges and the potential impact of breakthroughs in
these areas. This meta-analysis, while offering a retro-
spective view, also casts a speculative glance towards the
future. The trends indicated in Fig. 2 are not merely
historical data but potential predictors of future trajecto-
ries, offering insights that could guide resource allocation,
research focus, and collaborative efforts in the coming
years. In synthesizing this decade-long journey, our meta-
analysis aspires to serve as both a reflective repository
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Figure 11. GW signal forecasting. This figure illustrates
the forecasting of the GW signal from BBH. The green line
represents the template, and the orange line represents the
forecasted signal.

and a strategic guide, anchoring past endeavors while
subtly steering the research community towards future
horizons, where the entwined paths of GW astronomy
and DL continue to unravel new realms of possibilities
and discoveries.

B. Waveform Forecasting

GW astronomy has ushered in a new era of under-
standing the universe, with waveform modeling playing
a pivotal role in deciphering the signals from astrophys-
ical cataclysms. Waveform forecasting, a subset of this
modeling, focuses on predicting the evolution of these
waveforms (Fig. 11), especially in scenarios where only a
fragment of the waveform is known or computationally
feasible to generate.

The importance of efficient waveform modeling cannot
be overstated. Traditional waveform modeling, particu-
larly for systems exhibiting higher modes or precession,
demands significant computational resources [136]. The
ability to forecast a waveform, rather than compute it in
its entirety, offers a promising avenue to mitigate these
computational challenges [213]. As the GW community
moves towards real-time detections, the need for rapid
template generation becomes essential [214]. Waveform
forecasting can expedite this process, ensuring that poten-
tial GW events are not missed during live observations.
Some astrophysical systems present intricate waveforms
that are computationally intensive to model [215]. Fore-
casting provides a mechanism to capture the essence of
these systems, offering a balance between accuracy and
computational feasibility.

While traditional methods have laid the groundwork
for waveform forecasting, they come with inherent limita-
tions, especially when dealing with complex astrophysical
systems [216]. Enter DL. Drawing inspiration from its
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Figure 12. GW signal imputation. This figure illustrates
the inpainting of the GW data gap. The green line represents
the template, and the orange line represents the impainted
signal.

successes in other domains, particularly sequence forecast-
ing, DL holds the promise of revolutionizing waveform
forecasting in GW astronomy [217]. The potential ben-
efits include enhanced accuracy, reduced computational
overhead, and the ability to handle a broader range of
astrophysical systems.

However, the journey of integrating DL into waveform
forecasting is not without challenges. The complexity of
GW signals, the omnipresent detector noise, and the need
for vast training datasets to train robust models are but
a few of the hurdles to overcome [56].

In conclusion, as we stand on the cusp of a new fron-
tier in GW astronomy, the symbiosis between DL and
waveform forecasting is poised to play a transformative
role. Collaborative efforts between the AI and GW com-
munities will be instrumental in navigating this exciting
journey ahead.

C. Gap Imputation

In the realm of time series data analysis, especially
when dealing with time series data, the presence of gaps
or missing data points can pose significant challenges [218].
These gaps can arise due to a myriad of reasons, from
instrumental downtime to environmental disturbances or
even data transmission issues [219]. GW data, with its
intricate patterns and crucial reliance on continuity, is no
exception to this challenge [220].

GW observations, by their nature, require continuous
and uninterrupted data streams for accurate detection
and analysis [221]. Any gaps in this data can lead to
missed detections or, worse, misinterpretations of poten-
tial events (Fig. 12). Traditional methods employed in
other fields to address missing data, such as linear in-
terpolation or mean imputation, often fall short when
applied to the complexities of GW signals [222]. These
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methods, while simple, may not capture the intricate pat-
terns and dependencies inherent in GW data, leading to
inaccuracies [223, 224].

Enter DL, a paradigm that has shown remarkable suc-
cess in various domains, including gap imputation in time
series data [225]. DL models, with their ability to learn
and capture intricate patterns in data, hold significant
promise for addressing the gap imputation challenge in
GW data [226]. The potential benefits are manifold, from
improved accuracy in imputation to the capability to
handle large gaps that traditional methods might strug-
gle with. However, the application of DL to GW data
for gap imputation is not without its challenges. The
non-stationary nature of GW data, combined with the
omnipresent noise, necessitates careful consideration and
design of DL models. Additionally, it is essential to en-
sure that the integration of imputed data does not lead
to biases or inaccuracies in further analytical processes.

In conclusion, while DL offers a promising avenue for
gap imputation in GW data, the field is ripe for research
and exploration. Collaborative efforts between the AI
and GW communities could pave the way for innovative
solutions, ensuring that our observations of the universe
remain as accurate and uninterrupted as possible.

