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As next-generation gravitational-wave (GW) observatories approach unprecedented sensitivities,
the need for robust methods to analyze increasingly complex, overlapping signals becomes ever more
pressing. Existing matched-filtering approaches and deep-learning techniques can typically handle
only one or two concurrent signals, offering limited adaptability to more varied and intricate superim-
posed waveforms. To overcome these constraints, we present the UnMixFormer, an attention-based
architecture that not only identifies the unknown number of concurrent compact binary coalescence
GW events but also disentangles their individual waveforms through a multi-decoder architecture,
even when confronted with five overlapping signals. Our UnMixFormer is capable of capturing both
short- and long-range dependencies by modeling them in a dual-path manner, while also enhancing
periodic feature representation by incorporating Fourier Analysis Networks. Our approach adeptly
processes binary black hole, binary neutron star, and neutron star–black hole systems over extended
time series data (16,384 samples). When evaluating on synthetic data with signal-to-noise ratios
(SNR) ranging from 10 to 50, our method achieves 99.89% counting accuracy, a mean overlap of
0.9831 between separated waveforms and templates, and robust generalization ability to waveforms
with spin precession, orbital eccentricity, and higher modes, marking a substantial advance in the
precision and versatility of GW data analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave (GW) astronomy has experienced
tremendous progress since the first detection of a binary
black hole merger by Laser Interferemeter Gravitational
Wave Observatory (LIGO) and Virgo in 2015 [1]. The
sensitivity of ground-based detectors has continuously
improved, enabling the detection of an increasing num-
ber of astrophysical events, offering new insights into the
nature of compact binaries [2, 3]. The future of GW de-
tection is more promising with the introduction of third-
generation detectors such as the Einstein Telescope (ET)
[4], Cosmic Explorer (CE) [5] and space-based observa-
tories like Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)
[6], Taiji [7, 8], and TianQin [9] set to vastly expand
the range and frequency of detectable signals. These ad-
vanced instruments will provide unprecedented opportu-
nities to study a broad spectrum of sources, including
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stellar-mass binaries, massive black hole binaries, and a
wide variety of compact binary systems (CBSs) [10].

While the improved sensitivity of next-generation de-
tectors promises to revolutionize our understanding of
the universe, it also presents significant challenges, par-
ticularly the increasing rate of overlapping signals from
CBCs [11]. In space-based detectors, the overlap problem
is complicated by distinct signal types such as massive
black hole binaries (MBHBs), extreme-mass-ratio inspi-
rals (EMRIs), and galactic binaries (GBs), which can
overlap both temporally and spectrally [12]. However,
the ground-based scenario introduces its own set of com-
plexities. With third-generation detectors, the expected
increase in event rate will result in more frequent over-
laps from different types of compact binary coalescences
(CBCs), including binary black hole (BBH), binary neu-
tron star (BNS), and neutron star-black hole (NS-BH)
mergers [11]. Although these signals belong to the CBC
family, the increased event rate and the overlapping fre-
quency range create significant difficulties in detection
[13]. Traditional matched filtering, which assumes iso-
lated signals with well-defined templates, becomes in-
creasingly ineffective in the case of multiple overlapping
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Figure 1. Illustrtion of training data with overlapping signals. This figure demonstrates the overlapping of multiple
GW signals. The showcase of training data sample includes contributions from two BBH (BBH-1, BBH-2), two BNS (BNS-1,
BNS-2), and one NS-BH. The individual signals are projected onto the detector with SNRs of 12, 15, 30, 20, and 15, respectively.
The bottom waveform depicts the combined data, reflecting the realistic challenges of signal counting and separation in GW
data analysis.

signals. When events overlap, their parameter space ex-
pands dramatically, making accurate detection computa-
tionally costly [14]. Furthermore, parameter estimation
becomes challenging as overlapping signals will introduce
biases [15]. If multiple signals are treated as a single
event, the resulting parameter estimation, such as the
mass, spin, and distance of the sources, can be signifi-
cantly distorted [16]. This not only reduces the accuracy
of individual measurements, but also complicates the cor-
rect identification and classification of events [17, 18].
The increasing overlap rate of CBC signals, particularly
with third-generation detectors, exacerbates these chal-
lenges, highlighting the need for innovative data analysis
methods that are capable of efficiently and accurately
separating and identifying overlapping signals [19].

