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The exploration of the surrounding world and the universe is an important theme in the legacy
of humankind. The detection of gravitational waves is adding a new dimension to this grand effort.
What are the fundamental physical laws governing the dynamics of the universe? What is the
fundamental composition of the universe? How has the universe evolved in the past and how will
it evolve in the future? These are the basic questions that press for answers. The space-based
gravitational wave detector TianQin will tune in to gravitational waves in the millihertz frequency
range (10−4 ∼ 1 Hz, to be specific), opening a new gravitational wave spectrum window to explore
many of the previously hidden sectors of the universe. TianQin will discover many astrophysical
systems, populating the universe at different redshifts: some will be of new types that have never
been detected before, some will have very high signal-to-noise ratios, and some will have very high
parameter estimation precision. The plethora of information collected will bring us to new fronts
on which to search for the breaking points of general relativity, the possible violation of established
physical laws, the signature of possible new gravitational physics and new fundamental fields, and to
improve our knowledge on the expansion history of the universe. In this white paper, we highlight
the advances that TianQin can bring to fundamental physics and cosmology.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

• Messengers

– Electromagnetic (EM)

– Gravitational wave (GW)

• GWs and sources

– Compact binary coalescence (CBC)

– Continuous wave (CW)

– Double white dwarf (DWD)

– Extreme Mass Ratio Inspiral (EMRI)

– Galactic ultra-compact binary (GCB)

– Inspiral-Merger-Ringdown (IMR)

– Intermediate Mass Ratio Inspiral (IMRI)

– Massive black hole binary (MBHB)

– Stellar mass black hole binary (SBHB)

– Stochastic GW background (SGWB)

– Verification binary (VB)

• GW Detectors & Methods

– Cosmic Explorer (CE)

– Einstein Telescope (ET)

– Laser Interferometer Gravitational-wave Observatory (LIGO)

– Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)

– LIGO & Virgo & KAGRA (LVK)

– Pulsar Timing Array (PTA)

• Theories

– Black hole perturbation theory (BHPT)

– Beyond Standard Model (of Particle Physics) (BSM)

– Dynamical Chern-Simons theory (dCS)

– Einstein-dilaton Gauss-Bonnet theory (EdGB)

– General relativity (GR)

– Modified gravity theory (MGT)

– Noncommutative gravity (NCG)

– Standard Model of Particle Physics (SMPP)

• Physical laws

– Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS)

– Cosmic distance duality relation (CDDR)

– Diffeomorphism invariance (DI)

– Einstein Equivalence Principle (EEP)

– Inverse Square Law (ISL)

– Local Lorentz invariance (LLI)

– Local position invariance (LPI)

– Strong Equivalence Principle (SEP)
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– Weak equivalence principle (WEP)

• Physical entities and process

– Baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO)

– Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN)

– Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)

– Exotic compact object (ECO)

– Electroweak phase transition (EWPT)

– Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)

– First order phase transition (FoPT)

– Fast radio burst (FRB)

– Gamma-ray burst (GRB)

– Intermediate mass black hole (IMBH)

– Massive black hole (MBH)

– Primordial black hole (PBH)

– Stellar mass black hole (SBH)

– Type Ia supernova (SN Ia)

• Methods and Technical names

– Cumulative distribution function (CDF)

– Probability density function (PDF)

– Equation of State (EoS)

– Fisher information matrix (FIM)

– Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)

– Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW)

– Numerical relativity (NR)

– Post-Newtonian (PN)

– Parameterized post-Einstein (ppE)

– Parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN)

– Quasi-normal mode (QNM)

– Signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
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I. INTRODUCTION

The most incomprehensible thing about the Universe is that it is comprehensible [1]. It is remarkable to note how
much is already known about the Universe. However, there are still important open questions related to basically all
major epochs of the Universe (see Table I). One may summarize these into the following three basic questions:

• What are the fundamental physical laws governing the dynamics of the Universe?

• What are the fundamental compositions of the Universe?

• How has the Universe (including everything in it) evolved in the past and how will it evolve in the future?

GR has been at the basis of our understanding of the dynamics of the Universe for more than a century. But there
are good reasons to believe that GR has to be extended: in order to understand the physics of Big Bang, the Planck
era, and the singularity of black holes, it is very likely that one must firstly figure out how to quantize gravity and
how to unify gravity with other fundamental interactions of nature; the necessity of introducing dark matter and dark
energy could be indications that our understanding of the nature of gravity is incomplete. But going beyond GR has
proven to be extremely difficult.

On the theoretical side, the search for a consistent quantum gravity theory has led to the development of theoretical
frameworks such string theory and loop quantum gravity [2, 3], together with the proposal of schools of theoretical
insights, such as gauge/gravity duality [4]. Unfortunately, none of these can rival GR in terms of making quantitative
predictions on gravitational phenomena that can be experimentally tested immediately. As a result, many MGTs
have been constructed to explore possible features foreseen in the so far elusive theory of quantum gravity [5–8]. But
MGTs are not expected to be fully self-consistent or pathology-free. They can be best viewed as phenomenological
models parameterizing the possible ways to partially deviate from GR.

On the experimental side, there has been a great amount of effort. To sort through the complicated landscape of
the field, one can ask two basic questions.

• The first question is what to test. From the perspective of the nature of gravity, past experiments have mainly
considered the following [9]:

– Is gravity a purely geometrical property of the spacetime? Here one mainly looks at EEP, which implies
that gravity should be described by a metric theory and invoking gravity is equivalent to “replacing the
partial derivatives with covariant derivatives” in all the special relativistic theories.

– Are the gravitational degrees of freedom the same as the metric field in GR? Here one mainly searches
for the possible existence of extra interaction-mediating fields that could result in a “fifth force” and a
breaking of ISL. One would look at the SEP, which indicates that the metric is the only gravitational field
in the Universe. One would also look at the polarization and propagation properties of GWs to see if they
are consistent with the prescription of GR.

– Are the dynamics of gravity the same as the metric field in GR? Here one mainly looks at various
dynamical processes involving gravity. A large portion of experiments have looked at the weak field and
slow motion processes in a static or stationary spacetime background, as is the case for all the gravitational
experiments taking place in the solar system. However, GW detection has now made it possible to explore
highly dynamical and strong field processes. black holes are another consequential prediction of GR in
the strong field regime, and testing the nature of dark compact objects in the Universe serves as another
important test of the nature of gravity and the validity of GR.

• The second question is how to test. Given the huge variety of possible gravitational experiments, it is a
challenging task trying to organize all the experiments in an intuitively visual way; see [10] for an example. But
all experiments share two basic parameters: the characteristic mass (the mass of the most massive object whose
gravitational field is directly tested) and the typical force range in the experiment. The order of magnitude of
the characteristic masses and the gravitational potential (the characteristic mass divided by the force range in
natural units) of some typical gravitational experiments are shown in FIG. 1. For experiments based on normal
matter, all are within a couple of orders of magnitude from saturating the gravitational potential limit that is
achievable for a given characteristic mass. So all of them are distributed around the scaling relation (solid line
in FIG. 1), Φ = Φ⊙(M/ M⊙)

2/3 , where Φ is the gravitational potential, M is the characteristic mass, and Φ⊙
is the gravitational potential of the Sun near its surface. The above scaling relation assumes that the density
of matter is fixed at the density of the Sun. It fails for M > 1.15 × 108 M⊙ because so much normal matter
at the solar density would collapse into a black hole. For black holes, the density varies with mass and the
gravitational potential can reach Φ ≈ 1 at their horizons. For experiments at the higher mass end in FIG. 1,
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one not only has normal stars but also black holes, and so the points become more scattered. As an overall
conclusion, one can see that larger gravitational potentials rely on having larger characteristic masses, and it
is only with GWs that it is possible to systematically probe gravity in the genuinely strong field regime. EM
observations of supermassive black holes such as M87 can also help [11], but such methods are limited by the
number of black holes that can be observed.

FIG. 1. The characteristic masses and gravitational potentials involved in typical gravitational experiments. The left-most and
right-most points represent the extreme single object masses that have been used to experimentally test GR. More discussions
can be found in the main text. (References: mm size-90 mg [12], ISL-1500 kg [13], ISL-LLR [14], MICROSCOPE [15], SEP-LLR
[16], Cassini [17], Hulse-Taylor [18], M87 [19]. Some typical numbers are used for GW-SBHB, GW-MBHB and GW-EMRI, but
they all can be changed.)

SMPP is currently the best theory to understand the fundamental composition of the Unverse, but it can only
account for about 5% of the energy density of the Universe, with the rest being about 27% dark matter and 68%
dark energy. All the 5% of energy density described by SMPP is ordinary matter, with almost no antimatter present.
The origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry remains one of the long-standing mysteries in particle cosmology.
Additionally, the precise shape of the Higgs potential, which imparts mass to fundamental particles, is still unknown.
The origin of matter, namely the origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe, is deeply connected to
the shape of the Higgs potential. One widely studied mechanism for explaining the origin of the matter-antimatter
asymmetry is electroweak baryogenesis, which is rooted in the properties of Higgs-related physics, particularly the
cosmic phase transition induced by the Higgs potential. In many new physics models beyond SMPP, the Higgs poten-
tial can lead to a strong first-order electroweak phase transition, thereby providing the necessary out-of-equilibrium
conditions for electroweak baryogenesis [20–24]. Furthermore, the electroweak phase transition process is expected to
generate phase-transition GW signals. Dark matter constitutes about 27% of the Universe, yet its true nature eludes
us. Traditional collider experiments and direct detection methods have not yielded the expected signals. The current
status of experimental detection and theoretical research on dark matter suggests the need to explore new mechanisms
for dark matter production and novel methods for its detection. Cosmic phase transitions and the associated GW
signals offer new perspectives on the production and detection of dark matter [25–34], respectively. Additionally, GW
signals from astrophysical sources, arising from their interactions with dark matter, may carry important information
about the properties of dark matter. Typical examples include new mechanisms for the production of superheavy dark
matter via cosmic phase transitions and their associated GW signals, PBH dark matter and the GW signals it induces,
as well as GW signals from ultralight dark matter. In addition to the issues mentioned above, many other significant
problems in particle physics and cosmology may require the introduction of new particles and interactions. These
are often associated with various symmetry-breaking processes in the early universe and the formation of topological
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defects such as cosmic strings. GW signals have the potential to offer novel approaches to explore these central issues
in particle cosmology and probe new physics that may lie beyond the SMPP.

Cosmologists have developed a standard picture, the ΛCDM model, describing the expansion history of the Universe
from BBN to the present time[35–37], by combining data from the global universe, such as CMB [38, 39], BBN [40, 41],
and BAO [42–44], as well as from the local universe, such as the cosmic distance ladder measurement [45–49] and
strong gravitational lensing [50–52]. The ΛCDM model tells us that the Universe is about 13.8 billion years old,
the space is almost flat, the ratio of total matter to dark energy of about three to seven, and the current expansion
rate is about 70 km/s/Mpc and accelerating [35, 36]. However, with the accumulation of observational data and
improvements in the precision of the cosmological parameters, the status of ΛCDM as the standard cosmological
model has been seriously challenged, with two problems being particularly significant:

• The Hubble tension, i.e., the inconsistency between early universe measurements of the Hubble-Lemâıtre con-
stant, H0, inferred from CMB observations, and late universe measurements of H0, measured with SN Ia obser-
vations, exceeds a significance level of 4σ [53–58];

• The deviation of the dark energy equation of state relative to the standard model, the cosmological constant Λ,
is of increasing significance [59–61].

Because GW detections allow us to directly measure the luminosity distances of GW sources without depending on
the cosmic distance ladder, they can serve as the so-called “standard sirens” to independently constrain the cosmic
expansion history [62, 63]. Using GW detection one can also measure the expansion rate of the Universe throughout
its entire history, which could be crucial to help resolve the Hubble tension and to explore the nature of dark energy.

Expected to be launched around 2035, the space-based GW detector TianQin aims to detect GWs in the frequency
range 10−4 Hz ∼ 1 Hz [64]. TianQin will comprise an equilateral triangle constellation, consisting of three drag-free
satellites, which orbit the Earth with orbital radii of about 105 km [65–67]. The detector plane of TianQin will be
oriented toward RX J0806.3+1527 (also known as HM Cancri or HM Cnc, hereafter J0806 [68]) and so will be nearly
perpendicular to the ecliptic. The Sun will pass through the fixed orbital plane of TianQin twice a year, upsetting
GW detection with complicated thermal load on the satellites and direct Sun light getting into the telescopes. As
a result, TianQin will adopt a consecutive “three-month on + three-month off” detection scheme, which means that
TianQin will firstly observe continuously for three months, and then be put into a safe mode for the next three months
before starting observation again [64]. In this scheme, the total duration of data acquisition will be of 2.5 years for a
mission lifetime of 5 years. The development of TianQin is targeting a sensitivity characterized by the all sky averaged
sensitivity [64, 66, 69],

Sn(f) =
10

3L2

[
Sx +

4Sa
(2πf)4

(
1 +

10−4Hz

f

)]
×
[
1 + 0.6

( f
f∗

)2]
, (1)

where L ≈ 1.7 × 108 m is the arm-length of TianQin, S
1/2
x = 1 × 10−12 m/Hz1/2 is the displacement measurement

noise for each one-way laser link, S
1/2
a = 1 × 10−15 m/s2/Hz1/2 is the residual acceleration noise for each test mass

along the sensitive direction, and f∗ = c/(2πL) ≈ 0.28 Hz is the transfer frequency.
TianQin can detect a large variety of important astrophysical and cosmological sources and provide key information

to astrophysics, fundamental physics and cosmology [70]. Firstly, TianQin can detect GW sources at different times
(redshifts) across the cosmic history, for example: GCB systems in the Galaxy [71], SBHB systems to redshifts of the
order z ∼ O(0.1) [72], EMRI systems to redshifts of the order z ∼ O(3) when the star formation rate was at its peak
[73], MBHB systems to redshifts of the order z ∼ O(20) when the first stars and galaxies had just appeared in the
Universe [74], and possibly also first order electroweak phase transitions when the Universe was only about O(10−10

s) old [75]. Secondly, TianQin will be able to detect some GW signals with extremely high SNRs. For example, SNRs
for some MBHB signals can reach the order of O(103) [74]. Thirdly, TianQin will be able to measure the source
parameters of some GW signals to extremely high precision. For example, some of the parameters of SBHBs, EMRIs
and MBHBs will be measured to better than O(10−6) [72–74]. These capabilities will enable TianQin to reveal many
details of a GW event, to test the nature of gravity in the strong field regime to unprecedented precision levels, and
to precisely measure cosmological parameters at many different epochs of the cosmic history.

Several other new GW detectors are being planned for the mid-2030’s [76], for example, the space-based GW
detectors LISA [77] and Taiji [78], and the third generation ground-based GW detectors CE [79] and ET [80, 81].
Both LISA and Taiji can complement TianQin in the detection of heavier sources while CE and ET can join with
TianQin to carry out multiband detection of SBHBs. There is significant science reward if these detectors can form
detector networks. A systematic study focusing on the TianQin-LISA network can be found in [82].