D. Multi-Modality
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Figure 13. Multi-modal representation of GW data
for large AI model training. This figure showcases a
comprehensive analysis framework combining time series data,
spectrogram visualizations, and physical parameters. The
time series plot captures the temporal dynamics of the GW
signals, while the spectrogram provides a frequency-based
perspective. The inclusion of physical parameters, such as
mass and spin, offers a deeper understanding of the intrinsic
physical properties.

The realm of AI, particularly in the domain of DL, has

witnessed a surge in the exploration and application of
multi-modal techniques [227, 228]. These techniques har-
ness information from multiple data sources or modalities,
aiming to provide a more comprehensive understanding
of the underlying phenomena. In many AI applications,
multi-modality has proven to be transformative. For in-
stance, in medical imaging, combining visual data from
MRI scans with textual patient records has enhanced
diagnostic accuracy and predictive modeling [229]. Simi-
larly, in natural language processing, the fusion of textual,
auditory, and visual cues in multi-modal sentiment anal-
ysis models has led to more nuanced and context-aware
interpretations [230].

GW astronomy, while primarily reliant on signal data,
has the potential to benefit from a multi-modal approach.
Consider the richness of information available: beyond
the GW signals, there are electromagnetic signals, neu-
trino observations, and more [231]. Each modality offers a
unique perspective on astrophysical events. While current
GW analyses have not yet integrated such diverse data
streams, the success of multi-modal techniques in other
AI domains suggests potential avenues for exploration.
One can envision a future where GW detections are en-
hanced by concurrent observations from electromagnetic
or neutrino observatories [232]. DL models, adept at
handling multi-modal data, could be trained to extract
features from each modality and then fuse these features
to improve event characterization, source localization, and
parameter estimation.

However, the integration of multi-modal data in GW
analysis is not without challenges. The synchronization of
data streams, the handling of disparate data resolutions
and formats, and the development of fusion techniques
tailored to the specificities of GW events are all areas
that would require meticulous research and innovation
(Fig. 13). Yet, the potential rewards are significant. A
successful multi-modal approach could provide a more
holistic view of astrophysical events, bridging gaps in our
understanding and opening new frontiers in GW astron-
omy.

E. Interpretability

Interpretability in machine learning has garnered signif-
icant attention [233], especially when models are applied
to complex scientific domains [234]. In the realm of GW
analysis, understanding the decision-making process of
models is not just a luxury but a necessity. This en-
sures that the predictions and insights derived are both
reliable and scientifically meaningful. GW signals, with
their intricate patterns and the profound astrophysical
phenomena they represent, pose a unique challenge for
DL models. While these models can achieve impressive
performance metrics, deciphering their decision-making
process in the context of such complex signals remains a
formidable task.

Recent works have made strides in bridging this inter-
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Figure 14. Interpretability showcase of the pretrained
large AI model in GW waveform prediction. This figure
features a colored mesh representing the attention map of the
transformer model, which highlights the weights the model fo-
cuses on during analysis. The blue lines in the left and bottom
panels show the input GW waveforms. The red line illustrates
the waveform predicted by the model. The attention map
demonstrates the model’s capability for accurately modeling
and forecasting gravitational wave signals. Adapted from Ref.
[56].

pretability gap. For instance, Khan et al. [55] delved into

creating models that not only detect but also elucidate
the characteristics of GW signals. Similarly, the studies
by Shi et al. [56], Zhao et al. [65] have contributed to
enhancing the transparency of models, especially Trans-
formers, ensuring that their predictions can be traced back
to understandable reasoning. An interpretable model in
GW analysis offers more than just reliable predictions
(see Fig. 14). It provides a window into the astrophysical
processes that generate these ripples in spacetime. By
understanding how a model discerns between different
types of signals, researchers can gain deeper insights into
the astrophysical events behind these waves, potentially
unlocking new facets of our universe.

As the field progresses, there’s a palpable need for
more research dedicated to enhancing interpretability.
The fusion of traditional astrophysical knowledge with
transparent machine learning models holds the promise
of richer, more profound insights into the cosmos.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The research was supported by the Peng Cheng Lab-
oratory and by Peng Cheng Laboratory Cloud-Brain.
This work was also supported in part by the Na-
tional Key Research and Development Program of China
Grant No. 2021YFC2203001 and in part by the NSFC
(No. 11920101003 and No. 12021003). Z.C was supported
by the “Interdisciplinary Research Funds of Beijing Nor-
mal University” and CAS Project for Young Scientists in
Basic Research YSBR-006.

[1] F. Schroff, D. Kalenichenko, and J. Philbin, in Proceed-
ings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR) (IEEE, Boston, MA, USA,
2015).

[2] Seamless Communication, “SeamlessM4T—massively
multilingual & multimodal machine translation,” (2023).

[3] OpenAI, GPT-4 Technical Report, Tech. Rep. (OpenAI,
2023) arXiv:2303.08774.

[4] H. Touvron, L. Martin, K. Stone, P. Albert, A. Alma-
hairi, Y. Babaei, N. Bashlykov, S. Batra, P. Bhargava,
S. Bhosale, et al., “Llama 2: Open foundation and fine-
tuned chat models,” (2023), arXiv:2307.09288.

