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Orbital eccentricity in a compact binary inspiral is yet to be observed. We demonstrate that
the orbital eccentricity in compact binary mergers can be used to improve their sky localization
using gravitational wave observations. Existing algorithms that conduct the localizations are not
optimized for eccentric sources. We use a semi-Bayesian technique to carry out localizations of
simulated sources recovered using a matched-filter search. Through these simulations, we find that
if a non-negligible eccentricity is obtained during the detection, an eccentricity-optimized algorithm
can significantly improve the localization areas compared to the existing methods. The potential
impact on the early-warning localization is investigated. We lay out the foundation for an eccen-
tric early-warning system using the matched-filter search. We find cases of striking improvements
while accounting for eccentricity toward potential eccentric neutron star binaries in the forthcoming
observing scenarios of ground-based detectors. Improved localizations can be useful in effectually
utilizing the capabilities of the follow-up facilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Till now gravitational wave signals from two binary
neutron star (BNS) mergers have been reported [1, 2].
Accurate and rapid localization of such sources in the
sky increases the chances of finding any multi-messenger
counterparts [3–7]. The accuracy of the localizations ben-
efits from adding new detectors to the global network of
gravitational wave detectors and/or by upgrading the ex-
isting ones [8–10]. It can also be supported by optimizing
the localization algorithms toward the expected popula-
tion of sources [11, 12].

Although a non-neglibible orbital eccentricity associ-
ated with a binary neutron star inspiral is expected to
be a rare case, there are considerable efforts toward de-
tecting any such systems [13–16]. As the low-frequency
sensitivities of the current gravitational wave detectors
improve, the chances of observing any eccentric binary
inspiral become prominent and promising.

The data taking campaigns of the Advanced LIGO,
Advanced Virgo and KAGRA are split into months-long
observation periods [17–25]. When the detectors are ob-
serving, several automated analyses search through the
recorded data for potential astrophysical events in real-
time [26–32]. Whenever a candidate event is detected
with a significance above a set threshold, another auto-
mated analysis is triggered that inspects the detection
candidate for consistency across multiple analyses and
launches the sky localization. Information relevant for
immediate electromagnetic (EM) follow up of the event
are combined and an automated message is prepared. A
preliminary notice is sent out within seconds or minutes
to engage astronomers from the broader community [33].

For a sufficiently long and loud signal, there are sub-
stantial chances of observing the signal even before it
reaches the merger [34]. To enable such observations,
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dedicated analyses process the data as soon as they
are available and intermittently checks for any poten-
tial candidate without waiting for the entire signal to
pass through the detectors [35–37]. Such analyses, lim-
ited in time and frequency, can lead to early-warnings of
the merger in the signals. If a true early-warning candi-
date is found, it must be succeeded soon by a consistent
full-time, full-frequency-bandwidth candidate and simi-
lar follow-up processes are carried out as described ear-
lier. The prospects for early-warning observations im-
prove with better low-frequency sensitivities of the in-
struments when more early-inspiral cycles from a binary
lie within the sensitive frequency band.

Since orbital eccentricity has a prominent effect pri-
marily in the low signal frequencies, we investigate its
effects on the localization during the detection of a bi-
nary inspiral. Through simulations, we set up a sce-
nario where mock signals from eccentric BNSs are re-
covered from simulated data using an eccentric matched-
filter search and are then localized using an eccentricity-
optimized localiztion algorithm. We primarily compare
the outcome of the eccentric analysis with an, otherwise
same, non-eccentric analysis. We show that in the pres-
ence of a non-negliglible eccentricity in the signals, the
localizations can improve significantly. The improvement
is expected to be more pronounced for lighter binaries
where the number of low-frequency inspiral cycles in the
sensitive frequency band is larger. In the absence of a
residual eccentricity in the signals, the accuracy of the
method falls back to that of the non-eccentric localiza-
tions on average.

