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Abstract

Binary stars are as frequency as single stars in the Universe, and at least 70% of the massive stars located
in our Galaxy belong to a binary system. For the first time we produce the gravitational waveforms for the
extreme mass ratio inspiral systems (EMRIs) of binary stars moving around central supermassive black hole
(SBH).We calculate the orbits of such systems via the Hamilton-Jacobi approach. To improve accuracy we
adopt the quadrupole-octupole expression of gravitational wave (GW) and consider the contribution of radiation
reaction. Compared to the waveforms of single star, double or multiple spikes emerge in the waveforms of binary
stars. We calculate the mismatch of the EMRI waveforms of binary stars and those of single stars, and find
the mismatch increases as the binary internal semi-latus rectum p̃ decreases. According to the distinguishable
criterion of two signals, it’s inferred that the two types of waveforms are distinguishable for small enough p̃.
Further, we demonstrate that the most favourable position to distinguish the waveforms of EMRIs of single star
from the waveforms of EMRIs of binary stars is that revolutions of the binary stars and the central SBH takes
the same direction, i.e., the rotation axis of the binary is parallel to that of the central SBH.

1 Introduction

Black hole (BH) may be the most thoroughly-studied object before its discovery in the history of science. Recently,
the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration announced the images of the SBHs M87* and SgrA* [1,2], these
discoveries together with the detections of GWs [3,4] confirm the existence of black holes, and launch a new era of
testing gravity in strong-field regime and far beyond the scale of solar system.

The goal of next generation GW detector—Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)—is designed to be most
sensitive to detect low frequency GW signals in the band about 10−4 − 1 Hz. Taiji and Tianqin are designed to
probe GWs at similar band. EMRIs are the sources generating GWs in this band. EMRIs are composed of central
SBH and stellar-mass compact objects moving around the SBH. The multi-body interaction in the cusp of the
stellar population surrounding the SBH may scatter the compact objects into the orbits close the central SBH and
form the EMRIs [5, 6]. The GWs generated by EMRIs carry the information both of the background BH and the
stellar-mass compact objects, so detections of GWs will help to learn more about the the strong-field character of
the BH spacetime, the multipole structure of the BH, the structures of the small body compact objects, and the
information of the underlying theory governing the way in which our universe works.

Analysis of the data released by GW detectors replies heavily on the matched filtering technique, which makes
correlations between data and template waveforms, thus data analysis require establishing the template waveforms
of EMRIs.

The waveforms generated by motions of single stellar-mass compact object in BH spacetime have been studied
intensively [7–24], including probe fundamental fields [25,26], modified gravity [27–32], extra dimensions [33], electric
charge and internal structure of small body objects [34–40], etc. Binary-star systems are important astrophysical
objects which are constituted of binary stars revolving around each other. The amount of binary-star systems is
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huge in the Galaxy, it’s estimated that the amount of binary-star systems is no less than that of single star. The
vast majority of stars are located in a binary system. It is estimated that more than 70% of all massive stars may
exist in systems with two or three stars. In active galactic nuclei, due to the rich forms of interactions between
SBH, the gaseous accretion disks and the stellar mass compact objects, the binary may be formed and scattered
onto the orbits close the central SBH to form the systems which we call B-EMRIs. The binary stars moving in
central SBH constitute a significant typical EMIRs. Thus, it is quite sensible to consider the waveforms produced
by motions of binary stars surrounding a SBH other than the case of single star. The GW generated by each of the
binary star overlaps, so the waveforms generated by this type of EMRIs are distinguishable from that generated by
single star. In this paper, we just consider the case that the amplitudes of the GW generated by internal motion
of binary stars are small compared to that generated by external motion of the mass center, so it’s expected small
perturbations would appear when compared to the waveforms of single star. It’s really worthwhile to build the
template waveforms of such systems for future data analysis to distinguish the waveforms of the binary-star systems
and that of single star.

