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ABSTRACT

Anisotropic stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB) serves as a potential probe of the

large-scale structure (LSS) of the universe. In this work, we explore the anisotropic SGWB from local

(z <∼ 0.085) merging stellar mass compact binaries, specifically focusing on merging stellar binary

black holes, merging neutron-star–black-hole binaries, and merging binary neutron stars. The analysis

employs seven all-sky mock lightcone gravitational wave event catalogues, which are derived from

the Millennium simulation combined with a semi-analytic model of galaxy formation and a binary

population synthesis model. We calculate the angular power spectra Cℓ at multipole moments ℓ,

expressed as log10[ℓ(ℓ + 1)Cℓ/(2π)], based on the skymaps of the overdensity δGW in the anisotropic

SGWB. The spectra for all three source types exhibit an approximately linear increase with log10ℓ at

higher ℓ (e.g., ℓ >∼ 30 − 300) in seven catalogues, with a characteristic slope of ∼ 2. The spectra

of seven catalogues exhibit considerable variations, arising from fluctuations in spatial distribution,

primarily in the radial distribution, of nearby sources (e.g., < 50 Mpc/h). After subtracting these

nearby sources, the variations become much smaller and the spectra for the three source types become

closely aligned (within discrepancies of a factor of ∼ 2 across ℓ = 1− 1000 for all catalogues). We also

find that including further sources results in a rapid decrease in the anisotropy.

Keywords: gravitational wave, anisotropy

1. INTRODUCTION

Various gravitational wave (GW) sources, such as

merging supermassive (M > 107M⊙) binary black

holes (SMBBHs), merging stellar binary black holes

(BBHs), merging neutron-star–black-hole binaries (NS-

BHs), merging binary neutron stars (BNSs), contribute

to the total stochastic GW background (SGWB). For

the summary of the sources, see recent reviews, e.g.

Christensen (2019) and Renzini et al. (2022). Re-

cently, pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations, in-

cluding EPTA (Antoniadis et al. 2023), NANOGrav

(Agazie et al. 2023a), PPTA (Reardon et al. 2023),

and CPTA (Xu et al. 2023), have provided strong ev-
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idence for the existence of the SGWB. Furthermore,

the anticipated detection of the SGWB by both ground-
based detectors, such as the advanced Laser Interferom-

eter Gravitational-Wave Observatory (aLIGO) (Harry

& LIGO Scientific Collaboration 2010) and the Einstein

Telescope (ET) (Punturo et al. 2010), and space-based

detectors, such as the Laser Interferometer Space An-

tenna (LISA) (Amaro-Seoane et al. 2017), is forthcom-

ing, promising significant advancements in our under-

standing of the universe.

The SGWB can be divided into isotropic and

anisotropic parts. Beyond the extensively studied

isotropic part (e.g. Abbott et al. 2021; Bavera et al. 2022;

Agazie et al. 2023b), the anisotropic part provides ad-

ditional insights, particularly concerning the spatial dis-

tribution of GW sources. Several studies have explored

the anisotropic SGWB, for example, the anisotropy from

merging SMBBHs (Mingarelli et al. 2017; Bécsy et al.
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2022; Agazie et al. 2023c; Gardiner et al. 2024), and the

anisotropy from merging BBHs, NSBHs, BNSs (Cusin

et al. 2018; Jenkins et al. 2018, 2019; Capurri et al.

2021). Jenkins et al. (2018) and Jenkins et al. (2019)

first use the mock lightcone GW event catalogue to in-

vestigate the anisotropy of merging stellar mass compact

binaries. Specifically, they employ a post-processing an-

alytical approach to compute the GW events within the

galaxies contained in the all-sky mock lightcone galaxy

catalogue sourced from Blaizot et al. (2005) and De Lu-

cia & Blaizot (2007). However, their results suggest

a significantly higher anisotropy level compared to the

prediction of Cusin et al. (2018), particularly at very

small scales. The discrepancies among these studies re-

main under discussion.

The GW event catalogues could be obtained from a

semi-analytic model of galaxy formation, Galaxy As-

sembly with Binary Evolution (GABE) (Jiang et al.

2019), combined with a rapid binary population syn-

thesis model COSMIC v3.3.0 (Breivik et al. 2020).

Using the binary population data generated by COS-

MIC, merging BNSs, NSBHs and BBHs can be explored

within the cosmological framework provided by GABE.

For example, Li et al. (2024) calculates the total SGWB

from these sources using this GABE-COSMIC method-

ology. However, the original event catalogue lacks in-

formation on the source positions within the celestial

sphere. In this work, we use the original event catalogue

to construct seven all-sky mock lightcone GW event cat-

alogues, which incorporate source position information

across the celestial sphere, to investigate the anisotropic

SGWB from the local (z <∼ 0.085) merging BBHs, NS-

BHs, and BNSs.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2,

we present the fundamental equations used to calculate

the anisotropic SGWB and the angular power spectrum.