The basic principle of the localization methods used in
this work is to assume that the intrinsic source param-
eters obtained from matched-filter searches are the true
values themselves 1. In practice, the detection algorithms
provide point estimates of these parameters that can

1 Alternately, this assumption can be lifted toward a full Bayesian
parameter estimation, thus increasing the parameter dimension-
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Figure 1. The projected power spectral densities (PSDs) of the Advanced LIGO in O4 and O5 are used for the simulations.
Advanced Virgo and KAGRA are expected to be instrumental in detecting or refining the localizations of sources while advancing
their sensitivities. Here all investigations are carried out with simulated Gaussian noise. We use a low-frequency cutoff of 20
Hz and 10 Hz respectively for the simulated O4 and O5 scenarios. The shaded regions mark the frequency ranges used for the
simulated searches in this work.

carry large uncertainties, e.g. for eccentric sources [15].
Ideally, the set of true source parameters maximizes the
recovered signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), however, as long
as the any other combination forming a detection candi-
date, which nearly maximizes the SNR, can still be used.
It has been shown that such a combination can be uti-
lized for the purpose of rapid localization, laying the basis
for the BAYESTAR algorithm which produces skymaps as
accurate as that of a full parameter estimation. This
has been demonstrated for sources with small aligned-
spins [3].

Here we use a semi-Bayesian approach to obtain the
eccentricity-optimized localizations utilizing the point es-
timate for the orbital eccentricity from the detection tem-
plate. Thus, in essence, the localization principle here
is similar to that of BAYESTAR, however the difference
lies in the implementation. The main contrasting fea-
ture is that the likelihood sampling in our approach is
performed on the flat-sky coordinates, namely the right
ascension and the declination, using a stochastic sampler.
The obtained samples are later reweighted and projected
onto the sky. On the other hand, BAYESTAR determinis-
tically samples the likelihood directly on the curved-sky
using an adaptive HEALPix algorithm 2. Other differ-
ences include the choice of marginalization of the auxil-
iary parameters such as the luminosity distance and the
inclination angle. While the current BAYESTAR algorithm
marginalizes them to obtain the posterior probabilities on

ality and the cost of computing the likelihoods. Several opti-
mized approaches already implement this idea without including
eccentricity [38–41].

2 https://healpix.sourceforge.io

the sky, our approach stochastically samples them along-
side the sky coordinates. Essentially, note that BAYESTAR
localizations are not optimized for eccentric binaries.

The goal of this work is to explore the localization dif-
ferences of the above methods toward eccentric sources
with the sensitivities of the current detectors. We pri-
marily use the projected sensitivities of the Advanced
LIGO for the fourth and the fifth oberving runs (O4 and
O5) [42]. These are shown in Fig. 1. We use simulated
Gaussian data to inject the simulated signals. When we
compare the localizations, we assume that a detection has
already been made, fulfiling a set of criteria as described
later in the work. This work is organized as follows. In
Section II, we briefly outline the matched-filter search
based on Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) [15]. To
efficiently tackle the intrinsic parameter space, we intro-
duce a computationally optimized variant of the standard
PSO algorithm. We first describe the algorithm in recov-
ering simulated signals from an astrophysically agnostic
population of eccentric BNSs. The signals carry small
eccentricities in the presence of large aligned-spins. In
Section III, we use the detection outputs of the simulated
searches obtained in Section II to perform the localiza-
tions. The processes used in the localizations and the
expected improvements are discussed in detail. In Sec-
tion IV, we focus our attention specifically to the early-
inspiral phase of the signals. We conclude with the im-
plications for early-warning scenarios for O4 and O5.

