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ABSTRACT

We analyze the parameter estimation accuracy that can be achieved for the mass and spin of SgrA∗,

the SMBH in our Galactic Center, by detecting multiple extremely large mass-ratio inspirals (XMRIs).

XMRIs are formed by brown dwarfs (BD) inspiraling into a supermassive black hole (SMBH), thus

emitting gravitational waves (GWs) inside the detection band of future space-based detectors such as

LISA and TianQin. Theoretical estimates suggest the presence of approximately 10 XMRIs emitting

detectable GWs, making them some of the most promising candidates for space-based GW detectors.

Our analysis indicates that even if individual sources have low SNRs (≈ 10), high-precision parameter

estimates can still be achieved by detecting multiple sources. In this case, the accuracy of the parameter

estimates increases by approximately one to two orders of magnitude, at least. Moreover, by analyzing

a small sample of 400 initial conditions for XMRIs formed in the Galactic Center, we estimate that

almost 80% of the detectable XMRIs orbiting SgrA∗ will have eccentricities between 0.43 to 0.95 and

an SNR∈ [10, 100]. The remaining ∼20% of the sources have an SNR∈ [100, 1000] and eccentricities

ranging from 0.25 to 0.92. Additionally, some XMRIs with high SNR are far from being circular.

These loud sources with SNR≈ 1000 can have eccentricities as high as e ≈ 0.7; although their detection

chances are low, representing ≲2% of the detectable sources, their presence is not ruled out.

Keywords: black hole physics (159); gravitational waves (678); supermassive black holes (1663); Milky

Way galaxy physics (1056)

1. INTRODUCTION

Extremely large mass ratio inspirals (XMRIs) are in-

spiraling systems with a mass ratio of q ∼ 108 composed

of a brown dwarf (BD) and a supermassive black hole

(SMBH) (Amaro-Seoane 2019) that emit gravitational

waves (GWs) within the detection band of the space-

based GW detectors such as LISA (Amaro-Seoane & et

al. 2017; Colpi et al. 2024) or TianQin (Luo et al. 2016;

Mei & et al. 2021; Li et al. 2024).Their long merger

timescales of about 108 yr allow these sources to accumu-

late within their host systems; this distinctive character-

istic makes their detection highly promising. Moreover,

their formation and evolution models indicate that XM-

RIs emitting gravitational waves are currently present at

the center of our Galaxy (Amaro-Seoane 2019), placing

them among the closest sources that the space-based
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detectors will detect. In our previous work (Vázquez-

Aceves et al. 2023), we derived the number of circu-

lar and eccentric XMRIs emitting detectable GWs for

different values of the spin of SgrA∗ and obtained the

accuracy that can be achieved in the measurements of

the spin and mass of SgrA∗ if a single source with high

signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of about 30 to 2000 is de-

tected.

In this work, we expand our approach to include a

more conservative scenario by considering the simulta-

neous detection of multiple lower-SNR XMRIs (SNR≲
200) to perform the accuracy analysis. We generate a

set of 400 orbital parameters for XMRIs and randomly

select systems with an SNR within two specified ranges,

regardless of the orbital parameters. The first range cor-

responds to sources with a low SNR of around 20, while

the second SNR range represents moderate SNR values,

SNR≈ 100. We generate the waveforms of the XMRIs

using a model developed for high mass ratio sources,

including Post Newtonian (PN) corrections up to an or-
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der of 2.5 (Barack & Cutler 2004). Furthermore, we

perform a Fisher matrix analysis (Coe 2009) assuming

five sources are detected simultaneously but with distin-

guishable signals to estimate the accuracy of measuring

the spin and mass of SgrA∗. The Fisher information

matrix captures how sensitive the GW signal is to vari-

ous parameters, quantifying the expected errors in their

measurement; it assumes Gaussian noise, making it suit-

able for a first-order approximation of uncertainties in

parameter estimation.

In section 2, we describe the properties of the inspiral-

ing systems we focus on: XMRIs formed in the Galactic

Center orbiting SgrA∗. In Section 3, we obtain the num-

ber of XMRIs expected to orbit around SgrA∗ with dif-

ferent SNR, showing that almost 80% of the detectable

XMRIs will have an SNR∈ [10, 100] and about 20%, an

SNR∈ [100, 1000]. We give their eccentricity range and

show that only about 2% of the detectable sources will

have higher SNRs above 1000. In Section 4, we show

that by detecting multiple XMRIs, the accuracy of pa-

rameter estimation can be enhanced. The accuracy for

the spin, ∆s, and the mass, ∆M , increases with N, the

number of detected XMRIs. We present our results for

the Fisher matrix analysis considering up to N=5 simul-

taneous XMRIs and discuss our results to finally give our

conclusions in Section 5.

