
Prepared for submission to JCAP

GW230529 181500: A Potential
Primordial Binary Black Hole Merger
in the Mass Gap

Qing-Guo Huang a,b,c,d Chen Yuan e Zu-Cheng
Chen f,g,∗ Lang Liu ,h,i,∗

aInstitute for Frontiers in Astronomy and Astrophysics, Beijing Normal University,
Beijing 102206, China

bCAS Key Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Institute of Theoretical Physics, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China

cSchool of Physical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, No. 19A
Yuquan Road, Beijing 100049, China

dSchool of Fundamental Physics and Mathematical Sciences, Hangzhou Institute for
Advanced Study, UCAS, Hangzhou 310024, China

eCENTRA, Departamento de F́ısica, Instituto Superior Técnico - IST, Universidade
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Abstract. During the fourth observing run of the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA detec-
tor network, the LIGO Livingston observatory detected a coalescing compact binary,
GW230529 181500, with component masses of 2.5-4.5M⊙ and 1.2-2.0M⊙ at the 90%
credible level. The gravitational-wave data alone is insufficient to determine whether
the components are neutron stars or black holes. In this paper, we propose that
GW230529 181500 originated from the merger of two primordial black holes (PBHs).
We estimate a merger rate of 5.0+47.0

−4.9 Gpc−3 yr−1 for compact binary coalescences with
properties similar to GW230529 181500. Assuming the source is a PBH-PBH merger,
GW230529 181500-like events lead to approximately 1.7+36.2

−1.5 × 10−3 of the dark mat-
ter in the form of PBHs. The required abundance of PBHs to explain this event
is consistent with existing upper limits derived from microlensing, cosmic microwave
background observations and the null detection of gravitational-wave background by
LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA.
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1 Introduction

The existence of a “lower mass gap” in the mass distribution of compact objects,
spanning approximately 3M⊙ to 5M⊙, has been proposed since the late 1990s [1–4].
This gap is thought to separate the heaviest neutron stars (NSs) from the lightest
stellar-mass astrophysical black holes (ABHs). However, recent observations of binary
systems through electromagnetic and gravitational waves (GWs) have uncovered po-
tential candidates with components falling within this mass gap. A notable example
is GW190814, where the secondary object’s mass was estimated with high confidence
to be between 2.50M⊙ and 2.67M⊙ [5], exceeding the heaviest known NS at the time
but below the expected ABH masses.

The recent detection of GW230529 181500 (hereafter referred to as GW230529)
by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) Collaboration presents an even more compelling
case [6]. With the primary mass estimated at around 3.6M⊙, GW230529 is the first bi-
nary candidate to have its primary component firmly within the lower mass gap. Based
on the current understanding of NS and ABH populations, the primary mass is consis-
tent with a black hole smaller than 5M⊙ at 99% probability. However, the possibility
that the primary component is an unusually heavy NS cannot be entirely dismissed,
with the probability potentially reaching a few percents under certain assumptions,
taking into account current knowledge from nuclear physics theory, experiments, and
astrophysical source populations [6]. The tidal deformability of the secondary object
in GW230529 remains unconstrained, and the constraints on the primary object’s tidal
deformability are consistent with both a black hole and an NS in this mass range, mak-
ing it difficult to conclusively determine the nature of the compact objects involved in
this binary system based solely on tidal effects [6].

The uncertain nature of the compact objects in GW230529 opens up intriguing
possibilities. One such possibility is that the binary components are primordial black
holes (PBHs), a distinct class of black holes that could populate the Universe alongside
ABHs, which could theoretically populate the lower mass gap. PBHs are hypothesized
to have formed in the early Universe through the gravitational collapse of overdense
regions [7–9]. Unlike stellar-mass ABHs that originate from stellar collapse, one of the
most striking features of PBHs is their potential to exist across an extensive range of
masses, including those within the lower mass gap and below. The study of PBHs has
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far-reaching implications for our understanding of the Universe [10–26]. Besides being
a compelling candidate for dark matter [27–29], PBHs could contribute to the GW
events observed by LVK collaboration [30, 31], offering a unique probe into their prop-
erties and abundance. Furthermore, PBHs might serve as the seeds for the formation
of galaxies and supermassive black holes [32–35], potentially reshaping our understand-
ing of cosmic structure formation. Moreover, the companion to the eccentric binary
millisecond pulsar, PSR J0514−4002E [36], can potentially be a PBH [37].