II. SIMULATED SEARCHES

This section briefly describes the processes used to re-
cover simulated signals from simulated data. We create a
simulated population of BNS systems with the signal pa-

https://healpix.sourceforge.io
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Parameter Type Distribution Range Recovery

Primary mass, m1(M⊙) Intrinsic Uniform [1.0, 3.0] Frequentist
Secondary mass, m2(M⊙) Intrinsic Uniform [1.0, 3.0] Frequentist

Primary aligned-spin, χ1z(dimensionless) Intrinsic Uniform [-0.95, 0.95] Frequentist
Secondary aligned-spin, χ2z(dimensionless) Intrinsic Uniform [-0.95, 0.95] Frequentist

Orbital eccentricity, ε (dimensionless) Intrinsic Uniform [0, 0.15] Frequentist
Right ascension, α (rad) Extrinsic Uniform [0, 2π] Bayesian

Declination, δ (rad) Extrinsic Uniform [−π/2, π/2] Bayesian
Luminosity distance, DL (Mpc) Extrinsic Uniform [50, 160] Bayesian

Inclination angle, ι (rad) Extrinsic Uniform [0, π] Bayesian
Polarization, ψ (rad) Extrinsic Uniform [0, 2π] Marginalized

Coalescence phase, φ (rad) Extrinsic Uniform [0, 2π] Marginalized
Coalescence time, tc (seconds) Extrinsic Uniform [tc − 0.1, tc + 0.1] Marginalized

Table I. Summary of the signal parameters used to generate and recover injections in this work. Here the recovery space is the
same as that used for carrying out the injections. An arbitrary GPS time offset is added to tc for an injection. A sufficient
duration of noise segment is used to accomodate the injected signals with a given low-frequency cutoff. The eccentricity
is defined at the low-frequency cutoff. Note that the TaylorF2Ecc waveform model does not implement the mean anomaly
parameter.

rameters given in Table I. To generate the signals, we use
the TaylorF2Ecc waveform model [43]. For any given de-
tector, a signal is projected from the random sky location
and is deposited in Gaussian noise colored with the sim-
ulated PSD for the detector. To recover injections in this
work, we broadly make the following two broad changes
to the PSO-based detection framework described in [15].
These changes are made primarily to simplify simulating
the search process and to efficiently tackle a larger search
parameter space.

Given a stretch of coincident data across detectors, the
PSO algorithm iteratively optimizes a quantity called the
fitness function over a desired range of the search pa-
rameters. Here the search parameters are the intrinsic
parameters of the sources. At any given iteration, the
algorithm proposes a set of template points, calculates
the fitness function at these points and evaluates a new
set of template points for the next iteration. Here, for
each template point proposed, the template waveform is
generated, match-filtered with the strain data and the
maximum SNR per detector is identified. The algorithm
iteratively optimizes the quadrature sum of the detector
SNRs over the search space for each injection. Because
the injections are in Gaussian noise, we proceed with a
single trigger per detector for the data stretch which has
the largest SNR. Thus for simplicity, we skip the rigor-
ous process of generating and ranking of multiple pos-
sible event candidates for the injections. Note that in
this work we are primarily interested in the localization
of detected events instead of the detection process itself.

To tackle the search parameter space efficiently, we im-
plement a nature-inspired survival of the fittest strategy
on the PSO algorithm as described below. We observe
that to cover larger portions of parameter space, the al-
gorithm requires overall greater template-sampling. Fur-
ther, as the iterations progress, we notice that the parti-
cles with the smallest fitness values barely contribute to
the swarm-intelligence. Thus, it is wasteful to evaluate

the expensive fitness function for the trailing particles
and are terminated at regular intervals. So the general
idea is to begin with a swarm having a sufficiently large
number of particles and reduce the swarm size by ap-
proximately half at each one-thirds of the total iterations.
Here, starting with a fixed number of 7200 particles and
18 iterations, a total of 75600 template points are cal-
culated 3. We find that this strategy is more effective
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Figure 2. The coincident SNRs recovered by the PSO searches
for simulated signals in the HL network having O4-like sensi-
tivities. The searches are carried out in the frequency range
of 20-512 Hz using the same datasets containing signals from
spin-aligned eccentric BNSs immersed in Gaussian noise. We
use a fixed template-sampling for both the searches as de-
scribed in the text. The eccentric search recovers all the in-
jections that are also recovered by the aligned-spin search.
The commonly found injections are shown here.