[5] M. Stinger, AI Poetry: Artificially Generated Poems
Written by the Latest in AI Technology (Independently
published, 2023).

[6] J. Copet, F. Kreuk, I. Gat, T. Remez, D. Kant, G. Syn-
naeve, Y. Adi, and A. Défossez, “Simple and Controllable
Music Generation,” (2023), arXiv:2306.05284.

[7] G. Eysenbach, JMIR Med. Educ. 9, e46885 (2023).
[8] Y. Djenouri, A. Belhadi, G. Srivastava, and J. C.-W.

Lin, Future Gener Comput Syst 139, 100 (2023).
[9] H. Wang, T. Fu, Y. Du, W. Gao, K. Huang, Z. Liu,

P. Chandak, S. Liu, P. Van Katwyk, A. Deac, et al.,
Nature 620, 47 (2023).

[10] B. A. Olshausen and D. J. Field, Nature 381, 607 (1996).

[11] C. V. Theodoris, L. Xiao, A. Chopra, M. D. Chaffin,
Z. R. Al Sayed, M. C. Hill, H. Mantineo, E. M. Brydon,
Z. Zeng, X. S. Liu, et al., Nature 618, 616 (2023).

[12] A. Suwardi, F. Wang, K. Xue, M.-Y. Han, P. Teo,
P. Wang, S. Wang, Y. Liu, E. Ye, Z. Li, et al., Adv.
Mater. 34, 2102703 (2022).

[13] J. Jumper, R. Evans, A. Pritzel, T. Green, M. Fig-
urnov, O. Ronneberger, K. Tunyasuvunakool, R. Bates,
A. Žídek, A. Potapenko, et al., Nature 596, 583 (2021).

[14] The LIGO Scientific Collaboration and The Virgo Col-
laboration, B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott,
F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Ad-
desso, R. X. Adhikari, et al., Nature 551, 85 (2017).

[15] S. Lucci, S. M. Musa, and D. Kopec, Artificial Intelli-
gence in the 21st Century , 3rd ed. (Mercury Learning
and Information, Duxbury, 2022).

[16] D. Reitze, A. Lazzarin, and B. O’Reilly, LIGO-Virgo
Cumulative Event/Candidate Rate Plot O1-O3 , Tech.
Rep. LIGO-G1901322-v25 (LIGO, 2020).

[17] W. L. Freedman, Astrophys. J 919, 16 (2021).
[18] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Abernathy,

F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso,
R. X. Adhikari, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 241103
(2016).

[19] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, F. Acernese,

https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/html/Schroff_FaceNet_A_Unified_2015_CVPR_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/html/Schroff_FaceNet_A_Unified_2015_CVPR_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_cvpr_2015/html/Schroff_FaceNet_A_Unified_2015_CVPR_paper.html
https://scontent-sjc3-1.xx.fbcdn.net/v/t39.2365-6/369747868_602316515432698_2401716319310287708_n.pdf?_nc_cat=106&ccb=1-7&_nc_sid=3c67a6&_nc_ohc=04gXolhCTRsAX9Q8YOM&_nc_ht=scontent-sjc3-1.xx&oh=00_AfAymjZK8OwjGiFp8L4hlSU07pzF90PjHQBgHZhoPpEYAw&oe=64FC6039
https://scontent-sjc3-1.xx.fbcdn.net/v/t39.2365-6/369747868_602316515432698_2401716319310287708_n.pdf?_nc_cat=106&ccb=1-7&_nc_sid=3c67a6&_nc_ohc=04gXolhCTRsAX9Q8YOM&_nc_ht=scontent-sjc3-1.xx&oh=00_AfAymjZK8OwjGiFp8L4hlSU07pzF90PjHQBgHZhoPpEYAw&oe=64FC6039
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08774
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.09288
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.05284
https://doi.org/10.2196/46885
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.future.2022.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06221-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/381607a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06139-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202102703
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202102703
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03819-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24471
https://www.merclearning.com/titles/Artificial_Intelligence_in_the_21st_Century_Third%20Edition.html
https://www.merclearning.com/titles/Artificial_Intelligence_in_the_21st_Century_Third%20Edition.html
https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-G1901322/public
https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-G1901322/public
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac0e95
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103


18

K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. X.
Adhikari, V. B. Adya, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 141101
(2017).

[20] D. Davis and M. Walker, Galaxies 10, 12 (2022).
[21] N. Yunes, M. C. Miller, and K. Yagi, Nat Rev Phys 4,

237 (2022).
[22] The LIGO Scientific Collaboration, The Virgo Collab-

oration, The KAGRA Collaboration, R. Abbott, T. D.
Abbott, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, N. Adhikari,
R. X. Adhikari, et al., “GWTC-3: Compact Binary Co-
alescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the
Second Part of the Third Observing Run,” (2021),
arXiv:2111.03606.