Since the traditional method of calculating gravitational waveforms—solving Teukolsky equations—cost a lot of
time and computational resources [41–53], while realistic data analysis need to handle a large number of waveforms,
thus more practical methods are needed. In this paper, we adopt the “numerical kludge” (NK) method which
generates waveforms more conveniently and quickly but captures the principle feature of true waveforms [54]. To
improve accuracy, aside from the mass quadrupole we take into account the mass octupole and current quadrupole
moments of the source to solve the wave equations. It’s justified the NK method does excellently at approximating
the true gravitational waveforms so this method has already been used for scoping out data analysis of LISA. For the
radiation reaction, we consider the adiabatic evolution of orbit parameters: the timescale of evolution of the orbit
parameters is much larger than that of orbit cycles such that the motion of mass point in BH spacetime is nearly
geodesic. Further, since the amplitude of GWs generated by internal motions are small compared to that generated
by external motions of the mass center, to simplify the question we only consider the radiation reaction due to the
GW emissions generated by the motion of mass center. We take the hybrid scheme that combines Tagoshi’s [46],
Shibata’s [53] and Ryan’s fluxes [55,56], which performs well for generic circular-inclined orbits when compared to
Teukolsky-based results [57].

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we calculate the trajectories of the binary stars and give waveforms
of GW with the NK method. In section 3 we analyse the waveforms by calculating mismatch between the waveforms
of binary stars and that of single star. We summarize our results in the last section. In this work, we adopt the
geometrized units with G = c = 1.

2 Numerical Kludge Waveforms

In this section we adopt the NK waveforms approach developed in [54] to produce the GW waveforms of the B-
EMRIs. We consider the system as, the central SBH is Kerr, the stellar-mass binary stars revolve around each other
and they as a whole move along the inspiral trajectory of the central SBH. The binary stars are supposed to live
far away from the SBH such that the internal gravity between them dominates, so the impacts of the SBH on the
internal orbit of the binary stars are neglected, while the center of mass of the binary stars is still on the inspiral
trajectory of the SBH. The geometry of binary stars moving in the spacetime of SBH is illustrated in Fig.1.

2.1 the geometry of the orbit

The binary are supposed to revolve around each other along elliptic orbit. We introduce the relative coordinates
⃗̃r = r⃗1 − r⃗2, with r̃ = p̃

1+ẽ cos β̃
, then the coordinates of the binary with masses m1 and m2 can be expressed with

coordinates of mass center and relative coordinates as r⃗1 = r⃗C + ⃗̃r1, r⃗2 = r⃗C + ⃗̃r2, where ⃗̃r1 = m1

m1+m2

⃗̃r, ⃗̃r2 =

− m2

m1+m2

⃗̃r. We use the coordinates and parameters with tilde to describe the internal motion of binary stars around
each other. The spin axis of the central SBH is along z0, as displayed in Fig.1, θ0 is the angle between z0 and z
which is the normal direction of the surface of binary stars’ internal elliptic orbit. ϕ0 is the angle between x0 and
the node line which is the intersection line between the surface of binary stars’ internal orbit and the horizonal
surface.

Now let’s discuss the orbit of a mass point in Kerr spacetime, in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates Kerr metric can
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Figure 1: The geometry of binary stars orbiting around the central SBH.
.

be expressed as

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr2 − 4aMr sin2 θ

Σ
dtdϕ+Σdθ2 + sin2 θ

(
r2 + a2 + a2 sin2 θ

2Mr

Σ

)
dϕ2, (1)

where ∆ = r2− 2Mr+ a2 and Σ = r2+ a2 cos2 θ. We adopt the Hamilton-Jacobi formulation, the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation reads

−∂S
∂τ

=
1

2
gαβ

∂S

∂xα
∂S

∂xβ
. (2)

We know Kerr BH admits two obvious Killing vectors ∂t and ∂ϕ, which correspond to two conserved charges, energy
E and angular momentum Lz, thus for the mass point with mass µ, we suppose the action function to be of the
form

S =
1

2
µ2τ − Et+ Lzϕ+ Sr(r) + Sθ(θ), (3)

which implies pr = dSr/dr and pθ = dSθ/dθ. Inserting (3) into the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2) and separating
variables we have

Sr(r) = ±
∫
dr

1

∆

√
R(r), Sθ(θ) = ±

∫
dθ

√
Θ(θ), (4)

with
R(r) ≡ [(r2 + a2)E − aLz]

2 −∆
[
µ2r2 + (Lz − aE)2 +Q

]
,

Θ(θ) ≡ Q+ (Lz − aE)2 − µ2a2 cos2 θ − 1

sin2 θ

[
Lz − aE sin2 θ

]2
,

(5)

where Q is a constant which is related with the separation constant C through Q = C − (Lz − aE)2. Actually, the
variable-separability of Hamilton-Jacobi equation in Kerr spacetime corresponds to a nontrivial symmetry which is
described by a Killing tensor