The purpose of this white paper is to provide a quantitative assessment of the advancement that TianQin can
bring to fundamental physics and cosmology. In preparing for this white paper, we have benefited from many existing
review papers. Some of them are listed below for the convenience of the reader:
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• Science overview for GW detectors: [76–81, 83, 84]

• Experimental tests of GR: [9, 10, 85–90]

• Fundamental physics with GWs: [91–98]

• Cosmology with GWs: [99]

This paper is organized as follows. Section II is devoted to discussing how TianQin can help probe the fundamental
laws governing the dynamics of the Universe. This includes verifying key predictions of GR in the strong field regime
and searching for possible signatures of beyond GR effects. Interfering environmental effects and waveform systematics
will also be discussed. Section III is devoted to discussing how TianQin can help probe the fundamental composition
of the Universe. This includes detecting a first order phase transition in the early universe, revealing the properties of
dark matter particles, studying the matter-anti-matter asymmetry, probing the hidden sector and other new physics
beyond the SMPP, searching for PBHs, and so on. Section IV is devoted to discussing how TianQin can help probe the
expansion history of the Universe. This includes measuring cosmological parameters across a wide range of redshifts
and verifying cosmological laws. The main results of the paper will be summarized in section V.

TABLE I. Some major epochs, events and open questions in the history of the Universe (see, e.g., [100, 101]).

Epochs Cosmic Age Major events Open questions

Big Bang 0 s

The Universe is believed to have started from an initial state with
extremely high energy density. Since the size of the observable

universe was extremely small at the beginning and then started to
increase afterwards, the origin of the Universe is called a Big Bang.

What is the initial
state of the Universe
and how did the

Universe get into it?

Planck era O(10−43 s)

Due to the high energy density right after the Big Bang, quantum
effect was believed to be important even for the gravitational

interaction. It stayed so until the characteristic energy of the Universe
dropped below the Planck energy, 1.22× 1019 GeV, corresponding to

a temperature of the order O(1032 K).

Is gravity quantized?
If so, how to

quantize gravity?

Separation of
fundamental
interactions O(10−35 s)

The temperature at the Planck era was so high that all the
fundamental interactions are believed to be unified. Gravity, the

strong interaction and the electroweak interaction became separated
one by one as the temperature dropped to the order O(1027 K).

Is it possible to unify
all the fundamental

interactions?

Inflation O(10−32 s)

After the Planck era the size of the Universe was increased by roughly
O(1026) times through a rapid inflation. The temperature of the

Universe dropped during the inflation but was restored to the order
O(1026 K) due to reheating at the end of inflation.

Did inflation really
happen? If yes, what
is the driving force?

Electroweak
symmetry
breaking O(10−11 s)

The electroweak symmetry broke as the temperature dropped to the
order O(1015 K). The universe went through a phase transition, and

most particles in the Universe became massive.

How did the
electroweak phase
transition happen?

Formation of
nuclei and
atoms

O(100 min) ∼
O(105 yrs)

Nuclei became stable and BBN took place when the temperature
dropped to the order O(109 K). Atoms became stable when the

temperature dropped to the order O(103 K). The photons decoupled
to form CMB when the Universe was about 380,000 years old.

When and how did
matter became

dominant against
antimatter?

Dark age, the
first stars and

galaxies O(108 yrs)

After the formation of CMB, the Universe was in darkness as the only
source of EM radiation was the glow of individual atoms. The dark

age continued for hundreds of millions of years until the first stars and
galaxies started to form. black holes also started to form.

When and how did
the first stars,

galaxies and black
holes form and

evolve?
Cosmic

expansion
and

acceleration Up to now

The universe continues expansion after the inflation, governed by the
laws of gravity and driven by the energy content of the Universe. It

has been found that about 27% the total energy density of the
Universe is dark matter, while about 68% is dark energy.

What is the nature
of dark matter and

dark energy?
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II. NATURE OF GRAVITY WITH TIANQIN

Section coordinator: Jianwei Mei
Among all the fundamental interactions in nature, gravity is the least understood and it is only known at the

classical level so far. GR is the current best theory of gravity but it describes gravity in a purely geometrical way.
The theoretical structure of GR is completely different from that of SMPP, making it difficult for gravity to unify
with other fundamental interactions even formally. Experimentally finding out the breaking points of GR may hold
the key to answering fundamental questions concerning the quantization of gravity and the unification of gravity with
other fundamental interactions.

For over a century, GR has been passing all sorts of experimental tests with flying colors. But for most experiments,
the characteristic masses involved are at the order O(1 M⊙) or less [9]. With the breakthrough of GW detection,
there start to be tests of GR with characteristic masses at the order O(30 M⊙) [102–105], corresponding to the point
“GW-SBHB” in FIG. 1. The most remarkable fact about GWs is that it can test GR in the genuinely strong field
regime, i.e., with the dimensionless gravitational potential approaching O(1) where nonperturbative gravitational
effects might take place. Such tests are not possible with non-GW experiments and may harbor the chance to making
breakthroughs in finding beyond GR effects.

TianQin will bring the test of GR to a whole new level: some signals will be observed with very high SNRs
so that much details of gravity can be revealed [106], and some source parameters will be measured to very high
precision so that various aspects of GR can be tested to the corresponding level of precision [107, 108]. With TianQin,
characteristic masses ranging from O(10 M⊙) to O(106 M⊙) and higher will be employed to test GR, significantly
populating the parameter space connecting “GW-SBHB” and “GW-MBHB” in FIG. 1.

The effort to test GR and to search for possible new physics can be grossly divided into two categories:

• Detection: For characteristic predictions of GR that lack experimental verification, one actively searches for the
corresponding effect in experiments and tries to establish their existence. The first detection of GW itself is a
good example in this category, as it robustly establishes the existence of GW and firmly verifies a key prediction
of GR [109].

• Measurement: For predictions of GR that already have been verified by experiments, one tries to improve the
precision of measurement to search for possible signatures of beyond GR effects. Due to the lack of a complete
theory of quantum gravity that is immediately relevant for experiments, one has to use phenomenological
parameters to book keep possible deviations from GR. In this sense we treat all MGTs as phenomenological
parameterization schemes and will group them into this category.

In this section, we will use such a classification scheme to discuss how TianQin can help verify key predictions
of GR in the strong field regime and search for possible signatures of beyond GR effects. We will also discuss the
environmental effects that may interfere with such effort.

A. Key predictions of GR in the strong field regime

The most straightforward way to test GR is to see if its predictions can be found in experiments. Many key
predictions of GR have been verified through classic tests [9], such as the perihelion precession of Mercury, the
bending of light by the Sun, the gravitational redshift of light, and the Shapiro time delay [110]. The detection of
GWs has been another remarkable success for GR [102]. With the breakthrough in GW detection, there come new
opportunities to test some key predictions of GR in the genuinely strong field regime. For examples:

• Is the dynamics of gravity still as prescribed by GR even at the nonlinear level?

• Do black holes, which are the most remarkable strong field predictions of GR, exist in nature?

In this subsection, we highlight how TianQin can be used to help answer these questions.

1. Higher modes and nonlinear modes

Subsection coordinator: Changfu Shi
Nonlinearity is a characteristic feature of Einstein’s equations. On the theoretical side, one can already note a few

interesting peculiarities. For examples:
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• Although the Kerr black hole is a solution to Einstein’s equations in the strong gravity limit, its metric can be
written in the Kerr-Schild form [111], gµν = ηµν + fkµkν , where f is a function, kµ is a null vector, and the
piece hµν = fkµkν satisfies the linearized version of Einstein’s equations over the full Kerr background.

• The nonlinearity of Einstein’s equations can be reduced to a finite order by using appropriate variables for the
metric components, written in the extended Kerr-Schild form [112].

• The waveform from the merger of two black holes, which requires Einstein’s equations in full to calculate, is
unexpectedly simple [113].

All these facts suggest that even the nonlinearity of Einstein’s equations itself is something that needs further charac-
terization. So experimental test of the strong field predictions of Einstein’s equations will hopefully help us understand
better not only the true dynamics of gravity but also the true nonlinearity of Einstein’s equations itself.

GWs provide an irreplaceable way to study the nonlinearity of gravity under dynamical situations. The GW signal
from a compact binary coalescence event typically includes three stages: inspiral, merger and ringdown. For the
early-inspiral and ringdown stages, one can rely on perturbative approaches to produce predictions from Einstein’s
equations. Schematically, the metric can be expanded as

gµν = ηµν + εh(1)µν + ε2h(2)µν +O(ε3) , (2)

where ηµν is the Minkowski metric and ε is a bookkeeping parameter indicating the magnitudes of each term in the
expansion. Correspondingly, Einstein’s equations can be expanded order by order as (focusing on the vacuum case
for simplicity),

O(ε) : Eµν [h
(1)
•• ] ≡

1

2
∇̄ρ

[
∇̄νh

(1)
µρ + ∇̄µh

(1)
νρ − ∇̄ρh

(1)
µν

]
− 1

2
∇̄µ∇̄νh

(1) = 0 ,

O(ε2) : Eµν [h
(2)
•• ] = S(2)[h

(1)
•• , h

(1)
•• ] ,

... (3)

where h(1) is the trace of h
(1)
µν and S(2)[h

(1)
•• , h

(1)
•• ] contains the quadratic terms of h

(1)
µν acting as the source for the

second order perturbations. The metric perturbations at each order can be further expanded. For example, the
ringdown signal after the merger of a MBHB can be expanded in terms of a series of QNMs [114–116],

h =
Mz

DL

∑
ℓmn

e−iω̃ℓmn(t−t0) −2SℓmnAℓmn , (4)

where we have omitted the indices on h,Mz is the red-shifted mass,DL is the luminosity distance, ω̃lmn = ωlmn+i/τlmn
are the complex QNM frequencies, with ωlmn and τlmn being the oscillation frequency and damping time, respectively,

−2Sℓmn are the −2 spin-weighted spheroidal harmonics, and Aℓmn are the amplitudes that depend on the parameters
of the progenitor binaries.

In practice, one must truncate (2), (3) and (4) to finite orders to be computationally efficient/feasible. GWs from
each order of the perturbation can be expanded as in (4). So far only GWs from the linear order have been confirmed
in ground-based detectors. The (2, 2, 0)-mode, which has ℓ = m = 2 and n = 0, is usually the dominant mode, and all
other modes are called higher modes. All modes with n = 0 are called the fundamental modes. The modes with n ̸= 0

are called overtones and all the modes for h
(2)
µν and higher are called nonlinear modes. The detection of a broader

spectrum of modes translates into the acquisition of richer information, which in turn can break the degeneracy
among certain parameters of GW source, thereby enhancing our ability to accurately measure these parameters. The
detection of the higher modes and nonlinear modes also hold the key to finding the possible discrepancy between
the nonlinearity of Einstein’s equations and the true dynamics of gravity. It also serves to examine the consistency
of GR predictions, and contrast with predictions from alternative gravity theories. Detecting the higher modes and
nonlinear modes is thus an important aspect of testing GR.

Limited by the sensitivity of existing ground-based detectors, most of the detected GW events have SNRs of 30 or
less [105], while the SNRs of the ringdown phase are even weaker. It has been claimed that there is (2, 2, 1) mode
in GW150914 with 3.6σ confidence [117], but the result is still being debated [118–120]. The detection of the (3,3,0)
mode with a Bayes factor 56 in GW190521 has also been claimed [121]. No other higher modes have been reported
in the existing GW data.

The space-based GW detectors are expected to achieve high SNRs for MBHB signals and can detect a series of
higher-order QNMs. Berti et al. have investigated the capability of LISA on detecting the (3,3,0) mode and (4,4,0)
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FIG. 2. The dependence of SNR for two second-order modes varying with the final mass and mass-ratio. Other parameters
used for this plot are: DL = 1 Gpc, ι = π/3.

mode by assuming that the energy radiated during the ringdown phase is about 3% of the total mass of the system
[122]. Baibhav et al. extended their work to include more fundamental modes, such as (5,5,0), (6,6,0) and even (7,7,0)
modes, by setting the SNR threshold to 8. They analyzed how the detection horizon of each mode depends on the
mass of the remnant black hole [123]. Shi et al. [106] analyzed the prospect of using a space-based detector to detect
the (2,2,0), (2,1,0), (3,3,0), and (4,4,0) modes, by using an amplitude fit formula from numerical waveforms [124].

For nonlinear modes, Ioka et al. have analyzed the metric perturbations to second-order and have found that the
second-order QNMs have frequencies twice those of the first-order and the amplitudes up to about 10% those of the
first-order [125]. They noted that LISA can detect the nonlinear modes by comparing the amplitude of the second-
order mode with the amplitude spectral density of the detector. Approximate analytical formulae for first-order
QNM amplitudes can be fitted from NR waveforms, and this has also been done for the nonlinear (2,2,0)×(2,2,0) and
(2,2,0)×(3,3,0) modes [126]. Based on NR results for head-on mergers and quasi-circular mergers with non-spinning
progenitors, it has been suggested that the second-order modes can be viewed as being sourced by the first-order ones,
with the relation [127, 128]:

ω(l1m1n1)(l2m2n2) = ωl1m1n1
+ ωl2m2n2

,

τ−1
(l1m1n1)(l2m2n2)

= τ−1
l1m1n1

+ τ−1
l2m2n2

, (5)

A(l1m1n1)(l2m2n2) ∝ Al1m1n1
Al2m2n2

.

The ratio factor of the amplitudes,

µ(l1m1n1)(l2m2n2) ≡
A(l1m1n1)(l2m2n2)

Al1m1n1Al2m2n2

, (6)

is determined solely by the properties of the final black hole. It has been suggested that [128]:

µ(2,2,0)(2,2,0) = 0.1637,

µ(2,2,0)(3,3,0) = 0.4735. (7)

By using the amplitude formulae fit by London et al. [126], the prospect of using TianQin to detect 11 different
higher modes and nonlinear modes has been studied in [106]. From the definition of the SNR and the ringdown
waveform (4), one can note that the SNRs of higher modes and nonlinear modes strongly depend on the remnant
black hole mass Mz, the luminosity distance DL, the mass ratio q, and the inclination angle ι. The dependence
on the luminosity distance and the inclination angle is simple: the SNR is inversely proportional to the luminosity
distance and the effect of inclination angle is fully contained in the spin-weighted harmonics. The result for the two
second-order modes is illustrated in FIG. 2. For both modes, one can see that the highest SNR can be achieved when
the total mass is around 107 M⊙. For the (2,2,0)×(2,2,0) mode, the highest SNR can be achieved when q = 0, while
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TABLE II. The detection number for different QNMs with different astrophysical models.

QNMs (2,2,0) (2,2,1) (2,1,0) (3,3,0) (3,3,1) (3,2,0) (4,4,0) (4,3,0) (5,5,0) (2,2,0)×(2,2,0) (2,2,0)×(3,3,0)
PIII 11.6 4.8 7.2 7.7 2.5 2.9 5.0 1.0 2.8 2.2 1.2
Q3d 13.7 8.3 8.4 9.8 3.4 3.4 6.7 0.8 2.5 4.5 1.4

Q3 nod 168.1 59.0 78.5 110.2 16.6 16.9 46.8 4.5 16.9 15.0 5.6

for the (2,2,0)×(3,3,0) mode, the highest SNR can be achieved around q = 2. It is remarkable to note that the SNRs
can reach a few dozens even for a source at redshift z = 3.