[23] H. Wang, Z. Cao, Y. Zhou, Z.-K. Guo, and Z. Ren, Big
Data Min. Anal. 5, 53 (2022).

[24] Z. Ren, H. Wang, Y. Zhou, Z.-K. Guo, and Z. Cao,
“Intelligent noise suppression for gravitational wave ob-
servational data,” (2022), arXiv:2212.14283.

[25] T. Adams, D. Buskulic, V. Germain, G. M. Guidi,
F. Marion, M. Montani, B. Mours, F. Piergiovanni, and
G. Wang, Class. Quantum Gravity 33, 175012 (2016).

[26] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Abernathy,
F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso,
R. X. Adhikari, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061102
(2016).

[27] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Aber-
nathy, et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo
Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 221101 (2016).

[28] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Abernathy,
F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso,
R. X. Adhikari, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 131103
(2016).

[29] The LIGO Scientific Collaboration, J. Aasi, B. P. Abbott,
R. Abbott, T. Abbott, et al., Class. Quantum Gravity
32, 074001 (2015).

[30] F. Acernese, M. Agathos, K. Agatsuma, D. Aisa, et al.,
Class. Quantum Gravity 32, 024001 (2015).

[31] D. V. Martynov, E. D. Hall, B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott,
T. D. Abbott, C. Adams, R. X. Adhikari, R. A. Anderson,
S. B. Anderson, K. Arai, et al., Phys. Rev. D 93, 112004
(2016), arXiv:1604.00439.

[32] D. Davis, B. Hughey, T. Massinger, L. Nuttall, A. Stu-
ver, and J. Zweizig, Data Quality Vetoes Applied to the
Analysis of LIGO Data from the Third Observing Run,
Tech. Rep. LIGO-T2100045-v2 (LIGO, 2021).

[33] K. Mogushi, Reduction of Transient Noise Artifacts in
Gravitational-Wave Data Using Deep Learning , Tech.
Rep. LIGO-P2100159 (LIGO, 2021) arXiv:2105.10522.

[34] F. Matichard, B. Lantz, R. Mittleman, et al., Class.
Quantum Gravity 32, 185003 (2015).

[35] S. Bose, A. Pai, and S. Dhurandhar, Int. J. Mod. Phys.
D 09, 325 (2000), arXiv:gr-qc/0002010.

[36] T. Zhao, Z. Cao, C.-Y. Lin, and H.-J. Yo, in Handbook
of Gravitational Wave Astronomy , edited by C. Bambi,
S. Katsanevas, and K. D. Kokkotas (Springer Singapore,
Singapore, 2020) pp. 1347–1376.

[37] L. S. Finn, Phys. Rev. D 46, 5236 (1992).
[38] E. Poisson and C. M. Will, Phys. Rev. D 52, 848 (1995).
[39] S. A. Usman, A. H. Nitz, I. W. Harry, C. M. Biwer,

D. A. Brown, M. Cabero, C. D. Capano, T. D. Canton,
T. Dent, S. Fairhurst, et al., Class. Quantum Gravity
33, 215004 (2016).

[40] K. Cannon, S. Caudill, C. Chan, B. Cousins, J. D.
Creighton, B. Ewing, H. Fong, P. Godwin, C. Hanna,

S. Hooper, et al., SoftwareX 14, 100680 (2021).
[41] R. Essick, P. Godwin, C. Hanna, L. Blackburn, and

E. Katsavounidis, Mach. Learn.: Sci. Technol. 2, 015004
(2020).

[42] P. Jaranowski and A. Królak, Living Rev. Relativ. 15, 4
(2012).

[43] A. Bohé, L. Shao, A. Taracchini, A. Buonanno, S. Babak,
I. W. Harry, I. Hinder, S. Ossokine, M. Pürrer, V. Ray-
mond, et al., Phys. Rev. D 95, 044028 (2017).

[44] V. Varma, S. E. Field, M. A. Scheel, J. Blackman, L. E.
Kidder, and H. P. Pfeiffer, Phys. Rev. D 99, 064045
(2019).

[45] G. Ashton, M. Hübner, P. D. Lasky, C. Talbot, K. Ack-
ley, S. Biscoveanu, Q. Chu, A. Divakarla, P. J. Easter,
B. Goncharov, et al., Astrophys. J. Suppl. Ser. 241, 27
(2019).

[46] M. Dax, S. R. Green, J. Gair, J. H. Macke, A. Buonanno,
and B. Schölkopf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 241103 (2021).

[47] P. B. Covas, A. Effler, E. Goetz, P. M. Meyers, A. Neun-
zert, M. Oliver, B. L. Pearlstone, V. J. Roma, R. M. S.
Schofield, V. B. Adya, et al., Phys. Rev. D 97, 082002
(2018).