In this paper, we investigate whether the merger rate of GW230529 is compatible
with the existing upper limits on PBH abundance, thereby testing the hypothesis that
this event originated from a PBH binary coalescence. Our analysis aims to shed light on
the potential primordial nature of the compact objects involved in GW230529. The rest
of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we provide a comprehensive overview
of the merger rate of PBH binaries, laying the foundation for our investigation. In
Section 3, we present a detailed description of the data analysis methodology employed
in this study. Lastly, we summarise our conclusions and offer a discussion of the
implications in Section 4.

2 Merger rate of PBH binaries

PBHs can form binaries through several formation channels [30, 31, 38, 39]. In this
study, we focus on the formation channel of PBH binaries in the early Universe [38],
which is known to make a dominant contribution to the PBH merger rate [40]. This
approach neglects binary formation mechanisms in the late Universe, such as dynamical
captures and three-body interactions [41].

We assume that PBHs are initially randomly distributed, following a spatial Pois-
son distribution in the early Universe, a condition that holds when they decouple from
the cosmic background evolution [31, 38, 40]. Due to the gravitational torque exerted
by other PBHs, pairs of PBHs acquire angular momentum, ultimately leading to the
formation of a PBH binary upon decoupling from cosmic expansion. The binary then
undergoes gravitational radiation emission, potentially resulting in a merger GW event
detectable by GW detectors

The merger rate per unit volume at cosmic time t for PBHs within mass intervals
of (m1,m1 + dm1) and (m2,m2 + dm2) is defined as R(t,m1,m2)dm1dm2 in units of
Gpc−3 yr−1. The merger rate density of a PBH binary at cosmic time t is expressed
as [42–45]

R(t,m1,m2) =
1.6× 106

Gpc3 yr

(
t

t0

)− 34
37

f
53
37
PBHη

− 34
37

(
M

M⊙

)− 32
37

P (m1)P (m2)S[P (m), fPBH,M ],

(2.1)

where t0 is the present cosmic time, M = m1 +m2 is the total mass, η ≡ m1m2/M
2,

fPBH = Ωpbh/Ωm is the total fraction of dark matter in PBHs, and the suppression
factor S[P (m), fPBH,M ] which is given by Ref. [45] takes into account the influence
of the surrounding smooth matter component on binary formation and the potential
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disruption of the binary system by PBHs. The contribution of hierarchical mergers [46]
has been neglected, given its subdominance as constrained by the GW observations [47,
48]. Additionally, the total merger rate can be obtained by integrating the component
masses as

R(t) =

∫
R(t,m1,m2) dm1 dm2. (2.2)

The cosmic time t and redshift z are related by

t(z) =

∫ ∞

z

dz′

H(z′)(1 + z′)
, (2.3)

where H(z) is the Hubble parameter. Contributions from radiation and neutrinos
are neglected, given the limited sensitivity of current ground-based GW detectors to
a small redshift range. When converting between luminosity distances, times, and
redshifts, we adopt the best-fit cosmological model of Planck 2018 [49].

To constrain the PBH scenario, one must place some a priori constraints on the
form of the PBH mass function, P (m). The form of the mass function is sensitive to
the details of PBH formation. We use a Gaussian PBH mass function that is defined
by [50]

P (m) =
1√
2πσ

exp

(
−(m−Mc)

2

2σ2

)
, (2.4)

where Mc is the median mass and σ characterizes the width of the mass distribution.
A PBH population with a Gaussian mass function provides a good approximation of
the enhanced primordial power spectrum [51]. Such enhancement can be generated by
scenarios such as ultra-slow-roll inflation [52, 53] or multi-field inflation [54, 55], which
generate the necessary enhancement in the power spectrum to form PBHs. These
scenarios deviate from the standard slow-roll approximation and require at least three
parameters, {fPBH,Mc, σ}, to model the binary merger rate.