Recent advances in artificial intelligence (AI) have sig-
nificantly improved multiple aspects of GW data anal-
ysis [20]. AI-based methodologies enable rapid gener-
ation of waveforms [21, 22] and highly accurate detec-
tion of GW signals [23, 24] even under substantial noise
[25, 26], and effectively extract waveforms from complex
backgrounds [27–30]. These approaches have addition-
ally demonstrated considerable promise in parameter es-
timation, reliably inferring fundamental source proper-
ties from noisy observational data [31–33]. Despite these
achievements, a longstanding challenge persists: robust

separation of overlapping GW signals. Current AI mod-
els are predominantly designed for BBH systems and are
commonly restricted to scenarios involving only two con-
current signals [34, 35]. This limited scope poses pro-
nounced difficulties when addressing more intricate cases,
including overlaps of more than two signals or those aris-
ing from alternative compact binary sources, such as BNS
or NS-BH mergers. While certain methods have success-
fully disentangled BBH signals, they have demonstrated
limited generalizability to more complex multi-signal sce-
narios [34–36], underscoring the need for more versatile
and resilient approaches.

In this paper, we introduce the UnMixFormer, a novel
model designed to accurately count and separate overlap-
ping GW signals originating from CBC events, including
BBH, BNS, and NS-BH mergers. The architecture em-
ploys a multi-decoder mechanism to determine the num-
ber of overlapping signals and utilizes a dual-path trans-
former framework to effectively and efficiently model
both short-range and long-range dependencies within the
data. Additionally, we incorporate a Fourier Analysis
Network (FAN) into the transformer block to enhance the
reconstruction of periodic components that are particu-
larly important for capturing high-frequency structures
in signal waveforms. Our model achieves a counting ac-
curacy of 99.89% and an average overlap of 0.9831 in
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Figure 2. UnMixFormer Architecture. (a). The overall framework for counting and separating overlapping GW signals.
We firstly employ CNN-based encoders to extract data embeddings, which are then fused and passed into UnMixFormer blocks.
The counting head predicts the number of sources and activates the appropriate decoder to reconstruct individual waveforms.
(b). The core UnMixFormer block operates with intra- and inter-attention mechanisms to capture fine-grained local features
and global context. FAN layers in the feedforward module enhance periodic feature modeling and the positional encoding
incorporates sequential information, enabling efficient separation of overlapping signals.

signal separation, demonstrating high fidelity in recon-
structing individual waveforms from overlapping signals.
Notably, the model also generalizes well to more complex
waveforms and accurately separates signals that exhibit
eccentricity and precession. This advancement holds sig-
nificant promise for improving the analysis of overlapping
GW signals, contributing to more precise astrophysical
interpretations and discoveries.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows:

Sec. II provides a comprehensive overview of the data
generation process and delineates the architecture of our
proposed model, the UnMixFormer. In Sec. III, we
present the outcomes of our extensive experiments on
GW signal counting and separation, highlighting the ef-
ficacy of our approach. Finally, Sec. IV concludes the
paper with a summary of our key findings and outlines
potential avenues for future research inspired by these
results.
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II. METHOD