Section 3 briefly outlines the GABE-COSMIC method-

ology to produce the GW event catalogues and details

the methodology employed for generating mock light-

cone GW event catalogues. The results, including the

anisotropic SGWB and angular power spectra, are dis-

cussed in Section 4. Finally, the primary conclusions of

the study are summarized in Section 5.

2. FORMALISM

2.1. Anisotropic SGWB from ground-based detector

compact binaries

The SGWB from the observed direction ê is defined

by the dimensionless energy density (Cusin et al. 2017;

Jenkins et al. 2018):

ΩGW (f, ê) =
1

ρc

d3ρGW (f, ê)

dln (f) d2Ω
, (1)

where ρc = 3H0
2c2/(8πG) is the critical energy density,

d3ρGW is the present-day energy density of GWs from

the observed frequency interval {f, f+df} and the solid

angle element d2Ω centered on ê. The ΩGW could be

calculated using the Phinney formula (Phinney 2001) in

the homogeneous and isotropic universe:

ΩGW (f, ê) =
1

4πρc

∫
N (z, ê)

1

1 + z

[
dE (fr)

dln (fr)

]
fr=(1+z)f

dz,

(2)

where N (z, ê) = dN(z, ê)/(dVc,edz) is the number of

GW sources per comoving volume per redshift at ob-

served direction ê; dN is the number of GW sources

at comoving volume element dVc, redshift element dz,

at observed direction ê; dE (fr) /dln (fr) is the energy

spectrum of a single GW source in logarithmic interval,

f is the observed frequency and fr = (1+ z)f is the fre-

quency in the cosmic rest frame of the GW source. In

this work, we adopt the same energy spectrum as used

in Zhu et al. (2011) and Ajith et al. (2008), assuming

that this spectrum remains applicable for merging BNSs

and NSBHs. By dividing the full-direction comoving el-

ement presented in Phinney (2001) by 4π, we can derive

the comoving volume element at the observed direction

ê as follows:

dVc,e =
cd2c
H(z)

dz, (3)

where H(z) = H0[Ωm (1 + z)
3
+ ΩΛ]

0.5 and dc is the

comoving distance:

dc(z) =

∫ z

0

cdz′

H0

√
Ωm(1 + z′)3 +ΩΛ

. (4)

Using dz/dt = (1+ z)H(z), N (z, ê) could be calculated

using the merger rate of GW sources per cosmic time

R(z, ê) = dN(z, ê)/dt, at observed direction ê:

N (z, ê) =
dN(z, ê)

c(1 + z)d2cdtdz
=

R(z, ê)

c(1 + z)d2cdz
, (5)

We now extend the applicability of the above formulas

to an inhomogeneous and anisotropic universe, assuming

that all GW events occur within galaxies. Consequently,

N (z, ê) and ΩGW (f, ê) might vary across different direc-

tions in accordance with the distribution of galaxies. By

substituting Eq. 5 into Eq. 2, we compute the direction-

dependent SGWB by summing the contributions from
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all galaxies within the galaxy catalogue:

ΩGW (f, ê) =
f

4πcρc

ktot∑m×n∑ Rk(zk,m1,m2)

(1 + zk)d2c,k
δK(ê, êk)

×
[
dE (fr,m1,m2)

dfr

]
fr=(1+zk)f

=

ktot∑
ΩGW,gal,k(f)δK(ê, êk),

(6)

wherem and n are the bin numbers of primary star mass

m1 and secondary star mass m2, respectively, which are

determined by the division of the m1 × m2 space; k is

the index of the galaxies; ktot is the total number of

the galaxies in the catalogue; Rk is the merger rate of

merging stellar compact binaries in the galaxy k at zk in

the primary mass-secondary mass space m1, m2; δK is

the Kronecker delta function; êk is the direction of the

galaxy k, and see Sec. 3.2 for details on the positions of

our galaxies; ΩGW,gal,k is the contribution of the galaxy

k to the SGWB. In this work, the Rk is approximated as

the mean merger rate of galaxy k, denoted Rk. Details

regarding the calculation of Rk can be found in Sec. 3.

This study focuses exclusively on the anisotropy aris-

ing from the spatial distribution of GW sources. For a

more comprehensive formalism that incorporates addi-

tional effects such as Doppler, Kaiser, and gravitational

potential influences, see Cusin et al. (2017) and Bertacca

et al. (2020). Note that some of these effects have a neg-

ligible impact on anisotropy. For example, the kinematic

dipole resulting from the observer’s peculiar motion has

been reported as minor (Jenkins et al. 2018; Jenkins

2022).

