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Galactic core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) are a target for current generation gravitational wave
detectors with an expected rate of 1-3 per century. The development of data analysis methods
used for their detection relies deeply on the availability of waveform templates. However, realistic
numerical simulations producing such waveforms are computationally expensive (millions of CPU
hours and 102 − 103 GB of memory), and only a few tens of them are available nowadays in
the literature. We have developed a novel parametrized phenomenological waveform generator
for CCSNe, ccphen v4, that reproduces the morphology of numerical simulation waveforms with
low computational cost (∼ 10 ms CPU time and a few MB of memory use). For the first time,
the phenomenological waveforms include polarization and the effect of several oscillation modes
in the proto-neutron star. This is sufficient to describe the case of non-rotating progenitor cores,
representing the vast majority of possible events. The waveforms include a stochastic component
and are calibrated using numerical simulation data. The code is publicly available. Their main
application is the training of neural networks used in detection pipelines, but other applications in
this context are also discussed.

PACS numbers:
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first detection of a binary black hole merger
in 2015, which established the field of gravitational wave
(GW) astronomy, about a hundred detections have been
reported [1]. In 2017 the first observation of a binary
neutron star merger by the Advanced LIGO [2] and Ad-
vanced Virgo [3] detectors, coincident with the electro-
magnetic detection of a short gamma-ray burst and a
kilonova [4, 5] initiated the era of multi-messenger as-
tronomy (MMA) with GW: a novel paradigm capable of
probing the densest and most energetic regions of the
universe.

The improvement of GW detectors has led to the suc-
cessful discovery of tens of compact binary coalescence
(CBC) events [6–8]. Nonetheless, the GW emission as-
sociated to core-collapse supernova (CCSN) explosions,
another important target for MMA, has not yet been
observed due to the weakness of the signal and its inher-
ent complexity: despite being one of the most energetic
events in the universe, the expected strain amplitude of
a Galactic CCSN ranges ∼ 10−21 − 10−23, with a rate of
∼ 1− 3 per century (see [9, 10] and references therein).

At the end of their lives, massive stars of ∼ 8−100M⊙
have accumulated≈ 1.4 M⊙ of elements of the iron family
in a compact core due to thermonuclear fusion processes.
Having reached the Chandrasekhar mass, the iron core
cannot support its own weight and undergoes a gravita-
tional collapse. As the density increases up to nuclear

saturation density, heavy nuclei are disintegrated into
free nucleons, producing neutrinos that become trapped.
At the same time, the sharp rise of the incompressibil-
ity, due to repulsive contributions to the nuclear force
between the nucleons, halts the collapse of the inner core
forming a proto-neutron star (PNS). As it bounces back,
it produces a shock wave that stalls at about 100 km.
Helped by the additional thermal energy deposited by
the neutrinos diffusing out of the PNS, the shock may re-
vive in timescales of hundreds of milliseconds disrupting
the entire star and producing an electromagnetic signal
known as supernova [11, 12].

Mass motions in the newly formed PNS are responsi-
ble for the emission of strong GW signals, which could
be detectable at galactic distances [13]. The basic theory
of CCSN explosion is consistent with SN 1987 A, which
was detected via electromagnetic radiation and low en-
ergy neutrino emission [14]. Nonetheless, GW and neu-
trino emission, as opposed to electromagnetic radiation,
provide direct and unique information about the inner
dynamics of the collapse, since they are produced at its
inner core. Thus, combined multi-messenger detection of
the GW signal together with the neutrino signal would
be critical to confirm this theoretical model, and would
help us understand the details of the processes taking
place during the explosion.

In the context of GW searches, the template-matching
techniques [15] that have been successfully used in the
detection of CBC signals, are not feasible for the case of
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CCSNe. The main reason is that the signals are intrin-
sically stochastic because the emission process is tightly
related to the development of instabilities in the PNS
(e.g. convection). Therefore, waveforms from numerical
simulations should be regarded as particular realizations
of all possible signals that a system with the same fea-
tures (progenitor mass, rotation, ...) may produce, rather
than the true template for this system.

Additionally, the generation of large template banks of
CCSN waveforms is challenging due to the large compu-
tational cost of numerical simulations. Therefore, current
CCSN searches, both targeted [16–18] and all-sky [17–
19], employ model-free algorithms that rely on excess of
power to identify signals buried in detector noise, such as
coherent Waveburst [20] or BayesWave [21]. These state-
of-the-art algorithms reach 50% detection efficiency at 5
kpc during O1 and O2, at 8.9 kpc during O3, and could
reach ∼ 10 kpc during the advanced detector era, for
the most common case of slow-rotating progenitors. To
improve their detection probability we have to broaden
the volume of the universe to be explored, which can
be achieved by improving the detectors’ sensitivity or
designing robust and novel methods to enhance CCSN
searches.

In this line of thought, several authors have proposed
to benefit of the particularity of CCSN signal for detec-
tion [22–30], and regression [31, 32] tasks using Machine
Learning (ML). ML has been successful in a variety of
applications and it has emerged as a novel tool in the
GW field (see [33] for a comprehensive review). These
methods are able to perform analysis rapidly since all the
intensive computation is diverted to the one-time train-
ing stage. Due to their ability to grasp the underlying
characteristics of the data, it is preferable to use large
data sets to cover as deep a parameter space as possible.

Nevertheless, because of the massive amount of com-
putational resources needed to produce each of the CCSN
simulations, there is a limited number of them. This im-
poses a challenge for ML applications due to the lack of
data: as we discuss in detail in the next sections, most
realistic 3D simulations amount to a few tens, and even
including less intensive (and less accurate) simulations,
there are no more than ∼ 100 available in the literature.
Some authors [34] have computed several thousand simu-
lations, but they correspond only to the signal at bounce,
which is a very small fraction of the whole signal (only
the first ∼ 25 ms). Furthermore, due to their numeri-
cal challenge and the various approximations used, it is
unclear how close the existing numerical waveforms cor-
respond to the actual GW signal for a specific type of
progenitor or what is the dependence of the waveform
properties with the progenitor properties (there is only
partial coverage of the CCSN parameter space).

To overcome this issue [22] and [26] developed a set of
phenomenological waveforms with a stochastic compo-
nent that are inexpensive to generate and mimic in time-
frequency the rising arch of the dominant mode of CCSN
signal. These waveforms have been used to train con-

volutional neural networks (CNNs) that are able to de-
tect [22, 26] or infer the properties [32] of realistic CCSN
waveforms from numerical simulations, proving that this
is a valid approach and that phenomenological waveforms
are sufficiently close to realistic ones to serve as a base
for training CNNs. The phenomenological waveforms of
[22, 26] have several limitations:

i) They do not include polarization, so they can be used
as a prediction of the strain at one single detector,
but cannot be used properly for networks of detec-
tors.

ii) They only contain the contribution of the dominant
mode in the signal but not additional modes that are
expected to appear (see discussion below).

iii) The parameter space and calibration used was based
on a limited set of simulations and applied to a lim-
ited set of parameters being, for many parameters,
just best guesses.

A similar approach has been followed by [35, 36]
which used frequency-varying chirplets as phenomenolog-
ical templates. Although in this case polarization is con-
sidered, the waveforms are much more simplified than in
[22, 26] and do not contain any stochastic component. In
this work we present a new phenomenological waveform
generator that extends the work by [22, 26] addressing
the three aforementioned issues.
The structure of this paper is as follows: in Sect. II

we describe the current understanding of PNS oscilla-
tions as the dominant GW emission mechanism in CCSN
and present a simplified model for these oscillations that
can be used to build phenomenological waveforms. In
Sect. III we investigate the space of parameters of the
phenomenological waveforms by analyzing a set of real-
istic numerical simulations available in the literature. In
Sect. IV we present the details of the numerical code com-
puting the phenomenological waveforms, some examples
of waveforms and code tests. In Sect. V we compare the
new phenomenological waveforms directly with realistic
CCSN waveforms to assess their similarity. Finally, in
Sect. VI we present our conclusions.

II. PROTO-NEUTRON STAR OSCILLATIONS

For non-rotating stars, we can regard the PNS as
a spherically symmetric object whose deviations from
spherical symmetry can be modelled as perturbations.
After the bounce, the properties of the background spher-
ical object change slowly with time, in timescales of
∼ 100 ms set by the PNS cooling and the accretion
timescales. This timescale is much smaller than the
timescale associated with most of the perturbations,
therefore, at any given time, the perturbations can be
modelled as the solution of an eigenvalue problem result-
ing from the linearization of the hydrodynamics equa-
tions around the hydrostatic equilibrium. The result
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of the eigenvalue analysis is the existence of oscilla-
tory modes in the form of (buoyancy-driven) g-modes,
(pressure-driven) p-modes and f-modes. This approach
has proven to describe the behaviour of the PNS in the
post-bounce evolution and is able to explain the main
features in the GW spectrum of CCSNe [37–43]. When
considered the accretion flow into the PNS, additional
modes appear associated to the acoustic-advective in-
teraction between the shock and the PNS, in a process
known as the standing accretion shock instability (SASI)
[44, 45].