A. Data Curation

The dataset used in this study was generated using the
PyCBC [37] library, which provides a comprehensive suite
of tools for simulating GW signals and noise. Each data
sample spans one second in duration and is sampled at
16,384 Hz, reflecting the high-fidelity demands of next-
generation detectors. The noise simulation relied on the
power spectral density (PSD) of the CE-40km detector
to produce Gaussian noise. This noise was then super-
imposed onto the GW signals, yielding realistic observa-
tional data that faithfully approximate the detector’s re-
sponse to both signal and noise. Under these conditions,
the observed time-domain data d(t) can be expressed as:

d(t) =
K∑

i=1

si(t) + n(t), (1)

where K is the number of signals present (ranging from
2 to 5 signals per sample). The signals si(t) are gen-
erated using different waveform templates and sampled
parameters as described below.

a. Signal waveform The GW signals are simulated
for three types of sources. The first step is to assign
a class label to each event, selecting one of the labels:
["BBH", "NS-BH", "BNS"]. After selecting the label,
the parameters for the signal are sampled from prede-
fined priors.

For each type of signal, the component masses, mBH

for black holes and mNS for neutron stars, are sampled
within their respective ranges. The spin parameters sz1
and sz2, coalescence phase ϕc, inclination angle ι, polar-
ization angle ψ, right ascension α, declination δ, and co-
alescence time tc are sampled from their respective prior
distributions. A summary of the parameter ranges can be
found in Tab. I. For BBH, the SEOBNRv4 [38] waveform
template is used; for NS-BH systems, the IMRPhenomT
[39] waveform template is employed; and for BNS, the
TaylorF2 [40] waveform template is utilized. These pa-
rameters are then used to generate the corresponding
waveforms for each source.

b. Detector response After simulating the GW sig-
nal, we obtain the two polarization states, h+(t) and
h×(t). These components are then projected onto the
detector based on its orientation and the location of the
source. The detector response to the signal is deter-
mined by the antenna pattern functions F+(α, δ, ψ) and
F×(α, δ, ψ), which depends on the sky location of the
source, as well as the polarization angle ψ. The detailed
expressions for these antenna pattern functions can be
found in [41]. The full signal observed by the detector,
si(t), can be expressed as:

si(t) = F+(α, δ, ψ)h+(t) + F×(α, δ, ψ)h×(t), (2)

To simulate the signal at the detector, we rescale each
signal by its optimal signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The
optimal SNR is calculated based on the inner product
between the signal s(t) and the template h(t) in the fre-
quency domain. The inner product is defined as:

(a | b) = 2

∫ fmax

fmin

ã∗(f)b̃(f) + ã(f)b̃∗(f)

Sn(f)
df . (3)

where ã(f) and b̃(f) represent the frequency domain sig-
nals, and the superscript ∗ denotes the complex conju-
gate. Sn(f) is the one-side noise PSD. The optimal SNR
is then calculated as:

SNR2
i = (si | si) , (4)

then the signal is rescaled accordingly to match the de-
sired optimal SNR. In addition, we calculate the overlap
between two signals as a measure of their shape similar-
ity. The overlap O between two waveform h1(t) and h2(t)
is defined as the normalized inner product:

O(h1, h2) =
(h1|h2)√

(h1|h1)(h2|h2)
, (5)

and the mismatch M is:

M(h1, h2) = 1−O(h1, h2). (6)

These metrics are useful in evaluating our model’s per-
formance.

c. Dataset composition The data is whitened before
being used for training and testing. During the whitening
process, a Tukey window with a parameter of α = 1/8 is
applied to minimize edge effects and reduce spectral leak-
age. After preprocessing, the dataset is split into training
and testing set. The training set consists of 25,000 sam-
ples for each signal number case (with 2 to 5 signals), re-
sulting in a total of 100,000 training samples. The testing
set contains 5,000 samples per signal number case, with
a total of 20,000 testing samples.