In this work, the skymaps are constructed as

HEALPix maps (Górski et al. 2005) composed of Npix

equal area pixels, where Npix = 12×N2
side is the number

of pixels of the HEALPix skymap, with Nside denoting

the parameter utilized in the HEALPix framework. A

pixel may correspond to a range of directions, specifi-

cally êi,1, êi,2, ..., êi,ni
. In practice, ΩGW(f, ê) is com-

puted as follows:

ΩGW (f, ê) =
1

∆Ω

n=ni∑
n=1

ktot∑
ΩGW,gal,k(f)δK(êi,n, êk),

(7)

where i denotes the index of the pixel corresponding to

the observed direction ê, ni is the total number of the

directions within the pixel and ∆Ω is the pixel area.

The overdensity δGW in the anisotropic SGWB from

ground-based detector compact binaries is defined as fol-

lows:

δGW (f, ê) =
ΩGW (f, ê)− ΩGW (f)

ΩGW (f)
, (8)

where ΩGW (f) = 1
4π

∫
S2 ΩGW (f, ê) d2Ω is the mean

SGWB over the sky, S2 is the surface of the celestial

sphere.

2.2. Angular power spectrum

To quantify the anisotropy of the SGWB at various

scales, the angular power spectrum Cℓ is adopted in this

work. The angular power spectrum Cℓ quantifies the

amplitude of statistical fluctuations in the angular power

of the SGWB at scales θ ∼ 180◦/ℓ, where ℓ denotes

the multipole moment. The Cℓ is calculated using the

healpy package (Górski et al. 2005; Zonca et al. 2019).

The over-density δGW at each frequency on the celestial

sphere can be expanded as:

δGW(ê) =
∑
ℓ,m

aℓmYℓm (ê) , (9)

where Ylm are spherical harmonics and:

aℓm =
4π

Npix

Npix−1∑
i=0

Y∗
ℓm(êi) δGW(êi), (10)

where i denotes the index of the pixel, and the super-

script star is complex conjugation. Consequently, the

angular power spectrum can be expressed as:

Cℓ =
1

2ℓ+ 1

m=+ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

|aℓm|2 . (11)

We calculate Cℓ up to ℓmax = 3Nside − 11. To maintain

consistency with the previous literature, we multiply Cℓ

by ℓ(ℓ+ 1)/(2π).

3. SIMULATION OF SOURCES

3.1. The GW events in the GABE-COSMIC

methodology

GABE is a semi-analytic model of galaxy formation,

specifically addressing the evolution of binaries. This

model is based on the Millennium simulation (Springel

et al. 2005), which has a simulation box volume of

(500/h)3Mpc3. In this simulation, a fiducial cosmo-

logical model with Ωm = 0.25, ΩΛ = 0.75 and H0 =

73km/s/Mpc (WMAP1, Spergel et al. 2003) is adopted.

Further details on the generation of merging compact

binaries using the GABE-COSMIC methodology can be

found in Li et al. (2024), and we utilize datasets identical

to those described therein. Here, we provide a concise

overview.

1 See https://healpix.sourceforge.io/html/fac anafast.htm
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We begin by discussing the formation of merging stel-

lar mass compact binaries. Within the GABE frame-

work, the total stellar populations in galaxies result from

star formation events. Each star formation event trig-

gers the birth of a simple stellar population (SSP) under

conditions such as an unstable gaseous disk or galaxy

mergers. The number, mass distribution, and delay

time distribution of merging stellar mass compact bi-

naries originating from each SSP are determined using

the rapid binary population synthesis model COSMIC.

The final population of merging stellar mass compact bi-

naries within galaxies is a composite of these individual

SSP contributions.

Upon executing GABE, we record for each galaxy the

redshift, evolution history, spatial coordinates within

the simulation box (x0, x1, x2), mean merger rates

Rk(zk,m1,m2), and the mass distribution of the merg-

ing BNSs, NSBHs, and BBHs contained within each

galaxy, across 64 snapshots at discrete redshifts. The

selection of the discrete redshifts is aligned with the

Millennium simulation. The mean merger rate Rk =

∆Nk/∆t, where ∆t represents the time interval between

the current snapshot of galaxy k and its preceding snap-

shot, and ∆Nk denotes the number of merging sources

of interest during ∆t within the galaxy k.

3.2. All-sky mock lightcone GW event catalogue

construction

Using the GW event catalogue derived from the

GABE-COSMIC methodology, we create mock light-

cone GW event catalogues restricted to the local uni-

verse, specifically for dc < 250Mpc/h (z <∼ 0.085).