3 7200 × 6 + 3600 × 6 + 1800 × 6; on the contrary, the number of
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Figure 3. Accuracy (left) and precision (right) of the localization areas compared for the simulated eccentric sources. The
solid curves are obtained using the estimated intrinsic source parameters with the PSO-based searches. The dashed curves
are obtained using the injected source parameters. The probability plots on the right show that the credible sky areas are
consistent at a 99.7% confidence.

than the standard algorithm in optimizing the dynamic
template placement while tackling a reasonably large pa-
rameter space.

We adapt the above changes to recover injections using
the following two searches- aligned-spins with eccentric-
ity and aligned-spins only. The two searches use identical
configuration except for the search dimension of eccen-
tricity. Note that the template-sampling is also preset at
a fixed value for both the searches. A similar framework
of analysis is demonstrated earlier in [15]. The estimated
coincident SNRs plotted against the injected coincident
SNRs for the recovered injections are shown in Fig. 2.
We note the difference in the SNRs recovered by the two
searches for any given injection with a general depen-
dence on its injected value of eccentricity.

After the iterations are complete, the algorithm deliv-
ers an optimized template point from the search para-
mater space for each injection. This is regarded as the
best-matched template consistent for the given detector
network (HL), nearly maximizing the detector SNRs. In-
jections that have individual detector SNRs of at least 5
and form a coincidence within a time-window of 15 ms
are regarded as the recovered event candidates [15]. Such
injections are taken up by the sky-localization algorithm
as described in the next section.

particles is fixed at every iteration in the standard PSO approach.
For a given population of simulated sources, we empirically preset
the template-sampling to tolerate a nominal value for the average
loss of the recovered coincident SNRs from that of the injected
SNRs. In this study, we observe this value to be approximately
1.75% in the full-frequency bandwidth search corresponding to
the blue pluses in Fig. 2.

III. LOCALIZATION ALGORITHM

In the previous section, we described the recovery of
simulated signals as coincident events. The localization
of a recovered event is performed as described below. To
compare the eccentric and non-eccentric localizations, we
pre-select the injections that are recovered exactly as two-
detector coincidences by both the eccentric and aligned-
spin searches. Thus we skip the cases of the sub-threshold
signals in a detector resulting from a given search.

Once a detection has been made, the strain data
around the event time from the observing detectors be-
come of particular interest. Here, the localization al-
gorithm receives a sufficient duration of the strain data
containing the entire in-band signal determined by its
chirp time. The chirp time is calculated using the chirp
mass estimate of the source during its detection and the
low-frequency cutoff. Note that the PSO search opti-
mizes the SNR computed for the detector network for
detection while including eccentricity as a search param-
eter. As indicated in [3], the localization uncertainty is
only semi-dependent on the uncertainties of the intrin-
sic source parameters. Thus we conduct a semi-Bayesian
analysis by fixing the intrinsic parameters to that ob-
tained as point estimates from the optimized template.
Given the above information, it is possible to assign a
probability that the source is located at any given part
of the sky.

After fixing all the intrinsic parameters, we are left
with the extrinsic parameters as shown in the Table. I.
We stochastically draw posterior samples from the fol-
lowing set of parameters,

θ = {α, δ,DL, ι}. (1)
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Figure 4. Skymaps for an eccentric injection obtained with the aligned-spins only (left) and the eccentricity-optimized (right)
localization algorithms. The injection is a randomly chosen (1.93, 1.88) M⊙ source located at about 65 Mpc, having nomimal
aligned-spins and an eccentricity of 0.1. The localizations are computed following sections Sec. II and III with simulated HLV
network. The true location of the simulated source is maked with a star. Notably, we observe that the localization areas at the
given credible levels are significantly improved with the eccentricity-optimized algorithm. Further, note the existence of two
probability modes (left) compared to a single mode (right) at 90% credible level. Tracking skymaps with multiple separated
modes could be resource-demanding process in the EM follow-up communities.