We aim to build a simplified model for this scenario
based on the existence of PNS modes emitting GWs.
With this in mind, we proceed next to show the frame-
work in which our GWs are computed, to present a sim-
ple model for the evolution of an initially perturbed PNS,
and finally build a model for a continuously excited PNS.
The model presented here is an extension of the work of
[26, 46] that allows the computation of both polarizations
of the GW signal.

A. Quadupolar approximation of the GW emission

In the slow-motion approximation, the GW emission
can be approximated by the Einstein quadrupole formula
[see e.g. 47]. In the case of core-collapse supernovae, this
approximation reproduces with high accuracy the phase
of the gravitational wave signal and its amplitude within
a 10% error [48]. For this reason, it is used regularly in
core-collapse simulations to compute the GW signal (in
particular all the simulations mentioned in this work).

The strain of the GW emission in the quadrupolar ap-
proximation can be expressed in a very compact form
in terms of the spin-weighted spherical harmonics with
s = −2 [see e.g. 47]:

h = h+ − ih× =
1

D

G

c4
8π

5

√
2

3

+2∑
m=−2

Ï2m −2Y
2m(Θ,Φ),

(1)

where D is the distance to the source. Ilm are a complex
quantities, the multipolar moments, defined as

Ilm ≡
∫

ρ(x, t) rlY ∗
lm(θ, φ)d3x, (2)

where ρ is the rest-mass density. The multipolar mo-
ments with the different sign of m fulfil

Ilm = (−1)mI∗l−m, (3)

For l = 2, we refer to it as the mass quadrupole moment.
The values of the s = −2 spin-weighted tensor spherical

harmonics with l = 2 are:

−2Y
20(Θ,Φ) =

1

4

√
15

2π
sin2 Θ, (4)

−2Y
2±1(Θ,Φ) =

1

8

√
5

π
(2 sinΘ± sin 2Θ)e±iΦ, (5)

−2Y
2±2(Θ,Φ) =

1

16

√
5

π
(3± 4 cosΘ + cos 2Θ)e±i 2Φ.

(6)

To avoid confusion, we use θ and φ for the angles of the
spherical coordinates centred in the source when used for
the integration of the mass quadrupole, and Θ and Φ for
similar angles when used to denote the observation angle.
These tensor spherical harmonics fulfill the orthonormal-
ity relation ∫

dΩsY
lm

sY
l′m′∗ = δll′δmm′ . (7)

This allows us to express the strain as

h =

m=2∑
m=−2

h2m −2Y
2m(Θ,Φ) (8)

where

h2m =
1

D

G

c4
8π

5

√
2

3
Ï2m. (9)

We define the root-mean-square of the angular average
of h as

h̄rms ≡

√〈
1

4π

∫
dΩ |h|2

〉

=

√√√√ 1

4π

+2∑
m=−2

⟨|h2m|2⟩, (10)

where we have used the orthonormality relations of
Eq. (7) and

⟨f⟩ ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dtf, (11)

is the time average.
We consider statistically isotropic sources. This is valid

for the collapse of non-rotating progenitors, which are
approximately spherically symmetric. This symmetry is
broken after the collapse but, in a statistical sense, it
is still spherically symmetric. The reason is that if we
consider a sufficiently large ensemble of realizations of
the collapse of the same progenitor core, the outcome
averaged over all realizations is spherically symmetric.
Under this assumption, it holds that

< |I20|2 >=< |I21|2 >=< |I22|2 > . (12)

A proof for these conditions can be found in Appendix A.
These conditions are used in our waveform generator to
impose statistical isotropy on the source, as described in
the next sections, by fixing the relative rms amplitude of
I2m.
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B. Oscillations of an initially perturbed static
proto-neutron star

Let us consider first a PNS described by a spherically
symmetric static background with density ρ0(r). This
background admits oscillatory solutions (modes), a solu-
tion of an eigenvalue problem for the linearly perturbed
equations expanded in terms of the spherical harmonics
Ylm(θ, φ). The real and imaginary parts of the resulting

eigenvalues, ω
(T )
l and σ

(T )
l depend on the number l and

of the type of mode (e.g. g-modes, p-modes, f-modes,
SASI ..., noted here with the label (T )). Note that only
modes with l = 2 contribute to the dominant quadrupo-
lar GW signal and modes with different values of m have
the same frequency and damping rate for spherically sym-
metric backgrounds.

If we consider an initially perturbed PNS, we can de-
scribe the time evolution of the rest-mass density as

ρ(x, t) = ρ0(r)

+R

{∑
T

∞∑
l=0

+l∑
m=−l

ρ
(T )
lm (r)Ylm(θ, φ) e

i
(
ω

(T )
l −iσ

(T )
l

)
t

}
,

(13)

where ρ
(T )
lm is the amplitude of a particular oscillation

mode and R indicates the real part. This expression is
valid for a single initial perturbation, that sets the value

of ρ
(T )
lm , and results in a combined damped oscillation

of the different modes, decaying exponentially in time
towards the background.

In the next derivations, we focus on a single eigenmode.
Therefore, to simplify the notation we remove the label
(T ), unless strictly necessary. The time-varying part of
the quadrupolar moment can be therefore computed as

I ′lm ≡ R
{∫

(ρ(x, t)− ρ0(r))r
lY ∗

lm(θ, φ)d3x

}
=

1

2

[
Alm ei(ωl+iσl)t + (−1)mAl−m e−i(ωl+iσl)t

]
, (14)

where

Alm ≡
∫

ρlm(r) r(l+2)dr. (15)

Since the density perturbations ρlm are real functions
but I ′lm is a complex function, the relation between
both mixes inevitably positive and negative m. Note
that Ïlm = Ï ′lm, so it can be used directly in the
quadrupole formula. This quantity fulfils the equation
for the damped harmonic oscillator

Ï ′lm − 2σİ ′lm + (ω2 + σ2)I ′lm = 0. (16)

Using the natural frequency ω0 ≡
√
ω2 + σ2 and the

quality factor Q ≡ −ω0/(2σ), instead of ω and σ, we
can rewrite this equation as

Ï ′lm +
ω0

Q
İ ′lm + ω2

0I
′
lm = 0. (17)

Since I ′lm are complex quantities, for a given l, we would
have to integrate 2l + 1 complex quantities, or equiva-
lently 2(2l+1) real quantities. However, these quantities
fulfil that

I ′lm = (−1)mI ′∗l−m, (18)

or equivalently, splitting into real and imaginary part

R(I ′lm) = (−1)m R(I ′l−m),

I(I ′lm) = (−1)m+1 I(I ′l−m), (19)

where I denotes the imaginary part. These relations im-
ply that all moments with negative m can be expressed
in terms of moments with positive m and that I(I ′l0) = 0.
In practice it means that we just have to integrate 2l+1
real quantities and the rest can be computed from those,
i.e. the number of degrees of freedom is the same as for
ρlm, as one should expect.
For the case considered here, with l = 2, this means

that we just integrate R(I ′20), R(I ′21), R(I ′22), I(I ′21),
I(I ′22), and then compute the others as

I(I ′20) = 0,

R(I ′2−1) = −R(I ′2,1), R(I ′2−2) = R(I ′2,2),

I(I ′2−1) = I(I ′2,1), I(I ′2−2) = −I(I ′2,2). (20)

C. Oscillations of a continuously-excited
slowly-evolving proto-neutron star

In a realistic model of CCSNe the PNS, oscillation
modes are excited continuously by the action of non-
linearities arising from the effect of several instabilities,
including neutrino-driven convection and SASI, and from
external perturbations of an accreting fluid that, in gen-
eral, may be anisotropic. Additionally, the slowly evolv-
ing background modifies continuously the eigenvalues of
the system. A full predictive analysis of the oscillation
mode evolution would require performing numerical sim-
ulations and then computing the time-varying values of
the eigenvalues [This would be the approach followed by
37–40, 43]. However, our phenomenological approach to
waveform generation aims to avoid the computationally
expensive numerical simulations of CCSNs. Following
this philosophy, we consider a generic ω(t) and σ(t) that
represents the evolution of the real and imaginary part
of the eigenvalue of a mode, respectively, or equivalently
ω0(t) and Q(t).
Therefore, the natural extension of Eq. (17) to the case

of a continuously-excited slowly-evolving PNS is a driven
damped harmonic oscillator of the form

Ï ′lm +
ω0(t)

Q(t)
İ ′lm + ω0(t)

2I ′lm = Wlm(t), (21)

where the driving term Wlm(t) has units of energy and is
related to the work done by the external forcing (the per-
turbations mentioned above) on the system. Note that
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the forcing is independent for each of the components lm.
If we define a driving force density f acting on a fluid el-
ement to displace it by dl, the differential work per unit
volume is

δw = f · dl = f · v dt = p dt, (22)

where p ≡ f · v is a power density. Integrating over the
whole volume of the system

δW =

∫
d3x f · v dt =

∫
d3x p dt = P dt, (23)

where P is the power related to the external forcing. The
work done at any time (now adding the lm label) is just
given by

Wlm(t) =

∫ t

0

Plm(t′)dt′ (24)

The numerical time integration of Eq. (1) together with
Eq. (21) can be used to generate GW signals similar to
those found in CCSN simulations, provided that realistic
values for ω0(t), Q(t) and Wlm(t) are given. We address
the choice of all relevant parameters for the waveform in
the next section.