Our methodology is detailed below. The initial simu-

lation box is replicated eight times, with the observer

positioned at the center of the resultant new box, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1. The coordinates of objects within

the new box are derived from the relation (X0, X1, X2)

= (x0 − aL, x1 − bL, x2 − cL), where a, b, c can take

values of 0 or 1 and L = 500Mpc/h. The surface of

the past-lightcone of the observer, representing the ob-

servable mock universe, at z = zi, corresponds to the

spherical surface with the radius equal to the comoving

distance dc(zi).

A galaxy crosses the surface of the past-lightcone of

the observer when its distance to the observer, given by

r =
√
X2

0 +X2
1 +X2

2 , matches the comoving distance

that light can travel from z = 0 to the redshift of the

target galaxy, denoted as dc(z). As galaxies in the orig-

inal catalogue from the GABE-COSMIC methodology

are stored in discrete snapshots, the galaxy, along with

its associated GW events, is included in the mock light-

cone catalogue if it meets two criteria: 1) in the initial

500

0

500 X0 M
pc/h

500

0

500

X1  Mpc/h

500

0

500

dc(zi)

X2 Mpc/h

Figure 1. The new box, generated by replicating the initial
simulation box eight times. The observer is positioned at the
center, specifically at coordinates (0, 0, 0) Mpc/h, with the
surface of the past-lightcone at redshift z = zi presented for
reference.

snapshot at zori, rori < dc(zori), and 2) in the subsequent

snapshot at zdes, rdes > dc(zdes).

To determine the exact time t(zobs) of the galaxy as

it crosses the surface of the past-lightcone between zori
and zdes, two assumptions are employed: 1) the galaxy

follows a straight-line trajectory between two adjacent

snapshots, and 2) the comoving distance could be ap-

proximated to increase linearly with cosmic time t(z)

during the interval. These assumptions yield the follow-

ing two equations:


t(zobs)− t(zori)

t(zdes)− t(zori)
=

robs − rori
rdes − rori

t(zobs)− t(zori)

t(zdes)− t(zori)
=

dc(zobs)− dc(zori)

dc(zdes)− dc(zori)

. (12)

Consequently, t(zobs) corresponds to the time at which

the two equations intersect, with the condition that at

this intersection robs = dc(zobs). The position of the

galaxy and the mean merger rates of merging stellar

mass compact binaries within the galaxy could be de-

termined through linear interpolation:

Xi,obs = Xi,ori+
t(zobs)− t(zori)

t(zdes)− t(zori)
×(Xi,des−Xi,ori), (13)
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Table 1. Observer coordinates in the new box for the models
r2’ through r7’, in addition to the observer coordinate (0, 0,
0) Mpc/h for the model ‘r1’.

Model r2 r3 r4

Pos/(Mpc/h) (125, 0, 0) (250, 0, 0) (250, 125, 0)

Model r5 r6 r7

Pos/(Mpc/h) (250, 250, 0) (250, 250, 125) (250, 250, 250)

Robs(zobs,m1,m2) = Rori(zori,m1,m2)

+
t(zobs)− t(zori)

t(zdes)− t(zori)
× (Rdes(zdes,m1,m2)

− Rori(zori,m1,m2)),
(14)

where i = 0, 1, 2. The right ascension (RA) and declina-

tion (DEC) of the galaxy, which denote its directional

orientation, are determined under the assumption that

the coordinate system of the observer aligns with the

equatorial coordinate system. By applying the afore-

mentioned procedure to all galaxies with distances to

the observer less than 250Mpc/h in the original cata-

logue from the GABE-COSMIC methodology, we con-

struct the all-sky mock lightcone GW event catalogue.

We designate the all-sky mock lightcone GW event cat-

alogue, constructed with the observer positioned at co-

ordinates (0, 0, 0) Mpc/h as described above, as the

’r1’ model. In addition to the r1 model, we change the

observer’s location to generate six additional mock cata-

logues, labeled from ’r2’ to ’r7’ models. The coordinates

of the observers for these models are detailed in Table.

1. We select the r2 model as our fiducial model, as

it demonstrates the most significant anisotropy in the

merging BBHs among the seven models (see results in

Sec. 4.1).

4. RESULTS

4.1. The angular power spectra

The HEALPix skymap of the overdensity δGW in the

anisotropic SGWB from the merging BBHs up to dc =

250Mpc/h at 60 Hz with Nside = 512 for the r2 model is

shown in Fig. 2. The overdensity distinctly traces the

large-scale structure (LSS) of the universe, highlighting

the filaments, nodes, and voids of the cosmic web. The

skymaps for merging BNSs and NSBHs display similar

characteristics, which are not presented here.