Kµν = a2 cos2 θgµν +
1

sin2 θ
δµϕδ

ν
ϕ + a2 sin2 θδµt δ

ν
t − 2aδµt δ

ν
ϕ + δµθ δ

ν
θ . (6)
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The Killing tensor satisfies the Killing equation ∇(λKµν) = 0, the bracket denotes symmetrization of the indices.
This is a highly nontrivial symmetry which corresponds to the third conserved quantity—Carter constant Q—in
addition to energy and angular momentum [58]. The explicit integration expression of coordinates can be obtained
by setting the partial derivative of Hamilton-Jacobi function with respect to the constants of motion to be zero,
that’s to say the motions of particles in Kerr spacetime are integrable.

Figure 2: h+ waveforms of single and binary stars. For the binary the masses are taken as m1 = M⊙ and
m2 = 1.1M⊙. The mass of central SBH is set to be 106M⊙. The (external) orbit parameters of the upper two
panels are set to be p(0) = 20M, e(0) = 0.3, a = 0.9, the internal orbit parameters of the upper right panel are set
to be p̃ = 5M, ẽ = 0.2. The (external) orbit parameters of the lower two panels are set to be p(0) = 10M, e(0) =
0.3, a = 0.9, the internal orbit parameters of the lower right panel are set to be p̃ = 3M, ẽ = 0.3. One sees that
extra burrs appear in the waveforms of B-EMRI compared to the single star revolving around a SBH.

With the above results, one now is able to give the geodesics of a mass point in Kerr spacetime

Σ
dr

dτ
= ±

√
Vr,

Σ
dθ

dτ
= ±

√
Vθ,

Σ
dϕ

dτ
= Vϕ,

Σ
dt

dτ
= Vt,

(7)
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with
Vr =

[
E(r2 + a2)− Lza

]2 −∆
[
µ2r2 + (Lz − aE)2 +Q

]
,

Vθ = Q− cos2 θ

[
a2(µ2 − E2) +

L2
z

sin2 θ

]
,

Vϕ =
Lz

sin2 θ
− aE +

a

∆

[
E(r2 + a2)− Lza

]
,

Vt = a
(
Lz − aE sin2 θ

)
+
r2 + a2

∆

[
E(r2 + a2)− Lza

]
.

(8)

To solve the equations of geodesic motions (7) numerically, we introduce two angular variables ψ and χ in place of
r and θ to avoid possible singularities. ψ is defined as

r =
p

1 + e cosψ
. (9)

It’s evident the periastron and apastron locate at rp = p
1+e and ra = p

1−e . χ is defined as z = cos2 θ = z− cos2 χ,
where z− is given by

β(z+ − z)(z− − z) = βz2 − z
[
Q+ L2

z + a2(µ2 − E2)
]
+Q, (10)

with β = a2(µ2 − E2). The parameter χ ranges from 0 to 2π. As χ varies from 0 to 2π, θ goes from one turning
point θmin to the other θmax and back to θmin. We introduce an “inclination angle” to replace Carter constant
Q = L2

z tan
2 ι. For ι = 0 or π, Q equals to zero, from the geodesic equations (7) and (8) we know mass points

remain on the equatorial plane at all times in this case. So Q = 0 corresponds to the equatorial orbits while Q ̸= 0
corresponds to non-equatorial orbits. Expanding the radial potential as

Vr = (µ2 − E2) (ra − r) (r − rp) (r − r3) (r − r4), (11)

we find evolution equations for ψ and χ to be of the form

dψ

dt
=

√
µ2 − E2 [(p− r3(1− e))− e(p+ r3(1− e) cosψ)]

1
2 [(p− r4(1 + e)) + e(p− r4(1 + e) cosψ)]

1
2

[γ + a2E z(χ)] (1− e2)
,

dχ

dt
=

√
β [z+ − z(χ)]

γ + a2E z(χ)
,

(12)

where γ = E
[(
r2 + a2

)2
/∆− a2

]
− 2MraLz

∆ . Solving these equations allow us to know the positions of mass points

at any time, which prepares us for calculating GWs in the following.