2. GALACTIC XMRIS

Models of galactic density distributions (Bahcall &

Wolf 1977) and two-body relaxation processes suggest

that XMRIs can form (Sigurdsson & Rees 1997; Hopman

& Alexander 2005; Amaro-Seoane et al. 2007; Amaro-

Seoane 2019, 2020) in the center of galaxies, and de-

tecting them within our Galaxy provides a unique op-

portunity to test and refine these models. The results

obtained can then be applied to other galaxies with simi-

lar characteristics to get a general understanding of their

structure and dynamics. However, if it is not via GWs,

the direct detection of XMRIs might not be achievable

in our galactic center and even less in other galaxies.

Therefore, these systems are among several difficult-

to-observe phenomena we expect to reveal with future

space-based gravitational wave detectors. Detecting the

GW emission of galactic XMRIs will, furthermore, en-

able us to map the spacetime around SgrA∗, offering

unprecedented insight into the properties of the SMBH.

In particular, it will help us determine the magnitude

of SgrA∗’s spin, a parameter that is difficult to measure

using electromagnetic observations.

We focus on XMRIs formed via two-body relaxation

processes at the center of out galaxy. According to

our previous estimates (Vázquez-Aceves et al. 2023) and

those presented by Amaro-Seoane (2019), there is a pop-

ulation of N ≈ 15 XMRIs around SgrA∗ emitting GWs

in the band of space-based detectors right now, with ec-

centric sources being more abundant (N ≈8-15) than

circular sources (N ≈1-5). These XMRIs have ran-

dom orbital parameters, yet all have a semimajor axis

that is smaller than the critical semimajor axis required

to create an inspiraling system (Hopman & Alexander

2005; Amaro-Seoane 2020). For BDs, the average crit-

ical semimajor axis is acrit ≈ 10−3 pc. However, the

parameters of inspiraling systems are also influenced by

the spin magnitude of the SMBH and the orbital incli-

nation of each orbit (Amaro-Seoane et al. 2013).

The semimajor axis a, and pericenter rp = a(1 − e),

of newly formed XMRIs must satisfy a ≲ acrit and

rp > rtidal, where rtidal is the tidal radius; otherwise, the

BD will be disrupted by the tidal forces of the SgrA∗.

Additionally, rp also must lie outside the position of the

last stable orbit (LSO), rLSO, or the BD will plunge into

the SMBH without performing an inspiraling process

when reaching the pericenter. This defines a maximum

eccentricity e ≲ emax given by

emax = 1− RL

a
; (1)

where RL is the maximum value between rLSO and rtidal.

Assuming a BD with mass mBD = 0.05M⊙ and radius

rBD = 0.083R⊙ (Sorahana et al. 2013), we get

rtidal =

(
2
(5− n)MSgrA∗

3mBD

)1/3

rBD ≈ 2.8RS, (2)

where we used a polytropic index n = 1.5 (Shapiro &

Teukolsky 1983).

The position of the LSO depends on the spin mag-

nitude of the SMBH and the orbital inclination, ι, of

the inspiraling object’s orbit with respect to the spin

axis. An inspiraling system in a prograde orbit around a

highly spinning SMBH can reach smaller pericentre dis-

tances and higher eccentricities than one formed around

a slowly spinning SMBH. The influence that the spin of

the SMBH has on the formation of GW sources as well

as on their event rates was studied by Amaro-Seoane

et al. (2013). This effect applies to all inspiraling sys-

tems, so the spin magnitude also influences the event

rates and the initial orbital parameters of an XMRI.

We obtain the position of the LSO of a Kerr black hole

as RLSO = 4RSW(ι, s), where RS = 2GM/c2 is the

Schwarzschild radius, G is the gravitational constant, c

is the speed of light in vacuum, andW(ι, s) is a function,

introduced in Amaro-Seoane et al. (2013), that accounts

for effect of the spin magnitude and the orbital inclina-

tion of the inspiraling object.
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We set SgrA∗ to be located at 8 kpc, to have a mass of

4×106 M⊙ (Ghez et al. 2008; Gillessen et al. 2009), and

its spin to be aligned with the line-of-sight following the

results of the Event Horizon Telescope (Akiyama & et al.