The Bayes’ rule allows us to compute the posterior proba-
bilities of a parameter (θ), given the likelihood of observ-
ing the data (d) for the given θ and a prior knowledge
about θ,

p(θ | d) ∼ p(d | θ) p(θ). (2)

Note that the parameters given in Eq. 1 are intended
to aid electromagnetic follow-up efforts. We use a uni-
form prior for each of the parameters. We choose to
marginalize the remaining extrinsic parameters. Here it
is performed analytically for φ and numerically for tc
and ψ with a uniform grid of 1000 points in the prior
space. The posterior samples are obtained with dynesty
sampler configured with nlive = 1000 and dlogZ = 0.1.
This is accomplished within 25 seconds using ∼ 32 CPU
cores. Note that these samples are obtained in the flat
α − δ coordinates. To compare with the localizations
from BAYESTAR [3], the samples are rendered into multi-
ordered HEALPix format [44–46]. Assigning probabili-
ties to the pixels tiling the sky using the distribution of
samples requires an additional postprocessing step 4.

To assess the accuracy of the localizations, we use a
quantity called searched area which measures the area-
distance of the true source location from the most prob-
able location on the skymap. It is calculated by adding
the areas of the pixels lined up in descending order of the
probabilities, starting at the most probable pixel until the
pixel containing the true location is reached. We compare
the searched area for the spin-aligned eccentric injections
described in Section II with the following two cases- (1)
the localizations obtained with the above algorithm for
the HL coincidences from the spin-aligned eccentric PSO
search, and (2) the localizations obtained with BAYESTAR
for the same HL coincidences from the aligned-spin PSO

4 https://lscsoft.docs.ligo.org/ligo.skymap/tool/ligo_
skymap_from_samples.html

search. This is shown in Fig. 3 (left). We repeat case
(1) by replacing the PSO estimated intrinsic source pa-
rameters with the true injected parameters. We observe
that the localizations with the injected and the estimated
parameters for the eccentric case fairly agree with each
other. However, the localizations for the non-eccentric
aligned-spin case are generally less accurate than the
eccentric case. We attribute the improvement in accu-
racy to the difference in the estimated SNRs as shown in
Fig. 2. We also note that a small fraction of the injections
have the localizations of ∼ 1 deg2 depending on factors
such as the signal strength and relative orientation of
the binary with respect to the detector network. We do
not apparently observe large differences for them from
the two analyses. Further studies are needed to investi-
gate if these analyses are capable of resolving such finer
localizations. On the other hand, we have capped our
comparisons to localizations areas of ∼ 10000 deg2. Cur-
rent typical localizations generally lie within this range,
the regime where we observe greater improvements. An
example of the localizations is shown in Fig. 4.

To assess the precision of the localizations, we use a
probability-probability (pp) plot to describe the credibil-
ity of the localization areas on the skymaps. A given
credible localization patch on the skymap is determined
by the group of pixels whose probabilities add up to the
desired credible level, starting at the most probable pixel.
The pp-plot is calculated by obtaining the fractions of
the localized population containing the true location at
all credible levels. We note that each configuration of
localization described above requires a correction factor
on the likelihood computations to obtain a self-consistent
pp-plot discussed further in Appendix A. Thus, on aver-
age, the localization areas obtained with these methods
can be considered reliable for the simulated population.

https://lscsoft.docs.ligo.org/ligo.skymap/tool/ligo_skymap_from_samples.html
https://lscsoft.docs.ligo.org/ligo.skymap/tool/ligo_skymap_from_samples.html
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Figure 5. Localization accuracies with upper cutoff frequencies of 32 Hz (dotted) and 64 Hz (dashed) for spin-aligned eccentric
injections. We observe generally prominent improvements in the eccentricity-informed localization areas while greater injections
are recovered in O5 than in O4. Injections that are localized within a searched area of 10000 deg2 are shown.