2.2 the GW waveform

In the weak-field situation, the metric can be decomposed as gµν = ηµν + hµν , where ηµν is the flat metric and
hµν is small perturbation. By introducing the traceless tensor h̄µν ≡ hµν − (1/2)ηµνh with h = ηµνhµν , then the
Einstein equations can be recast to the form

□h̄µν = −16πTµν . (13)

Here Tµν denotes the energy-momentum tensor of the source. In the slow motion limit, the GW is given by the
quadrupole-octupole formula

h̄jk =
2

r

[
Ïjk − 2niS̈

ijk + ni
...
M

ijk
]
t′=t−r

, (14)

with

Ijk(t′) =

∫
x′jx′kT 00(t′,x′)d3x′,

Sijk(t′) =

∫
x′jx′kT 0i(t′,x′)d3x′,

M ijk(t′) =

∫
x′ix′jx′kT 00(t′,x′)d3x′,

(15)
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Figure 3: The orbits of compact objects generating the waveforms in Fig.2. For the binary we just display the orbit
of one object of the two. The alignment of the panels correspond to the panels of waveforms in Fig.2.

being the mass quadrupole moment, current quadrupole moment and mass octupole moment respectively, and
r2 = x · x, n = x/r, where x is the location of the observer.

In the NK prescription, a flat-space trajectory which is “equivalent” to a geodesic in Kerr spacetime is recon-
structed by projecting the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates onto a fictitious spherical polar grid, the corresponding
Cartesian coordinates are defined as

x0 = r sin θ cosϕ,

y0 = r sin θ sinϕ,

z0 = r cos θ.

(16)

Then a particle moving along geodesic path in Kerr spacetime can be viewed as the particle moving along curved
path in flat-space, thus it’s convenient for us to calculate GWs with Cartesian coordinates.

The expression (14) are valid for a general extended source in flat-space. For a single mass point with mass µ
the energy-momentum tensor in flat spacetime is given by

Tµν(t′,x′) = µ

∫ ∞

−∞

dx′µp
dτ

dx′νp
dτ

δ4
(
x′ − x′p(τ)

)
dτ = µ

(
dτ

dt′p

)2 dx′µp
dτ

dx′νp
dτ

δ3
(
x′ − x′

p(t
′)
)
. (17)

For binary stars we know the energy-momentum tensor is the sum of two such terms. The momenta (15) now can
be simplified to

Ijk = µx′jp x
′k
p ,

Sijk = vi Ijk ,

M ijk = x′ip I
jk .

(18)
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Figure 4: Comparisons between the EMRI h+ waveforms of single star (the upper left panel) and that of the
binary with distinct semi-latus rectum p̃ (the left five panels). The binary masses are fixed to be m1 = M⊙
and m2 = 1.1M⊙, and mass of central SBH is 106M⊙. The (external) orbit parameters are set to be p(0) =
10M, e(0) = 0.3, a = 0.9, the internal orbit parameters of the binary stars are set to be ẽ = 0.2, θ0 = π

3 and
p̃ = 5M, 4M, 3M, 2M,M respectively.
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Figure 5: Comparisons of amplitude of GWs between pure external and pure internal motions of binary. The upper
left pannel displays the waveforms generated by external motions of center of mass revolving around SBH, the left
three pannels display the waveforms generated by pure internal motions of the binary revolving around each other.
The external orbit parameters are taken to be identical with that in Fig.4. The semi-latus rectum of the internal
orbits are set to be p̃ = 2M, 0.5M, 0.2M respectively.

Substituting (18) into (14) one then obtains the GW generated by mass point.
In the standard transverse-traceless (TT) gauge, the waveform is given by the TT projection of (14). The

orthonormal basis of spherical coordinates is defined as

er =
∂

∂r
, eΘ =

1

r

∂

∂Θ
, eΦ =

1

r sinΘ

∂

∂Φ
, (19)

where the angles {Θ,Φ} denote the observation point¡¯s latitude and azimuth respectively. After TT projection
the waveform is given by

hjkTT =
1

2

 0 0 0
0 hΘΘ − hΦΦ 2hΘΦ

0 2hΘΦ hΦΦ − hΘΘ

 , (20)

with
hΘΘ = cos2 Θ

[
hxx cos2 Φ+ hxy sin 2Φ + hyy sin2 Φ

]
+ hzz sin2 Θ− sin 2Θ [hxz cosΦ + hyz sinΦ] ,

hΦΘ = cosΘ

[
−1

2
hxx sin 2Φ + hxy cos 2Φ +

1

2
hyy sin 2Φ

]
+ sinΘ [hxz sinΦ− hyz cosΦ] ,

hΦΦ = hxx sin2 Φ− hxy sin 2Φ + hyy cos2 Φ.