B. UnMixFormer

Our proposed UnMixFormer model directly addresses
the challenge of accurately separating and counting over-
lapping GW signals. Building upon a dual-path architec-
ture [42, 43], it integrates a fully attention-based back-
bone and a multi-decoder structure to jointly identify the
number of sources and separate their individual wave-
forms. Although inspired by the multi-decoder DPRNN
[44], this framework introduces substantial enhancements
that are capable of handling increasingly complex and di-
verse signal scenarios, and ultimately offer a more robust
and flexible solution than existing methods.
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Figure 3. Counting performance of overlapping CBC signals. (a). The normalized confusion matrix shows the high
accuracy of predicting the number of overlapping signals, with correct predictions dominating the diagonal entries (2 to
5 signals). (b). ROC curves illustrating the performance of signal counting for varying numbers of signals. The curves
demonstrate near-perfect detection across all cases.

Table I. Summary of parameter priors used in GW signal
simulation.

Parameter Lower bound Upper bound

mBH 10 75

mNS 1 3

sz1, s
z
2 −0.99 0.99

ϕc 0 2π

SNR 10 50

ι 0 π

ψ 0 π

α 0 2π

δ 0 π

tc 0.25 0.75

a. Transformer encoder The backbone of the model
is built on a transformer encoder architecture, which re-
places traditional recurrent modules. Transformer en-
coders utilize a multi-head attention mechanism to effec-
tively capture long-range dependencies across the input
sequence. Each attention head operates using the query
(Q), key (K), and value (V ) formulation, defined as:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax

(
QKT

√
dk

)
V,

where dk represents the dimension of the key vector.
The multi-head attention mechanism combines the out-
puts from multiple attention heads, allowing the model

to capture diverse dependencies. To incorporate po-
sitional information in the time-frequency domain, the
transformer employs positional encoding, which enables
it to process sequential data effectively. Additionally,
each transformer layer includes a feedforward neural net-
work for nonlinear transformations. This design enables
the model to process both local and global dependencies
within the dual-path segmentation structure, with the
intra-segment path capturing fine-grained local patterns
and the inter-segment path aggregating global context.
The parallel processing capability of transformers signif-
icantly improves computational efficiency and enhances
performance on overlapping signals.

b. FAN A key element of our model architecture
is the integration of the FAN [45] within the trans-
former blocks, replacing conventional multilayer percep-
tron (MLP) layers with a FAN that capable of explicitly
modeling periodicity. Unlike MLPs, which directly trans-
form inputs through linear projections followed by non-
linear activations, FAN leverages the principles of Fourier
transform to decompose signals into periodic compo-
nents. Formally, if x ∈ Rdx is an input and ϕ(x) denotes
a FAN layer, we introduce learnable parameters Wp and
Wp̄ that transform x into both cosine and sine terms as
well as a nonlinear projection:

ϕ(x) = [cos(Wpx) || sin(Wpx) ||σ(Bp̄ +Wp̄x)],

where σ(·) is a nonlinear activation. This design stands
in contrast to a MLP layer Φ(x) that defined as

Φ(x) = σ(Bm +Wmx),
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Overlap Distribution for 4 Signals
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(d)

Overlap Distribution for 5 Signals

Signal # 1 mean=0.9965 median=0.9971
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Signal # 3 mean=0.9896 median=0.9934
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Figure 4. Overlap distribution for separated signals. Histograms of the overlap between separated waveforms and their
corresponding target templates for cases with (a) 2 signals, (b) 3 signals, (c) 4 signals, and (d) 5 signals. The overlap measures
the similarity between the separated and ground-truth signals, with values close to 1 indicating high accuracy. Each color
shows the distributions for individual signals (Signal 1, Signal 2, etc.) across the dataset, demonstrating consistent separation
quality as the number of overlapping signals increases.

which relies solely on learned affine transformations and
nonlinearities without explicit frequency modeling. By
incorporating trigonometric functions into the transfor-
mation, FAN naturally encodes periodic features, thereby
improving the model’s ability to disentangle overlapping
signals with periodic structures. Additionally, FAN re-
quires fewer parameters and computations than an MLP
of comparable capacity, enabling a more efficient repre-
sentation of the underlying signal periodicity.