2022a,b,c,d,e,f). These results seem to indicate that the

spin of SgrA∗ is pointing at a small angle (< π/6 rad)

towards Earth and that the spin magnitude is s > 0.5.

However, estimates for the spin magnitude of SgrA∗ re-

main controversial. Based on dark spots identified in

Event Horizon Telescope images, Dokuchaev (2023) es-

timates the spin magnitude to range between 0.65 and

0.9, while Daly et al. (2024) gives an estimate of 0.87

to 0.90 based on X-ray and radio data. These results

differ significantly from those of Fragione & Loeb (2020,

2022), who estimate s ≲ 0.1 based on the spatial distri-

bution of the S-stars. Therefore, our analysis considers

spin magnitudes of s = 0.1 and s = 0.9; this also gives a

lower and upper limit for the accuracy estimates if the

spin magnitude takes an intermediate value.

3. PHASE SPACE AND SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO

The extremely large mass-ratio of XMRIs, q ∼ 108,

provides a few advantages in comparison with other in-

spiraling systems: the motion of the BD can be ap-

proximated as being nearly geodesic, and the merger

timescale is usually long TGW ≈ 108 years. This long

evolution period implies that the systems (1) can ac-

cumulate, giving rise to the estimates for the number of

XMRIs emitting GWs in our Galactic Center at this mo-

ment, and (2) the frequency of the emitted GWs remains

nearly constant during the detection period of the space-

based detectors. These characteristics allow for a more

straightforward computation of the waveforms, which

we generate by implementing Post-Newtonian (PN) cor-

rections up to 2.5 order according to Barack & Cutler

(2004) and Fang & Huang (2020), and estimate the XM-

RIs SNR as in Barack & Cutler (2004); Finn & Thorne

(2000)

(SNR)2 =

∫
h2
c,n

5fSn(f)
d ln f (3)

where hc,n is the characteristic strain, Sn is the noise

spectral density, and the factor of 5 comes from sky-

averaging.

The initial semimajor axis and eccentricity of an in-

spiraling system are always assumed to be such that

the pericenter lies outside RL =max(rLSO, rtidal) to en-

sure that the object will not plunge or be tidally dis-

rupted at the pericenter. For this reason, the typical

values for a and e are obtained by assuming a ≈ acrit
and e ≈ emax. However, for each a ≲ acrit, there is a

range of eccentricities that an XMRI can take as long

as the merger timescale, TGW, is shorter than the local

relaxation timescale, Trlx, multiplied by a factor that de-

pends on the eccentricity, TGW < Trlx(1 − e2) (Amaro-

Seoane 2018); this ensures that the system can inspiral

and merge before two-body relaxation can perturb the

pericenter of the orbit. Following the description pro-

vided in our previous work Vázquez-Aceves et al. (2023),

we sample the phase space and obtain a set of 200 possi-

ble orbital parameters for different orbital inclinations,

ι = [01, 0.4, 07, 1.0, 1.57] rad, per spin magnitude; thus,

in total, we obtained a sample of 400 initial orbital pa-

rameters which will be used to obtain an average of the

number of detectable sources with SNR≈10, 100 and

1000. To do this, we approximate the SNR (Equation 3)

as

(SNR)2 ≈
∑
n

h2
c,nḟn

5f2
nSn(f)

Tobs, (4)

where Tobs is the observation time,and use Equations 5

and 6 (Peters 1964; Barack & Cutler 2004)

de

dt
= − e

15

m

M2

(2πMforb)
8/3

(1− e2)5/2
[
304 + 121e2

]
, (5)

with m the mass of the BD, M the mass of SgrA∗, and

forb the orbital frequency,

dforb
dt

=
96

10π

m

M

(2πM)11/3

(1− e)7/2

[
1 +

73

24
e2 +

37

96
e4
]
, (6)

to evolve the 400 sources up to when Equation 4 gives

SNR≈ 10, SNR≈ 100 and SNR≈ 1000 assuming an ob-

servation time of 2 years. This estimate is only valid

because the frequency of XMRIs does not change signif-

icantly during Tobs, and ḟn ≈ nḟorb, so Equation 4 can

be written in terms of the orbital frequency forb and

for a given value of SNR, together with Equations 5

and 6, we can obtain the corresponding orbital pa-

rameters (a10i , e10i), (a100i , e100i), and (a1000i , e1000i),

where the subindex indicates the SNR of the source and

i ∈ [1, 400]. With these orbital parameters, we apply

the description given by Amaro-Seoane (2019) to esti-

mate the number of sources distributed between given

values of semimajor axes to obtain an average number

of XMRIs orbiting SgrA∗ for each value of the SNR.