IV. EARLY-WARNING SCENARIOS

In the previous section, we discussed the localization of
simulated sources assuming that the entire in-band sig-
nal is present in the strain datasets. In this section, we
describe an eccentric early-warning (EW) search by trun-
cating these datasets so as to contain an incomplete in-
spiral without the merger. The basic idea behind an EW
analysis is to provide a pre-indication of the merger of an
incoming signal [35–37]. In general, an EW search has
access to a smaller portion of signal and hence, the EW
search processes a part of the full frequency bandwidth
of the signal. Thus, an EW candidate is also expected
to be followed by its regular full-bandwidth (FB) candi-
date counterpart. Usually, multiple frequency bands are
chosen for EW searches that provide different EW times
depending upon the high-frequency cutoff (fupper). For
demonstration purposes, we choose only two such bands
with fupper of 32 Hz and 64 Hz. An fupper of 32 Hz
accumulates smaller SNRs but allows larger EW times
while an fupper of 64 accumulates larger SNRs but leaves

Platform 32 Hz 64 Hz 512 Hz

CPU 3.41 s 4.03 s 38.47 s
GPU 1.21 s 2.24 s ...

Table II. Approximate runtimes for generating event candi-
dates from 256 seconds of Gaussian HL data stretch using
the spin-aligned eccentric PSO search. The runtimes for CPU
and GPU are obtained on a single AMD EPYC 9554 and NVIDIA
Tesla V100 respectively utilizing all available cores. The
GPU implementation is currently optimized for early-warning
analyses only. The implementation of the early-warning lo-
calizations is not optimized and thus, have similar runtimes
as for the full-bandwidth localizations.

smaller EW times. The low-frequency cutoff (f lower) is
set for the low-frequency sensitivities of the instruments.

We generate a set of 10000 injections with the signal
parameters given in Table. I except that the luminosity
distances here have an upper limit of 100 Mpc. These are
deposited into Gaussian noise simulated for O4-like and
O5-like sensitivities. They are recovered with the PSO-
based searches with the similar procedure as described
in Section II, except that these are now conducted in the
reduced frequency ranges. Here, to optimally recover the
network SNRs, a smaller template-sampling is sufficient
depending upon the frequency bandwidth. Thus, faster
generation of templates truncated in the frequency space,
the smaller data sampling rate and an optimized imple-
mentation of the PSO algorithm combined together en-
able considerable speedup. We have further implemented
the analyses to be completed within a few seconds lever-
aging on GPUs. These are summarized in Table. II.

The commonly found injections are then localized in
a similar fashion as described in Section III. The accu-
racies of the localization areas are compared for the ob-
serving scenarios as shown in Fig. 5. We observe that
the eccentric localization is consistently more accurate
than the non-eccentric one in all cases. However, the
improvements are generally more prominent in O5-like
sensitivities. We primarily attribute this to the greater
SNR gain from the numerous low-frequency inspiral cy-
cles while considering eccentricity at the detection stage.
We argue that at very low data sampling rates, the SNR
consistency across the detectors would carry relatively
significant localization information, given the large er-
rors in time and related phase measurements. An inter-
esting comparison of the skymaps at different sampling
frequencies is illustrated in Fig. 6.

In the above discussion, we have assumed a 15 ms time-
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Figure 6. Illustration of early-warning skymaps for an eccentric injection. Here the injected eccentricity is 0.05 for a (2.76,
1.43) M⊙ source represented with a star. The left and the right panels show the aligned-spin and the eccentricity-informed
skymaps; top, middle and bottom panels show the skymaps obtained till 32, 64 and 512 Hz respectively. Given the initial
probability densities of the aligned-spin skymaps (the most probable locations are shown with solid pluses), a telescope should
begin tracking at the lower left part in the skymap. Eventually, the telescope needs to be completely rotated as the final
localization points toward a significantly different location, with little time left for the merger. The eccentric localizations do
not require significant repointings in this case and the most probable locations are relatively more accurate. Here the quoted
confidence areas are largely similar in both types of skymaps but we note the existence of such an effect in addition to the cases
where the localization areas are themselves numerically improved. A similar effect is reported for non-eccentric sources in [47].