III. PARAMETERS CHOICE AND
CALIBRATION

A. CCSN waveform catalogue

Since we aim to design a phenomenological waveform
generator for CCSN, we want to base the parameters of
our waveforms (amplitude, frequency evolution, duration
...) on realistic CCSN waveforms. Therefore, we build a
catalogue of selected CCSN waveforms from the litera-
ture that we use to calibrate the different parameters.
The selection criteria are:

i) three-dimensional simulations,

ii) non-rotating progenitors,

iii) no-magnetic fields,

iv) some neutrino transport treatment (we do not con-
sider models with light-bulb models or grey leakage
schemes),

v) progenitors with single star stellar evolution (we do
not consider e.g. ultra-stripped stars result of binary
interaction [55]).

Table I shows the selection of 33 models forming part
of our catalogue. Note that we had to freeze the composi-
tion of our catalogue in 2022 since the results of this work
are already being used in some other ongoing projects.
Therefore, some recent simulations [e.g. 64, 65] are not

FIG. 1: Distribution of waveforms in our catalogue
according to the ZAMS mass (blue bars) compared to

the Salpeter’s initial mass function (black curve).
Orange bars show the result of weighing the

distributions with Salpeter’s law.

being used for this catalogue even if they would fit ac-
cording to our selection criteria. Additionally to these
models, for some of the statistics (frequency evolution),
we include an additional set of 17 2D simulations (the
rest of the criteria are the same). Unless explicitly said
we use only the 3D simulations set, which is referred to
simply as the catalogue.

The models in Table I use a variety of neutrino
transport schemes including the Fast Multigrid Trans-
port (FMT, [66]), the Isotropic Diffusion Source Ap-
proximation (IDSA, [67]), an energy-dependent first-
momentum closure scheme (M1, [68]), energy-dependent
two-moment equations using a variable Eddington factor
technique (Ray-by-ray+,[69]) and the Multigroup Flux-
Limited Diffusion scheme (MGFLD, [70]). For the treat-
ment of gravity, different approaches are used including a
pseudo-relativistic gravity treatment (TOV, [71]), a con-
formally flat condition approximation of general relativ-
ity (XCFC, [72]) and a fully hyperbolic formulation of
general relativity (BSSN, [73, 74]). The equations of state
used include BHBΛϕ [75], DD2 [76], the k2∗0 m0.∗5 se-
ries [77], LS220 [78], TM1 [79], SFHo and SFHx [80].

Progenitors span zero-age main-sequence (ZAMS)
masses in the range 9 to 100 M⊙. All progenitors are
generated in a solar metallicity environment except for
the model from [58] and those from [59], which are zero
metallicity. Given that the catalogue is a selection based
on what is available in the literature, the distribution of
progenitor ZAMS masses does not follow what one would
expect from the initial mass function (IMF) [81]. This
can be seen in Fig. 1 that shows the number of wave-
forms in the catalogue depending on the mass compared
to the Salpeter initial mass function [81] that models the
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TABLE I: List of 3D CCSN simulations used to calibrate the parameters of our phenomenological waveforms. See
the text for a description of the labels.

Source Neutrino transport Gravity Model EOS MZAMS

Kuroda et al. (2016) [49] M1 BSSN SFHx SFHx 15.0

TM1 TM1 15.0

Andresen et al. (2017) [50] Ray-by-ray+ TOV s11.2 LS220 11.0

s20 LS220 20.0

s20s LS220 20.0

s27 LS220 27.0

Kuroda et al. (2017) [51] M1 BSSN s11.2 SFHx 11.2

s15.0 SFHx 15.0

Yakunin et al. (2017) [52] MGFLD TOV C15-3D LS220 15.0

O’Connor & Couch (2018) [53] M1 TOV mesa20 SFHo 20.0

mesa20 pert SFHo 20.0

mesa20 v LR SFHo 20.0

mesa20 pert LR SFHo 20.0

mesa20 LR SFHo 20.0

Andresen et al (2019) [54] Ray-by-ray+ TOV m15nr LS220 15.0

Powell & Müller (2019) [55] FMT XCFC s18 LS220 18.0

Radice et al. (2019) [56] MGFLD TOV s9 SFHo 9.0

s10 SFHo 10.0

s11 SFHo 11.0

s12 SFHo 12.0

s13 SFHo 13.0

s19 SFHo 19.0

s25 SFHo 25.0

s60 SFHo 60.0

Powell & Müller (2020) [57] FMT XCFC s18np LS220 18.0

y20 LS220 20.0

Pan et al. (2021) [58] IDSA TOV NR LS220 40.0

Powell et al. (2021) [59] FMT XCFC z85 LS220 LS220 85.0

z85 SFHo SFHo 85.0

z85 SFHx SFHx 85.0

z100 SFHo SFHo 100.0

z100 SFHx SFHx 100.0

Mezzacappa et al (2022) [60] MGFLD TOV C15-3D LS220 15.0

probability of having a progenitor of certain initial mass,
MZAMS per unit mass as proportional to M−2.35

ZAMS (black
curve). If we use the catalogue as it is to estimate the
parameters that we need for the phenomenological tem-
plates the results will be biased by the fact that there
is an excess of waveforms for high-mass progenitors. To
avoid this bias we introduce a weight function

weight(MZAMS) = C
M−2.35

ZAMS

Nwaveforms(MZAMS)
, (25)

where Nwaveforms(MZAMS) is the number of waveforms
per unit mass and C is a normalization constant such

that ∫ 100M⊙

8M⊙

weight(MZAMS) dMZAMS = 1. (26)

We assign a weight to each waveform based on this func-
tion, which is used wherever we make a statistical estima-
tion in the next subsections. As an example, we show in
Fig. 1 (orange bars) that the weighted mass distribution
follows Salpeter’s law.
The GW emission in all numerical simulations is domi-

nated by a PNS oscillation mode that has been identified
as a g-mode [37, 39, 82–84], a f-mode [38, 40, 43] or some
combination of both [65]. Regardless of the nature of
this mode, all CCSN simulations show a high power GW
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TABLE II: List of additional 2D CCSN simulations used in part of the analysis to calibrate the frequency range of
our phenomenological waveforms. See the text for a description of the labels.

Source Neutrino transport Gravity Model EOS MZAMS

Yakunin et al. (2015) [61] MGFLD TOV B12-WH07 LS220 12.0

B15-WH07 LS220 15.0

B15-WH07 LS220 20.0

B15-WH07 LS220 25.0

Morozova et al. (2018) [38] M1 TOV M10 DD2 DD2 10.0

M10 LS220 LS220 10.0

M10 LS220 nomanybody LS220 10.0

M10 SFHo SFHo 10.0

M13 SFHo SFHo 13.0

M13 SFHo multipole SFHo 13.0

M19 SFHo SFHo 19.0

O’Connor & Couch (2018) [53] M1 TOV mesa20 2D SFHo 20.0

mesa20 2D pert SFHo 20.0

Pan et al. (2018) [62] IDSA TOV BHBlp BHBΛϕ 40.0

DD2 DD2 40.0

LS220 LS220 40.0

SFHo SFHo 40.0

Eggenberger Andersen et al. (2021) [63] M1 TOV k200 k200 m0.75 20.0

m0.55 k230 m0.55 20.0

m0.75 k230 m0.75 20.0

m0.95 k230 m0.95 20.0

k260 k260 m0.75 20.0

emission at about a few 100 Hz after bounce raising up
to a few kHz in a timescale of 0.5− 1 s. This feature ap-
pears as a rising arch in time-frequency representations
(spectrograms) and we call it dominant mode hereafter.
Additionally, a sub-dominant feature present in the GW
signal of many of the simulations is the imprint of the
standing-shock accretion instability (SASI), appearing at
low frequencies of about 100 Hz.