(21)

The usual “plus” and “cross” waveform polarizations are given by hΘΘ − hΦΦ and 2hΘΦ respectively.
Due to the GW emissions, the compact objects will lose energy and angular momentum, although the amount of

energy and angular momentum carried away by GWs is very small, the trajectory will alter accordingly, for a more
precise study we consider backreaction of energy loss to the orbit. We study generic inclined-eccentric orbits of the
center of mass of binary stars rather than just orbits on the equatorial plane. As we will see, since the amplitude
of GW generated by internal motions of binary stars is small compared to that generated by external motions,
we only consider the radiation reaction caused by the external motion of binary stars around the SBH while that
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Figure 6: Waveforms of single compact object with mass equals to 18M⊙ and binary with masses 8M⊙ and 10M⊙
revolving around central SBH with mass 106M⊙. The (external) orbit parameters are set to be p(0) = 10M, e(0) =
0.3, the internal motion parameters are set to be p̃ = 2M and ẽ = 0.2.

caused by the internal motion is neglected. We consider the flux of generic orbits to 2nd order post-Newtonian
approximation [57]

(Ė)2PN = −32

5

µ2

M2

(
M

p

)5

(1− e2)3/2

[
g1(e)− q

(
M

p

)3/2

g2(e) cos ι−
(
M

p

)
g3(e) + π

(
M

p

)3/2

g4(e)

−
(
M

p

)2

g5(e) + q2
(
M

p

)2

g6(e)−
527

96
q2

(
M

p

)2

sin2 ι

]
,

(L̇z)2PN = −32

5

µ2

M

(
M

p

)7/2

(1− e2)3/2

[
g9(e) cos ι+ q

(
M

p

)3/2

{ga10(e)− cos2 ιgb10(e)} −
(
M

p

)
g11(e) cos ι

+π

(
M

p

)3/2

g12(e) cos ι−
(
M

p

)2

g13(e) cos ι+ q2
(
M

p

)2

cos ι

(
g14(e)−

45

8
sin2 ι

)]
,

(Q̇)2PN = −64

5

µ2

M

(
M

p

)7/2 √
Q sin ι (1− e2)3/2

[
g9(e)− q

(
M

p

)3/2

cos ιgb10(e)−
(
M

p

)
g11(e)

+π

(
M

p

)3/2

g12(e)−
(
M

p

)2

g13(e) + q2
(
M

p

)2 (
g14(e)−

45

8
sin2 ι

)]
,

(22)

where q = a/M . We defer the expressions of the coefficients g1(e) ∼ g14(e) to the Appendix. This expression
of fluxes are the results of combining Tagoshi’s [46], Shibata’s [53] and Ryan’s fluxes [55, 56]. Numerical analysis
indicates that these results ameliorate the unphysical inspiral properties for nearly circular and polar orbits, such
as the inspiral moves rapidly away from circularity for the trajectories near zero eccentricity e = 0, and there is
discontinuity between trajectories with ι slightly less than 90◦ and those slightly above 90◦, etc., thus the fluxes (22)
produce more physical reasonable results than previous ones. From (22), we obtain the evolution of eccentricity,
semi-latus rectum and inclination angle

ė =
∂e

∂E
Ė +

∂e

∂Lz
L̇z +

∂e

∂Q
Q̇,

ṗ =
∂p

∂E
Ė +

∂p

∂Lz
L̇z +

∂p

∂Q
Q̇,

ι̇ =
∂ι

∂E
Ė +

∂ι

∂Lz
L̇z +

∂ι

∂Q
Q̇.

(23)

With all the results above, we are able to calculate the GW numerically with the NK method. In Figs.2, we
exhibit the EMRI h+ waveforms of single and binary stars for two cases p = 10M and p = 20M . The orientation of
the internal elliptic orbit plane is determined by the angles θ0 = π

3 , ϕ0 = π
6 . The observer is supposed to be located

9



Figure 7: Comparisons of amplitudes of GWs generated by pure external (first pannel) and that generated by pure
internal motions (left three pannels). The mass of central SBH is 106M⊙, and the masses of the binary are 8M⊙ and
10M⊙. The initial external motion parameters are set to be p(0) = 10M, e(0) = 0.3, the internal motion parameters
are fixed to be ẽ = 0.2 and p̃ = 2M, 0.5M, 0.2M .

at r = D (100 Mpc in this case), Θ = π
3 , Φ = 0. From the figure we see that, the waveforms of the binary have

the identical profile as that of the single star, but the waveforms of the binary have double spikes which are caused
by the internal motion of the binary revolving around each other. We will analyze the waveforms in detail in the
next section. In Fig.3, the orbits of one star in the binary system are displayed. It’s evident to see that distinct
waveforms emanate from distinct orbits of motions.