window to test coincidences between triggers from LIGO
Hanford (H1) and LIGO Livingston (L1). However, since
the strain data for the EW analyses are critically down-
sampled, the timing uncertainty of the triggers of even as-
trophysical origin can result into non-coincidence, though
they pass an SNR theshold criterion. This is demon-
strated for the eccentric injections recovered with SNRs
of at least 7 in both detectors as shown in Fig. 7. Refer to
Appendix B for investigations on the background event
rates resulting from increased coincidence window. We
further observe that while an eccentric recovery obtains
unbiased timing measurements on average, the aligned-
spin only searches can report triggers with larger tim-
ing errors and/or with bias. Such errors are expected to
propagate into the localizations which we do not explore
here further.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have described a novel, computa-
tionally optimized variant of the Particle Swarm Opti-
mization (PSO) algorithm to search for compact binary
mergers with eccentricity and large aligned-spins. It has
the potential to deliver event candidates resulting from
the search in near-realtime to facilitate immediate EM
follow-up.

Through simulations, we have shown that the orbital
eccentricity in inspiraling neutron stars can be used to
improve their sky localization from gravitational wave ob-
servations. However, this necessitates that existing algo-
rithms be optimized for detecting and localizing eccentric
binaries. Here we have demonstrated a semi-Bayesian ap-
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Figure 7. Difference between the injected tc and the mean of the times-of-arrival of the simulated signals at H1 and L1. The
number of injections are out of the 10000 injections when the SNR of the triggers crossed 7 at both the detectors. It is highly
unlikely that Gaussian noise can surpass this arbitrary threshold in any detector. The plot indicates that a coincident window
of 15 ms is insufficient to capture all coincidences in the detector triggers of astrophysical origin.

proach to conduct such localizations that uses the out-
put of a matched-filter eccentric search. While we have
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Figure 8. Variation of the loss of recovered SNR by a simu-
lated aligned-spin search (10-20 Hz) with the injected eccen-
tricity and the total mass of the system in O5-like sensitivity.

discussed the implications for binary neutron stars, this
approach can be easily extended to any modeled eccen-
tric binary merger. The chances of observations also cr-
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Figure 9. Average of the early-warning SNRs lost by vari-
ous searches for the commonly recovered injections with O5-
projected HL sensitivities as a function of the early-frequency
bands. We have also included the results for an otherwise
same, eccentric-only EW search.
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Figure 10. Accuracy (left) and precision (right) of the localization areas compared for the simulated aligned-spin sources. We
note that in the absence of eccentricity in the signals, the localizations accuracy of the current technique is comparable to that
of BAYESTAR. Similar to Fig. 3, the localization uncertainties are shown to be fairly self-consistent at 99.7% confidence.

titically depend on the astrophysical abundancy of the
sources. Even if few detectable sources exist within the
reach of the detectors, current analyses can miss substan-
tial SNRs and hence, the opportunity to pin down their
sky positions. With improved low-frequency sensitivities,
lighter binaries with greater early-inspiral cycles are rel-
atively more prone to losing signal power as shown in
Fig. 8. We have explored qualitative improvements with
an eccentric early-warning system over a non-eccentric
one with the current sensitivities of the detectors. We
have identified some important cases with eccentric early-
warning localizations from the EM-observations view-
point.

While we have used only a two detector HL network
for demonstration, it is useful to investigate the cases
when more detectors are included such as Virgo and KA-
GRA. Given the semi-Bayesian nature of our approach,
the localization method described here is expected to
readily handle sub-threshold signals in any given detec-
tor(s). Additional detectors should guide the network’s
senstivity to the detectable binaries. Further improve-
ments in localizing the astrophysical sources are awaited
when LIGO India comes online [9].