For our analysis of the next subsections we use in some
cases a high-pass filter at 200 Hz that isolates the dom-
inant mode by removing from the signal low-frequency
components such as SASI modes (that are treated sep-
arately) or very low frequency (< 10 Hz) memory ef-
fects. Similarly, to isolate the SASI modes we use a
band-pass filter between 50 and 200 Hz, that removes
both the dominant mode at higher frequencies and mem-
ory effects at lower ones. We use a second or fourth-order
Butterworth [85] filter for the dominant and SASI modes,
respectively1. Although the ability of the filters to iso-
late modes is limited and some cross-contamination is
possible (especially at early times), it is sufficient for the
purpose of our analysis.

1 We used the implementation in scipy.signal.butter of the
scipy library [86] freely available at https://scipy.org.

FIG. 2: Post-bounce time at which the GW emission
starts, tini, as a function of the signal duration,

tend − tini. Triangles show lower limits for the signal
duration.

https://scipy.org
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B. Signal duration for the dominant mode

For the case of non-rotating progenitors, the bulk of the
GW emission starts shortly after the bounce and contin-
ues for about ∼ 0.2-1 s up to the time of the explosion.
After the explosion, the GW amplitude decreases signif-
icantly although the dominant mode can still emit for
periods of time as long as 6 s [65]. For non-exploding
models, the GW emission keeps at high amplitude lev-
els [65, 83] of amplitude for longer timescales stopping
abruptly at the time of black hole formation [83]. For
our model, we focus on the initial dominant part of the
emission.

Hereafter, we use t as a measure of the post-bounce
time, such that t = 0 corresponds to the bounce time.
Note that, since we are considering non-rotating progen-
itors, there is no rotationally-induced deformation of the
collapsing core and hence there is no bounce signal as-
sociated with this time. The GW emission starts at a
later time tini ≥ 0 when the different instabilities break
the spherical symmetry of the system. The delay be-
tween the start of the GW emission and the bounce can
be close to zero, but can also be as long as 0.25 s [see
e.g. 87]. We consider that the GW emission stops when
its amplitude decreases significantly with respect to its
maximum value. We define the time at which this occurs
as tend. The duration of the signal is therefore tend − tini
It is complicated to make accurate statistics of the du-

ration of the signal because many numerical simulations
stop at fixed times and GW emission may not have fin-
ished at that time. The longest simulation of our cata-
logue is the model y20 of [57] with a duration of 1.2 s.
However, the emission for this particular model decreases
significantly after 0.6 s. On the other end, some of the
zero metallicity progenitors of [59] have very short-lived
GW emission of ∼ 0.2 s and low-mass progenitors typ-
ically have durations of 0.2 − 0.3 s too (e.g. the 9 M⊙
model in [53]).

To estimate the duration of the dominant mode emis-
sion in the waveforms of the catalogue we define the in-
tegrated signal energy as

Esignal(t) =

∫ t

0

|h(t′)|2dt′. (27)

We define the measured values of tini and tend as the
times in which Esignal corresponds to 5% and 95% of
the total signal energy, respectively. To ensure that the
measured duration corresponds to the dominant mode
emission (see discussion below) we apply a high-pass fil-
ter to the waveform at 200 Hz. In most of the cases,
the simulation was stopped when the GW emission was
still significant. To detect such cases we compute the
signal power for t > tend as the signal energy in this
interval over the time interval. For cases in which the
signal power is larger than 0.1 we consider that a signif-
icant GW amount of signal energy is missing. In those
cases, we take the end time of the simulation as a lower
limit to tend. Fig. 2 shows the value of the delay tini as a

function of the duration of the waveforms (mostly lower
limits). The obtained values match what is described
qualitatively above.

C. Frequency evolution of the dominant mode

As the background slowly changes in time due to ac-
cretion and PNS cooling, the value of ω0 for the different
eigenmodes will change with time. To have a more direct
comparison with results from simulations we use the fre-
quency, f = ω0/(2π), for most of the discussion hereafter.
This subsection aims to find a function f(t) depending on
a few parameters that can describe the diversity mode-
frequency evolutions observed in simulations. We focus
first on the dominant mode.
To describe the frequency evolution we use a similar

approach to [26], defining f(t) as an interpolation to a
series of np discrete points {(ti, fi)}, i = 1, ..., np. f(t) is
constructed following the next procedure

1. In the interval [t0, tnp
] we interpolate the function

using a piecewise cubic splines interpolation (Stef-
fen method, [88]) that guarantees monotonicity of
the interpolating function. For the case np = 2 we
use linear interpolation.

2. Outside [t0, tnp ] but inside [tini, tend] we use linear
extrapolation.

3. Outside the interval [tini, tend] we set a constant
value of f matched continuously to the previously
generated function. The waveform is not excited in
this region (the strain is essentially zero) but set-
ting this value allows for a smooth transition when
generating the waveforms.

For all the interpolations we use the implementation in
the GNU scientific library, GSL2 [89].
Note that the times ti used to generate f(t) do not have

to be actual times in which the signal is excited, but just
serve to generate the function. That means that ti does
not have necessarily to fall in the interval [tini, tend].
To determine the possible range of values for f(t) we

compute spectrograms for all the waveforms in the cat-
alogues described in Section II including both 2D and
3D simulations, for additional statistics. We have re-
moved the waveforms of [50, 54] that are sampled at
1 kHz which results in important aliasing artefacts in the
spectrograms. For many of the waveforms, the data pro-
vided allows us to compute the waveform at any observ-
ing angle. In those cases, we generated 200 waveforms
for each simulation and averaged results over all angles.
As a summary of all simulations, Fig. 3 shows the av-
erage spectrum of all simulations at all angles weighted

2 http://www.gnu.org/software/gsl

http://www.gnu.org/software/gsl
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by Salpeter’s IMF. Since we are only interested in the
frequency evolution, and not the strain itself, the final
result is normalized to the maximum amplitude at each
time. We can see that the dominant mode starts after
bounce at low frequencies of 100 − 500 Hz, raising up
to 500 − 2500 Hz at 0.6 s. At later times the frequency
keeps rising. However, given the small number of simu-
lations reaching such large simulation times, there is not
much statistics on the possible values. One could imag-
ine that the simulations with frequencies of 2000 Hz at
0.6 s would keep raising their frequency probably up to
3 or 4 kHz. The light orange curves mark the limit of
possible f(t) used in [26], which can describe the bulk of
CCSN simulations. Red curves mark the limit of possi-
ble values of f(t) used in this work (see description on
Section IV) that allows for more extreme possibilities ob-
served in some numerical simulations.

In our work, these extreme models with higher fre-
quencies correspond to three of the four models of [62]
(BBHΛϕ, LS220 and SFHo) and the NR model in [58].
All of these models use the s40 progenitor from [90],
which has a massive and compact iron core, combined
with relatively soft EOS (Mmax ∼ 2.1M⊙ in all cases).
This combination produces black holes in very short
timescales (∼ 0.6 s for LS220 according to [53]). This
means that the compactness of these models evolves very
quickly, leaving an imprint in the spectrogram with a
large slope in the time-frequency evolution. This same
progenitor with a stiffer EOS (DD2, Mmax = 2.42M⊙)
does not produce such a fast rise in frequency, and re-
mains within the frequencies considered in [26].

It is also worth noticing that the mode frequencies
obtained in numerical simulations may depend on the
gravity treatment used. [41] has noted that the use of a
pseudo-Newtonian potential (marked as TOV in Tables I
and II) can produce differences of ∼ 10% in the frequen-
cies with respect to general relativistic simulations (those
marked as XCFC or BSSN in the tables). These differ-
ences are not very relevant for the purpose of this work,
which only uses them to estimate the possible range of
values of the frequency, but it may have a large impact
if the frequencies are used for asteroseismology.