The total number of detectable sources that we obtain

is not far from previous results; we obtain an average

of Ntot = 16+3
−5 for a spin magnitude of s = 0.9 and of

Ntot = 9+6
−4 for s = 0.1. However, the broad sampling

of the phase space shows that sources with SNR≈10,

which represent 76% of the total number of detectable

sources, can take eccentricities ranging between e ≲ 0.5

to e ≳0.98, while sources with SNR≈100 that represent

22% of the total number of sources, can have eccentric-

ities between e ≲ 0.2 and e ≳ 0.9. Finally, loud sources
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SNR s=0.1 s=0.9 NSNR/Ntot

≳10 e ∈(0.51 - 0.97) e ∈(0.43 - 0.98) 0.76

≈ 100 e ∈(0.25 - 0.92) e ∈(0.21 - 0.95) 0.22

≳1000 e ∈(0.11 - 0.67) e ∈(0.09 - 0.73) 0.02

Table 1. Eccentricity range and ratio NSNR/Ntot for each
spin magnitude, where NSNR is the number of sources with
an average SNR of ≳10, ≈ 100, and ≳ 1000 obtained from
the set of 400 initial orbital parameters.

with SNR≈ 1000 and eccentricity range from e ≈ 0 to

0.7 represent just 2% of the total number of detectable

sources, reducing detection chances. This is no surprise

as the most likely detectable sources are sources with

a long merger timescale, and sources with higher SNR

are, in this case, closer to the merger. Table 1 summa-

rizes these results and shows that not all the detectable

sources are highly eccentric, highlighting the fact that

future searches for XMRI GW signals should not focus

only on highly eccentric systems.

4. ACCURACY OF MASS AND SPIN ESTIMATES

FOR SgrA∗ WITH MULTIPLE XMRIS

We evaluate the precision with which the spin and

mass of SgrA∗ can be determined by conducting a Fisher

matrix analysis (Coe 2009). This method provides a lin-

earized approximation for the measurement uncertain-

ties and approaches the actual errors in the high-SNR

regime. The Fisher matrix for an individual XMRI can

be expressed as

(ΓN )i,j :=

〈
∂h(θN )

∂θi
,
∂h(θN )

∂θj

〉
, (7)

where θN := (θN,1, ..., θN,n) is the vector correspond-

ing to the N -th XMRI in the n-dimensional parameter
space and ⟨·, ·⟩ is the noise-weighted inner product (Finn

1992; Klein et al. 2016). As the harmonics of the dif-

ferent XMRIs almost do not evolve during the observa-

tion time, we assume their frequencies can be separated

clearly during detection. Using this fact together with

the linearity of the Fisher matrix, the Fisher matrix of

the combined signal takes the form (Isoyama et al. 2018;

Torres-Orjuela et al. 2024)

Γtot =
∑
N

ΓN . (8)

To perform the accuracy analysis, we consider 20 ran-

dom sources in total, separated into two sets of 10

sources per spin magnitude, s = [0.1, 0.9]. From the

set of 400 sources, we take five sources with SNR≈20,

and five more with SNR≈100. The lower limit in this

range represents sources above the detection thresh-

s ι e rp[rS] nh SNR

0.1

0.1 0.852888 7.53890 19-118 (100) 29.7

0.4 0.717905 8.25989 8-42 (35) 28.0

0.7 0.523073 8.79724 1-20 (20) 25.0

1.0 0.907250 7.02318 38-237 (200) 17.5

1.57 0.567448 8.71449 1-25 (25) 11.0

0.9

0.1 0.961463 6.09090 143-863 (719) 30.0

0.4 0.646565 8.50378 4-33 (30) 28.2

0.7 0.567355 8.70454 1-25 (25) 24.3

1.0 0.767857 8.05733 10-59 (50) 17.6

1.57 0.439907 8.96971 1-18 (18) 11.6

0.1

0.1 0.506323 6.28613 1-25 (25) 169

0.4 0.370228 6.48041 1-16 (16) 172

0.7 0.258564 6.62610 1-15 (15) 163

1.0 0.604174 6.10792 1-35 (35) 96

1.57 0.279065 6.59283 1-15 (15) 73

0.9

0.1 0.769921 5.64530 9-55 (47) 152

0.4 0.581592 6.15145 1-30 (30) 148

0.7 0.280562 6.60106 1-12 (12) 149

1.0 0.410115 6.43219 1-20 (20) 105

1.57 0.316318 6.55430 1-15 (15) 70

Table 2. XMRIs considered for the accuracy analysis: For
each system, we show (from left to right) the spin magni-
tude of SgrA∗ s, the orbital inclination ι, the eccentricity e,
the pericenter distance rp, the range of harmonics calculated
(with the total number of harmonics in the parenthesis), and
the SNR obtained from the noise-weighted inner product.