We have conducted studies on simulated data and pro-
vided only rough latency estimates without considering
practical overheads. However, end-to-end tests of the ca-
pabilties of the eccentric early-warning system requires
deployment of the search with a real-time interface. For-
tunately, such an infrastructure is already operational
within the LIGO-Virgo Collaboration [33, 48]. Since an
eccentric EW search can accumulate greater SNRs in
general, they can potentially reach a given significance
threshold quicker, allowing greater EW times for eccen-
tric sources. With the improved low-frequency senstivi-
ties of the instruments, we find that a dedicated eccentric
EW system is desirable as shown in Fig. 9. Such system
will improve the chances for the first and the subsequent

EW observations. Though the localization algorithm pre-
sented in this work implements a computationally effec-
tive strategy, further optimizations are needed to realize
true EW observations. Alternately, current algorithms
can be optimized to include eccentricity as an input pa-
rameter. Machine learning based approaches can already
reach very low latencies [49].
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Figure 11. Self-consistency of the FAR estimates with varying coincidence windows investigated for the EW searches using
datasets from O3b. The gray region represents the 95% Poisson uncertainty estimates around the expected line. The largest
coincidence window chosen till including fairly all injections shown in Fig. 7. Time-slide interval is twice the coincidence window.
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Appendix A: Fallback localizations and the
uncertainty estimates

In the absence of eccentric sources, the algorithm re-
treats to the localization accuracies optimized for the
aligned-spin case. To demonstrate, we generate 1000 in-
jections from the same population as given in Table. I but
with ε = 0. These are recovered with the aligned-spin
PSO search. The recovered injections are localized using
BAYESTAR and the localization algorithm introduced in

this work. These is summaried in Fig. 10. The correction
factors needed to obtain the pp-plots are obtained empir-
ically. Such factors are used to rescale the log-likelihood
ratio while generating the posterior samples. We have
generally observed that within a given method, the fac-
tor shifts more from unity when there is more deviation
of the estimated parameters from the injected ones. This
aspect has been discussed in detail in [50]. Note that
the tunable parameter can be modified depending on the
target population of sources and does not affect the ac-
curacy of localizations. We do not expect these values
to change considerably when the algorithm is used with
real signals with the reasonable assumption that real in-
strument noise can be treated as approximately Gaussian
except for the occasional instances of glitches localized in
time.

Appendix B: Backgrounds event rates in
early-warning searches

In this section, we explore the suitability of increasing
the time-coincidence window for early-warning searches
beyond the standard value used in the full-bandwidth
searches. A coincidence window of 15 ms for the HL
detector network can potentially miss several astrophys-
ical EW candidates due to timing uncertainties of EW
triggers, though, such events are nominally expected to
feature in an FB analysis. Thus, to improve the sensi-
tivities of the EW analyses, a large coincidence window
should be chosen. For the simulated population of the
sources, the maximum of such windows is expected to
recover the signals with coincidence. However, a larger
coincidence window is also expected to allow more trig-
gers from non-astrophysical origin to enter into coinci-
dence. However, increasing the width of the coincidence



11

window also increases the chances that triggers of noise
origin form undesirable coincidences. To investigate such
chances for the PSO-based searches, we generate EW
triggers in O3b data [51, 52]. Here we use datasets from
LIGO Hanford and LIGO Livingston to generate EW
triggers from the same parameter space described ear-
lier in this work. To compute the background events,
the triggers from the individual detectors are time-slided
with respect to each other. These are described in [15].
Here, the time-slide interval is assumed to be twice as
large as a time-coincidence window used. Thus, we re-

peat this procedure with the same triggers but by varying
width of time-window beyond 15 ms for the HL network.
The maximum value used is motivated from the possible
timing errors associated with a given frequency band esti-
mated in Fig. 7. To accomodate triggers passing a smaller
SNR threshold, a larger width for the coincidence window
may be necessary. We observe that such triggers result
into foreground coincidences with self-consistent inverse
false alarm rate (IFAR) estimates. Thus, we broadly con-
clude that allowing for larger coincidence window to ac-
comodate astrophysical signals does not interfere with
their significance calculation.
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