The upper panel of Fig. 3 presents the angular power

spectra of the overdensity δGW in the SGWB from merg-

ing BNSs, NSBHs and BBHs up to dc = 250Mpc/h at

60 Hz respectively, with Nside = 512, for the seven mod-

els, ranging from r1 to r7. All the spectra are contained

within the colored regions, with the spectra for mod-

els r2 and r4 distinctly highlighted. The spectra for all

three source types exhibit relatively flat shapes below

ℓ ∼ 10, followed by steep upward trends. For higher ℓ

(e.g., ℓ >∼ 30 − 300), the trends are especially typical,

with slopes β ≈ 2 in logarithmic space. The spectra

across our seven catalogues exhibit considerable varia-

tions. For example, the spectra for merging BBHs ex-

hibit a variation spanning approximately a factor of 2

to one order of magnitude for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 80 and about

1–2 orders of magnitude for ℓ =∼ 80 to 1000. Our re-

sults are not directly comparable to those of Jenkins

et al. (2018) and Jenkins et al. (2019) for several reasons.

First, the mock catalogue used by Jenkins et al. (2018)

extends to z ∼ 0.78, significantly surpassing the redshift

range of the catalogue in our study. Consequently, the

spectra derived from closer sources may be higher, as

discussed later. Additionally, their catalogue includes

only galaxies with apparent AB magnitudes limited to

18 in the r filter from SDSS, whereas our catalogue en-

compasses all galaxies. However, we present a compar-

ison here to highlight certain commonalities. Our spec-

tra exhibit shapes similar to those reported by Jenkins

et al. (2018) and Jenkins et al. (2019) for higher ℓ (e.g.,

ℓ >∼ 30 − 300). Their spectra for merging BBHs 2 are

generally situated near the lower boundary of the spec-

trum range for merging BBHs we obtained. We also

conduct a brief comparison with the findings of Cusin

et al. (2018), although our results are not directly com-

parable for several reasons. In addition to the limited

redshift range explored in our study, differences in the

GW energy spectrum and the models of merging stel-

lar mass compact binaries might also contribute to the

disparity. The lower boundary of our spectra for merg-

ing BBHs exhibits significantly higher amplitudes (> 2

orders of magnitude for the majority of ℓ) compared to

the spectrum in Cusin et al. (2018) 3.

The distribution of several nearby sources might con-

tribute significantly to the fluctuations in anisotropy.

To illustrate this effect, the angular power spectra of

the overdensity δGW in the SGWB from merging BNSs,

NSBHs and BBHs between 50 and 250 Mpc/h at 60 Hz

are shown respectively in the lower panel of Fig. 3. Af-

ter the subtraction of the nearby sources, the growth

of the spectra relatively slows down within the range

2 The spectrum reported by Jenkins et al. (2018) includes all three
types of merging stellar-mass compact binaries but introduces
only a O(1) difference, as noted by the authors.

3 In this study, the comparison is made with the reproduced spec-
trum of Cusin et al. (2018), presented in Fig. 2 of Jenkins et al.
(2019) as the ’CMBquick + Halofit’ model at 65.75 Hz.
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BBHs at 60Hz

-1 21164.7

Figure 2. The HEALPix skymap of the overdensity δGW in the anisotropic SGWB from the merging BBHs up to dc = 250Mpc/h
at 60 Hz with Nside = 512 for the r2 model.

∼ 10 < ℓ <∼ 600, yet they continue to exhibit the

typical sharp shapes for ℓ >∼ 600. The deviation in

the spectra for the r1 to r7 models is significantly re-

duced across ℓ = 1 − 1000. The spectra for all three

merging types exhibit a variation of less than a factor

of ∼ 4 for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 20, and less than a factor of

∼ 2 for ℓ =∼ 20 to 1000. The sharp reduction in de-

viation after the subtraction indicates that the signif-

icant discrepancies observed in the spectra of the up-

per panel of Fig. 3 are primarily attributable to the

nearby sources. For each of seven mock catalogues, ap-

proximately 105 galaxies are situated within 50 Mpc/h,

accounting for roughly 0.5−1% of the total galaxy pop-

ulation. However, the SGWB scales as d−2
c , as indicated

by Eq.6. Consequently, nearer sources contribute more

significantly to the SGWB. The deviation regions of the

spectra after the subtraction of nearby sources exhibit

greater similarity to the error regions described in Jenk-

ins et al. (2018) and Jenkins et al. (2019) for higher

ℓ (e.g., ℓ >∼ 20). However, the shapes of the spectra

more closely resemble the results reported by Cusin et al.

(2018) within the range ∼ 10 < ℓ <∼ 100. Note that,

to enable a more reasonable comparison with the exist-

ing literature in the future work, in addition to using

a larger simulation box, several other factors should be

addressed. For example, when comparing with Jenkins

et al. (2019), it is essential to apply a magnitude filter

to our galaxy catalogues. Furthermore, understanding

the influence of the GW energy spectra and the models

of merging stellar mass compact binaries on anisotropy

is essential for comparisons with Cusin et al. (2018).