The detection numbers of TianQin for each of the 11 higher modes and nonlinear modes are presented in Table II.
Three astrophysical models of MBHs have been considered: pop III, Q3 d and Q3 nod. The result has been obtained
by averaging over one thousand sets of data generated from each of the astrophysical models. One can see that, apart
from the (4,3,0) mode, all other modes are expected to be detected in at least one MBHB event.

2. Memory effect

Subsection coordinator: Shuo Sun
The radiation of GWs will result in a permanent change to the background spacetime. Such change is related to

the entire history of GW radiation, and the phenomenon is referred to as the GW memory effect. The memory effect
is one of the direct predictions of GR in the nonlinear and strong-field regime, so the detection of the memory effect
is a direct test of GR. What’s more, the memory effect can be used to search for signatures of MGTs [129–134], to
break the degeneracy among GW source parameters, such as the inclination angle and luminosity distance [135–137],
to help distinguish between neutron star-black hole systems and binary black hole systems [138], and even aid in
detecting the presence of matter around black holes [139]. So far, many studies and waveform models do not consider
the memory effect, it is important to know how much systematic error such practice will bring.

In the 1970s, Zel’dovich and Polnarev first discovered the memory effect while studying GWs emitted by collapsed
stars passing each other in galactic nuclei [140]. Since the calculations were performed within the framework of linear
gravitational theory, this effect is also known as linear memory effect. Because the study focused on unbound systems,
it was initially believed that the memory effect was not widely applicable. For an N-body system, the linear memory
effect primarily arises from changes in the masses and velocities of the system’s components. It can be described by
an universal formula [141]

∆hTT
jk = ∆

N∑
A=1

4MA

R
√
1− v2A

[
vjAv

k
A

1− vA ·N

]TT

, (8)

where the ∆ means the difference before and after radiating GWs, and TT represents the transverse and traceless
(TT) gauge.

In the 1990s, it was discovered that the energy flux radiating outward with the GWs also produces a memory effect
[142, 143]. Because this memory effect was discovered in a nonlinear context, it is also known as nonlinear memory
effect. Since it is caused by the energy radiated outward from the system, all GW sources will produce the nonlinear
memory effect. Under the harmonic TT gauge, the nonlinear memory effect can be written as

δhTT
jk =

4

R

∫ TR

−∞
dt′

[∫
dEgw

dt′dΩ′
n′jn

′
k

(1− n′ ·N)
dΩ′

]TT

, (9)

where TR is the retard time and nj is the unit radiation vector.
Due to its relation to the change of the background spacetime, the memory effect is closely related to the BMS group

[144–152], which describes the symmetry of the asymptotically flat spacetime. In 2014, Strominger and Zhiboedov
discovered that the memory effect is related to the BMS supertranslation while studying scattering problems in
asymptotically flat spacetimes [153]. The effect of a passing GW can be viewed as a supertranslation transformation
of the spacetime. The difference between the two spacetimes before and after the supertranslation is the memory
effect, also known as the displacement memory effect, for it can permanently change the relative distance between
two objects. Corresponding to the BMS superrotation and superboost, there are two more types of memory effects:
the spin memory effect [154] and the center-of-mass memory effect [155]. The spin memory effect causes a time
delay between two oppositely rotating particles, while the center-of-mass memory effect causes a time delay between
two particles moving in opposite parallel directions. Therefore, the memory effect is related to both the asymptotic
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TABLE III. The expected number of MBHB events that can be detected by TianQin and LISA with significant memory effect.
“Total” represents the total number of MBHB events that can be detected.

Total M > Threshold ρdis > 3 ρdis > 5 ρdis > 8 ρspin > 3 ρspin > 5 ρspin > 8
TianQin pop III 56.8 0.9 0.5 0.3 0.1 ∼ 0 ∼ 0 ∼ 0
TianQin Q3 d 18.1 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.2 ∼ 0 ∼ 0 ∼ 0
TianQin Q3 nod 271.4 3.6 2.0 1.2 0.7 0.2 0.1 ∼ 0
LISA pop III 148.35 3.3 1.6 0.7 0.4 0.1 ∼ 0 ∼ 0
LISA Q3 d 37.4 4.9 2.6 1.4 0.8 0.2 0.1 ∼ 0
LISA Q3 nod 295.5 12.2 5.8 2.6 1.4 0.4 0.2 0.1

symmetries and the Weinberg formula for soft graviton production [156], forming a triangular relationship, known
as the infrared triangle [157]. Thus, the direct detection of the memory effect can provide an observational mean to
study the soft theorem and asymptotic symmetries [158].

The idea of detecting the memory effect with a ground-based GW detector was first proposed by Thorne and
Braginsky in the 1980s [159]. Lasky et al. analyzed the data from GW50914 and indicated that LIGO is insufficient
to directly detect the memory effect generated by sources like GW150914. Instead, approximately O(90) GW150914
liked events are needed to confidently confirm the memory effect [160]. Hübner et al. and Cheung et al. analyzed
the data from GWTC-1, -2, and -3, and found that LIGO would require approximately O(2000) events to confidently
confirm the memory effect [161–163]. Zhao et al. also analyzed data from GWTC-2, and they suggested there is
indication of the memory effect in GW190814 [164]. Using pulsar timing array to detect the memory effect has also
been considered [165–170]. Recent analysis of 12.5 years of NANOGrav data found that the Bayes factor for the
existence of the memory effect is approximately 2.8, which is insufficient to confirm the presence of the memory effect
in the data [171]. Space-based GW detectors can detect more massive sources of GWs at cosmological distances, such
as MBHBs. These sources can radiate more energy during their merger, the resulting memory effect is also more
pronounced. It has been found that LISA could detect approximately 2 to 10 instances of the memory effect produced
by MBHBs during its mission lifetime [172, 173]. In addition, a study has explored the prospects of the space-based
detector DECIGO in detecting the memory effect generated by SBHBs. The results suggest that DECIGO could
detect approximately 2,258 loud enough memory signals during its 5 years of observation [174].

The prospect of using TianQin to detect the memory effect has been studied in [136, 175]. Based on a few
astrophysical population models of MBHBs, the expected detection numbers of MBHB events with significant memory
effect have been given in Table. III. One can see that TianQin can detect approximately 0.5 to 2 MBHB merger events
for which the displacement memory effect can have SNRs greater than 3. The chance for TianQin to detect the spin
memory effect from a single MBHB event is found to be negligible. LISA is more capable than TianQin in terms of
detecting the memory effect for most of the parameter space. The joint detection of TianQin and LISA can slightly
improve over LISA [175].

Apart from detecting the memory effect, the contribution of the memory effect to the waveform systematics is also
an issue. So far, the memory effect can only be calculated in the time domain, and this is an obstacle to the MBHB
data analysis because calculating waveforms in the frequency domain is usually much faster. So it is important to
know when one can neglect the contribution of the memory effect. The mismodeling of waveforms and whether it will
introduce systematic errors are measured by the mismatch and the mismatch threshold,

M = 1− ⟨h̃1(f), h̃2(f)⟩√
⟨h̃1(f), h̃1(f)⟩⟨h̃2(f), h̃2(f)⟩

, T =
D

2 SNR2 , (10)

where < · · · | · · · > is the inner product. The factor D is often approximated by the number of intrinsic parameters
whose estimation is affected by the waveform accuracy [176], and can be tuned by calculating the statistical and
systematic errors from the posterior distribution of synthetic signals with increasing SNRs [177].

The dependence of the mismatch on some source parameters has been plotted in FIG. 3. The contour of the memory
effect with SNR=3 has also been plotted. One can see that the contour of the memory effect with SNR=3 always lies
above the contour of the mismatch threshold. This indicates that if the memory effect has an SNR of no less than 3,
then neglecting the memory effect will introduce systematic errors. It should be noted that both the mismatch and
its threshold in (10) are rough estimations. It has been suggested that the threshold is often too conservative, and
when it is violated, biases do not necessarily appear in parameter estimations [178, 179].

Detailed study of parameter estimation with the memory effect shows that the memory effect has very limited
impact on the estimation of many parameters, except for the inclination angle and luminosity distance [136]. The
memory effect can help to break the degeneracy between the inclination angle and luminosity distance. By calculating
the Bayes factor, it has been found that an SNR of approximately 2.36 is sufficient for TianQin to claim the detection
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FIG. 3. The dependence of the mismatch on GW source parameters. The luminosity distance is fixed at DL = 2 Gpc. The red
contours show where mismatch equals the threshold and the black contours show where SNR=3.

of the memory effect. The calculation also shows that the SNR threshold derived from the Bayes factor is close to
that derived from the mismatch threshold.

3. Kerr hypothesis

Subsection coordinator: Changfu Shi
The Kerr metric [180] is a two-parameter solution of Einstein’s equations that describes stationary and rotating black

holes. Astronomical observations have also found ultra-compact objects called black holes, which we intentionally call
astrophysical black holes so as to distinguish them from the black holes predicted in theory. Astrophysical black holes
are believed to be nearly neutral due to several charge loss and neutralization mechanisms [181–184], see subsection
IIIA 4 for more discussion, so one can mainly focus on neutral black holes. What’s remarkable is that, despite their
different sizes, masses and surrounding environments, astrophysical black holes are believed to be fully described by
the Kerr metric. This is called the Kerr hypothesis. In the words of Subrahmanyan Chandrasekhar [185]: “In my
entire scientific life, extending over forty-five years, the most shattering experience has been the realization that an
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exact solution of Einstein’s equations of GR, discovered by the New Zealand mathematician, Roy Kerr, provides the
absolutely exact representation of untold numbers of massive black holes that populate the universe.”

Although there is no general proof, the theoretical basis for the Kerr hypothesis has been accumulating through
various versions of uniqueness and no-hair theorems [186–192]. For example, a primitive no-hair theorem states that
any isolated static black hole in GR is necessarily a Schwarzschild black hole, i.e., a Kerr black hole without spin. This
has been generalized by releasing the “isolated” condition to include black holes in astrophysical environments [193].
Further generalizations include showing that the tidal Love number of a Kerr black hole is zero [194–198], indicating
that a Kerr black hole under the influence of dynamical external tidal force is still a Kerr black hole.

There have been attempts to challenge the Kerr hypothesis [199–201]. But there are very high standards for an
alternative black hole model to pass [200]:

• Need to be delectably different from the Kerr black hole;

• Need to appear in a theory that is no less well motivated or self-consistent than GR;

• Need to be able to universally replace the Kerr black hole as the natural end product of various black hole
formation mechanisms, such as stars’ gravitational collapse;

• Need to be stable or stable enough so that humans cannot tell the difference with a reasonable observational
time span;

• Need to be able to describe black holes with all masses with a single model.

So far there appears to be no known model that can satisfy all these conditions. For more discussions of these issues,
we refer to [201].

Some theories predict the existence of alternative black hole models with particular masses due to the existence
of new fundamental fields [199–202]. For such cases, a test of the Kerr hypothesis will not only help test GR, but
also help reveal the possible presence of new fundamental fields at certain mass scales. What’s more, in order to
properly test the Kerr hypothesis, it is necessary to look at black holes with vastly different masses. In this regard,
it is desirable to consider the joint results from TianQin and GW detectors targeting at other frequency bands, such
as the third generation ground-based detectors [79–81].

High-precision tests of the Kerr hypothesis can be conducted with GWs through different approaches. We will
discuss two approaches here: detecting the ringdown signal of a black hole [203] and measuring the multi-pole moment
of a black hole [204].

a. Testing the Kerr hypothesis with ringdown signals
After the merger of a binary black hole system, the remnant transits from a highly perturbed state to a perfect

Kerr black hole, emitting a ringdown signal that damps over time. The ringdown signal can be modelled via BHPT
with a series of QNMs. If GR and the Kerr hypothesis is valid, the oscillation frequencies and damping times of the
QNMs are entirely determined by the mass and spin of the final Kerr black hole. One can test the Kerr hypothesis
by measuring the frequency and damping time of the dominant QNM, as well as the frequency or damping time of
one of the subdominant modes. The ringdown waveform can be expanded as in (4). To test the Kerr hypothesis, the
oscillation frequency ωlmn and the ringdown times τlmn can be parameterized as:

ωlmn = ωGRlmn(1 + δωlmn),

τlmn = τGRlmn(1 + δτlmn) , (11)

where the deviation parameters δωlmn = δτlmn = 0 if GR is correct. Due to the lack of analytic result on the relation
between ωlmn, τlmn and the black hole parameters, all the deviation parameters δωlmn and δτlmn are usually treated
as independent parameters. In the following, we will use wlm ≡ wlm0 and τlm ≡ τlm0 .
For ground-based GW detectors, there is a claim that at least one overtone exists in the event GW150914 [117].

Using Bayesian analysis, the authors found that δf221 = −0.05 ± 0.2 (68% credible intervals), which establishes
agreement with the Kerr hypothesis (δf221 = 0) at the 20% level. However, due to the limited sensitivity of current
ground-based detectors, as well as the detailed treatments in data analysis (including the sampling rate and detector
noise estimation, etc.), the existence of the overtone is still being debated [118–120].

Future space-based GW detectors and the third-generation ground-based detectors are expected to achieve high
SNRs for some GW signals and can detect a series of higher-order QNMs. The first quantitative assessment of the
capability of LISA resolving three sub-leading QNMs has been carried out in [122]. The number GW events with
which the space-based and third generation ground-based detectors can resolve at least two modes has been estimated
in [205]. The prospect of eLISA [206] and ET [207] to test the Kerr hypothesis has been studied in [208]. The effect
of the ringdown SNR and the amplitude ratio on the detectability of the subdominant modes has been investigated in
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[209]. Tests of charged black holes for current GW events and prospects for future ground-based detectors are given
in [210].

The prospect of using TianQin to test the Kerr hypothesis has been studied in [107]. The calculation is based on
an FIM analysis of the 16-dimensional ringdown signal defined in (4) together the sensitivity of TianQin given in
[211]. The effect of various source parameters on the projected dependence of the constraints on various deviation
parameters is illustrated in FIG. 4. Among all the damping time related parameters, δτ22 is the best constrained, so
δτ22 and δω22 from the dominant mode can always be chosen as a pair to infer the black hole mass and spin predicted
by GR. Among all the other six parameters, δw33 is the best constrained in the vast majority of cases. Thus, the
combination of δω22, δτ22 and δω33 offers the most stringent test for vast majority of cases.

FIG. 4. Projected constraints on various GR deviation parameters. For the left plot, the symmetric mass ratio is fixed at
ν = 2/9. For the right plot, the black hole mass is fixed at M = 106 M⊙. Other parameters used in the plot are: DL = 15
Gpc, j = 0.76, and χeff = −0.3.