[48] E. A. Huerta and Z. Zhao, in Handbook of Gravitational
Wave Astronomy , edited by C. Bambi, S. Katsanevas,
and K. D. Kokkotas (Springer Singapore, Singapore,
2021) pp. 1793–1820.

[49] E. Cuoco, A. Iess, F. Morawski, and M. Razzano, in
Handbook of Gravitational Wave Astronomy , edited by
C. Bambi, S. Katsanevas, and K. D. Kokkotas (Springer
Singapore, Singapore, 2020) pp. 1769–1792.

[50] V. Benedetto, F. Gissi, G. Ciaparrone, and L. Troiano,
Appl. Sci. 13, 9886 (2023).

[51] E. A. Huerta, A. Khan, X. Huang, M. Tian, M. Levental,
R. Chard, W. Wei, M. Heflin, D. S. Katz, V. Kindratenko,
et al., Nat Astron 5, 1062 (2021), arXiv:2012.08545.

[52] C. Ma, W. Wang, H. Wang, and Z. Cao, Phys. Rev. D
105, 083013 (2022), arXiv:2204.12058.

[53] J. McGinn, C. Messenger, M. J. Williams, and I. S. Heng,
Class. Quantum Gravity 38, 155005 (2021).

[54] C.-H. Liao and F.-L. Lin, Phys. Rev. D 103, 124051
(2021).

[55] A. Khan, E. A. Huerta, and H. Zheng, Phys. Rev. D
105, 024024 (2022).

[56] R. Shi, Y. Zhou, T. Zhao, Z. Cao, and Z. Ren, “Compact
Binary Systems Waveform Generation with Generative
Pre-trained Transformer,” (2023), arXiv:2310.20172.

[57] V. Varma, D. Gerosa, L. C. Stein, F. Hébert, and
H. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 011101 (2019).

[58] V. Varma, S. E. Field, M. A. Scheel, J. Blackman,
D. Gerosa, L. C. Stein, L. E. Kidder, and H. P. Pfeiffer,
Phys. Rev. Res. 1, 033015 (2019), arXiv:1905.09300.

[59] T. Islam, S. E. Field, S. A. Hughes, G. Khanna,
V. Varma, M. Giesler, M. A. Scheel, L. E. Kidder, and
H. P. Pfeiffer, Phys. Rev. D 106, 104025 (2022).

[60] P. Godwin, Low-Latency Statistical Data Quality in the
Era of Multi-Messenger Astronomy, Ph.D. thesis, The
Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA, USA
(2020).

[61] M. Zevin, S. Coughlin, S. Bahaadini, E. Besler, N. Ro-
hani, S. Allen, M. Cabero, K. Crowston, A. K. Katsagge-
los, S. L. Larson, et al., Class. Quantum Gravity 34,
064003 (2017).

[62] L. Vazsonyi and D. Davis, Class. Quantum Gravity 40,
035008 (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.141101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.141101
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies10010012
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-022-00420-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-022-00420-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03606
https://doi.org/10.26599/BDMA.2021.9020018
https://doi.org/10.26599/BDMA.2021.9020018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.14283
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/17/175012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.221101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.131103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.131103
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/2/024001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.112004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.112004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.00439
https://dcc.ligo.org/P1500238/public
https://dcc.ligo.org/P1500238/public
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10522
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10522
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10522
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/18/185003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/18/185003
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271800000360
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271800000360
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0002010
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4702-7_34-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4702-7_34-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.5236
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.848
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/21/215004
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/21/215004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2021.100680
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abab5f
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abab5f
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2012-4
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2012-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.044028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064045
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064045
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab06fc
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab06fc
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.241103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.082002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.082002
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4702-7_47-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4702-7_47-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-4702-7_46-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13179886
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-021-01405-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08545
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.12058
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac09cc
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.124051
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.124051
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.024024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.024024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.20172
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.011101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09300
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.104025
https://etda.libraries.psu.edu/catalog/18137pjg220
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa5cea
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa5cea
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acafd2
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acafd2


19

[63] M. Razzano and E. Cuoco, Class. Quantum Gravity 35,
095016 (2018), arXiv:1803.09933.

[64] W. Wei and E. A. Huerta, Phys. Lett. B 800, 135081
(2020), arXiv:1901.00869.

[65] T. Zhao, R. Lyu, H. Wang, Z. Cao, and Z. Ren, Commun
Phys 6, 212 (2023).

[66] D. George and E. A. Huerta, Phys. Lett. B 778, 64
(2018), arXiv:1711.03121.

[67] D. George and E. A. Huerta, Phys. Rev. D 97, 044039
(2018), arXiv:1701.00008.

[68] H. Gabbard, M. Williams, F. Hayes, and C. Messenger,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 141103 (2018), arXiv:1712.06041.

[69] H. Wang, Z. Cao, X. Liu, S. Wu, and J.-Y. Zhu, Phys.
Rev. D 101, 104003 (2020), arXiv:1909.13442.