From the observational perspective, the contribution

to the total SGWB from nearby sources would be the

first to be subtracted by future GW detectors, as these

discrete events are the most readily detectable. This

process alleviates the challenge of accurately predicting

the angular power spectra from mock GW event cat-

alogues. After the subtraction of the nearby sources,

the spectra for merging BNSs, NSBHs and BBHs at 60

Hz display notable similarities (within discrepancies of

a factor of ∼ 2 across ℓ = 1 − 1000 for all catalogues).

This result suggests that the anisotropy is primarily in-

fluenced by the distribution of GW source hosts and

might serve as a valuable probe of the LSS of the uni-

verse.
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100 101 102 103
10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

(
+

1)
C

/(2
)

BNSs r2 (  50 Mpc/h)
NSBHs r2 (  50 Mpc/h)
BBHs r2 (  50 Mpc/h)
Typical Shape ( = 2, different )

BNSs range (  50 Mpc/h)
NSBHs range (  50 Mpc/h)
BBHs range (  50 Mpc/h)

180° 18° 1.8° 0.2°

Figure 3. Upper panel: The angular power spectra of the
overdensity δGW in the SGWB from merging BNSs, NSBHs
and BBHs up to dc = 250Mpc/h at 60 Hz respectively, with
Nside = 512, for the seven models, ranging from r1 to r7. All
the spectra are contained within the colored regions, with the
spectra for models r2 and r4 distinctly highlighted. Lower
panel: Similar to the upper panel, but with nearby (< 50
Mpc/h) sources subtracted and exclusively highlights the
spectrum for the r2 model. The approximate scale of ℓ is
indicated on the upper axis, along with reference lines (grey
dashed lines) exhibiting slopes of β = 2 (note that the inter-
cepts α are variable) in both panels.

4.2. The effects of the radial distribution

The spatial distribution of the sources could be de-

composed into two parts: the angular distribution on

the celestial sphere, referred to as ’azimuthal distribu-

tion’, and the distribution at different comoving dis-

tances, referred to as ’radial distribution’. The influence

of the radial distribution to the anisotropy is assessed

through the implementation of the following smoothing

process in our work. We partition the comoving dis-

tances of galaxies, along with the merging stellar mass

compact binaries they contain, into m equally spaced

bins within the range [a, b] Mpc/h, referred to as ‘m-

bin approximation’. Here, a and b denote the lower

and upper boundaries of the comoving distances of the

considered sources, respectively. For example, in the 5-

bin approximation, the bin boundaries are defined as

[a, a + (b−a)
5 , a + 2(b−a)

5 , a + 3(b−a)
5 , a + 4(b−a)

5 , b]

Mpc/h. The comoving distances of the galaxies within

each bin, denoted as dc,i,1, dc,i,2 ... dc,i,ni
are then

replaced by the mean comoving distance for that bin,

given by dc,i =
∑ni

0 dc,i/ni, where i represents the bin

index and ni is the total number of the galaxies within

the bin. The variation in the spectra between those

calculated directly and those obtained using the ’m-bin

approximation’ is interpreted as the anisotropy poten-

tially influenced by the radial distribution. We antic-

ipate that the extreme case of m = 1, corresponding

to the 1-bin approximation, captures the anisotropy ap-

proximately arising from the azimuthal distribution. In

this work, we use the approximation model to study

sources up to dc = 50Mpc/h (a = 0, b = 50), be-

tween 50 − 250Mpc/h (a = 50, b = 250) and up to

dc = 250Mpc/h (a = 0, b = 250).

To evaluate the impact of the radial distribution of

both nearby and further sources on the anisotropy, we

calculate the angular power spectra of the overden-

sity δGW in the SGWB from merging BBHs up to

dc = 50Mpc/h and between 50 − 250Mpc/h, derived

from direct calculation, the 5-bin approximation model,

and the 1-bin approximation model, respectively, with

Nside = 512 at 60 Hz in the r2 model. The results are

presented in Fig. 4. The colored regions illustrate the

influence of the radial distribution. The variance of the

spectra for the sources within dc = 50Mpc/h is within a

factor of ∼ 3 for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 10, a factor of ∼ 2 to approx-

imately one order of magnitude for ℓ =∼ 10 to ∼ 50, and

∼ 1−2 orders of magnitude for ℓ =∼ 50 to 1000. For the

sources situated between 50 − 250Mpc/h, the variance

is within a factor of ∼ 3 for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 10, and within

about 30% for ℓ =∼ 10 to 1000. Consequently, when

modeling the anisotropy with the subtraction of nearby

sources, the radial distribution of sources becomes less

significant for higher ℓ (e.g., ℓ >∼ 10). The directly cal-

culated spectrum for sources up to dc = 50Mpc/h ex-

hibits the typical upward shape for ℓ >∼ 30, as shown

by the ’BBHs r2’ spectrum in the upper panel of Fig.