The left plot of FIG. 4 shows that the black hole mass affects the constraints in two ways: through the amplitude
and through the detectable frequency range. For masses below about 2× 106 M⊙, the amplitude grows as the mass
increases and so the constraints become stronger for larger masses. But when the black hole mass goes above about
4 × 106 M⊙, the main part of the GW signal starts to move away from the sensitivity band of TianQin and the
constraints start to get worse as the black hole mass grows. From the right plot of FIG. 4, one can see that the
constraints become worse as symmetric mass ratio decreases. This is because the radiated energy becomes smaller
for bigger mass ratio, given a fixed black hole mass. The amplitude of (3, 3) mode trends to zero when the symmetric
mass-ratio trends to 1/4, and so the (3, 3) mode will be the worst resolved as the black hole masses become equal. So
one should turn to use δω21 or δω44 to do the test for such cases.
TianQin has the potential to detect many MBHB events during its five years of operation time [74]. The constraints

on the GR deviation parameters can be significantly improved by stacking multiple ringdown signals. The combined
constraints from all the MBHB events detectable by TianQin are estimated in Table IV. Three astrophyiscal population
models, pop III, Q3 d and Q3 nod, have been used. One thousand sets of data for each population model have been
produced and the results are the average over these data sets. The SNR threshold is set at 8. One can see that the
selected deviation parameters can always be constrained to the 1.5% level or better, and some can even reach the
O(10−4) level.

TABLE IV. Combined constraints on selected GR deviation parameters.

Cases Detection number ∆δω22 ∆δτ22 ∆δω33

pop III 51.7 0.0023± 0.0014 0.015± 0.0092 0.0029± 0.0019
Q3 d 17.7 0.00080± 0.00041 0.0052± 0.0027 0.0014± 0.00096

Q3 nod 274.9 0.00044± 0.00017 0.0027± 0.0011 0.00041± 0.00021

b. Testing the Kerr hypothesis by measuring the quadrupole moment of black holes
For an isolated massive object, its gravitational field can be characterized by summing a series of multipole moments.

In the case of Kerr black hole, its higher multipole moments are fully determined by its mass M and spin S:

Ml + iSl =M(ia)l , l = 0, 1, 2, · · · , (12)

where a ≡ S/M is the spin parameter, and Ml and Sl are the mass and current moments, respectively, with M0 =M
and S1 =Ma = S. Note M2m+1 = S2m = 0 , m = 0, 1, 2, · · · .
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To test the Kerr hypothesis, one can measure one more higher multipole moment with l ≥ 2, in addition to
measuring the mass and angular momentum of the black hole. Although any higher multipole moment can be used,
the quadrupole moment is usually the best measured. So the test of the Kerr hypothesis is mostly done by examining
the consistency among the mass, spin, and the quadrupole moment of a black hole. One can parameterize such test by
treating the quadrupole moment as an additional parameter, Q = −(1 + δκ)a2M , where δκ is a deviation parameter
depending on the internal structure of the object. For the Kerr black holes in GR, δκ = 0. For neutron stars, δκ
can vary between 1–13 [212]. For Boson stars, the range of δκ is about 10 to 150 [213, 214]. For some other black
hole mimickers such as gravastars, the value can be negative. The presence of δκ introduces modifications to the GW
waveforms.

Due the different method used to calculate the waveforms, the subsequent discussion will be divided into two cases:
the low mass ratio systems with q = m1/m2 ∈ (1, 15) and the large mass ratio systems with q > 10000.

For the low mass ratio systems, the phase deformation introduced by δκ for the inspiral stage can be calculated by
using the PN approximation. As pointed by Krishnendu [215], the leading order correction introduced by δκ occurs
at the 2PN order, with the phase correction:

δΨ =
75

64

δκ1a
2
1 + δκ2a

2
2

m1m2
(πMtotf)

−1/3. (13)

Here a1 and a2 are the spin parameters of the two components of the binary system, m1 and m2 are their masses,
and δκ1 and δκ2 are their deviation parameters.

For ground-based detectors, it has been found that ECOs are less supported by the data than black holes, δκ1 =
δκ2 = δκ is constrained to the level of O(102), by using the events in GWTC-2 [104, 216]. Recent work has also
analysed the impact of spin precession and higher modes on the measurement of δκ with ground-based detectors
[217]. The combined Bayesian factor of the GWTC events is calculated, logKerrδκ ̸=0 = 0.9 in GWTC-3 [218] and 1.1 in
GWTC-2 [104, 216]. By using the so-called PSI waveform template constructed with arbitrarily axisymmetric metric
[219, 220], the deviation from the Kerr black hole has been constrained by two LVK events [221]. For space-based
detectors, δκ is expected to be constrained to the level of O(0.1) by a sub-population of binary black hole events
detectable by LISA and DECIGO [222].

The capability of TianQin in using MBHBs to constrain δκ is shown in FIG. 5. All the events are normalized
to SNR=5000 by changing the luminosity distance. One can see that the best constraint on δκ can be achieved for
source masses around 105.5 M⊙, to the level δκ ∼ O(10−12). One can also see that higher mass ratio systems can give
better constraint on δκ, indicating that EMRIs should have better constraining power than MBHBs.

FIG. 5. Expected constraints on δκ with TianQin and MBHBs.

For EMRIs, a non-zero δκ will lead to corrections to the orbit of the stellar mass compact object, resulting in
corrections to the radiated GW waveforms. Ryan has pioneered the work of using LISA to extract information on the
Kerr multipole moments from EMRI signals, assuming that the orbit of the stellar mass compact object is circular on
the equatorial plane [204, 223]. When calculating the EMRI waveform using the analytic kludge method [224], the
leading order δκ correction to the PN orbit of the stellar mass object is [225]:

δ
dν

dt
= −(2πMν)δκ
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19



δ
dα

dt
= 3πνδκ

a2

M2
(2πMν)4/3(1− e2)−2 cosλ , (14)

where M and a are the mass and rotation parameter of the central black hole, respectively, and the definition of other
parameters can be found in [224]. By modifying the analytic kludge EMRI waveform with a quadrupole moment
correction, Q = −Ma2 + ∆Q, it has been found that LISA can constrain ∆Q ≡ ∆Q/M3 = −δκa2/M2 to the level
O(10−4) [225]. A more detail studied on how LISA can constrain the non-Kerr quadrupole moment by using 12
EMRIs population models has also been performed [226].

The prospect of using TianQin to measure the Kerr quadrupole moment through EMRIs has been studied in [108].
The main result is illustrated in FIG. 6. One can see that TianQin can constrain ∆Q to the order O(10−6) using
EMRIs. Comparing to the mass, the spin of the central black hole has a more significant impact on the constraints
on ∆Q, and the larger the spin, the stronger the constraints.

FIG. 6. Expected constraints on ∆Q with TianQin and EMRIs (This figure is from the FIG. 1 of [108]).

B. Possible signatures of beyond GR effects

Theoretically, the difference between real gravity and GR is encoded in the different ways that one can deviate from
GR. In this regard, there are three basic questions to ask:

• How is matter affected by gravity?

• How is gravity sourced by matter?

• What is the self-interaction of the gravitational field?

The anchor point for the first question is EEP, which requires WEP, LLI and LPI to be valid for all non-gravitational
experiments. EEP mandates the minimal coupling between gravity and matter and it seems that the only theories of
gravity that can fully embody EEP are the “metric theories of gravity”, in which the minimal coupling to a symmetric
metric is the sole origin of all gravitational interactions with matter. The DI is also implied in all these theories. For
more discussions on EEP, we refer to [9]. EEP does not say anything about how gravity should be sourced by matter
or about the self-interaction of the metric, and it also allows the metric to couple to extra gravitational fields that
do not directly interact with the matter in the Jordan frame. These are exactly the subject of the second and third
questions.

For the second question, one usually assumes that the stress energy tensor of matter, Tµν , is covariantly conserved
and its contribution to Einstein’s equations is linear. So a deviation from GR is either to give up the covariant
conservation of Tµν or to have non-linear contributions of Tµν to Einstein’s equations. An example of this can be
found in [227].

The anchor point for the third question is two pronged, including SEP and the Lovelock theorem. SEP requires
WEP, LLI and LPI to be valid for all experiments, including those involving significant gravitational self-energy [228].
If SEP is valid, then the metric is the only gravitational field in the universe [9], but the self-interaction of the metric
may not be as simple as GR. The conditions for the particular type of metric self-interactions used in GR are spelled
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TABLE V. Different ways to deviate from GR. Blank spaces mean that there is no deviation from GR in the corresponding
direction. (“Extra field”: having extra gravitational field that may or may not couple to matter directly; “Higher derivative”:
involving higher derivatives of the metric; S: scalar; Γ: extra symmetric connection; V: vector; T: tensor; R2

GB: Gauss-Bonnet
scalar; ∗RR: Chern-Simons term; NC: Noncommutative gravity; NL: Tµν contributes nonlinearly to the right hand side of
Einstein’s equations). Note the reference metric in the dRGT theory is not dynamical. A bimetric theory of gravity can be
constructed if the reference metric is made dynamical [232].

Theory
SEP Lovelock Theorem

EEP TµνExtra Field Higher derivative
Scalar-Tensor [233, 234] S

Metric f(R) [235] S
Horndeski [236] S
Multiscalar [237] Multiple-S
Palatini f(R) [238] Γ Various powers of R

EdGB [239] S R2
GB

dCS [240] S ∗RR
Generic Quadratic [241, 242] S R2, R2

µν , R
2
µνρσ,

∗RR
G(t) [243] LPI violation

Einstein Aether [244] V LLI violation
Khronometric [245, 246] S LLI violation
Ho řava-Lifshitz [247] LLI violation

n-DBI [248] V LLI violation
SME [249] T LLI violation

dRGT [250, 251] T DI violation
Galileon [252, 253] S DI violation

NC [254–257] DI violation
PSV [227] NL

out in the Lovelock theorem [229–231], which can be phrased as: In four spacetime dimensions the Einstein tensor
and the metric are the only two rank-2 and divergence free tensors constructed solely in terms of the metric and its
first two derivatives.

In view of these, possible deviations from GR can come from the following directions, each with gradually more
dramatic modifications:

• Violating SEP, such as by coupling the metric to extra gravitational fields.

• Circumventing the Lovelock theorem [93, 231], such as by involving higher derivatives or higher spacetime
dimensions. The latter effectively leads to extra gravitational fields in four spacetime dimensions and can be
seen as a violation of SEP.

• Violating EEP, such as by violating WEP with non-metric theories of gravity or non-minimal coupling between
the metric and matter, violating LPI with position dependent coupling and physical constants, or violating LLI
with a preferred foliation. Since EEP implies the DI, violating the latter can also be viewed as a violation of
EEP. Giving the graviton a mass is an example in this direction.

• Introducing nonlinear contributions of Tµν to Einstein’s equations or considering matter contributions that are
not covariantly conserved.

Some example MGTs are listed in Table V to illustrate the different ways to deviate from GR. The table is by no
means complete and more comprehensive reviews can be found in, e.g., [6, 93].

As is obvious in FIG. 1, the advantage of GWs is the capability to probe gravity in the strong field regime, and the
advantage of a space-based detector, such as TianQin, over a ground-based detector is the capability to probe more
massive sources. Heavier sources typically means stronger signals, which can allow for more details to be revealed.
GWs predicted from MGTs will differ from that of GR in a number of ways, including:

• Having different numbers of propagating degrees of freedom;

• Having different propagation properties;

• Having different dynamical production characteristics.
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TABLE VI. Different predictions on GWs from some example MGTs. For propagation, only the results for the +,× modes at
the low energy and flat background are given, and the references are the same as those for polarization. Predictions with other
conditions, such as from a cosmological background could be significantly different, see [258–261] for examples. For results
that are too involved, only a reference will be given. A box left blank means that the corresponding result is not known to the
authors. For generation, we only present results where the ppE parameterization is known [262, 263].

Theory Polarization
Propagation

Generation
Speed Mass Dispersion

GR +,× 1 0 w = kv+,× IMR models
Scalar-Tensor [233, 234] +,×, b, l [264, 265] 1 0 w = kv+,× ppE [266, 267]

Metric f(R) [235] +,×, b, l [264] 1 0 w = kv+,× ppE [262]
Horndeski [236] +,×, b, l [268] 1 0 w = kv+,×

Generalized Proca [269] +,×, b, l, x, y [270] (1− G4,XA2

G4
)−1/2 0 w = kv+,×

General Einstein-Vector [271] [272]
Most general Scalar-Tensor [273]

Most general second-order Vector-Tensor [274]
Multiscalar [237]
Palatini f(R) [238] +,× [265] 1 0 w = kv+,×
f(T ) [275, 276] +,× [277] 1 0 w = kv+,×
f(Q) [278, 279] +,× [280] 1 0 w = kv+,×
Palatini-GBD +,×, b [281] 1 0 w = kv+,×

Palatini-Horndeski +,×, b, l [282] 1 0 w = kv+,×
Horndeski-teleparallel [283]

EdGB [239] +,× [284] ppE [285]
dCS [240] +,× [284, 286] 1 0 ppE [285, 287]

Generic Quadratic [241, 242] [288] ppE [285]
Most general pure metric [273]

G(t) [243]

Einstein Aether [244] +,×, b, l, x, y [289, 290] (1− c13)
−1/2 0 w = kv+,× ppE [291]

Khronometric [245, 246] +,×, b, l [291, 292] (1− β KG)
−1/2 ppE [291]

Ho řava-Lifshitz [247] +,×, b, l [293] (1 + β)1/2 0 w = kv+,× ppE [287]
Spatially covariant gravity[294] [294, 295]

n-DBI [248]
SME [249] [296] (For bumblebee model: [297])

dRGT [250, 251]
Galileon [252, 253]

NC [254–257] +,× [255] ppE [263]
Scalar-Tensor-Rastall [298]

PSV [227]

The predicted GW properties from some example MGTs are listed in Table VI.
In this subsection, we discuss how TianQin can use all these features to search for possible signatures of beyond

GR effects.

1. GW polarization

Subsection coordinator: Jian-dong Zhang
In GR, GWs possess only two tensor polarization modes. But for a general metric theory of gravity, the metric

tensor has 6 propagation d.o.f., thus there could exist 6 polarization modes at most [299, 300]. More explicitly, there
are two tensor modes, plus (+) and cross (×), two vector modes, x (x) and y (y), and two scalar modes, the transverse
breathing (b) and longitudinal (l). Then the general formula for a spatial-spatial metric perturbation can be written
as:

hij =

h+ + hb h× hx
h× −h+ + hb hy
hx hy hl

 . (15)

These additional polarization modes can be excited by the coupling between the metric and extra gravitational fields.
For example, in the massless Scalar-Tensor theory, GWs have an additional scalar breathing mode. In a general Scalar-
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Tensor theory [9, 301, 302] and the f(R) theory [265, 303–305], GWs have both scalar modes: the breathing mode
and the longitude mode. Generation of additional polarizations of GWs from a binary system localized on a 3-brane
space-time of odd dimensions, associated with the violation of the Huygens principle, and the possibility of registering
one of them, the breathing mode, by an observer on the brane have been demonstrated in [306]. In many theories
with massive scalar modes, there is mode mixing between the breathing and the longitude mode [264, 268, 290]. In
the Einstein-Aether theory [290, 307], TeVeS theory [308], bimetric theory [309] and so on, all the six polarization
modes could exist. Different polarization modes have different propagation properties. In the case when there is CPT
violation, even the two tensor modes can have birefringence, i.e., they can form the left-handed and right-handed
polarization modes that propagate differently [240, 310–318]. Different types of polarization can also possess different
masses, leading to different propagation speed. More examples can be found in Table VI.