[70] W.-H. Ruan, H. Wang, C. Liu, and Z.-K. Guo, Phys.
Lett. B 841, 137904 (2023).

[71] X.-T. Zhang, C. Messenger, N. Korsakova, M. L. Chan,
Y.-M. Hu, and J.-d. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 105, 123027
(2022).

[72] T. Zhao, Y. Zhou, R. Shi, Z. Cao, and Z. Ren,
“DECODE: Dilated COnvolutional neural network
for Detecting Extreme-mass-ratio inspirals,” (2023),
arXiv:2308.16422.

[73] Q. Yun, W.-B. Han, Y.-Y. Guo, H. Wang, and M. Du,
“Detecting extreme-mass-ratio inspirals for space-borne
detectors with deep learning,” (2023), arXiv:2309.06694.

[74] C. Dreissigacker, R. Sharma, C. Messenger, R. Zhao,
and R. Prix, Phys. Rev. D 100, 044009 (2019).

[75] C. Dreissigacker and R. Prix, Phys. Rev. D 102, 022005
(2020).

[76] B. Beheshtipour and M. A. Papa, Phys. Rev. D 101,
064009 (2020).

[77] B. Beheshtipour and M. A. Papa, Phys. Rev. D 103,
064027 (2021).

[78] M. Falxa, S. Babak, and M. Le Jeune, Phys. Rev. D 107,
022008 (2023).

[79] A. Khan, E. A. Huerta, and A. Das, Phys. Lett. B 808,
135628 (2020), arXiv:2004.09524.

[80] P. G. Krastev, K. Gill, V. A. Villar, and E. Berger, Phys.
Lett. B 815, 136161 (2021).

[81] M. Dax, S. R. Green, J. Gair, M. Deistler, B. Schölkopf,
and J. H. Macke, in International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations (ICLR) (OpenReview.net, Virtual,
2022).

[82] M. Dax, S. R. Green, J. Gair, M. Pürrer, J. Wildberger,
J. H. Macke, A. Buonanno, and B. Schölkopf, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 130, 171403 (2023).

[83] I. Liodis, E. Smirniotis, and N. Stergioulas, “A neural-
network-based surrogate model for the properties of neu-
tron stars in 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity,” (2023),
arXiv:2309.03991.

[84] S. Bhagwat and C. Pacilio, Phys. Rev. D 104, 024030
(2021).

[85] F. Stachurski, C. Messenger, and M. Hendry, “Cosmologi-
cal Inference using Gravitational Waves and Normalising
Flows,” (2023), arXiv:2310.13405.

[86] Y. Fujimoto, K. Fukushima, and K. Murase, Phys. Rev.
D 101, 054016 (2020).

[87] F. Morawski and M. Bejger, Astron. Astrophys. 642,
A78 (2020).

[88] M. C. Edwards, Phys. Rev. D 103, 024025 (2021).
[89] A. Krizhevsky, I. Sutskever, and G. E. Hinton, in

Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), Vol. 25, edited by F. Pereira, C. J. C. Burges,

L. Bottou, and K. Q. Weinberger (Curran Associates,
Inc., Lake Tahoe, NV, USA, 2012).

[90] K. Simonyan and A. Zisserman, in 3rd International
Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), edited
by Y. Bengio and Y. LeCun (Computational and Bio-
logical Learning Society, San Diego, CA, USA, 2015) pp.
1–14, arXiv:1409.1556.

[91] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, in 2016 IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR) (IEEE, Las Vegas, NV, USA, 2016) pp. 770–778.

[92] K. Cho, B. van Merrienboer, Ç. Gülçehre, D. Bahdanau,
F. Bougares, H. Schwenk, and Y. Bengio, in Proceedings
of the 2014 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural
Language Processing (EMNLP), edited by A. Moschitti,
B. Pang, and W. Daelemans (ACL, Doha, Qatar, 2014)
pp. 1724–1734.

[93] A. van den Oord, S. Dieleman, H. Zen, K. Simonyan,
O. Vinyals, A. Graves, N. Kalchbrenner, A. Senior, and
K. Kavukcuoglu, in Proc. 9th ISCA Workshop on Speech
Synthesis Workshop (SSW 9) (ISCA, Sunnyvale, CA,
USA, 2016) p. 125, arXiv:1609.03499.

[94] G. E. Hinton and R. R. Salakhutdinov, Science 313, 504
(2006).

[95] D. Ganguli, D. Hernandez, L. Lovitt, A. Askell, Y. Bai,
A. Chen, T. Conerly, N. Dassarma, D. Drain, N. Elhage,
et al., in 2022 ACM Conference on Fairness, Accountabil-
ity, and Transparency (ACM, Seoul, Republic of Korea,
2022) pp. 1747–1764.

[96] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu,
D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio,
in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), Vol. 27, edited by Z. Ghahramani, M. Welling,
C. Cortes, N. Lawrence, and K. Weinberger (Curran As-
sociates, Inc., Montreal, Canada, 2014).