c. Multi-decoder and selector To address the chal-
lenge of separating an unknown number of overlapping
GW signals, we assume a known upper limit K on the
number of concurrent sources. The model first employs a

counting head to estimate the number of signals, utilizing
a classification approach that outputs a probability dis-
tribution over {1, 2, . . . ,K}. Given the ground-truth set
of signals y, with |y| denoting its cardinality, we define
the cross-entropy loss as:

LCE(x,y) = −
K∑

k=1

1{|y|=k} log p̂(|y| = k | x), (7)

where p̂(|y| = k | x) is the predicted probability of in-
put x containing k signals, and 1{|y|=k} is an indicator
function that equals 1 if |y| = k and 0 otherwise. Once
the count is determined, the model activates the corre-
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sponding decoder-head that designed to reconstruct that
number of sources. By dynamically selecting the appro-
priate decoder-head, a single model can flexibly handle
variations in signal count, ensuring scalability across a
range of overlapping signal scenarios.

d. Loss function After selecting the appropriate
decoder-head, we optimize a separation objective to en-
sure high-fidelity waveform reconstruction. We adopt the
permutation-invariant scale-invariant signal-to-noise ra-
tio (SI-SNR) criterion [46]. Given a ground-truth signal
y and a predicted signal ŷ, we first compute:

ytarget =
⟨ŷ,y⟩
∥y∥2 y, e = ŷ − ytarget, (8)

and then define:

SI-SNR(y, ŷ) = 20 log10
∥ytarget∥

∥e∥ . (9)

For multiple sources, we select the permutation that
maximizes the total SI-SNR, ensuring the best alignment
between predictions and ground truth. The final loss
balances counting accuracy and source reconstruction fi-
delity:

L = λ · LSI-SNR + (1− λ) · LCE, (10)

with λ controlling the trade-off. By jointly optimizing
both terms, the model learns to reliably count sources
while achieving high-quality waveform separation.

C. Implementation Details

The simulation of GW signals and their embed-
ding in realistic detector noise was conducted using
the PyCBC1 library [37]. To facilitate robust and ef-
ficient time-series modeling, we used the asteroid2

[47], Time-Series-Library3 [48, 49] and incorporated
a FAN-based4 architecture into our transformer blocks.
The overall model was implemented in PyTorch, using
the Adam [50] optimizer with a learning rate of 10−3 and
no weight decay. Each dual-path block employed a chunk
size of 64 and a hidden size of 256. We used 8 attention
heads, two layers of Inter and intra transformer blocks.
Training was performed on an NVIDIA GeForce RTX
4090 GPU with a batch size of 16 and lasted up to 100
epochs. Early stopping based on validation performance
and gradient clipping of 5 are employed. This configura-
tion yielded an efficient, flexible framework for separating
complex GW signals.

1 https://pycbc.org
2 https://github.com/asteroid-team/asteroid
3 https://github.com/thuml/Time-Series-Library
4 https://github.com/YihongDong/FAN

III. RESULTS

A. Signal Counting Accuracy

Counting accuracy measures how well the predicted
number of signals matches the true number in the test-
ing set, defined as the ratio of correct predictions to
the number of total samples. For multi-class problems,
a confusion matrix is essential, with rows representing
true counts and columns representing predictions. Diago-
nal entries indicate correct predictions while off-diagonal
ones show errors. This analysis helps uncover error pat-
terns, such as overestimation or underestimation, and
provides insights into the model’s performance across dif-
ferent classes.
The confusion matrix in Fig. 3a reveals the model’s

strong capability to accurately count signals across all
scenarios with the majority of predictions lying along the
diagonal. For cases with two to five signals, misclassifica-
tions predominantly occur within a margin of ±1 signal,
demonstrating the model’s robustness in scenarios with
varying levels of complexity. For instance, when the true
number of signals is five, the model rarely misclassifies
beyond four signals. Furthermore, the model achieves
100% counting accuracy within a margin of ±1 signal
across all test cases, underscoring its reliability in han-
dling high-overlap scenarios and noisy environments.
Fig. 3b illustrates the Receiver Operating Character-