To detect the extra polarization modes, one can either use waveforms including the contribution of extra polarization
modes for some specific theories [297, 319–321], or one can use a theory agnostic method, such as by using the “null-
stream” method or using a parameterised waveform model. The null-stream method relies on multiple detectors to
cancel out the tensor modes in the data [322–331]. So if one wants to detect the extra modes with a single detector
such as TianQin, an assumption about the waveform is needed.

In general, the detected signal is a linear combination of the responses of all polarizations:

h(t) =
∑
P

FPhP (t), (16)

where P stands for different polarization, hP (t) is the waveform for each polarization, and FP is the antenna pattern
function [332], which describes the response of the detector to polarization P . In the detector frame, the antenna
pattern function for each polarization is:

F+ =

√
3

2

(
1 + cos2 θ̄

2
cos 2ϕ̄ cos 2ψ̄ − cos θ̄ sin 2ϕ̄ sin 2ψ̄

)
, (17)

F× =

√
3

2

(
1 + cos2 θ̄

2
cos 2ϕ̄ sin 2ψ̄ + cos θ̄ sin 2ϕ̄ cos 2ψ̄

)
, (18)

Fx = −
√
3

2
sin θ̄

(
cos θ̄ cos 2ϕ̄ cos ψ̄ − sin 2ϕ̄ sin ψ̄

)
, (19)

Fy = −
√
3

2
sin θ̄

(
cos θ̄ cos 2ϕ̄ sin ψ̄ + sin 2ϕ̄ cos ψ̄

)
, (20)

Fb = −Fl = −
√
3

4
sin2 θ̄ cos 2ϕ̄. (21)

where the angles θ̄, ϕ̄ and ψ̄ are defined in the detector frame, and more details can be found in [333]. The last
equality means that the response of the breathing mode and the longitude mode are degenerate,

Fbhb(t) + Flhl(t) = Fb(hb(t)− hl(t)) = Fbhs(t) . (22)

In GR, for a binary system in circular orbit the leading order contribution comes from the quadrupole radiation,

h+(t) = A[(1 + cos2 ι)/2] cos(Φ), (23)

h×(t) = A cos ι sin(Φ) , (24)

where A = 4M
DL

(πMf)2/3 is the amplitude, M = (m1m2)
3/5/(m2 + m2)

1/5 is the chirp mass, m1 and m2 are the
component masses, DL is the luminosity distance, and ι is the orbital inclination angle. For a GW source located at
the direction (θs, ϕs) in the heliocentric ecliptic coordinate, the GW phase Φ is given by

Φ = 2πft+ 2πfR sin θs cos(2πfmt− ϕs + ϕm) + ϕ0, (25)

where the second term is due to the motion of the detector.
The leading order contribution from the extra polarization modes is [9],

hx(t) = Av sin(Φ/2) , hy(t) = Av cos ι cos(Φ/2), (26)

hb(t) = Ab sin ι cos(Φ/2) , hl(t) = Al sin ι cos(Φ/2). (27)

Note that the frequency is half that of the tensor modes and the two vector modes have the same amplitude due to
rotation symmetry. The sub-leading contribution from the extra modes is,

hx(t) = A′
v sin ι sin(Φ) , hy(t) = A′

v sin ι cos ι cos(Φ), (28)
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hb(t) = A′
b sin

2 ι cos(Φ) , hl(t) = A′
l sin

2 ι cos(Φ) . (29)

Apart from contributing to the waveforms, the extra modes also induce corrections to the phase evolution of tensor
modes by carrying away extra energy.

For the GW events detected by ground-based detectors such as LIGO and Virgo, a Bayesian model selection analysis
shows that the data support the assumption that the signals are consisted of purely tensor modes, rather than purely
vector or scalar modes [103, 334]. The best result is from GW170817, which, using the localization information from
optical observation, gives a Bayes factor that is larger than 1020 [335]. The null-stream method has been used for
the O2, O3a and O3b events, and all the data are consistent with the pure tensor mode hypothesis [336, 337]. With
the position information of GW170817 from EM observation, meaningful upper bounds have been obtained on the
amplitudes of the vector modes [327] and the scalar modes [338].

One can also use PTA to search for the extra polarization modes [331, 339–343]. An indication for a purely
breathing mode instead of the tensor modes was originally found [344] in the 12.5 yr pulsar-timing data in [345]. But
the conclusion seems to be strongly related to a single pulsar, PSR J0030+0451, in the catalogue, and if the pulsar
is removed from the data set, the indication for the transverse scalar mode is no longer significant [346]. The recent
analysis of the 15 yr data set of NANOGrav [347] obtains a Bayes factor of 2.5 for the tensor mode relative to the
scalar transverse mode.

For space-based detectors, TianQin and LISA are expected to detect about 104 pairs of GCBs [71, 348]. The GWs
emitted by these GCBs can be regarded as quasi-monochromatic signals [349]. Because the waveform is simple, the
GCBs are ideal sources for the search of extra polarization modes.

The prospect of using TianQin and GCB signals to search for extra polarization modes has been studied in [333].
The dependence of the detection capability on the GW frequency, amplitude and observation time is relatively simple.
But because the orientation of the orbital plane of TianQin is nearly fixed in space, the response and the Doppler
effect significantly depends on the spatial direction of the source.

The capability for TianQin to detect the leading-order radiation is illustrated in FIG. 7. The result is presented in
terms of the amplitude ratios, αv,s ≡ Av,s/A. Due to the vanishing of the antenna pattern function (21) for θ̄ = 0, π,
TianQin has no detection power for the vector or scalar modes for sources located in the direction of J0806 and its
antipodal point. For sources located in other directions, the best precision on αv can reach 2% level and that for αs
can reach 5% level.

FIG. 7. The expected precision that TianQin can achieve for αv and αs. The red (white) dot is J0806 (the Galactic center).
Other parameters: f = 0.02 Hz, A = 10−22, ι = π/4, ψs = π/4. (This plot is the same as FIG. 2 in [333].)

The capability for TianQin to detect the subleading-order radiation is a few times worse than that for the leading-
order radiation. Numerical calculation also shows that the angle θs has a strong effect on the result. If it is treated
as an unknown variable, then apart from the divergence along θ̄ = 0, π, there is also divergence along on the ecliptic
plane. For the scalar modes, there is also divergence along the detector plane. If one treats θs as a known parameter,
then the divergence along the ecliptic plane can be removed.

Among the thousands of GCBs that are expected to be detected by TianQin, some have already detected through
EM observations [71]. These are called the VBs. For VBs, the position and frequency of the VBs can be determined
by EM observation, and the accuracy of the position is much better than the GW observations. As a result, one can
hold the angular position parameters (θs, ϕs) fixed in the FIM analysis. As mentioned above, this will be helpful in
detecting the quadrupole modes. The prospect of using 14 VBs of TianQin to search for the extra polarization modes
is listed in Table VII. J0806 is not useful for this effort because it is directly facing the detector and so the response
is zero for the relevant extra polarization modes. In contrast, ZTF J1539 is the best among all the VBs. But because
it is located near the detector plane, the result for the scalar quadrupole mode is not so good.

The signals for MBHB can also be used to constrain the extra polarization modes, and the correction on the phase
evolution must be considered in the waveform. With a preliminary study with Bayes method, the constraint with
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TABLE VII. The parameters and the parameter estimation accuracy of the extra polarization’ amplitude for VBs which can
be detected by TianQin within 5 years.

source θ ϕ ι f(mHz) A(×10−22) ∆αv ∆αs ∆α′
v ∆α′

s

J0806 94.7 120.4 38 6.22 1.28 \ \ \ \
ZTF J1539 23.8 205. 84 4.82 3.68 0.026 0.037 0.007 0.651

V407 Vul 43.2 295. 60 3.51 2.20 0.090 0.305 0.035 0.141

ES Cet 110.3 24.6 60 3.22 2.14 0.089 0.164 0.029 0.453

SDSS J0651 94.2 101.3 87 2.61 3.24 0.225 1.342 0.077 3.114

SDSS J1351 85.5 208.4 60 2.12 1.24 0.360 0.658 0.114 4.142

AM CVn 52.6 170.4 43 1.94 5.66 0.090 0.285 0.043 0.172

SDSS J1908 28.5 298.2 15 1.84 1.22 0.433 4.538 0.555 6.216

HP Lib 85 235.1 30 1.81 3.14 0.173 0.784 0.115 0.635

SDSS J0935 61.9 131. 60 1.68 5.98 0.172 0.712 0.065 0.317

SDSS J2322 81.5 353.4 27 1.66 1.74 0.400 2.485 0.286 1.878

PTF J0533 111.1 82.9 73 1.62 1.52 0.686 2.065 0.230 1.132

CR Boo 72.1 202.3 30 1.36 2.58 0.362 1.363 0.236 3.229

V803 Cen 120.3 216.2 14 1.25 3.20 0.326 2.787 0.478 31.950

TianQin on the amplitudes is about a few percent [350]. The possibility of using SGWB to constrain the extra
polarization modes has been studied in [351, 352].

2. GW propagation

Subsection coordinator: Changfu Shi
In GR, GWs travel at the speed of light. But as shown in Table VI, GWs in MGTs can have propagation speeds

different from the speed of light even in a flat background. In cases when there is EM counterpart to the GW events,
it is possible to make a direct comparison between the GW and light speeds. For example, the multi-messenger
observations of GW170817 [353, 354] have been used to rule out a significant class of MGTs [258–261].

MGTs also lead to non-trivial dispersion relations for GWs. A useful parameterization scheme is

E2 = p2 + Aαpα , (30)

where E and p are the graviton energy and momentum, respectively. α is a power index and Aα is the corresponding
magnitude of modification. In GR, Aα = 0. For α = 0, one usually writes A0 = m2

g, where mg corresponds to the
graviton mass. Different MGTs have different values for α and Aα. A few examples are listed in Table. II B 2. Notice
that the above equation has assumed the existence of a frame where GWs are isotropically propagating, but in the
presence of LLI violation, such a frame may not exist [249] and then anisotropic propagation would occur [311].

TABLE VIII. Some examples of MGTs with a modified dispersion relation for GWs. [355]

Theory α Aα

Double Special Relativity 3 ηdsrt

Extra-Dimensional Theories 4 −αedt

Hořava-Lifshitz 4 k4hlµ
2
hl/16

Non-Commutative Geometries 4 2αncg/E
2
p

Nontrivial dispersion relation can lead to a dephasing of GWs. For example, for massive gravitons there is difference
in the propagation speed of GWs at different frequencies, leading to a phase difference at detection and emission [356].
Suppose a source emits two massive gravitons of frequencies fe and f

′
e at a time separation ∆te, then after propagating

through the flat FLRW cosmic space, the separation of the arrival time becomes (assuming Aα = 0):

∆ta = (1 + z)
(
∆te +

D0

2λ2g

)( 1

f2e
− 1

f ′2e

)
, (31)
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where λg = Ee/(mgfe) = Ee′/(mgfe′) is the graviton Compton wavelength, z is cosmology red-shift, and D0 is related
to the luminosity distance. The difference between ∆te and ∆ta leads to a dephasing of the GWs:

∆Φ = − π2MD0

λ2g(1 + z)(πMf)−1
, (32)

where M is the chirp mass of the binary system. The dephasing corresponding to the general modified dispersion
relation (31) can be found in [357].

Through a Bayesian analysis of the data from the first GW event GW150914, the LVK Collaboration has placed
a limit on the graviton mass, mg ≤ 1.2 × 10−22 eV at the 90% confidence level [102]. Analysis of the GWTC-1
[358], GWTC-2 [216] and GWTC-3 [218] data has lowered the bound to mg ≤ 1.27 × 10−23 eV, which is about 2.5
better than the Solar System bound [359], and about 2 to 3 orders of magnitude better than the bound from from
binary-pulsar observations [360, 361]. The current bound on Aα for α ∈ [0, 4] can be found in [103–105]. Analysis of
the data of pulsar timing arrays, i.e., NANOGrav [362] and CPTA [363], placed on new limits on the graviton mass,
i.e., mg < 8.6× 10−24 eV and mg < 3.8× 10−23 eV at the 90% confidence level [364].
Space-based GW detectors are expected to do even better in probing the propagation property of GWs. It has been

shown that LISA has the potential to probe the graviton mass to the level mg < O(10−24 eV) by combining about
400 GCBs with SNRs greater than 25 [365]. By using the inspiral signal of individual MBHB event, it has been shown
that LISA can probe the graviton mass to the order mg < O(10−25 eV), and the combined bound from 50 events
is about ten times better [366]. The prospect of using LISA, ET, and CE to probe the generic modified dispersion
relation has been studied in [367]. It has been found that LISA can perform better than ground-based detectors for
α ≤ 1, and ET and CE are expected to improve over the current bound on Aα’s by an order of magnitude.

The prospect of using TianQin to probe the graviton mass is illustrated in FIG. 8. One can see that better
probing capability can be obtained with large total mass and less unequal component masses. With the chosen
parameters, TianQin can probe the graviton Compton wavelength to better than the order O(1017) km, corresponding
tomg < O(10−27) eV, thus improving over the current bound on graviton mass from GWs by four orders of magnitude.
One can also see that, if one fixes the total mass in the source frame, then the obtained precision of δλg does not
change very significantly with DL. This is because increasing the luminosity distance weakens the signal on the one
hand, but it also increases the dephasing on the other hand.

FIG. 8. The capability of using TianQin to probe the graviton mass. Left: the dependence of δλg on the total redshifted mass
Mz and the symmetric mass-ratio q, with the luminosity distance DL = 15 Gpc; Right: the dependence of δλg on DL, with
η = 0.22, and the indicated masses are measured in the source frame. The dimensionless spin parameters are s1 = 0.4 and
s2 = 0.2 for both plots.

The prospect of using TianQin to probe the generic modified dispersion relation is illustrated in Table II B 2, where
the result is from an example MBHB event with Mz = 106 M⊙, η = 0.22, DL = 15 Gpc, s1 = 0.4, and s2 = 0.2. One
can see that TianQin can improve over the current bounds on A0, A0.5 and A1 by about eight, five and three orders
of magnitude, respectively. For α > 1.5, TianQin does not have much advantage over the current bounds.

3. GW generation

Subsection coordinator: Changfu Shi
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TABLE IX. The prospect of using TianQin to constrain Aα with a typical MBHB event.