[97] C. Bowles, L. Chen, R. Guerrero, P. Bentley, R. N. Gunn,
A. Hammers, D. A. Dickie, M. del C. Valdés Hernández,
J. M. Wardlaw, and D. Rueckert, “GAN augmentation:
Augmenting training data using generative adversarial
networks,” (2018), arXiv:1810.10863.

[98] K. Shmelkov, C. Schmid, and K. Alahari, in Proceed-
ings of the European Conference on Computer Vision
((ECCV)) (Springer, Munich, Germany, 2018) pp. 213–
229.

[99] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, in 2nd International
Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), edited
by Y. Bengio and Y. LeCun (OpenReview.net, Banff,
AB, Canada, 2014).

[100] D. Rezende and S. Mohamed, in Proceedings of the 32nd
International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML),
Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, Vol. 37,
edited by F. Bach and D. Blei (PMLR, Lille, France,
2015) pp. 1530–1538.

[101] J. Ho, A. Jain, and P. Abbeel, in Advances in Neural In-
formation Processing Systems (NeurIPS), Vol. 33, edited
by H. Larochelle, M. Ranzato, R. Hadsell, M. Balcan,
and H. Lin (Curran Associates, Inc., Vancouver, Canada,
2020) pp. 6840–6851.

[102] Y. Cao, S. Li, Y. Liu, Z. Yan, Y. Dai, P. S. Yu, and
L. Sun, “A Comprehensive Survey of AI-Generated Con-
tent (AIGC): A History of Generative AI from GAN to
ChatGPT,” (2023), arXiv:2303.04226.

[103] J. Xiang, J. Yang, Y. Deng, and X. Tong, in Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision (ICCV) (IEEE, Paris, France, 2023) pp. 2195–

https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aab793
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aab793
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09933
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135081
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.00869
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-023-01334-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-023-01334-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03121
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.044039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.044039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.00008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.141103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06041
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.104003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.104003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13442
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.137904
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.137904
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123027
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.16422
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06694
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.044009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.022005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.022005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.064009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.064009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.064027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.064027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.022008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.022008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135628
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135628
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09524
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136161
https://openreview.net/forum?id=u6s8dSporO8
https://openreview.net/forum?id=u6s8dSporO8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.171403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.171403
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.03991
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.024030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.024030
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.13405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.054016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.054016
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038130
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038130
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024025
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2012/file/c399862d3b9d6b76c8436e924a68c45b-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2012/file/c399862d3b9d6b76c8436e924a68c45b-Paper.pdf
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:60713f18-a6d1-4d97-8f45-b60ad8aebbce/files/m8c05832586c47c4e0f88fd58ebd22c0d
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:60713f18-a6d1-4d97-8f45-b60ad8aebbce/files/m8c05832586c47c4e0f88fd58ebd22c0d
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.1556
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2016.90
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2016.90
https://doi.org/10.1109/CVPR.2016.90
https://doi.org/10.3115/v1/d14-1179
https://doi.org/10.3115/v1/d14-1179
https://doi.org/10.3115/v1/d14-1179
https://www.isca-speech.org/archive/ssw_2016/vandenoord16_ssw.html
https://www.isca-speech.org/archive/ssw_2016/vandenoord16_ssw.html
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.03499
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1127647
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1127647
https://doi.org/10.1145/3531146.3533229
https://doi.org/10.1145/3531146.3533229
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2014/file/5ca3e9b122f61f8f06494c97b1afccf3-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2014/file/5ca3e9b122f61f8f06494c97b1afccf3-Paper.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10863
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/html/Konstantin_Shmelkov_How_good_is_ECCV_2018_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/html/Konstantin_Shmelkov_How_good_is_ECCV_2018_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content_ECCV_2018/html/Konstantin_Shmelkov_How_good_is_ECCV_2018_paper.html
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6114
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v37/rezende15.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v37/rezende15.html
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/4c5bcfec8584af0d967f1ab10179ca4b-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2020/file/4c5bcfec8584af0d967f1ab10179ca4b-Paper.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04226
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/html/Xiang_GRAM-HD_3D-Consistent_Image_Generation_at_High_Resolution_with_Generative_Radiance_ICCV_2023_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/html/Xiang_GRAM-HD_3D-Consistent_Image_Generation_at_High_Resolution_with_Generative_Radiance_ICCV_2023_paper.html
https://openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2023/html/Xiang_GRAM-HD_3D-Consistent_Image_Generation_at_High_Resolution_with_Generative_Radiance_ICCV_2023_paper.html


20

2205.
[104] Y. Gao, Y. Zhou, J. Wang, X. Li, X. Ming, and Y. Lu,

in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) (IEEE,
Vancouver, Canada, 2023) pp. 5609–5619.

[105] J. Oppenlaender, in Proceedings of the 25th International
Academic Mindtrek Conference (ACM, Tampere Finland,
2022) pp. 192–202.