istic (ROC) curves generated for varying numbers of
overlapping signals (2, 3, 4, and 5). The ROC curves
highlight the trade-off between the true positive rate
(TPR) and false positive rate (FPR) across a wide range
of thresholds. Our model consistently achieved near-
perfect counting, as evidenced by the area under the
curve (AUC) values of 1.00000, 0.99999, 0.99993, and
0.99991 for 2, 3, 4, and 5 signals, respectively. These re-
sults demonstrate the robustness of the model in distin-
guishing overlapping signals with minimal false positives,
even in challenging scenarios with multiple sources. The
high AUC values confirm the efficacy of our approach
in accurately identifying compact binary coalescence sig-
nals while maintaining reliability across diverse configu-
rations.

B. Signal Separation Performance

The separation performance of our model was first
evaluated on the testing set, and the results are summa-
rized in Fig. 4. The histogram illustrates the distribution
of overlap scores between the separated waveforms and
their target templates. For cases involving multiple sig-
nals, the overlaps were sorted in descending order. This
sorting ensures a clear visualization of the model’s perfor-
mance across different signals. By sorting, we highlight
how the model achieves consistently higher overlaps for
the most prominent signals, with secondary signals show-
ing slightly reduced overlaps due to the increased com-

https://pycbc.org
https://github.com/asteroid-team/asteroid
https://github.com/thuml/Time-Series-Library
https://github.com/YihongDong/FAN
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Figure 5. Showcase of signal separation and generalization ability. The top panel illustrates the mixed data that
contains five target signals burried in noise. Other panels display the separated individual signals and target templates,
including BBH waveforms with precession, orbital eccentricity, and higher modes, as well as NS-BH and BNS waveforms. The
overlaps between the separated and target signals are consistently high, demonstrating the model’s effectiveness in separating
different types of signals and generalizing to diverse complex waveforms.

plexity of separation. This approach provides a more transparent way to assess the model’s separation capa-
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bilities. The mean and median overlap values for different
numbers of signals are detailed in the upper-left corner
of Fig. 4, further affirming the model’s robustness across
varied scenarios.
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Figure 6. Mismatch distributions of different SNR.
Boxplots illustrate the log10 M values for separated wave-
forms across varying numbers of overlapping signals (2 to 5)
and different SNR levels. The results demonstrate consistent
performance with low mismatch values, even as the number of
overlapping signals increases. Higher SNR levels correspond
to better separation quality, emphasizing the model’s robust-
ness in challenging scenarios.

To further evaluate performance across different SNR
levels, we analyzed the separation accuracy as a function
of SNR. The results reveal that higher SNR leads to sig-
nificantly better separation performance, with overlaps
exceeding 0.99 for SNR above 20. In the case where the
SNR is equal to 10, some samples exhibit an overlap of 0.
This occurs because the estimated number of signals ex-
ceeds the true number of signals, leaving no correspond-
ing target for the extra estimated signal, resulting in an
overlap of 0. As the number of signals increases, the over-
lap decreases slightly, reflecting the inherent challenge of
disentangling multiple overlapping waveforms. To better
illustrate the separation performance across challenging
cases, we plotted the log-transformed mismatch values,
log10 M, because the model achieves exceptional perfor-
mance, with a significant proportion of test samples hav-
ing overlaps exceeding 0.99. As the number of signals
increases, the overlap decreases slightly, reflecting the
inherent challenge of disentangling multiple overlapping
waveforms. This analysis underscores the model’s adapt-
ability and reliability across varying signal conditions.