Number Current TianQin

mg [ eV] 1.3×10−23 2.1×10−26

A0 [ eV2] 1.9×10−45 3.4×10−53

A0.5[ eV
1.5] 5.1×10−39 7.3×10−44

A1 [ eV] 1.2×10−32 2.7×10−35

A1.5[ eV
0.5] 3.7×10−26 8.2×10−27

A2.5[ eV
−0.5] 1.2×10−14 6.7×10−9

A3 [ eV−1] 6.6×10−9 1.5×10−1

A3.5[ eV
−1.5] 4.5×10−3 5.8×106

A4 [ eV−2] 3.0×103 4.5×1013

Black holes are ideal laboratories for testing GR, as they can provide strong field conditions and are less affected
by the environmental contamination that often impacts other astrophysical systems. The evolution of a black hole
binary coalescence can be divided into three phases, i.e. inspiral, merger, and ringdown. The GWs emitted during
the inspiral phase can be accurately modeled using the PN approximation, particularly for systems with comparable
component masses. In GR, for example, the waveform in the frequency-domain can be written as [262]:

h GR(f) = A(f)eiψ(f) , ψ(f) = 2πtc + ϕc +Σ∞
k=0ϕ

PN
k u(k−5)/3 , (33)

where f is frequency, A(f) is the amplitude, tc and ϕc are the coalescence time and phase, respectively, u = (πMf)1/3

is a characteristic velocity, M = η3/5M is the chirp mass, M = m1 +m2 is the total mass, η = m1m2/(m1 +m2)
2 is

the symmetrical mass ratio, and ϕ PN
k is the phase coefficient at the (k/2) PN order. Note that ϕ PN

k is completely
determined by the source parameters for the binary black hole system [368]. Pioneering works on using the inspiral
signals of black hole binaries to test GR can be found in [319]. Pioneering studies of using the signals of EMRIs and
IMRIs to test GR can be found in [204, 223, 369].

Different MGTs will have different corrections to (33). The ppE framework has been developed to enable a theory
agnostic probe of possible deviations from GR [262, 370–372]. The basic idea of ppE is to focus on the leading
PN-order corrections to the PN waveform,

h ppE(f) = h GR(f)(1 + αua)eiβu
b

, (34)

where α and β are the ppE parameters, with α = β = 0 in GR, and a and b are the PN-order parameters, with
b = k − 5 and a = b+ 5. Since the initial formulation in [262], which focused on the two polarization modes of GWs
in GR and quasi-circular orbits for black hole binaries, the ppE framework has been extended to include additional
polarization modes [320], time-domain waveform [373], eccentricity [374] and environmental effects [375]. The ppE
parameters for any given MGT can be found by computing the corrections to the orbital evolution of the binary system
[263]. Using this approach, ppE parameters have been determined for a spectrum of theoretical models, including
Brans-Dicke gravity [266], screened modified gravity [267], parity-violating gravity [287], Lorentz-violating gravity
[376], NCG [377], and quadratic modified gravity [285]. See [263, 378] for a summary.

Predictions of how advanced LIGO/Virgo and LISA can constrain the ppE parameters have been studied in [379].
The prospect of using LISA to constrain the ppE phase parameter β with MBHB signals has been studied in [380].
The ppE formalism has also been extensively applied in different scenarios to place constraints on specific MGTs,
such as the Brans-Dicke theory [266], theories involving Lorentz violation in gravity [291], the varying-G theory
[381], and a range of theories that predict massive gravitons, modified dispersion relations, or the presence of dipole
radiation [311, 313, 357, 366, 367, 382–385]. Following the direct detection of GWs, the GW190514 and GW151226
signals have been used to constrain the ppE phase parameter and the result is then interpreted within the context
of specific MGTs [355]. The prospect of using future GW detectors, including four potential configurations of LISA,
aLIGO, A+, Voyager, CE and ET-D, to constrain the ppE phase parameter β and various MGTs, including models
predicting dipole radiation, extra dimensions, varying-G theory, Einstein-aether theory, khronometric gravity, and
massive graviton theory, has been studied in [378]. The ppE formalism has also been used to demonstrate that
multiband observation of SBHBs with LIGO and LISA [386] can significantly enhance the expected constraints on
GW dipole radiation by an impressive six orders of magnitude [387]. The prospect of constraining the ppE parameters
through multiband observations with CE and an array of space-based detectors, including LISA, TianQin, DECIGO,
and B-DECIGO, has been studied in [388, 389]. The multiband enhancement on the constraints on EdGB theory and
the IMR consistency has been studied in [390].
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The prospect of using TianQin to test MGTs with the ppE formalism has been studied in [391]. The dependence
of ∆β on the total mass M at different PN orders is given in FIG. 9. One can see that the total mass has a strong
effect on ∆β. For instance, at the 2PN order, the variation of ∆β within the low-mass range can span up to three
orders of magnitude, whereas at the −4PN order, the variation of ∆β within the high-mass range can exceed eight
orders of magnitude. One can also see that ∆β is more tightly constrained by the low-mass sources at the lower PN
orders, while ∆β at the higher PN orders are best constrained with the sources at around O(105 M⊙). The value of
∆β for a given PN order is almost always smaller than those of the higher PN orders. The only exception is ∆β 0PN,
which is always greater than ∆β 0.5PN. This is due to a strong correlation with the mass parameter [378].

FIG. 9. Dependence of ∆β on M at different PN orders for TianQin. Other parameters: symmetric mass ratio η = 0.22, and
luminosity distance DL = 500 Mpc (left: low mass region), 15 Gpc (right: high mass region).

Apart from the theory agnostic method, one can also test specific MGTs. Here we consider the following four
MGTs as examples:

• EdGB: The leading-order modification from EdGB starts at the −1PN order, corresponding to b = −7. The
ppE phase parameter is [285]

βEdGB = − 5ζEdGB

7168
(m2

1s̃2−m
2
2s̃1)

2

M4η18/5
, (35)

where ζEdGB ≡ 16πᾱ2
EdGB/M

4 , ᾱEdGB is the coupling between the scalar field and quadratic curvature term

in the theory [239], and s̃n ≡ 2(
√

1− χ2
n − 1 + χ2

n)/χ
2
n , n = 1, 2, is the spin-dependent scalar charge of the

nth component, with χn being the effective spin. The current best constraint on the theory comes from the
observation of GW200115, giving

√
|ᾱEdGB| < 1.1 km [392–395].

• dCS: The leading-order modification from dCS starts at the 2PN order, corresponding to b = −1. The ppE
phase parameter is [263, 285]

β dCS = − 1549225η−14/5ξ dCS

11812864

[(
1− 16068η

61969

)
χ2
a

+
(
1− 231808η

61969

)
χ2
s − 2δmχaχs

]
, (36)

where δm ≡ (m1 − m2)/M , χs = (χ1 + χ2)/2 , χa = (χ1 − χ2)/2 , ξ dCS ≡ 16πᾱ2
dCS/M

4, and ᾱ dCS is the
coupling constant of the Chern-Simons correction [396]. The current best constraint on the theory comes from
the observation of neutron star systems, giving

√
ᾱ dCS < 8.5 km [397]. So far one is unable to place a meaningful

constraint on dCS theory using GW data directly, due to the lack of a viable waveform.

• NCG: A class of theory tried to quantize spacetime by promoting the spacetime coordinates themselves to
operators that do not commute [398–401].. The leading order modification introduced by NCG also starts from
the 2PN order, and the ppE phase parameter is [257]:

βNC = − 75

256
η−4/5(2η − 1)Λ̃2 , (37)

where Λ̃2 = θ0iθ0i/(l
2
pt

2
p), tp and lp are the Planck time and Planck length, respectively, and θαβ is the antisym-

metric tensor characterizing the noncommutativity of spacetime coordinates, [x̂µ, x̂ν ] = iθµν . The current best

constraint on Λ̃ comes from GW190514, with
√
Λ̃ < 3.5 [257].
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• Ġ(t): A time varying gravitational coupling parameter was suggested in, e.g. [243]. The leading order modifi-
cation from G(t) starts at the −4PN order, i.e. b = −13, and the ppE phase parameter is [402]:

βĠ = − 25

851968
Ġη3/5[(11 + 3s1 + 3s2)M − 41(s1m1 + s2m2)] , (38)

where s1 and s2 are the sensitivity of the two binary components, and Ġ is the time variation of G(t). The

current best constraint comes from lunar laser ranging, giving |Ġ/G0| < O(10−13) year−1 [403]. For GWs,

GW150914 and GW151226 have produced the constraints |Ġ/G0| < 7.3× 106 year−1 and |Ġ/G0| < 2.24× 104

year−1, respectively [355].

The prospect of using TianQin to test these theories is illustrated in FIG. 10. EdGB and dCS are better constrained
with low mass binaries with disparate masses. With the detection of SBHBs with total masses belowM < O(102 M⊙),

TianQin is expected to constrain EdGB to the order
√
|ᾱEdGB| < O(0.1 km), which is about one order of magnitude

better than the current best result. Similarly, TianQin is expected to constrain dCS to the order
√
ᾱ dCS < O(1 km).

However, due to the reliability of existing waveforms being contingent upon the assumption of small-coupling limit,
this result warrants further scrutiny. NCG and Ġ are better constrained with high mass binaries. In the case of
NCG, TianQin is expect to improve over the current best bound by an order of magnitude and constrain the theory
to the sub-Planckian scale. For varying-G theory, the detection of MBHBs with total masses ranging from 105 M⊙
to 106 M⊙ is expected to enable TianQin to constrain the theory to the level of |Ġ/G0| < O(10−5) year−1.

FIG. 10. Expected constraint on theory parameters in EdGB, dCS, NCG, and Ġ with TianQin. The luminosity distance:
DL = 500 Mpc for low mass sources (M < 103 M⊙), and DL = 15 Gpc for high mass sources (M > 103 M⊙)

One can also look at the joint detection of MBHBs with TianQin and LISA, and the multiband observation of
SBHBs with TianQin and ET. A detection with multiple detectors can help break the correlation between β 0PN and
mass, enhancing the measurement precision of β0 by about three orders of magnitude. The joint detection of MBHBs
with TianQin and LISA can improve the constraint on NCG by about two times. The multiband observations of
SBHBs with TianQin and ET can enhance the constraint on

√
|ᾱEdGB| by about one order of magnitude. For more

details, we refer to [391].
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C. Environmental effects and waveform systematics

Subsection coordinator: Jian-dong Zhang
In probing fundamental physics with GWs, an important issue is to avoid mistaking false signals for evidence of

new physics. In this subsection, we discuss the correction to GW waveforms due to environmental effects.
Around the GW radiating binary sources, there may exist accretion disks, dark matter halos, or third gravitational

bodies. The surrounding matter can have three different types of effects on the GW source [404, 405]:

• Change of orbit evolution due to additional conservative forces such as gravitational pull and dissipative forces
such as dynamical friction;

• Change of source mass and spin due to the accretion of surrounding matter;

• Change of radiation efficiency (lose rate of energy and angular momentum) due to unknown fundamental fields.

The existence of matter can also affect the formation and evolution of the binaries before they enter the GW dominated
region, which determine the initial property of the binaries.

On the path of the GW propagation, there can also exist different densities of matter, causing gravitational lensing
effect for GWs. Depending on the density profile of the lenses, GWs can be bent, delayed, (de)magnified, and phase-
shifted. Due to the low frequency of GWs, the wavelength of GWs maybe comparable to the lens in some cases.
In such cases, the geometric-optic approximation is no longer accurate enough and one may need to consider the
wave-optic diffraction effect. When diffraction happens, the magnification factor may also depend on the frequency
of GWs.

In real GW detection, the environment around a GW source is a priori not known. So the problem is how to
distinguish between the environmental effects and possible signatures of new physics. In the following, we discuss
such issues related to TianQin.

1. Environmental effects in GW generation

The most common environmental effects for astrophysical black holes is the gas in the accretion disks. The gas
present in the vicinity of binary black holes affects the orbital evolution and therefore the emission of GWs. The
main effects include extra gravitational pull on the compact objects [406, 407], the dynamical friction and planetary
migration which are due to the gravitational interactions of the compact objects with their own wake in the matter
medium [406, 408–411], and the accretion which will change the masses and spins of the compact objects [406, 408].

Dark matter is also a common possibility for the surrounding environment of binary black holes. Due to its small
cross-section, dark matter is collisionless and is hard to form a disk-like configuration. But black holes can have
dynamical interactions with dark matter and can affect its distribution. In general, there will be a “spike” in dark
matter halo, i.e., the dark matter density increases significantly near the central black hole [412]. One common model
for the dark matter density profile is the NFW model [413], in which the dark matter density varies with the radius
as ρ DM ∼ r−7/3. The gravitational pull and the dynamical friction will dominate the interaction between the dark
matter halo and the black holes, while the accretion is almost negligible.

Hierarchical triple systems, i.e., systems consisted of a tight inner binary black holes orbiting the third black hole
on a wider orbit, are also an interesting possibility in nature [414, 415]. In these hierarchical triples, the third black
hole brings interesting features to the GW signal emitted by the inner binary, e.g., the oscillation of eccentricity and
inclination of the inner binary orbit due to the Kozai-Lidov mechanism [416, 417]. Such oscillations can modify the
frequency evolution of the inner binary and this needs to be taken into account in waveform modeling [418].

Another possibility for non-trivial environment is the presence of new fundamental fields outside the black holes.
Since this is related to either MGTs or new physics in the particle physics sector, we will not cover them in this
section. Astrophysical black holes are usually neutral due to various charge neutralization mechanisms [181, 184].
However, if there exist external magnetic field generated by the accretion disk, the black holes could be charged. So
a test of the black hole charge is also a test of the black hole environment.

The environment effects can be probed with both the inspiral and the ringdown signals of binary black hole mergers.
For the ringdown signals, the environment can affect the potential of the perturbation equation over the black hole
background, and consequently modify the frequencies of QNMs. Since the detection of QNMs has been discussed in
detail in the subsection IIA 3, we will focus on the inspiral signals in the following.

The first problem related to environmental effects is its correction to the GW waveforms. Since the environmental
effects are usually small, one usually does not need an extremely precise model of the environment itself. For example,
for dark matter halos, people often use the NFW model [413] to exemplify the density profile. For corrections to the

30



waveform, it is usually enough to consider the leading order contribution in the PN approximation [375]. As such,
one can firstly employ the ppE framework to do theory agnostic study of environment effect, and then to map the
result to concrete models black hole environment. The only exception is EMRI, for which the environmental effect
can be comparable to the self-force effect [405]. Much work is still needed for precise modelling of EMRI waveforms
with environmental effect [419–421]. Once this is achieved, EMRIs will be the best source to study the surrounding
environment of black holes [405].

The second problem concerning environmental effects is how to distinguish it from the effect of MGTs. Below are
some possible ways:

• Considering existing constraints on the MGTs. This method is best used when the detected effect is much larger
than the allowed prediction of MGTs, considering existing constraints from other experiments. The caveat is
if the constraints derived from other experiments on the MGTs can be extrapolated to the situation of GW
radiation.

• Considering the result from multiple GW events. The correction of an MGT should be the same for all GW
events, while the environment of different GW sources can be significantly different.

• Searching for possible EM counterparts. For black hole binaries surrounded with dense matter, there could be
EM counterparts during merger. If an EM counterpart is observed, then the information can be used to help
determine the level of environmental contributions.

The capability of TianQin in probing the environmental effect during GW generation can be directly obtained from
the ppE result (see subsection II B 3). For example, the dynamical friction due to a dark matter halo with density
profile ρ DM = ρ0(r0/r)

3/2 affects the inspiral signal at the −4 PN order, which is the same as the varying-G theory.
From [422], one can see that the precision of relative parameter estimation ρ0 is δρ0/ρ0 ∼ 10−2.