old1 (Babak et al. 2017), while the upper limit repre-

sents a moderate SNR value well above the detection

threshold. A deeper study would involve a full posterior

sampling considering all the parameters of the source (Li

2013; Ye et al. 2024), but we restrict ourselves to a Fisher

matrix analysis because its lower computational costs

allow us to explore the combination of multiple sources

more easily.

We obtain the waveforms of the sources considering

up to 2.5 PN corrections (Barack & Cutler 2004), but

to reduce the computational cost of calculating them,

we first use Equation 4 to estimate the contribution of

each harmonic and select the harmonics that contribute

in total to the 90% of the emitted power. The consid-

ered harmonics and orbital parameters for each of the 20

selected sources are shown in Table 2; the actual SNR of

1 We use the detection threshold of extreme mass ratio inspirals
here as they are the most similar sources while there is no com-
parable estimate for XMRIs.
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Initial conditions set

Figure 1. XMRIs orbital parameters and their approxi-
mated SNR. The dot, triangle, and star markers on the main
plot show XMRIs evolved from the initial conditions high-
lighted in orange in the upper right subplot, where we show
a set of initial parameters obtained for both spin magnitudes
s=0.1 (teal color) and s=0.9 (purple color). We use the sys-
tems with SNR≈20 and SNR≈ 100 for the accuracy analysis.

each source is computed from the waveform using Equa-

tion 3 and is shown in the right panel of the same table.

In figure 1, we show the orbital parameters of the

sources used for the accuracy analysis. The subplot in

the upper right corner shows the set of initial orbital pa-

rameters with which the XMRIs are formed considering

the two different spin magnitudes where the subset of 20

sources that are evolved up to the predefined SNR values

is highlighted in orange. We also plot the loud sources

with SNR≈ 1000 in Figure 1; nevertheless, we exclude

these loud sources from the accuracy analysis as detect-

ing even one of these will provide an accurate value when

performing a parameter extraction, and it will not sig-

nificantly benefit from detecting several sources.

Figure 2 shows the detection error for the spin ∆s

and the mass of SgrA∗ ∆M as the number of sources

increases. As expected, sources with higher SNR pro-

vide higher accuracy than sources with lower SNR. We

see that the accuracy is enhanced as N grows in all cases;

however, the spin accuracy is the quantity that benefits

the most from detecting several sources. For low SNR

(≈ 20), the accuracy of the spin increases one order of

magnitude for N=3, and there is already an important

improvement with just two sources, especially for the

highly spinning case. After that, increasing the number

1 2 3 4 5

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

∆
s

s=0.1 and SNR=20

s=0.9 and SNR=20

s=0.1 and SNR=100

s=0.9 and SNR=100

1 2 3 4 5

number of sources

10−1

100

∆
M

[M
�

]

s=0.1 and SNR=20

s=0.9 and SNR=20

s=0.1 and SNR=100

s=0.9 and SNR=100

Figure 2. Accuracy of measuring the spin s (upper panel)
and the mass M (lower panel) of SgrA∗ as a function of
number of detected XMRIs.

of sources does not significantly improve the accuracy;

it remains nearly constant and takes roughly the same

value, ∆s ≈ 10−4, independently of the spin magnitude.

In the case of sources with SRN ≈ 100, the highly spin-

ning case, s = 0.9, benefits the most from detecting

several sources; when N=5, the accuracy ∆s increases
two orders of magnitude, reaching ∆s ≈ 10−7. Mean-

while, the accuracy for the slow spinning case, s = 0.1,

gets better by almost an order of magnitude for N=5.

The increasing number of sources also enhances the

detection accuracy for the mass ∆M . Systems with

s = 0.9 achieve a better mass estimation precision than

the slow-spinning case, and for N=5, the accuracy is im-

proved by roughly one order of magnitude in all cases.