3. However, the directly calculated spectrum for sources

within the range of 50 − 250Mpc/h do not display this

shape until ℓ >∼ 600, as shown by the spectra in the

lower panel of Fig. 3.
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Figure 4. Upper panel: The angular power spectra of the
overdensity δGW in the SGWB from merging BBHs within
dc = 50Mpc/h and between dc = 50 − 250Mpc/h, derived
from direct calculation, the 5-bin approximation model, and
the 1-bin approximation model, respectively, with Nside =
512 at 60 Hz in the r2 model. The colored regions illustrate
the influence of the radial distribution. Lower panel: The
angular power spectra of the overdensity δGW in the SGWB
from merging BBHs up to dc = 250Mpc/h at 60 Hz, derived
from the 5-bin approximation model, with Nside = 512, for
the seven models, ranging from r1 to r7. All the spectra are
contained within the colored regions, with the spectra for
the r2 model distinctly highlighted. The approximate scale
of ℓ is indicated on the upper axis, along with reference lines
(grey dashed lines) exhibiting slopes of β = 2.

Fig.4 also shows the angular power spectra of the over-

density δGW in the SGWB from merging BBHs up to

dc = 250Mpc/h at 60 Hz, derived from the 5-bin approx-

imation, with Nside = 512, for the seven models, ranging

from r1 to r7. All the spectra are contained within the

blue regions, with the spectra for the r2 model distinctly

highlighted. The spectra exhibit minimal variation (less

than a factor of ∼ 3.5) across our seven mock catalogues

for ℓ >∼ 10. This observation also suggests that the

significant deviations in the spectra presented in the up-

per panel of Fig. 3 for ℓ >∼ 10 might primarily arise

from fluctuations in the radial distribution of the nearby

sources. The fluctuations might arise from Poisson noise

associated with the radial distribution. The primary

term contributing to the radial dependence in Eq. 6

, d−2
c , originates from the calculation of the comoving

number density N in Eq. 5. Consequently, the radial

distribution of sources represents the number density

of galaxies within each comoving volume element dVc,e

at various redshifts, which inherently includes Poisson

noise. When the number of galaxies is small (e.g. ∼ 105

within 50 Mpc/h in our models), this noise might pre-

dominate in the estimation of the anisotropic SGWB.

We note that the spectra for both merging BBHs up to

dc = 50Mpc/h and between 50−250Mpc/h exhibit typ-

ical shapes for higher ℓ (e.g. ℓ >∼ 300−600) even under

the extreme 1-bin approximation. Consequently, other

factors might contribute to the Poisson noise. The typ-

ical shapes of our spectra exhibit slopes similar to those

of the modeled Poisson noise spectra presented in Cusin

et al. (2019). Additionally, the spectral behavior aligns

with the predictions made in Cusin et al. (2019), which

suggest that the high ℓ (e.g., l >∼ 50 to ∼ 600, based

on the different choice of integral cut-off, shown in their

Fig. 9.) portion of the angular power spectrum is pre-

dominantly influenced by Poisson noise arising from the

azimuthal distribution of mock catalogues. This might

indicate that the Poisson noise from the azimuthal dis-

tribution is entangled within our spectra.

4.3. The effects of including farther sources

Fig. 5 presents the ratio of the angular power spec-

tra of the overensity δGW in the SGWB from merging

BBHs up to various comoving distances, relative to the

angular power spectrum of the overensity δGW in the

SGWB from merging BBHs up to 50 Mpc/h, at 60

Hz with Nside = 512 in the r2 model. As sources at

higher redshifts are included, the ratio decreases across

ℓ = 1 − 1000. For instance, the contribution from

sources beyond 100 Mpc to the total anisotropy is ex-

pected to be less than ∼ 30 − 40%. Meanwhile, the

rate of decrease seems to slow. In comparison to the

spectrum that incorporates sources up to 100 Mpc/h

(Cℓ,100Mpc/h), the spectrum that includes sources up to

150 Mpc/h (Cℓ,150Mpc/h) shows a reduction of approx-

imately 1.7 − 2.5 times across the range ℓ = 1 − 1000.

However, when comparing the spectrum with sources up

to 200 Mpc/h (Cℓ,200Mpc/h) to that with sources up to
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Figure 5. The ratio of the angular power spectra of the ov-
erensity δGW in the SGWB from merging BBHs up to various
comoving distances, relative to the angular power spectrum
of the overensity δGW in the SGWB from merging BBHs up
to 50 Mpc/h, at 60 Hz with Nside = 512 in the r2 model.
The approximate scale of ℓ is indicated on the upper axis.