C. Generalization Ability

Generalization is a critical property for models in grav-
itational wave data analysis, enabling them to perform
well on unseen scenarios and diverse physical conditions.
To explore the generalization ability of our model, we
provide an example involving the separation of five over-

lapping signals burried in noise in Fig. 5. These signals
include 3 BBH waveforms with spin precession, orbital
eccentricity, and higher-order modes, as well as NS-BH
and BNS waveforms. The waveform with spin precession
and orbital eccentricity is generated by SEOBNRE [51, 52].
The results demonstrate that our model can effectively
separate and reconstruct diverse types of signals, includ-
ing BBH, NS-BH, and BNS waveforms, even under chal-
lenging conditions. This highlights the model’s robust
generalization performance across a wide range of astro-
physical scenarios and signal characteristics.
Our model demonstrates robust generalization to sig-

nals with varying precession parameters, even when ap-
plied to waveforms outside the training data. Fig. 7a
shows the mismatch (log10 M) as a function of the preces-

sion parameter (
√
(sx)2 + (sy)2) for different numbers of

sources. Here, we set sz =
√
1− (sx)2 − (sy)2. The mis-

match values remain consistently low, with only a slight
performance drop as the precession parameter increases,
indicating the model’s strong ability to generalize to com-
plex precessional dynamics while maintaining high signal
fidelity.
The model also generalizes to signals under various or-

bital eccentricities, with e0 sampled from the range of
[0, 0.5]. Fig. 7b presents the mismatch (log10 M) as a
function of the initial orbital eccentricity (e0). The re-
sults show that the mismatch remains low across all ec-
centricity values tested, including scenarios where e0 de-
viates significantly from circular orbits. These findings
indicate that the model can accurately reconstruct sig-
nals with complex orbital dynamics, further underscoring
its versatility in handling diverse astrophysical phenom-
ena.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

The detection and separation of overlapping CBC GW
signals are pivotal challenges in GW astronomy. In this
work, we introduced the UnMixFormer, an innovative
neural network tailored for counting and separating over-
lapping sources. By leveraging a dual-path architecture
with attention-based blocks and FAN, our model achieves
high performance in handling complex overlapping sig-
nals. Evaluations on synthetic datasets, simulated with
CE noise, demonstrate robust number-of-signal counting
and generalization ability, as well as high-fidelity wave-
form separation at varying SNR levels. These results un-
derscore the efficacy of our model and highlight promising
avenues for future research.
One natural extension of this work lies in adapting the

model for multi-detector networks. Incorporating data
from multiple detectors such as CE, ET and LIGO could
improve source localization and separation by utilizing
spatial diversity. This extension would require adapting
the architecture to simultaneously process multi-channel
data and integrate spatial information from antenna pat-
tern functions across detectors. A multi-detector frame-
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Figure 7. Generalization performance across different precession and orbital eccentricity. (a) The mismatch

(log10 M) as a function of the spin precession parameter (
√

(sx)2 + (sy)2) for varying numbers of signals (2 to 5), demonstrating
the robustness of our model under different levels of spin precession. (b) The mismatch (log10 M) as a function of the initial
orbital eccentricity (e0), highlighting the model’s ability to generalize waveforms of varying levels of orbital eccentricity. Both
subfigures use box plots to summarize the variability in mismatch values. The consistently low mismatch across diverse physical
conditions illustrates the strong generalization capability of our model in separating signals with varying parameters.

work would significantly enhance the robustness and scal-
ability of our model for real-world GW observations.

Another promising direction is the application of
our model to space-based GW observatories, such as
LISA. For these missions, the detection and separation
of MBHB signals present unique challenges. Beyond
MBHB, the model could also be extended to address the
separation of GB foreground signals, which requires pre-
cise frequency-domain analysis due to their dense spec-
tral distribution. Such adaptations would demonstrate
the versatility of our model in handling the diverse sig-
nal scenarios expected from space-based observatories.

In conclusion, the UnMixFormer represents an ad-
vancement in GW data analysis, providing a robust
framework for tackling overlapping CBC signals. While
the current implementation demonstrates strong per-
formance, extending it to multi-detector networks and
space-based applications will ensure its continued rele-
vance and impact in the evolving field of gravitational

wave astronomy.
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