D. Q-factor of the dominant mode

The oscillations in the PNS are in general damped
quickly due to non-linear coupling and the lack of adi-
abaticity of the oscillations (cooling and heating pro-
cesses), leading to a negative value of oscillation fre-
quency σ (see Section II B). The GW emission itself is a
slow process acting in timescales of 1−105 s [39, 43], so it
can be neglected here. All this complicated physics is en-
compassed in a single Q factor. For values of Q < 1/2 os-
cillations would be overdamped, and GW emission would
be strongly suppressed. Given that this is not observed
in numerical simulations we consider here only values
of Q > 1/2. The presence of a damping term broad-

FIG. 3: Averaged spectrum of a set of 2D and 3D
simulations weighed by the Salpeter’s IMF. Color-coded
the logarithm of the spectral density normalized to the
maximum frequency at each time. Red and cyan curves

indicate the lower and upper limits of the regions
covered by our phenomenological templates for the

dominant mode and SASI, respectively. For comparison,
we plot the region covered by [26] (light orange curves).

ens the spectrum of the real oscillations of the system,
which becomes narrower as Q increases. The full width
at half maximum of the spectrum can be estimated as
∆f = f/Q. Therefore, estimating how broad is the spec-
trum of the modes in the GW signal from numerical sim-
ulations it is possible to estimate the value of Q. Typical
values of ∆f/f in numerical simulations are in the range
0.1-1, which implies values of Q ∈ [1, 10]. The value of
∆f/f does not appear to change significantly in time.
Therefore, for simplicity, we consider that the Q-factor is
constant in time.

E. Strain amplitude of the dominant mode

In general, the amplitude of the dominant mode can
vary with time. We quantify the amplitude of the signal
by means of the rms angular-averaged value, h̄rms, as
defined as in Eq. (10). As defined there, it is a global
quantity of the waveform that gives an idea of the average
strain value. However, it can also be computed in small
intervals [t−∆t, t+∆t] to define an instantaneous h̄rms(t).
For this work, we consider constant h̄rms(t).
For the case of constant amplitude, and similarly to

[26], we face the problem of what is the strain amplitude
of a typical CCSN observed at a certain distance D. We
use the catalogue of 3D simulations of Table I to calibrate
the distance-strain relation. Green bars in Fig. 4 show
the distribution numerical simulations according to their
value of log10 h̄rms for sources at D = 10 kpc. h̄rms has
been computed to the signal with the 200 Hz high-pass
filter to include only the contribution of the dominant
mode. As we noted above, this distribution is probably
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FIG. 4: Probability density of the logarithm of the rms
angular-averaged strain for the selected catalogue of 3D
simulations in Table I (green bars) and for the same
data but weighted by Salpeter’s IMF. Vertical green
and red lines correspond to the median of each of the
datasets, respectively. For comparison, we show the
mean values for 3D and 2D data in [26]. Given the

counts of the ith bin ci and its width bi, we define the

probability density as ci/(
∑N

i ci × bi), where N is the
total number of bins of the histogram.

biased by the selection of progenitor masses in the sim-
ulations. To try to eliminate this bias we have weighted
the data with Salpeter’s IMF as described above (see
Eq. (25)). The resulting distribution (red bars) has a
median value and standard deviation of

log10 h̄rms = −23.0± 0.4 (28)

at 10 kpc. The values obtained here are similar to those
in [26]. The reason is twofold. On the one hand, the
simulations used in our work use in general more sophis-
ticated neutrino transport than the ones in [26] and in
many cases better numerical resolution. This gives in
general an increase in the rms strain amplitude. On the
other hand, the weighting by Salpeter’s IMF decreases
the median value of the distribution to a level similar to
[26]. It is important to notice that there are important
differences in the rms strain between 2D and 3D simula-
tions [26], being the former systematically larger. So it is
important only to use 3D simulations in the calibration.

F. Forcing for the dominant mode

As we discussed above, the spectral width of the domi-
nant mode (related to the Q factor) indicates that modes
in the PNS are quickly damped (Q = 1−10 implies damp-
ing times of 2Q/ω ∼ 0.3 − 3 ms at 1 kHz). Therefore,
the dominant mode feature observed in spectrograms
for hundreds of milliseconds to seconds implies that this
mode is being continuously excited. [64, 91] suggested
that the excitation of PNS modes was due to impulsive

hits of matter that fall asymmetrically onto the PNS, ei-
ther due to the presence of post-shock convection or to
the SASI. Alternatively, [64] has suggested the origin of
the excitation of the modes convection in the PNS inte-
rior and overshooting. Regardless of the physical origin
of the excitation of the modes we can prescribe a forcing
term in Eq. (21) that mimics this excitation.
To compute the forcing energy Wlm(t) needed in

Eq. (21) we first compute the forcing power Plm(t) and
then integrate numerically Eq. (24). The amplitude of
the forcing sets the amplitude of the waveform therefore
one has to be careful with the normalization. A global
normalization to the waveform amplitude is discussed in
Section III E; here we just discuss the dependency of the
amplitude on the frequency. With an equation analogous
to Eq. (21), [26] showed that if one applies a random
forcing with a constant average value the resulting strain
amplitude depends on the frequency. To obtain a sta-
tistically constant amplitude regardless of the frequency
they had to scale the forcing with f(t)−0.45. One critical
difference between the work of [26] and ours is that they
integrate directly the strain at the detector, while we are
obtaining I ′lm so the strain is a second-time derivative of
this quantity. To have the same behaviour for our strain
we have to scale the power forcing by f(t)1−0.45, so that
the forcing energy scales as f(t)2−0.45 and hence the sec-
ond time derivative of the strain scales as f(t)−0.45, as
in the case of [26]. The derivation of these exponents
is purely phenomenological based on the behavior of the
code.
Our forcing power has the form

Plm(t) ∝ random(t) · f(t)1−0.45 · h̄rms(t), (29)

where random(t) is Gaussian white noise generated us-
ing GSL3. If the function h̄rms(t) is constant, then the
resulting waveform resulting from the use of Plm(t) will
have a constant amplitude (in a statistical sense). In
case h̄rms(t) is not constant, the rms value of the result-
ing waveform will follow this function.
As we show in the next sections this approach repro-

duces qualitatively the dominant mode observed in the
GW signal of simulations and is able to set the evolution
of the rms values of the signal at will.
Alternatively, to the forcing power described here we

have tested two alternatives: i) We have tested a forcing
term similar to [26]. This contains a free parameter that,
if tuned appropriately, gives results very similar to the
results given here. However, this extra parameter does
not add any additional advantage. Overall, our method
is easier to implement and does not need this extra pa-
rameter to tune up. ii) The second possibility that we

3 We use the default random number generator in GSL, MT19937
[92], with a repetition period of about 106000, more than suf-
ficient for our application. The impact of the random number
generator in the CPU time has been tested to be < 1%.
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tested we a random Gaussian noise colored by a nor-
mal distribution of a certain mean frequency and width.
This is motivated by the spectrum of PNS convection
that was observed by [93]. Although the approach may
seem to have a better physical motivation, the results are
actually quite poor. Eq. 21 acts as a resonator, so if the
forcing is only applied in part of the frequency spectrum,
the dominant mode is only excited if the frequency f(t)
lays within the excitation interval. The result is that the
dominant mode can only be excited for its full duration if
the width of the Gaussian is sufficiently large. However,
this case is effectively almost the same as applying white
noise. So again, the extra complication and parameters
do not add any extra information. Therefore, these two
alternatives have been abandoned and are discussed here
just as things not to do. A lesson that we learn is that, if
we want to excite the same dominant mode for timescales
of hundreds of milliseconds to seconds, the forcing spec-
trum has to be spectrally very broad.

G. Standing shock accretion instability (SASI)

In case the SASI is active, it produces a GW signature
in the spectrograms similar in many senses to the ones of
the dominant mode. To model SASI modes we use the
same formalism as for the dominant mode but adapt the
parameters to the properties of SASI. Since the SASI can
only be active before the onset of the explosion, the range
of possible durations is the same as for the dominant
mode. Similarly happens with Q, with typical values
also in the range 1− 10. We use the same forcing model
used for the dominant mode.

The frequency evolution is quite different, with a typ-
ical value of 50− 150 Hz after bounce raising linearly up
to 50− 300 Hz. The rms strain is typically a fraction of
the one of the dominant mode. In extreme cases, the am-
plitude can be comparable to the dominant mode while
in others is very weak or non-existent.

IV. PHENOMENOLOGICAL TEMPLATES

The phenomenological template generator described in
the previous sections has been coded in C for fast and
efficient computation, with a python interface for ease
of use and integration in other codes and pipelines. The
code, ccphen (v4)4, is publicly available at https://
www.uv.es/cerdupa/codes/ccphen/.

The parameters needed by ccphen to generate the
waveform and the components present in it (dominant
mode and SASI ) can be classified as:

4 Previous versions of ccphen correspond to the ones used in [46]
(v2) and [26] (V3). v1 is a test code that was never used in any
publication.

• Template parameters: sampling frequency, fs, and
number of samples, N , which fixes the total dura-
tion of the data segment to N/fs.

• Source extrinsic parameters: distance to source, D,
and observation angles: Θ (inclination) and Φ (po-
larization angle).