Because the dark matter halo with ρ DM = ρ0(r0/r)
3/2 has the same form of ppE correction as the varying-G theory,

it is interesting to know if these two effects can be distinguished. For this one can define the following stastistic,

F =

n∑
i=1

(Ġi − ¯̇G)2

σ2
i

, (39)

where n is the number of detected events and the index i means the i-th event, Ġi and σi are the mean value and

variance of Ġ for the i-th event. ¯̇G is the mean value of Ġi for all the events. By using a specific astrophysical
population model for binary black holes, we find F will be small if the waveform correction is due to the varying-G,
while F is very large if the correction is due to dark matter halo [422]. This result shows that it is possible to
distinguish these two effects if multiple events are used.

2. Environmental effect in GW propagation

a. Gravitational lensing effect
When EM waves pass by a massive object, they can be deflected, delayed and amplified. This is known as the

gravitational lensing effect. Gravitational lensing has a wide range of applications in the study of cosmology, the large
scale structure, exoplanets, dark matter and so on [423]. Similar to EM waves, GWs can also be lensed [424]. If the
lensing effect is not properly included in the analysis of GW data, there can be systematic errors in the estimation of
source parameters. What’s more, lensed GW signals can be used to study the propagation property of GWs, infer the
physical properties of the lensing object, study the nature of dark matter and the expansion of the universe [425–437].

If the GW wavelength is much shorter than the gravitational radius of the lens, geometrical optics approximation
is applicable to the calculation of the lensing effect. However, if the GW wavelength is comparable or longer than
the gravitational radius of the lens, wave optics must be used in the calculation, which requires accurate evaluation
of the diffraction integral. For example, if GWs in the LVK band are lensed by stars, IMBHs and other objects, they
behave much like light diffraction in the wave-optics regime [438–441]. The wave-optics effect can perturb the plane
of GW polarization [442, 443] and cause beat patterns in the time-domain waveform [444, 445]. These effects might
allow LVK to detect massive stars, IMBHs, the dense cores of globular clusters, and dark matter halos [446–453].

So far the LVK collaboration has published 90 GW events [109, 216, 358, 454, 455]. Despite much effort, however,
no lensed GW signal has been confirmed in these events [425, 456–470]. Nevertheless, there is a high prospect that
many lensed GW events will be found using the next-generation GW detectors such as ET and CE [471, 472]. In
the near future, space-based GW detectors such as LISA [77] and TianQin [473] are expected to detect hundreds of
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MBHB merger events [74, 474]. Some suggest that nearly one percent of the detected events may experience strong
gravitational lensing [475]. It is also possible for wave-optics effects of lensing to be detected [476, 477].

The prospect of using TianQin to probe the gravitational lensing effect for GWs has been studied in [478]. An issue
is the calculation of the diffraction integral [479–483]. Due to the special frequency range, one needs to consider the
wave-optics and geometric-optics separately for different parts of the signals. Three types of lensing models have been
used in the study: the point mass lens, the SIS lens and the NFW lens. For each lens model, the amplification factor
has been calculated in diffraction limit for lower frequency part, and in geometric optics limit for higher frequency
part. In the geometric optics calculation, the first-order post-geometric optics correction has been included.

Fig. 11 (Left) illustrates the effect of lensing on the SNR and the precision of parameter estimation for GW events,
using an NFW lens as an example. One can see that the gravitational lensing increases both the SNR and the precision
of parameter estimation. There is a strong correlation between the increase in the SNR and the improvement on the
precision of parameter estimation. For low mass sources, for which the geometric optics approximation is valid, the
improvement on the SNR and the precision of parameter estimation does not change much as the redshifted total
mass Mz increases. For high mass sources, for which the wave optics becomes important, there is notable fluctuation
in the improvement on the SNR and the precision of parameter estimation as the redshifted total mass Mz increases.
Similar results also hold for the other two lens models.

The lensed gravitational signal can also be used to measure the lens parameters. Using the NFW model as an
example, the density profile is given by [484]

ρ(r) =
ρs

(r/rs)(r/rs + 1)2
, (40)

where ρs and rs are two model parameters. The corresponding lens potential is

ϕ(x) =
κs
2

(ln x
2 )

2 −
(
arctan

√
1− x2

)2

: x < 1

(ln x
2 )

2 +
(
arctan

√
x2 − 1

)2

: x > 1
, (41)

where κs = 16πρsrs(dLdLS/dS) is the dimensionless surface density. Fig. 11 (Right) illustrates the expected precision
in the estimation of κs, varying with the angular separation between the source and the lensing object (see [478] for
detail). Corresponding to the two cases considered, i.e., rs = 0.4 kpc for κs = 1 and rs = 0.01 kpc for κs = 10, M200

is about 4× 109 M⊙ and 5× 107 M⊙, respectively. M200 is the quantity to describe the mass of the NFW halo, and
it corresponds to the mass enclosed by the radius where the density of the dark matter is 200 times of the density of
the universe. One can see that κs can be determined to better than O(10−5) when κs = 1 and to the level O(10−4)
when κs = 10.

FIG. 11. (Left) The increase in the SNR and the precision of parameter estimation for GW events with an NFW lens. (Right)
The expected precision in the estimation of κs. Both figures are taken from [478].

b. Gravitational Integrated Sachs-Wolfe Effects
Subsection coordinator: Anzhong Wang
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TianQin, together with other space-based detectors, such as Taiji [485], LISA [486] and DECIGO [487], are able
to detect GWs emitted from binary systems as far as the redshift z ≃ 100 [488]. This will result in a variety of
profound scientific consequences. In particular, GWs propagating over such long cosmic distances will carry valuable
information not only about their sources, but also about the detail of the cosmological expansion and inhomogeneities
of the universe, whereby a completely new window to explore the universe by using GWs is opened, as so far our
understanding of the universe almost all comes from observations of EM waves only (possibly with the important
exceptions of cosmic rays and neutrinos) [489].

One of such effects is the gravitational integrated Sachs-Wolfe (iSW) effect, quite similar to cosmic microwave
photons, for which the large-scale structures the photons traverse contribute to the observed temperature anisotropies.
In the framework of GR, using the Isaacson geometric optics approximation [490], Luguna et al [491] first derived the
GW counterpart of this effect for GWs propagating on a FRW background with only cosmological scalar perturbations,
and later Fier et al [492] generalized it to the case with both scalar and tensor perturbations, and derived the general
formulas for the propagation of GWs in the inhomogeneous universe. It was showed that the phase, frequency, and
amplitude of the GWs experience gravitational iSW effects, in addition to the magnification effects on the amplitude
from gravitational lensing. For supermassive black hole binaries, the iSW effects could account for measurable changes
on the frequency, chirp mass, and luminosity distance of the binary, thus unveiling the presence of inhomogeneities, and
potentially dark energy (DE), in the universe. More recently, the above studies was further generalized to scalar-tensor
theories [493], including Horndeski [442, 494, 495], and the Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet (EsBG) gravity [496].

For the gravitational iSW effects in GR, all GWs to be detected by the current and next generations of detectors
can be well approximated as high frequency GWs, whereby the geometric optic approximations can be applied
[490]. For GW propagating in the inhomogeneous universe, gµν = γµν + ϵhµν , γµν = γ̄µν + ϵcγ̂µν , where γ̄µν and
γ̂µν represent respectively the homogeneous and inhomogeneous parts of the universe, and hµν denotes GWs first
emitted by astrophysical sources (such as binary systems) and then propagating in the background of γµν . For
the flat FRW universe, we have γ̄µν = a2(τ)ηµν and γ̂µνdx

µdxν = a2(τ)
(
−2Φdτ2 + (2Ψδij +Hij) dx

idxj
)
, with

ηµν [≡ diag. (−1, 1, 1, 1)] describing the Minkowski spacetime. It can be found that

hµν = χµν −
1

2
χγµν = eµν h̃, h̃ ≡ Aeiφ =

(1 + z)Q
dL

(1 + ξ)ei(φe+δφ), (42)

where Q is a constant, and R ≡ ar denotes the physical distance between the observer and the source, while r the
comoving distance, given by r2 ≡ (xe − xr)

2
+(ye − yr)

2
+(ze − zr)

2
, where xie ≡ (xe, ye, ze) and x

i
r ≡ (xr, yr, zr) are

the spatial locations of the source and observer, respectively. The GW phase and amplitude are given by

δφ = φ− φe =
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[
nknlHkl − 2 (Φ + Ψ)

]
dλ′′dλ′ . (43)

Here I
(s)
iSW represents the gravitational iSW effect due to the cosmological scalar perturbations and was first calculated

in [491], and the term I
(t)
iSW is the gravitational integrated effect due to the cosmological tensor perturbations found

in [492]. They are given, respectively, by

I
(s)
iSW ≡

∫ λ

λe

∂τ (Φ + Ψ)dλ′, I
(t)
iSW ≡ nknl

∫ λ

λe

∂τHkldλ
′. (44)

To connect the gravitational iSW effects with observations, we first note that observationally we find Φ ≃ Ψ [497].

Then, in the Fourier space, we have Φk = Ψk = −3H2
0δ

(0)
k D(t)/(2k2a), where D(t) is the linear growth function and

δ
(0)
k the Fourier coefficient of the density perturbations at zero redshift with〈

δ
(0)
k δ

∗(0)
k′

〉
=

4k4

25H4
0

PkT
2, (45)

where Pk = 2π2∆
(0)
R

2
/k3 is the power spectrum of curvature perturbations and T (k) the transfer function.

Although the detection of GWs by TianQin or other space-based detectors will not be affected by matter inhomo-
geneities, parameter estimation will clearly be affected by them. TianQin is expected to be sensitive to the chirp mass
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and the luminosity distance to ∆ lnM ∼ 10−6 − 10−2 and ∆ lnDL ∼ 10−4 − 10−1 for low-redshift sources (z < 0.5),
but also sensitive to high-redshift sources (z ∼ 5−10) up to ∆ lnM ∼ 10−2 and ∆ lnDL ∼ 10−1 [74, 498, 499]. Then,
it can be shown that ξ will be a noise source in the use of standard sirens to measure the equation of state of dark
energy through the redshifted luminosity distance.

Alternatively, as first pointed out in [491], we could also view the above effects as a new link between EM (EM)
measurements of density inhomogeneities and GW observations. In order to achieve this goal, we would first have
to break the degeneracy between (Mz, z,Υ) and (DL, z, ξ,Υ). Given a coincident EM and GW detection, we could
be able to achieve this, by electromagnetically determining the redshift and the component masses via host galaxy
identification and correlations between galaxy luminosity and black hole mass. Another possibility is to use large-
scale structure observations to measure δk and predict Υ. Such measurements would then open up studies of cross-
correlations between GWs and large-scale structure surveys of dark matter and possibly dark energy. Furthermore,
a detection of the cross-correlation between matter distribution and the GW iSW effect could potentially be another
test of GR since it would show that GWs propagate in the same metric as EM radiation.

3. Waveform systematics

In searching for possible signatures of beyond GR effect, an important question is to distinguish possible new physics
from other effects [500]. Beside the environmental effect discussed above, there can also be waveform systematics in
the modeling. Such systematics can come from two reasons: the missing of physics and the inaccurate modeling. The
missing of physic can come from the neglect of the eccentricity, the spin and its precession, the recoil after merger, and
so on, in the modeling of the dynamics of GW sources. For ground-based GW detectors some of these effects are very
small, and their impact on the estimation of source parameters can be negligible. However, due to the high precision
that can be achieved with a space-based detector, some of these effects may incorrectly show up as indicators for new
physics if not properly included in the GW waveform modeling. The inaccurate modeling corresponds to numerical
errors and truncation errors in a perturbative calculation of GW waveforms. To avoid this problem one must model
the GW waveforms to the required precision, which is for now still a great challenge for the waveform community.

For the detailed review of the currently available waveforms and the requirements on the accuracy of the waveforms,
it can be found in [501] for LISA, while the situation is similar for TianQin. For MBHBs and SBHBs, there exist
several public NR catalogs [502–505], and some surrogate models [506]. But for data analysis, the IMRPhenom [507]
and EOBNR [508] waveform families are the most widely used waveforms. However, there still exist much work to
be done for fully including the eccentricity, spin precession, and higher modes in the relevant portion of the source
parameter space. For the EMRIs, the situation is more complicated, since the calculation of the second order self-force
is very hard. Beyond the preliminary Kludge waveforms [509], the Black Hole Perturbation Toolkit [510]and the Black
Hole Perturbation Club [511] provide a hub for GSF code development, while the Fast EMRI Waveforms package
[512], provides a flexible framework for rapid waveform generation.

D. Summary of the section

In this section, we discuss the prospect of using TianQin to study the nature of gravity, including detecting the key
predictions of GR in the strong field regime and search for possible signatures of beyond GR effect.

TianQin has the capability to test several key predictions of GR in the strong field regime. This means that for
these predictions of GR, TianQin can either significantly increases the detection number or improve the precision
of parameter measurement to a meaningful level. For the former, for example, TianQin can increase the number
of detectable higher modes and nonlinear modes of GWs to the level of a dozen, and detect a few GW events with
recognizable memory effect. For the later, TianQin can test whether the astrophysical black holes are the Kerr black
holes predicted by GR to better than O(10−2) .

TianQin has the capability to significantly advance the front in searching for possible beyond GR effects. In general,
TianQin can either improve on the existing constraint by orders of magnitude or produce a stringent constraint that
has not been possible before. For the former, for example, TianQin can improve the constraints on extra polarization
modes, graviton mass, the dispersion coefficients A0.5 and A1, some MGT couplings such as

√
αEdGB, and so on, by

at least an order of magnitude. For the later, for example, TianQin can constrain possible deviations to the dominant
QNM frequencies to the 0.1 percent level.

The joint detection with other GW detectors will bring significant scientific improvement. For instance, the joint
detection with LISA for MBHBs is expected to improve the constraint on non-commutative theories by a factor of 2
over that of a single detector [391, 513]; the multiband detection of SBHBs with ground-based GW detectors such as
ET and CE is expected to improve the constraint on the EdGB theory by about one order of magnitude [391].
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Some representative quantitative result from this section is listed in Table X.

TABLE X. Examples of current and projected constraints.

Category Check point Key parameter Current constraints TianQin

Key predictions
of GR

Higher modes number of modes 1 [117, 121] > 7 [106]

Non-linear modes number of events none O(10) [106]

Memory effect number of events none [161, 162] O(1) [175]

Kerr hypothesis Quadrupole moment: δκ O(102) [514] O(10−5) [108, 515]

Possible
signatures of
beyond GR
effects

GW polarization Amplitude ratio: αv,s < O(1) O(10−2) [333]

GW propagation

Speed: δvgw/c O(10−16) [258]

Mass: mg < 1.3× 10−23 eV/c2 [105] O(10−26) eV/c2

Dispersion: A1 < 1.2× 10−32 eV [105] O(10−35) eV

GW generation
Inspiral:

√
αEdGB < 1.1 km [392] < O(10−1) km [391]

Ringdown: δω22 < O(10−3) [107]

Environmental
effect

GW generation DM density: δρ0/ρ0 < O(10−2) [422]

GW propagation Lens parameter δκs/κs < O(10−5) [478]
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III. NEW MATTER AND INTERACTION WITH TIANQIN

Section coordinator: Fa Peng Huang
Apart from probing the nature of gravity as discussed in section II, TianQin also has the potential to probe

fundamental physics in the non-gravitational sector, covering a wide range of topics.
SMPP is currently the best theory describing the fundamental composition of the Universe. According to SMPP,

all matter in the Universe are composed of six types of quarks, six types of leptons, four types of force carriers, and
one Higgs boson. Apart from gravity, there are three fundamental interactions: the strong, weak, and EM interaction.
There is indication that the coupling constants of the EM, weak, and strong interactions might become unified at
an energy scale around the order O(1016 GeV) [516]. But there are huge problems surrounding SMPP. The most
outstanding ones include its lack of explanation for the matter-antimatter asymmetry and its complete omission of
dark matter and dark energy: dark energy accounts for about 68% of the energy density of the universe, dark matter
accounts for about 27% , while the particles known in SMPP only account for about 5%, and they are all matter and
not antimatter. Another notable problem about SMPP is its lack of control on its dozens of free parameters and on
the detailed shape of the Higgs potential. Appropriate Higgs potential may explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry,
lead to the production of some dark matter, and may also lead to strong first order EWPT that generate GW signals
detectable by TianQin.