[106] S. Karnouskos, IEEE Trans. Technol. Soc. 1, 138 (2020).
[107] R. M. Geraci, Apocalyptic AI: Visions of heaven in

robotics, artificial intelligence, and virtual reality (Ox-
ford University Press, Oxford, UK, 2010).

[108] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit,
L. Jones, A. N. Gomez, Ł. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin,
in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), Vol. 30, edited by I. Guyon, U. V. Luxburg,
S. Bengio, H. Wallach, R. Fergus, S. Vishwanathan, and
R. Garnett (Curran Associates, Inc., Long Beach, CA,
USA, 2017).

[109] K. M. Choromanski, V. Likhosherstov, D. Dohan,
X. Song, A. Gane, T. Sarlos, P. Hawkins, J. Q. Davis,
A. Mohiuddin, L. Kaiser, et al., in International Con-
ference on Learning Representations (ICLR) (OpenRe-
view.net, Virtual, 2023).

[110] A. M. P. Brasoveanu and R. Andonie, in 2020 24th
International Conference Information Visualisation (IV)
(IEEE, Melbourne, Australia, 2020) pp. 270–279.

[111] S. Garg, D. Tsipras, P. Liang, and G. Valiant, in
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), edited by A. H. Oh, A. Agarwal, D. Bel-
grave, and K. Cho (Curran Associates, Inc., Virtual,
2022).

[112] T. Dao, “FlashAttention-2: Faster Attention with
Better Parallelism and Work Partitioning,” (2023),
arXiv:2307.08691.

[113] J. Devlin, M. Chang, K. Lee, and K. Toutanova, in Pro-
ceedings of the 2019 Conference of the North American
Chapter of the Association for Computational Linguis-
tics: Human Language Technologies, (NAACL-HLT),
edited by J. Burstein, C. Doran, and T. Solorio (Associ-
ation for Computational Linguistics, Minneapolis, MN,
USA, 2019) pp. 4171–4186.

[114] A. Radford, J. Wu, R. Child, D. Luan, D. Amodei,
and I. Sutskever, “Language models are unsupervised
multitask learners,” (2019).

[115] S. Karita, N. Chen, T. Hayashi, T. Hori, H. Inaguma,
Z. Jiang, M. Someki, N. E. Y. Soplin, R. Yamamoto,
X. Wang, et al., in 2019 IEEE Automatic Speech Recog-
nition and Understanding Workshop (ASRU) (2019) pp.
449–456.

[116] R. Ramamurthy, P. Ammanabrolu, K. Brantley, J. Hes-
sel, R. Sifa, C. Bauckhage, H. Hajishirzi, and Y. Choi, in
The Eleventh International Conference on Learning Rep-
resentations (ICLR) (OpenReview.net, Virtual, 2022).

[117] M. J. Mataric, in Machine Learning Proceedings 1994
(Elsevier, New Brunswick, NJ, USA, 1994) pp. 181–189.

[118] S. Griffith, K. Subramanian, J. Scholz, C. L. Isbell, and
A. L. Thomaz, in Advances in Neural Information Pro-
cessing Systems (NeurIPS), Vol. 26 (Curran Associates,
Inc., Lake Tahoe, NV, USA, 2013).

[119] Y. Gu, Y. Cheng, C. L. P. Chen, and X. Wang, IEEE
Trans. Syst., Man, Cybern., Syst. 52, 4600 (2022).

[120] K. Zhang, Z. Yang, and T. Başar, in Handbook of Re-
inforcement Learning and Control , Vol. 325, edited by

K. G. Vamvoudakis, Y. Wan, F. L. Lewis, and D. Can-
sever (Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2021)
pp. 321–384.

[121] F. Christianos, L. Schäfer, and S. Albrecht, in Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems, Vol. 33 (Cur-
ran Associates, Inc., Virtual, 2020) pp. 10707–10717.

[122] T. T. Nguyen, N. D. Nguyen, and S. Nahavandi, IIEEE
Trans. Cybern. 50, 3826 (2020).

[123] C.-M. Chan, W. Chen, Y. Su, J. Yu, W. Xue, S. Zhang,
J. Fu, and Z. Liu, “ChatEval: Towards Better LLM-
based Evaluators through Multi-Agent Debate,” (2023),
arXiv:2308.07201.

[124] Q. Wu, G. Bansal, J. Zhang, Y. Wu, B. Li, E. Zhu,
L. Jiang, X. Zhang, S. Zhang, J. Liu, et al., “AutoGen:
Enabling Next-Gen LLM Applications via Multi-Agent
Conversation,” (2023), arXiv:2308.08155.

[125] Y. Talebirad and A. Nadiri, “Multi-Agent Collabora-
tion: Harnessing the Power of Intelligent LLM Agents,”
(2023), arXiv:2306.03314.

[126] F. Pretorius, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 121101 (2005).
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