To compare the contribution of each XMRI to the to-

tal accuracy, we show in Table 3, the ratio between the

accuracy obtained with a single XMRI to the total ac-

curacy (∆s)tot and (∆M)tot obtained with the set of

N=5 XMRIs. The XMRIs that improve the accuracy

the most are not always the ones with the highest SNR;

although a combination of e and rp is important, the

position of the pericenter distance is the parameter that
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s ι SNR ∆s/(∆s)tot ∆M/(∆M)tot

0.1

0.1 29.7 13.6 4.00

0.4 28.0 5.59 4.88

0.7 25.0 2.54 4.84

1.0 17.5 45.1 3.51

1.57 11.0 1.62 4.67

0.9

0.1 30.0 53.7 3.50

0.4 28.2 4.08 6.22

0.7 24.3 1.77 3.75

1.0 17.6 9.87 4.06

1.57 11.6 2.72 6.50

0.1

0.1 169 6.58 4.39

0.4 172 4.40 4.00

0.7 163 2.37 3.06

1.0 96 1.48 1.79

1.57 73 3.58 3.34

0.9

0.1 152 41.5 4.61

0.4 148 17.5 5.01

0.7 149 1.66 2.98

1.0 105 4.29 2.98

1.57 70 1.38 5.05

Table 3. Contribution of each source in a system of five
sources. The contribution is shown in the last two columns
as the ratio of the accuracy of a single XMRI ∆θ(θ = s,M)
to the accuracy of a system of five XMRIs with similar SNRs
(∆θ)tot.

influences ∆s the most. On the other hand, the contri-

bution of a single XMRI to the total accuracy (∆M)tot
does not vary too much from source to source, the ratio

∆M/(∆M)tot remains between 1.79 and 6.50, while in

the case of the spin, this ratio can reach up to 53.7.

5. CONCLUSIONS

Increasing the number of sources consistently im-

proves the precision for both spin and mass estimation,

demonstrating the value of multi-source analysis.

By performing a Fisher matrix analysis, we predict the

accuracy with which key properties, such as the mass

and spin of SgrA∗, can be determined. We have shown

that even when the sources’ SNR is relatively low (≈ 20),

the accuracy of the parameters extraction can be signifi-

cantly enhanced by detecting more than one source. For

the slowly spinning case s = 0.1, we get that the spin

accuracy ∆s is around one order of magnitude better

when using five sources for the analysis, while for the

highly spinning case s = 0.9, the accuracy improves by

even two orders of magnitude. The improvement of us-

ing multiple sources for the detection accuracy of the

mass ∆M is around one order of magnitude indepen-

dent of the spin. How much adding one source to the

analysis contributes to improving the accuracy depends

on the properties of the inspiraling systems. For the

spin, the improvement of its accuracy ∆s varies from

1.62 to 45.1 when adding one source to the analysis in

the case of s = 0.1, and from 1.77 to up to 53.7 for

s = 0.9. The accuracy of the mass ∆M improves, on

average, by around 4 regardless of the value of the spin

and the orbital parameters of the XMRIs.

We estimate the total number of sources inspiraling to-

wards SgrA∗ for two different spin values. For a spin of

s = 0.9, we obtain Ntot = 16+3
−5 and for a spin of s = 0.1,

we obtain Ntot = 9+6
−4. From these sources, nearly 80%

have an SNR of ≈ 10-100 and around 20% an SNR

≈ 100-1000. These results are not significantly different

from previous findings (Amaro-Seoane 2019; Vázquez-

Aceves et al. 2023). However, while previous estimates

suggest that XMRIs orbiting SgrA∗ are highly eccentric,

we find that the eccentricity of detectable systems ranges

from 0.5 to 0.97 for XMRIs with SNR ≈ 10 − 100 and

from 0.2 to 0.92 for systems with SNR ≈ 100-1000; in-

dicating that some of the detectable XMRIs that might

be orbiting SgrA∗ at the moment can have moderate ec-

centricity values. Additionally, we identify loud sources

with SNR≳ 1000 and eccentricities of around e ≈ 0.7.

However, the expected number of such sources remains

low, representing only ≲ 2% of the total number of de-

tectable sources orbiting SgrA∗. While the character-

istics of gravitational wave sources in nature cannot be

controlled, having prior knowledge of likely orbital pa-

rameters and SNRs helps refine search techniques and

develop more accurate waveform models. These mod-

els are essential for detecting signals in the data ex-

pected from future space-based gravitational wave de-

tectors. Thus, these eccentricity ranges should be con-

sidered when searching for XMRIs signals.
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