3 Analysis of the waveforms

In this section, we compare the waveforms of binary stars with that of single star in detail. Through calculating the
mismatch we analyze the degree of match between the two waveforms. The overlap between two signals is defined
as

O = ⟨x, h⟩ = 2

∫ +∞

0

x̃(f)h̃∗(f) + x̃∗(f)h̃(f)

Sh(f)
df, (24)

where x̃(f) and h̃(f) are the Fourier transformations of time-domain signals x(t) and h(t)

x̃(f) =

∫ ∞

−∞
x(t)e−i2πtfdt, h̃(f) =

∫ ∞

−∞
h(t)e−i2πtfdt. (25)

x̃∗(f) denote complex conjugate of x̃(f), and Sh(f) in (24) is the one-sided noise power spectral density of LISA [59],
which is useful for surveying the types of sources that can be detected by the LISA mission.

Mismatch of two singles is defined as

∆ = 1−O. (26)

There is a criterion that if two signals are distinguishable the mismatch ∆ and signal-noise-ratio (SNR) ρ should
satisfy [60–64]

∆ ≥ 1

2ρ2
, (27)

where the SNR ρ is defined as ρ =
√
⟨h, h⟩ for a signal h. For LISA, the SNR is taken to be ρ = 20 [16].

Fig.4 displays the change of waveforms according to semi-latus rectum p̃ of binary internal elliptic orbit. We
can see, compared with the waveform of single compact object (first panel in Fig.4) spikes appear in the waveforms
of binary, and as p̃ decreases more spikes appear. In other words, the smaller p̃ is the larger the departure of
binary waveforms from that of single star is. Thus it’s straightforward to guess the mismatch of the two types of
waveforms increases as p̃ decreases, this is confirmed by the calculations of mismatch in frequency-domain in the
following. In Fig.5, we compare the amplitudes of the GWs generated by pure external and that generated by pure
internal motions. From the figure we see that, for the system composed of the central SBH with mass 106M⊙ and
the binary with masses 1M⊙ and 1.1M⊙, if p(0) is set to be 10M , when the ratio of semi-latus rectums of internal
and external orbits p̃/p is about 1 : 50, the amplitude of GWs generated by internal motions is comparable to that
generated by external motions.
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Figure 8: The h+ waveform emanating from single (first panel) and binary compact objects (left panels) revolving
around central SBH with mass 108M⊙. The masses of binary are set to be 8M⊙ and 10M⊙. The external orbit
parameters are set to be p(0) = 10M, e(0) = 0.3. The internal motion parameters are set to be ẽ = 0.2 and
p̃ = 2M,M, 0.5M, 0.4M, 0.2M .

We fix the mass of central SBH to be 106M⊙ and increase the masses of binary to be 8M⊙ and 10M⊙, Fig.6
displays the waveforms of this B-EMRIs. Compared with Fig.4 we see that spikes also appear in the waveforms
of the binary, and the amplitudes of GWs increase with the masses of the binary as expected. We compare the
amplitudes of GWs generated by pure external and pure internal motions for this case as well, as can be seen in
Fig.7, we get similar results as above, i.e., when the ratio of semi-latus rectums p̃/p is about 1 : 50, the amplitude
of GWs generated by internal motions is comparable to that generated by external motions.

Since there are a large number of SBHs with mass larger than 106M⊙ in the universe, we would like to calculate
the GWs emanating from the binary revolving around heavier SBHs. Fig.8 displays the GWs emanating from the
B-EMRIs composed of the central SBH with mass 108M⊙ and the binary with masses 8M⊙ and 10M⊙. Similar
to the above cases, due to period of binary internal motions decreases with p̃, more and more spikes appear as p̃
decreases. Now, for the initial parameter p(0) = 10M if the ratio of semi-latus rectums p̃/p is about 3 : 10000 (see
Fig.9), the amplitude of GWs generated by internal motions is comparable to that generated by external motions.