3 Methodology

The merger rate density, R(θ|Λ), as defined in Eq. (2.1), is expressed in the source
frame. However, to perform the analysis, it is necessary to transform the merger rate
density into the detector frame, Rpop(θ|Λ), by

Rpop(θ|Λ) =
1

1 + z

dVc

dz
R(θ|Λ), (3.1)

where z is the cosmological redshift, dVc/dz represents the differential comoving vol-
ume, and θ ≡ {z,m1,m2} constitutes the parameters that defining the GW event. In
this analysis, we concentrate on the distributions of redshift and mass, while neglecting
the spin distribution. Moreover, the set of parameters Λ ≡ {fPBH,Mc, σ} describes the
PBH population, and the factor 1/(1 + z) in Eq. (3.1) accounts for the time dilation
between the source and detector frames.
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We model the number of GW events as an inhomogeneous Poisson process, given
the observed data, d, of single observation GW230529. While a single observation
may not provide strong constraints on the PBH model parameters, it can still offer
valuable insights into the consistency of GW230529-like events with a PBH scenario.
By focusing on the specific properties of GW230529 and their compatibility with the
predictions of the PBH model, we can assess the plausibility of a primordial origin for
this event. This single-event analysis serves as a starting point for investigating the
potential role of PBHs in explaining compact objects in the lower mass gap, a region
where the formation of ABHs and NSs is challenging to explain with current stellar
evolution models. The likelihood function reads [56–58]

L(d|Λ) ∝ Tobs e
−Nexp(Λ)

∫
L(d|θ)Rpop(θ|Λ) dθ, (3.2)

where Nexp(Λ) ≡ ξ(Λ)Tobs represents the Poisson probability of observing the expected
number of detections over the observation timespan Tobs, and L(d|θ) is the likelihood
for GW230529, which can be derived from its posterior by reweighing with the prior
on θ. In this work, we use the “Combined PHM highSpin” posteriors as released
by LVK [6]. Furthermore, ξ(Λ) accounts for the selection biases introduced by the
detector’s sensitivity

ξ(Λ) =

∫
Pdet(θ)Rpop(θ|Λ) dθ, (3.3)

where 0 < Pdet(θ) < 1 captures the detection probability [59], a function of the source
parameters θ. The estimation of ξ(Λ) is performed using simulated injections [60],
where a Monte Carlo integral over found injections [61] is used to approximate ξ(Λ) as

ξ(Λ) ≈ 1

Ninj

Nfound∑
j=1

Rpop(θj|Λ)
pdraw(θj)

, (3.4)

with Ninj representing the total number of injections, Nfound denoting the count of
successfully detected injections, and pdraw being the probability density function from
which the injections are drawn. In this work, we follow the approach in [6] and use
the combined injection sets from the first three observing runs, effectively assuming
that GW230529 occurred at the end of O3. While this assumption introduces a small
bias in our inferred estimates of the merger rate in the mass gap by not accounting for
the extra time-volume provided by the first two weeks of O4, the effect is considered
negligible due to the short duration and similar detector sensitivity between the start
of O4a and O3 [6].

Using the posterior samples from GW230529, which are available at [62], we
calculate the hyper-likelihood (3.2)

L(d|Λ) ∝ Tobs e
−Nexp(Λ)

〈Rpop(θ|Λ)
π(θ)

〉
, (3.5)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ represents the weighted average over posterior samples of θ, and π(θ) refers
to the priors on source parameters used to construct the posterior of GW230529. To
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Figure 1. The posterior distribution of the Bayesian parameter estimation for a Gaussian
PBH mass function. The contours in the 2D distribution represent 1σ, 2σ and 3σ regions
respectively.

estimate the likelihood function (3.5), we incorporate the PBH population distribution
(2.1) into the ICAROGW [63] package and employ the dynesty [64] sampler, which is
called from Bilby [65, 66] package, to sample over the parameter space.