• Source intrinsic parameters: beginning time and
end times, tini and tend, Q factor and the pa-
rameters controlling the frequency evolution (see
Sect. III C), which include the number of segments
np, the interpolation points {ti}, the correspond-
ing frequencies {fi} and waveform amplitudes {hi}.
For this work we use np = 3, {ti} = {0, 1, 1.5} s
and {hi} = {1, 1, 1}, but more complex waveforms
could be generated. This choice of {hi} produces a
waveform with constant amplitude over time. Ad-
ditionally, it is needed to provide the log10 hrms

value of the signal at 10 kpc and its standard devi-
ation, as described in Sections III E (for the domi-
nant mode) and IIIG (for SASI).

• Random number generator seed: Additionally, it is
needed an integer that serves as a seed for the ran-
dom number generator used in the time integration
as well as for the generation of the amplitude. This
seed allows the reproduction of the waveforms in
different calls of the function. To generate different
realizations of the same parameters one just has to
change this seed.

• Numerical integration parameters: the time inte-
gration method and the relative error required, ϵ,
as described in the next section. It is not neces-
sary to set up these parameters in general since the
default values that we provide give sufficiently ac-
curate results for most applications (see discussion
below).

The output of the routine contains h(t) for the cor-
responding component. Different components can be
added linearly to create more complex waveforms, e.g.
to create a waveform with a dominant mode and SASI.
By default, the waveform is returned centred in the data
segment, but if a time array is provided (of the same
length) it will use that instead.
We describe next the practical implementation of the

code and the test that we have performed for validation
and to assess its performance and accuracy.

A. Time integration method and performance

The calculation of the waveforms requires the nu-
merical time integration of Eq. (21). We have imple-
mented several time integration methods: a first-order
symplectic-Euler method [94], second and third par-
tially implicit Runge-Kutta methods [95] and the IMEX-
SSP3(4,3,3) method [96]. All these methods have shown

https://www.uv.es/cerdupa/codes/ccphen/
https://www.uv.es/cerdupa/codes/ccphen/
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FIG. 5: Performance of the different time integration methods: numerical relative error as a function of the time
step (left panel) and required relative error (central panel). Black, blue and red lines in the left panel have slopes of

1, 2 and 3 respectively, corresponding to the order of the methods used. The black line in the central panel
represents the numerical relative error equal to the relative error. The left panel shows the dependence of the CPU

time with the required relative error.

good stability properties when applied to oscillatory
problems (see [95] for a comparison). To ensure high
accuracy we do not integrate with the time step corre-
sponding to the desired sampling frequency (fs) but with
a smaller variable time step

∆t =
ϵ1/o

ω
, (30)

where ϵ is the required error and o is the order of the
time-integration method. To test the accuracy of the in-
tegrator we compared the waveforms generated with dif-
ferent values of ϵ with a reference high accuracy waveform
that was computed using the first-order symplectic-Euler
method and ϵ = 10−7. This test is performed for a 1 s
long signal sampled at 8192 Hz. Fig. 5 shows the test we
have performed for each of the time integration methods.
The numerical relative error plotted in the left and cen-
tral panels corresponds to the L-2 norm of the difference
between the numerical solution and the reference solu-
tion. The left panel shows that the error decreases with
decreasing time steps as expected for the order of each
method. The central panel shows that the actual nu-
merical error is always smaller than the required relative
error, ϵ, so the latter is a good upper bound. In general,
given a required error, the numerical error decreases with
increasing order of the method, being the smallest for the
PIRK3a method of [95] and for IMEX-SP3 (4,3,3). Re-
garding CPU time (right panel), the higher the order of
the method, the lower the CPU time, behaving all third-
order methods in a similar way. For the standard setup,
we use the PIRK3a method and ϵ = 10−3 which gives
a good trade-off between performance and accuracy. All
CPU times are computed in a desktop computer with
an Apple M2 Pro processor. When considering the full
waveform generator typical CPU times are in the range
of 4− 15 ms for second of signal generated for sampling

rates in the range 4 − 16 kHz. The amount of memory
used is of the order of MB, negligible when compared to
full numerical simulations of CCSNe.

B. Waveform examples

Fig. 6 shows two examples of phenomenological wave-
forms, one including only the dominant mode (left pan-
els) and a second including an additional component for
the SASI (right panels). In both cases, we impose a de-
lay in the start of the GW signal (tini = 0.2 s and a total
duration of 1 s (tend = 1.2 s). The lower panels show
the frequency evolution, f(t), used to generate the wave-
form. The red dots represent the pairs (ti, fi) used to
generate f(t). Note that outside the range of duration
of the waveform f(t) is set to constant so the the actual
frequency evolution does not go through all the points,
although the extrapolation of the curved section does. In
the case of SASI, there are two sets of f(t) and of points,
one for each of the waveform components. The track left
in the spectrogram by the waveform follows precisely f(t)
and has the duration required by the input parameters
of the example (plotted as vertical dashed lines).

C. Random waveform generator

We also provide scripts that work as random parameter
generators producing automatically waveforms consistent
with the parameter ranges discussed in Sect. III. With
those, it is very easy to set up large databases of wave-
forms representative of what is expected for neutrino-
driven explosions.
The parameter ranges used for these generators are

provided in Table III. We use a uniform probability dis-
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FIG. 6: Examples phenomenological waveforms containing only the dominant mode (left panels) and also SASI
(right panels). Upper panels show the strain. The middle and lower panels show the corresponding spectrograms.
Colour-coded, the amplitude spectral density (ASD). Lower panels show the same spectrograms as the middle

panels but with the prescribed frequency evolution for each component on top and the location of bounce, start and
end of the waveform. Red dots correspond to the interpolation points (ti, fi).

tribution to generate each of the parameters within the
range described in the table. Note that some of the pa-
rameters contain restrictions (e.g. the frequency). If
one simply generates triads of frequencies (f1, f2, f3) and
then discards the combinations not fulfilling the restric-
tions the resulting distribution of frequencies is not uni-
form and is strongly biased towards high frequencies. In-
stead of that, we generate f2 with a uniform distribu-
tion, and then a duplet (f1, f3) to which we apply the
restrictions. The resulting distribution for f1 and f3 is
much more uniform using this procedure. Fig. 7 shows
the frequency tracks, f(t), for multiple realizations of the
parameters using this procedure. It can be observed that
the frequency tracks are uniformly distributed within the

region limits for both the dominant and the SASI com-
ponents.
We consider three cases:

• Standard neutrino-driven supernova, no SASI:
These signals correspond typically to the most com-
mon case of progenitors (M > 10 M⊙) in cases
where SASI is not present. Only the dominant
mode appears and the minimum GW emission is
set to 0.4 s. The parameters of the frequency evo-
lution are chosen to range the values discussed in
Sect. III C. The boundary of the region of possible
frequency evolutions is plotted in red in Fig 3).

• Standard neutrino-driven, with SASI: Same as
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TABLE III: Parameter ranges used to generate waveforms. The cases considered correspond to the dominant mode
and the SASI mode for standard neutrino-driven supernovae, and the dominant mode for short neutrino-driven
supernovae case. The parameter range of the extrinsic parameters is also provided, which is common to all cases.

Case Parameter Range Restrictions

Dominant mode (standard)

tini 0 - 0.25 s

tend 0.2 - 1.5 s tend − tini > 0.4 s

Q 1 - 10

np 3

{ti} {0, 0.5, 1.5}
f1 50 - 150 Hz f1 < f2

f2 700 - 2500 Hz f2 < f3

f3 1500 - 4000 Hz (f2 − f1)/(t2 − t1) > (f3 − f2)/(t3 − t2)

SASI (standard)

tini - Same as dominant mode

tend - Same as dominant mode

Q 1 - 10

np 3

{ti} {0, 1, 1.1}
f1 50 - 150 Hz f1 < f2

f2 50 - 300 Hz

f3 - f3 = f2

Dominant mode (short)

tini 0 s

tend 0.2 - 0.4 s

Q 1 - 10

np 3

{ti} {0, 0.5, 1.5}
f1 50 - 150 Hz f1 < f2

f2 700 - 2500 Hz f2 < f3

f3 1500 - 4000 Hz (f2 − f1)/(t2 − t1) > (f3 − f2)/(t3 − t2)

Extrinsic parameters

cos Θ −1 - 1

Φ 0 - 2π

above but for cases with SASI. In this case, in addi-
tion to the dominant mode, a SASI mode is added
linearly. Its frequency range spans lower frequen-
cies than the dominant mode. The boundaries of
this range are plotted in cyan in Fig 3).

• Short neutrino-driven supernovae signals: These
signals correspond typically to low mass progeni-
tors (M < 10 M⊙) that explode easily and produce
very short GW signals. Their duration is limited
to the range 0.1−0.4 s. In this case, only the dom-
inant mode is considered since SASI typically takes
longer times to develop.