To analyze the waveforms of single and binary compact objects more accurately we calculate the mismatch of
the two involved waveforms. The first two panels in Fig.10 display the variation of mismatch with p̃, it shows
that as p̃ decreases mismatch increases, which agrees with what we see in Fig.4. At first glance, one may expect
the mismatch increases with p̃ since larger p̃ means greater departure from the orbits of single star. However,
calculation shows as p̃ increases mismatch decreases instead. This is because the GWs are functions of derivatives
of coordinates, the smaller p̃ is, the more greatly the coordinates of mass point change, and the more the departure
of binary GW from that of single star is, and vice versa. We utilize the distinguishable criterion to judge whether
the two involved waveforms are distinguishable. The dashed horizonal lines on the first two panels in Fig.10 denotes
the indistinguishable bound corresponding to SNR ρ = 20. It can be seen easily that, for small enough p̃ the GW
signals of binary can be distinguished from that of single star, and that even if p̃ is not small enough such that
the amplitude of GW generated by pure internal motions is small and can be treated as perturbations of GWs
generated by pure external motions, the two waveforms can be distinguished. The third panel of Fig.10 displays
the variation of the mismatch with θ0, it shows that, as θ0 increases mismatch first decreases and then increases,
especially when θ0 = 0 mismatch takes maximum value, i.e., when the rotation axis of the binary is parallel to the
rotation axis of the SBH, the waveforms of binary are easiest distinguished from that of the single star.
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Figure 9: Comparisons of amplitudes of GWs generated by pure external (first pannel) and pure internal (left three
pannels) motions of binary in Fig.8, the semi-latus rectum of internal orbits are set to be p̃ = 0.2M, 0.01M, 0.003M
respectively.

4 Discussion and Conclusion

In this paper we study the GWs emanating from B-EMRIs which is composed of a central SBH and binary revolving
around it. The SBH is supposed to be Kerr. We solve the GW equations by taking into account the mass quadrupole,
mass octupole and current quadrupole moments of the source. For the radiation reaction we take the hybrid 2nd
order post-Newtonian approximation which is applicable to generic inclined-eccentric orbits. We plot the GW
waveforms of B-EMRIs and compare the waveforms of B-EMRIs with that of EMRIs of single star. The results
show that, compared to the waveforms generated by single stellar-mass compact object the ones generated by binary
compact objects exhibit double spikes or multi spikes. The spikes are caused by internal motions of the binary. The
smaller p̃ is, the more and larger the spikes are. We compare the amplitudes of GWs generated by pure internal
motions with that generated by pure external motions. Calculations show that for the B-EMRIs composed of central
SBH with M = 106M⊙ and the binary with m1 = M⊙,m2 = 1.1M⊙ or m1 = 8M⊙,m2 = 10M⊙, if the ratio of
semi-latus rectums p̃/p is about 1 : 50, the amplitudes of GWs generated by pure internal motions is comparable
to that generated by pure external motions. For the B-EMRIs composed of central SBH with M = 108M⊙ and the
binary with m1 = 8M⊙,m2 = 10M⊙, if the ratio p̃/p is about 3 : 10000, the amplitudes of GWs generated by pure
internal motions is comparable to that generated by pure external motions.

We calculate the mismatch of two waveforms, the results show that, as p̃ decreases the mismatch increases,
which agrees with the waveforms show us. This is a little counter-intuitive since it seems larger p̃ means greater
departure from the orbits of single star. Actually, since GWs are functions of derivatives of coordinates, the larger
p̃ is the smoother the orbit is, and the smaller the change rate of coordinates is, so larger p̃ corresponds to less
departure of waveforms from that of single star. Applying the distinguishable criterion of two waveforms we find if
p̃ is small enough the waveforms of binary are distinguishable from that of single star, even if p̃ is not too small and
the GWs generated by pure internal motions can be viewed as perturbations of the GWs generated by pure external
motions, the waveforms of B-EMRIs can be distinguishable from that of single star EMRIs. We also calculate the
mismatch of two waveforms with different θ0 which is the angle between the surface of binary internal elliptic orbit
and the horizonal surface, the results show that when θ0 = 0 mismatch takes maximum value, which means when
the rotation axis of the binary is parallel to the rotation axis of the SBH, the waveforms of binary are in the most
striking contrast from that of single star, and thus is the most beneficial position for observation to distinguish the
GWs from EMRIs of single star and binary stars.
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Appendix

The e-dependent coefficients appear in Eq.(22) are given by
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