250 Mpc/h (Cℓ,250Mpc/h), the latter exhibits a decrease

of roughly 1.3− 1.6 times across the range ℓ = 1− 1000.

Although a larger simulation box is necessary for a com-

prehensive exploration of the universe, our findings es-

tablish an upper limit for the anisotropy.

5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Anisotropic SGWB could serve as a probe of the

spatial distribution of GW sources. We explore the

anisotropic SGWB from local merging BBHs, NSBHs,

and BNSs (dc < 250Mpc/h ) by constructing seven

all-sky mock lightcone GW event catalogues. The

HEALPix skymaps of the overdensity δGW in the

anisotropic SGWB were generated using these mock cat-

alogues. The HEALPix skymap of the r2 model for

merging BBHs shown in Fig. 2, serves as an exam-

ple to illustrate the anisotropic distribution of the GW

sources.

Based on the HEALPix skymaps, the angular power

spectra in term of log10[ℓ(ℓ+ 1)Cℓ/(2π)], are calculated

to quantify the anisotropy level of the SGWB from merg-

ing stellar mass compact binaries. As shown in the up-

per panel of Fig. 3, the spectra for all three source types

exhibit a typical shape at higher ℓ (e.g., ℓ >∼ 30− 300)

across all catalogues, featuring an approximately linear

increase with log10ℓ : log10[ℓ(ℓ+1)Cℓ/(2π)] ∝ β(log10ℓ),

with a characteristic slope of β ∼ 2. The spectra for our

seven catalogues exhibit considerable variations. For ex-

ample, the spectra for merging BBHs in different cata-

logues vary by approximately a factor of 2 to one order

of magnitude for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 80, and by about 1–2 or-

ders of magnitude for ℓ =∼ 80 to 1000. The fluctuation

in the distribution of the nearby (e.g. < 50 Mpc/h)

sources should contribute to the variations of the spec-

tra for merging BBHs, NSBHs and BNSs. Subtracting

these nearby sources results in significant reductions of

the variations of the spectra. Shown in the lower panel

of Fig. 3, after the subtraction of the nearby sources,

all spectra vary within a factor of ∼ 4 for ℓ = 1 to ∼ 20,

and within a factor of ∼ 2 for ℓ =∼ 20 to 1000. The

spectra for the three source types then become closely

aligned (within discrepancies of a factor of ∼ 2 across

ℓ = 1 − 1000 for all catalogues). This result indicates

that the SGWB anisotropy is primarily influenced by

the distribution of the hosts of GW sources and could

be used as a prob of LSS of the universe.

We further examine the contribution of the radial dis-

tribution of GW sources to the anisotropy of the SGWB.

The results for merging BBHs are shown in Figs. 4 and

5. The random distance of the nearby sources makes

the main contribution to the anisotropy of the SGWB

(the red region in the upper panel of Figs. 4). After

the subtraction of the nearby sources, the radial dis-

tribution has an insignificant effect on the spectra (im-

plied by the green region in the upper panel of Fig.4),

and the anisotropy from the azimuthal distribution (ap-

proximately estimated using the 5-bin approximation)

of sources varies within ∼ 3.5 times across our seven

mock catalogues (the blue region in the lower panel

of Fig.4). Therefore, the considerable spectral varia-

tions for ℓ >∼ 30 shown in the upper panel of the

Fig. 3 could be attributed to the radial distribution of

the nearby sources. This random radial distribution of

nearby sources might be the main Poisson noise, and

contribute to the typical spectral shape as shown in
Cusin et al. (2019). However, even with the extreme

1-bin approximation, namely the anisotropy approxi-

mately originating from the azimuthal distribution, the

spectra continue to exhibit typical shapes for higher ℓ

(e.g. ℓ >∼ 300− 600). This indicate that the variation

of spectra for the seven mock catalogues also include the

Poisson noises from the azimuthal distribution. We also

find that including further sources results in a rapid de-

crease in the anisotropy. However, the rates of decrease

seem to diminish as sources at higher z are included.

Besides of above results from the spectrum for the

merging BBHs shown in Fig.4 and Fig.5, similar conclu-

sions could also be obtained for both merging NSBHs

and BNSs results. Furthermore, we investigate the ef-

fects of the observation frequency and the angular res-

olution of skymap on the spectra. We find that dur-
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ing the most sensitive observation frequency for LIGO,

ranging from 20 to 100 Hz, the spectra exhibit non

negligible variation. The spectra calculated from the

HEALPix skymaps at different resolutions, specifically

with Nside = 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, are also consistent

across the various configurations.
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