Appendix B displays some examples of waveforms gen-
erated with the random waveform generator showing the
diversity of waveforms that can be obtained.

D. Root-mean square strain tests

We have performed several tests to check that the am-
plitude of the generated waveform follows the selected
input parameters. As a measure of the amplitude we use
its root-mean-squared value computed as

hrms =
√

< |h|2 >. (31)

Note that this quantity is different to h̄rms, which con-
tains an additional angular average, while hrms here is
the rms value for a given observation angle.

By construction, log10 hrms should follow a normal dis-
tribution given by the mean and standard deviation given
in Eq. 28. The left panel of Fig. 8 shows the distribution
of log10 hrms for a set of 104 realizations of the same pa-
rameters, except for the random orientation, at 10 kpc.
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FIG. 7: Frequency tracks generated using the random
waveform generator for the dominant component (104

realizations, black curves) and the SASI component
(103 realizations, blue curves). Red and cyan curves
indicate the lower and upper limits of the regions
covered by our phenomenological templates for the

dominant mode and SASI, respectively.

One can see that it follows very closely the expected nor-
mal distribution (black curve). The median and standard
deviation of log10 hrms are −22.9948 and 0.4005, respec-
tively, that deviate about 0.02% and 0.1%, respectively,
from the expected values.

Given that the frequency changes with time, that the
global normalization, hrms, is correct does not imply im-
mediately that the time evolution of the amplitude is
correct as well (in this case it should be constant). To
test the time evolution we compute the root-mean-square
of the strain using a sliding window of 50 ms. The right
panel of Fig. 8 shows the time evolution of the rms value
for 104 realizations of the same waveform (random orien-
tation) at 10 kpc, and fixing log10 h̄rms = −23.0, but
without any amplitude variability. The differences in
rms appear due to the intrinsic stochastic variability of
the waveforms and observing angle. However, the mean
value of all rms values is constant in time and coincides
perfectly with the expected value.

We have also tested that the source is statistically
isotropic. Since the phenomenological waveforms cor-
respond to a non-rotating object, there is no preferred
direction for GW emission. The symmetry is broken be-
cause of the stochasticity of the perturbations that intro-
duce different perturbations in the different multipoles,
which have different angular responses. However, if one
averages over a sufficient number of realizations the re-
sulting averaged hrms values should be independent of
the observing angles. We have tested this with 104 re-
alizations of the same waveform with the same injected
rms strain. To check for isotropy we bin the data over Θ
and Φ and compute the mean rms strain and standard

deviation for all the realizations in each bin. Results are
displayed in Fig. 9. The variation of the mean rms strain
across both observing angles is smaller than typical fluc-
tuations between different realizations with the same an-
gle (characterized by the standard deviation). Therefore,
we can conclude that the results are consistent with a set
of statistically isotropic sources.

V. COMPARISON WITH SIMULATIONS

A final question that we want to address is the sim-
ilarity between the waveforms generated by ccphen v4
and those from numerical simulations. For this purpose,
we compare numerical relativity simulations with ccphen
waveforms with similar morphologies.
To find phenomenological waveforms that are similar

to the ones present in the catalogue, we define an opti-
mization function which represents the squared relative
difference between the catalogue waveform and ccphen5:

R(Scat, Sccp) =
MSE(Scat, Sccp)

hrms,cat
, (32)

where Scat the spectrogram of a given catalogue wave-
form, Sccp a spectrogram of a ccphen waveform and
hrms,cat the root-mean-square value of the catalogue
waveform. If we employ a ccphen model with only dom-
inant mode, we optimize the following parameters:

R(Scat, Sccp(tini,d, Q0,d, f0,d, f1,d, f2,d)), (33)

where tini,d is the start time of the waveform, Q0,d the
damping factor and f0,d, f1,d and f2,d the frequencies of
the dominant modes. Here, the end time of the dominant
mode tend,d is considered to be the end time of the cata-
logue waveform. If we use a ccphen model with dominant
mode and SASI, we optimize the following parameters:

R(Scat, Sccp(tini,d, Q0,d, f0,d, f1,d, f2,d,

tini,s, tend,s, Q0,s, f0,s, f1,s, f2,s, s)), (34)

where tini,s is the start time of SASI, tend,s is the end
time of SASI, Q0,s is the SASI damping factor, and f0,s,
f1,s and f2,s are the SASI frequencies. We can control
the amount of SASI with s factor defined in range [0, 1]:
for s = 0 we are essentially using a model with only
dominant mode, and for s = 1 SASI and dominant mode
contribution is equal. Note that neither in Eq. 33 nor
in Eq. 34 the amplitude of the ccphen waveform is an
optimization parameter since we scale it by hrms,cat.

5 The optimization processed is performed with
scipy.optimize.minimize of scipy library [86].
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FIG. 8: Root mean square value of the waveform. The left panel shows a histogram of log10hrms for 10000
realizations of a phenomenological waveform at a distance of 10 kpc. Overplotted (black line) is a normal

distribution corresponding to the mean and standard deviation of the waveforms discussed in Section III E. The
right panel shows the time evolution of hrms computed with a sliding window of 50 ms for 10000 realizations of a set
of waveforms with the same injected rms strain and its mean (blue curve). The red dashed line corresponds to the

expected value in the interval [tini, tend].

FIG. 9: Mean rms strain (points) and standard
deviation (error bars) for 104 realizations with the same
injected rms strain binned according to the observing
angles Θ (red) and Φ (blue). The black line shows the

mean value over all realizations.

In Fig. 10 we show the time domain representa-
tion and the time-frequency representation of the cat-
alogue waveforms (top row, model TM1 on the left and
model mesa20 v LR on the right), as well as their opti-
mized phenomenological waveforms (bottom row). Their
squared relative differences R(Scat, Sccp) are 0.1781 for
the TM1 model and 0.1572 for mesa20 v LR model. On
one hand, the phenomenological waveform with the dom-
inant mode in Fig. 10c is able to capture the general
frequency trend of the model TM1 present in Fig. 10a,
but is not as spread in frequency and it cannot repro-
duce the final peaks of the catalogue model. On the
other hand, the phenomenological waveform with domi-
nant modes and SASI in Fig. 10d captures the general

frequency content of the dominant modes and SASI of
model mesa20 v LR in Fig. 10b, but it lacks complexity
in its frequency components and it does not match the
start time of SASI of the catalogue waveform.
Fig. 11 shows a histogram summarizing the results

applied for all numerical simulations considered in this
work. The bulk of the cases differ about 10 − 20 points
in terms of MSE although some cases may differ as much
as 43 points. Given the stochastic nature of these wave-
forms, it would be impossible to find a perfect match.
This level of accuracy is probably sufficient for many ap-
plications, such as the ones discussed in the conclusions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we present ccphen v4, a new phenomeno-
logical waveform generator for core-collapse events, that
models the GW strain emitted during these events for
the case of non-rotating progenitors, that represent the
vast majority of all core-collapse events. The generator
is easy to use, with a modern Python interface, and fast,
generating 103 waveforms in a few minutes. ccphen v4
is a major update of ccphen v3 [26] including

i) polarization, which allows for its use in detector net-
works,

ii) the use of several waveform components, in particu-
lar, the presence of a dominant PNS mode and SASI,
and

iii) an improved calibration, taking into account state-
of-the-art simulations weighted using Salpeter initial
mass function.

The code is publicly available and can be downloaded at
https://www.uv.es/cerdupa/codes/ccphen/.

https://www.uv.es/cerdupa/codes/ccphen/
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(a) Catalog waveform with dominant mode: model TM1 (b) Catalog waveform with dominant mode and SASI: model
mesa20 v LR

(c) ccphen waveform with dominant mode (d) ccphen waveform with dominant mode and SASI

FIG. 10: Catalog waveforms (top row) with their optimized phenomenological waveform from ccphen (bottom row)
represented in time and time-frequency domain.

FIG. 11: Distribution of the squared relative difference
between the catalogue waveforms and optimized ccphen
with only dominant mode (blue), and dominant mode

and SASI (orange).

The waveforms are parametrized with 12 (7) parame-
ters for models with (without) SASI. The waveforms have
a stochastic component, meaning that one can generate
multiple realizations of the same set of parameters. At
the same time, the use of seeds for the random number
generator in the stochastic part ensures that results are
reproducible.

We also estimate the bounds of the waveforms param-

eter space based in a collection waveforms from of state-
of-the-art numerical simulations. This allows to generate
waveforms automatically within the parameter space of
what can be considered realistic. This is of particular
interest were a homogeneous coverage of the parameter
space is necessary. The generator is easy to modify to in-
corporate different distributions that may be of interest
in different applications.