4 Result and discussion

In our analysis, we employ uniform priors for each parameter: Mc in the range
[0, 10]M⊙, σ in the range [0, 10]M⊙, and log10 fPBH in the range [−6, 0]. We report
the Bayesian posterior distribution of parameters for a Gaussian PBH mass function
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Figure 2. Posterior on the local merger rate of GW230529-like PBH-PBH systems.

in Fig. 1. The median value of the parameters together with their 90% equal-tailed
credible intervals are σ = 1.52+4.14

−0.98M⊙ and fPBH = 1.7+36.2
−1.5 × 10−3, while the median

mass Mc is constrained to be Mc ≲ 3.82M⊙ at a 95% credible level. Moreover, we
present the posterior distribution of the local merger rate in Fig. 2 whose value is
5.0+47.0

−4.9 Gpc−3 yr−1 derived using Eq. (2.2). We also compare our result with current
observational constraints on fPBH in Fig. 3. The observational constraints include
EROS/MACHO microlensing [67], OGLE microlensing [68, 69], stochastic GW back-
ground (SGWB) from binary PBHs [70, 71] and accretion constraints of cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) [72–76]. Although fPBH has some overlap with the latest
OGLE microlensing result and LIGO-SGWB, it is still consistent with current observa-
tions. As future data accumulate, it may be possible to verify or falsify the primordial
origins of GW230529-like events.

In this work, we investigate the potential origin of GW230529, detected by the
LVK. The identification of the event’s component masses as falling within the “mass
gap” presents a compelling argument against their classification as either NS or ABH.
Such a distinction not only challenges existing astrophysical models but also directs
our attention toward the possibility of PBHs as a plausible explanation. Assuming
that GW230529 is indeed a PBH-PBH merger, this event could lead to a fraction,
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Figure 3. Constraints on fPBH with 90% CL error bars inferred from the merger rates
for GW230529. The existing upper limits on fPBH at 90% CL from EROS/MACHO [67],
OGLE [68, 69], LIGO SGWB [70, 71], and CMB [72–76] are shown for comparison.

fPBH = 1.7+36.2
−1.5 ×10−3, of the PBH dark matter. Furthermore, the required PBH abun-

dance is consistent with existing upper limits from microlensing, CMB observations,
and SGWB. The estimated local merger rate is 5.0+47.0

−4.9 Gpc−3 yr−1 for GW230529-
like events. The hypothesis that GW230529 is the result of a PBH-PBH merger is
supported by several considerations. Firstly, the “mass gap” evidence reduces the like-
lihood that the primary component is NS or ABH, given the current understanding of
the astrophysical model. Secondly, given that the merger rate of PBH-NS mergers is
much lower than a PBH-PBH merger [77], this leaves us with the intriguing possibility
that we might observe phenomena involving the PBH-PBH merger.

It is important to note that our analysis focuses solely on the PBH scenario and
does not provide a quantitative comparison with astrophysical models. Our primary
motivation for interpreting GW230529 as a PBH event stems from the secondary mass
component falling within the lower mass gap. Traditional astrophysical models cannot
produce NSs or black holes within this mass range, leading us to assign a prior of
zero for these models during our data analysis. Consequently, computing Bayes fac-
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tors between the primordial and traditional astrophysical models would be infeasible.
Moreover, considering modified astrophysical models that might account for the lower
mass gap is beyond the scope of our current study. We recognize that a comprehen-
sive assessment would benefit from comparing the PBH interpretation with alternative
explanations, and we leave future work to explore this aspect further.

In conclusion, the analysis of GW230529 presents an intriguing case for the oc-
currence of a PBH-PBH merger with consistency in the required PBH abundance to
represent the dark matter and the local merger rate of PBHs. Further observations are
essential to confirm this hypothesis. As we continue to probe the cosmos and with the
future data accumulated, it may be possible to verify or falsify the PBH-PBH merger
hypothesis.
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