The waveforms are morphologically similar to those in
numerical simulations. The spectrograms of waveforms
from numerical simulations typically differ in 10 − 20
points from those using ccphen with optimal parame-
ters. This indicates a close similarity of the waveform,
which is not expected to have a perfect matching given
the stochastic component present. A second test of the
similarity is the tests that were performed with the pre-
vious version of ccphen [26], in which these waveforms
were used to train convolutional neural waveforms to de-
tect CCSN waveforms. The results show that the per-
formance of the CNN when used to detect ccphen v3
waveforms was similar when using numerical simulation
waveforms. This indicates that at least from the point of
view of the CNN, ccphen waveforms are similar to real-
istic ones. In upcoming work, we will test whether this
is the same for v4 waveforms.

The main application of ccphen v4, as discussed above
is to train CNNs in the context of detection of GWs
waves. However, this could be easily extended to regres-
sion applications in the context of machine learning.

Additionally, the waveform generator could be used for
testing codes, since it allows for an homogeneous coverage
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of the parameter space, which allows to assess the perfor-
mance of a particular detection or parameter estimation
pipeline in different parts of the parameter space. This
is not currently possible to do with numerical simulation
waveforms that are few and cover poorly all physically
possibilities.

The waveforms can also be used to estimate horizon
distances for CCSN in current and next-generation de-
tectors. The advantage with respect to current estima-
tions is that it could give you a waveform-independent
estimate incorporating all uncertainties of the modelling
in a homogeneous way in one single figure, instead of one
for each particular waveform.

Finally, ccphen v4 waveforms could be used to estab-
lish constraints on non-detected GW events observed by
other means, e.g. electromagnetically. This is the case,
e.g, of targeted searches [17, 18] in which a simple sine-
Gaussian model was used to estimate constraints in GW
energy and power. This model could be easily substi-
tuted by ccphen v4 to improve realism and generality.
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Appendix A: Isotropy

Here we estimate the relations that hold between the
expected values of |I2m|2 in the case of a statistically
isotropic source. It is convenient to express the mass
quadrupole moments as [93]

I20 = −3

4

√
5

π
(Ixx + Iyy) =

3

4

√
5

π
Izz (A1)

I21 = −1

2

√
15

2π
(Ixz − i Iyz) (A2)

I22 =
1

4

√
15

2π
(Ixx − Iyy − i 2Ixy) (A3)

where

Iij ≡
∫

ρ(x, t)

(
xixj − 1

3
δijr2

)
d3x (A4)

are real quantities corresponding to reduced mass
quadrupole moment, expressed in a Cartesian coordi-
nates basis.
We consider an ensemble of realizations of a source

such that, even if each realization is not spherically sym-
metric in general, all properties of the ensemble only de-
pend on r. The first of properties that are immediate to
obtain are

E[I2xx] = E[I2yy] = E[I2zz], (A5)

E[I2xy] = [EI2xz] = E[I2yz], (A6)

E[IxxIyy] = E[IxxIzz] = E[IyyIzz], (A7)

which hold because there is no preferred direction in
spherical symmetry. We use E to denote the expected
value of a quantity in the ensemble. Appliying these con-
ditions to Eqs. (A1)-(A3), and computing the expected
values of the square of the quadrupolar moments we get

E[|I20|2] =
45

16π
E[I2xx], (A8)

E[|I21|2] =
15

4π
E[I2xy], (A9)

E[|I22|2] =
45

32π

(
E[I2xx] +

4

3
E[I2xy]

)
. (A10)

The only remaining step is to relate the expectation of
I2xx and I2xy. To simplify this steps of the derivation
we consider the fluid as a set of N particles randomly
distributed following a spherically-symmetric probability
distribution, P (r). The results obtained hereafter can be
generalized by taking the continuum limit of the distri-
bution.
The rest mass density of this collection of particles is

ρ(x) =

N∑
n=1

δ(x− xn)m, (A11)

where xn is the location of the nth particle and m is its
mass (for simplicity we consider equal mass particles). In
this case, the reduce mass quadrupole moment is

Iij =

N∑
n=1

(
xi
nx

j
n − 1

3
δijr2n

)
m. (A12)

Now we can easily compute the expected value of the
square of these moments by using the next properties:

E[x] = E[y] = E[z] = 0, (A13)

E[x2] = E[y2] = E[z2] =
1

3
E[r2], (A14)

E[xy] = E[xz] = E[yz] = 0, (A15)

E[x4] = E[y4] = E[z4] =
1

5
E[r4], (A16)

E[x2y2] = E[x2z2] = E[y2z2] =
1

15
E[r4]. (A17)
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These properties are either direct consequence of not hav-
ing a preferred direction or can be computed by trans-
forming to spherical coordinates and integrating the an-
gular part of the expectation, for which we know the
probability is constant. We can also use that the ex-
pected value of any of the above quantities for a particle
is equal to the one for any other, e.g.

E[xn] = E[xn′ ] , ∀n, n′. (A18)

Using these properties we can now compute the next ex-
pected values,

E[I2xx] =
4Nm2

45
E[r4], (A19)

E[I2xy] =
3Nm2

15
E[r4], (A20)

E[IxxIyy] = −2Nm2

45
E[r4]. (A21)

which imply that

E[I2xx] =
4

3
E[I2xy] = −2E[IxxIyy]. (A22)

Substituting in Eqs. (A8)-(A10) we conclude that

E[|I20|2] = E[|I21|2] = E[|I22|2] =
45

16π
E[I2xx]. (A23)

This result is not surprising, but neither is obvious. Fi-
nally, we can consider that performing the time average

defined in Eq. (11) over a sufficiently long series of data
is akin of computing the expected value of an ensemble
of realizations so we can identify one with the other and
conclude that

< |I20|2 >=< |I21|2 >=< |I22|2 > . (A24)

Appendix B: Waveform examples

Fig. 12 shows three selected examples generated by the
random waveform generator for each of the three classes
described in Section IVC (9 waveforms in total). Each
of the classes is easily recognized by the morphology of
the spectrograms. Waveforms containing SASI (middle
panels) have a weak track at low frequencies, not present
in the other two classes, and short waveforms (lower pan-
els) are characterized by its short duration. Appart from
the different basic morphology, there are other differences
due to the different parameters used, e.g. the duration,
the presence of a delay or the frequency range covered by
the different components. The parameter Q affects the
spread of the track in the spectrograms. For example, the
upper right panel uses a relatively high value Q = 8.25,
which results in a thin track, while the middle right panel
uses Q = 1.01, leading to a very spread dominant mode.
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[27] M. López et al. Deep learning algorithms for gravitational
waves core-collapse supernova detection, 6 2021.

[28] S. Mukherjee, G. Nurbek, and O. Valdez. Study of ef-
ficient methods of detection and reconstruction of grav-
itational waves from nonrotating 3D general relativistic
core collapse supernovae explosion using multilayer sig-
nal estimation method. Phys. Rev. D, 103(10):103008,



21

2021.
[29] A. Iess et al. LSTM and CNN application for core-

collapse supernova search in gravitational wave real data.
Astron. Astrophys., 669:A42, 2023.

[30] A Mitra et al. Exploring supernova gravitational waves
with machine learning. Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 520(2):2473–2483, 01 2023.

[31] Matthew C. Edwards. Classifying the Equation of State
from Rotating Core Collapse Gravitational Waves with
Deep Learning. Phys. Rev. D, 103(2):024025, 2021.

[32] A. Casallas Lagos et al. Characterizing the gravitational
wave temporal evolution of the gmode fundamental res-
onant frequency for a core collapse supernova: A neural
network approach. arXiv e-prints, 4 2023.

[33] E. Cuoco et al. Enhancing Gravitational-Wave Sci-
ence with Machine Learning. Mach. Learn. Sci. Tech.,
2(1):011002, 2021.

[34] Sherwood Richers, Christian D. Ott, Ernazar Abdika-
malov, Evan O’Connor, and Chris Sullivan. Equation
of state effects on gravitational waves from rotating core
collapse. Phys. Rev. D, 95(6):063019, March 2017.

[35] Jade Powell and Bernhard Müller. Inferring as-
trophysical parameters of core-collapse supernovae
from their gravitational-wave emission. Phys. Rev. D,
105(6):063018, March 2022.

[36] Jade Powell, Alberto Iess, Miquel Llorens-Monteagudo,
Martin Obergaulinger, Bernhard Müller, Alejandro
Torres-Forné, Elena Cuoco, and José A. Font. Deter-
mining the core-collapse supernova explosion mechanism
with current and future gravitational-wave observatories.
arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2311.18221, November 2023.
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