PBHs are hypothetical black holes which formed by gravitational collapse of the density fluctuation directly in the
very early universe, long before the recombination. The mass of such PBHs depends on the typical size and formation
time. PBHs from different mass windows are relevant for various aspects of the early universe, such as making up
all the dark matter, being responsible for ultra-short timescale microlensing events, contributing a portion to black
hole binaries, seeding the early formed galaxies, etc. Such PBHs are accompanied by the SGWB induced by the same
curvature perturbation, of which the frequencies are also determined by the size of the fluctuation. For instance, PBH
of 10−16 ∼ 10−11 M⊙ can account for all the dark matter, and the corresponding SGWB peaks at mHz. Therefore,
such concomitant SGWB of the PBH dark matter is detectable by TianQin.

The slow-roll inflation model remains one of the most compelling frameworks for explaining the epoch of cosmic
inflation. For this model to operate effectively, the inflaton field must traverse a distance comparable to the Planck
scale and transfer its energy into SMPP particles at the conclusion of inflation. This energy transfer necessitates a
coupling between the inflaton field and other fields, often referred to as spectator fields. Consequently, it becomes clear
that due to the evolution of the inflaton field, the properties of the spectator fields can undergo significant changes
throughout the inflationary period. These changes can trigger phase transitions [517, 518], which may give rise to a
variety of rich phenomenological consequences. These include GW signals, curvature perturbations, and primordial
non-Gaussianities. Such phase transitions could also play a pivotal role in addressing fundamental questions such as
the origin of dark matter and baryogenesis. The GWs associated with these phenomena may potentially be detectable
by TianQin.

The cosmic string might form in the early Universe after spontaneous symmetry breaking through the Kibble
mechanism. In the post-inflationary scenario, due to the continuous emission of GWs after which enter the scaling
regime, the GW signal of the cosmic string can include contributions from radiation and matter dominated Universe.
Therefore, the GW spectrum of cosmic string can cover a wide range, i.e., from Nanohertz to kHz. GW detection by
TianQin and other detectors can help to reveal possible new physics around even the grand unification scale in the
early Universe.

In this section, we discuss the prospect of using TianQin to probe new physics related to all the above topics, mainly
focusing on BSM particles physics, primordial black holes, phase transition during inflation, and cosmic strings.

A. BSM particle physics

In this subsection, we discuss the search of BSM particle physics with GWs, focusing on probing the Higgs potential,
the origin of matter-antimatter asymmetry and the nature of dark matter by GWs. Probing of more BSM physics is
further discussed with a special type of ECOs.

1. New Higgs potential and FoPT

The nature of the EWPT in the early universe is crucial for understanding the true shape of the Higgs potential.
A first-order EWPT, characterized by a strong, discontinuous change in the Higgs field, can produce significant GW
signals which are detectable at space-based interferometers such as TianQin. These signals provide a unique probe
into the high-energy physics governing the early universe and the properties of the Higgs potential.
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In SMPP, the Higgs potential is responsible for spontaneous symmetry breaking, giving rise to the masses of the
W and Z bosons and SMPP fermions. The shape of the Higgs potential at high temperatures determines the nature
of the EWPT. In the SMPP, the phase transition is a smooth crossover [519–521], but many BSM theories predict a
FoPT due to modifications of the Higgs potential.

The Higgs potential in the SMPP is given by

V (h) =
1

2
µ2h2 +

λ

4
h4 , (46)

where h is the Higgs field, µ2 and λ are parameters.
From the perspective of SMPP effective field theory, a generic Higgs potential can be obtained in the form of the

dimension-6 operators [20–24],

V (h) =
1

2
µ2h2 − λ

4
h4 +

1

Λ2
h6 . (47)

This generic Higgs potential usually produces first-order EWPT with associated GW as shown in FIG. 12.

FIG. 12. General prediction of GW signals in the SMPP effective field theory under the condition of EWPT [22, 23].

A first-order EWPT involves nucleations [522–525], expansion [526–528], and percolations [529, 530] of true vacuum
bubbles in the false vacuum. The dynamics of these bubbles produce GWs, whose characteristic parameters include:

• Strength of the Phase Transition (α): The ratio of the vacuum energy density released during the phase transition
to the radiation energy density (note that there are different version of this strength factor when adapting to

different fitting templates of numerical simulations), α = ∆ρvac
ρrad

.

• Bubble wall velocity (vw): The speed at which the true vacuum bubbles expand, which can be calculated from
various approaches (see [531] for the most recent summary).

• Duration of the phase transition (β−1): The inverse of the timescale of the phase transition, which is usually
measured in the unit of the Hubble time scale at the phase transition,

β

H∗
= T∗

d

dT

S3(T∗)

T∗
. (48)

EWPT provides three sources of phase transition GWs: bubble collision, sound wave, and turbulence.

• Wall collisions [532, 533]

h2Ωenv = 1.67× 10−5

(
100

g∗

) 1
3
(
H∗

β

)2 (
κϕα

1 + α

)2
0.48v3w

1 + 5.3v2w + 5v4w

×

[
cl

(
f

fenv

)−3

+ cm

(
f

fenv

)−1

+ ch

(
f

fenv

)]−1

, (49)
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where (cl, cm, ch) = (0.064, 1− cl− ch, 0.48) and κϕ represents the fraction of vacuum energy converted into the
scalar-wall gradient energy [526]. fenv is the peak frequency of bubble wall envelope collisions,

fenv = 1.65× 10−5Hz
( g∗
100

) 1
6

(
T∗

100GeV

)
0.35(β/H∗)

1 + 0.069vw + 0.69v4w
, (50)

where T∗ is the phase transition temperature (see, for example, [24] for various definitions of characteristic
temperatures). See also [534] for the Hubble-expansion effect on suppressing the overall amplitude of the GW
energy density spectrum.

• Sound waves [535–537]

Ωswh
2 ≃ 2.65× 10−6Υsw

(
H∗
β

)(
κvα
1+α

)2 (
100
g∗

)1/3

vw (f/fsw)
3
(

7
4+3(f/fsw)2

)7/2

, (51)

where κv represents the fraction of vacuum energy that transfers into the acoustic waves [538] (see [539–543]
for various EoS generalizations beyond the simple bag model or even the ν-model, and also [544, 545] for the
Hubble-expansion effect on this fluid-motion efficiency factor). The peak frequency of sound waves is red-shifted
as

fsw ≃ 1.9× 10−5 Hz
1

vw

(
β

H∗

)(
T∗

100 GeV

)( g⋆
100

)1/6

. (52)

Here Υsw is the suppression factor from the Hubble-expansion effect on the overall amplitude of the GW energy
density spectrum [546],

Υsw =

(
1− 1√

1 + 2τswH∗

)
, with τswH∗ ≈ (8π)

1
3

vw(H∗/β)√
3κvα/(4 + 4α)

, (53)

which can be analytically calculated from an analytical model of sound waves called the sound shell model
[547, 548]. Note that the infrared scaling in the original sound shell model was corrected in a hydrodynamical
sound shell model [549], which was later confirmed in both analytical estimation [550] and numerical simulation
[551]. The contribution from sound waves usually dominates the total GW energy density spectrum when most
of bubbles collide with each other long after they have approached the terminal wall velocity [526].

• MHD turbulence [552, 553]

Ωturbh
2 ≃ 3.35× 10−4

(
H∗vw
β

)(
κturbα

1 + α

)3/2 (
100

g∗

)1/3
(f/fturb)

3

(1 + f/fturb)
11/3

(1 + 8πf/H∗)
, (54)

where H∗ is expressed as

H∗ = 1.65× 10−5 Hz

(
T∗

100 GeV

)( g∗
100

)1/6

, (55)

and the peak frequency of turbulence processes is

fturb ≃ 2.7× 10−5 Hz
1

vw

(
β

H∗

)(
T∗

100 GeV

)( g∗
100

)1/6

. (56)

while κturb = ϵ̃κv represents the efficiency of vacuum energy being converted into turbulent flow, which is usually
taken to be negligible with ϵ̃ ≲ 5% ∼ 10% [554].

TianQin is designed to detect GWs in the frequency range 0.1 mHz to 1 Hz. The GW signals from a first-order
EWPT typically fall within this range, making these detectors suitable for detecting such signals, enabling them to
probe the early-Universe phase transitions.

The shape of the Higgs potential influences the phase transition parameters, and thus the resulting GW signal.
Different BSM scenarios modify the Higgs potential differently, leading to variations in the strength and duration of
the phase transition:

• α: A stronger phase transition produces more powerful GW signals. The strength is directly related to the
height and width of the potential barrier in the Higgs potential.
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• vw: Faster bubble wall velocities can enhance the GW signal. The velocity depends on the potential’s shape
and interactions between the Higgs field and the plasma.

• β−1: Shorter phase transitions produce higher frequency GW signals. The duration is influenced by the tem-
perature dependence of the Higgs potential and the efficiency of bubble nucleation and growth.

Several theoretical models predict modifications to the Higgs potential resulting in a first-order EWPT, for examples
(see [555] for a recent summary):

• Supersymmetry: Predicts additional scalar fields that can lead to a strong first-order EWPT [556–558].

• Scalar Extensions: Adding a singlet, doublet or triplet scalar field modifies the Higgs potential and can induce
a first-order EWPT [559, 560].

• Composite Higgs Models: In these models, the Higgs is a composite particle, and the dynamics of the strong
sector can lead to a FoPT [561].

Different models predict different GW signatures that can be tested with TianQin. For example, a stronger phase
transition in supersymmetry models might produce a GW signal with a higher amplitude and lower frequency com-
pared to singlet scalar extensions. Studying GWs from first-order EWPTs provides a unique insight into the early
universe’s physics and the true shape of the Higgs potential. TianQin offers the sensitivity required to detect these
signals and test BSM theories. Correlating the properties of GW signals with the Higgs potential’s shape can reveal
new physics beyond SMPP.

Although new physics can be explored by fitting different EWPT models to the GW data, high degeneracy can be
expected among the models. A more appealing approach is to test an effective field theory description of EWPT,
which would require a clear separation of scales of new physics [555, 562].

In this section, we discuss the importance of TianQin for advancing our understanding of the Higgs potential and
early universe dynamics. Continued theoretical and experimental efforts are essential for fully exploiting the potential
of these observations.

2. Matter-antimatter asymmetry

The matter-antimatter asymmetry of our universe is one of the fundamental puzzles in modern cosmology and
particle physics. According to SMPP, matter and antimatter should have been created in equal amounts during the
Big Bang. However, our universe is predominantly composed of matter, with very little antimatter observed [563].
This discrepancy suggests new physics beyond SMPP that can explain the observed asymmetry. TianQin can detect
GWs from various cosmic events, including those associated with phase transitions that could produce the necessary
conditions for generating the asymmetry, thus offering a novel approach to probing the early universe and unraveling
the mechanisms behind the matter-antimatter asymmetry.

Baryogenesis is the theoretical process that describes the generation of a matter-antimatter asymmetry (baryon
asymmetry) in the universe. The three Sakharov conditions necessary for baryogenesis are [564]: 1) Baryon number
violation; 2) C and CP violation (where C is charge conjugation symmetry, and CP is the combination of C and
parity symmetry); and 3) Departure from thermal equilibrium. Various mechanisms have been proposed to achieve
baryogenesis, including electroweak baryogenesis [565, 566], leptogenesis [567–571], and mechanisms involving FoPTs
in the early universe [29, 572, 573]. These mechanisms often offer specific predictions for the GW signal that can be
tested.

The GW signals from phase transitions provide a direct probe of the early universe conditions that could lead to
baryogenesis. Different baryogenesis models predict varying GW spectra based on the specifics of the phase transition.
For instance:

• Electroweak Baryogenesis: This scenario involves a strong first-order EWPT which can produce GWs. The
strength and frequency of the GW signal depend on the details of the Higgs potential and interactions.

• Leptogenesis: GWs in this context can arise from phase transitions in models where lepton number violation
occurs, later converted to baryon asymmetry through sphaleron processes.

• Other BSM Models: Various other models, such as those involving additional scalar fields or symmetry-breaking
mechanisms e.g. [574], can produce distinct GW signatures that reflect the dynamics of the phase transition.

By analyzing the GW signals detected by TianQin, one can constrain the properties of these phase transitions and test
the viability of different baryogenesis scenarios. The shape, amplitude, and frequency of the GW spectrum provide
crucial information about the underlying physics driving the matter-antimatter asymmetry.

39



3. Particle dark matter candidates

GWs are ripples in spacetime produced by violent astrophysical events such as merging black holes or neutron stars.
These waves can carry information about the mass and energy involved in such events, offering potential insights into
the dark sector. Boson clouds formed with dark matter particles such as axions through the superradiance process
surrounding the black holes can affect the orbital evolution of binary systems, and hence alter the radiated GWs
[575–584]. These novel observational effects can be used to reveal the property of dark matter in the vicinity of black
holes [583–586]. The macroscopic clouds of scalar and vector boson can also radiate GWs directly by means of the pair
annihilation of the bound-state particles and the energy-level transition in the clouds [581, 587, 588]. The GW signal
of boson clouds is quasi-monochromatic and the frequency depends on the mass of boson particle. These GW signals
can be detected individually with ground-based and space-based GW detectors [589–594], and can also contribute to
the stochastic background [589, 590, 595, 596]. Taking the axion cloud as an example, FIG. 13 shows the luminosity
distance range in which TianQin can detect the axion effect in modifying binary GW radiations and the luminosity
distance range in which TianQin can detect the quasi-monochromatic GWs radiated by the axion cloud with different
axion masses. In the figures here and below, the results for LISA are also shown as comparison.

FIG. 13. The luminosity distance ranges that TianQin can detect: (Left) the effect of the superradiance cloud on the binary
GWs and (Right) the GWs radiated by the superradiance cloud. The figures are based on the results in [584].

Some theories propose that dark matter particles could form compact objects or dense clumps. When these clumps
interact with regular matter or black holes, they might generate distinctive GW signals. For instance, GWs could be
produced by the disruption of a dark matter clump by a neutron star.

Models of dark matter involving new physics at high energy scales often predict phase transitions in the early
universe, which could produce a stochastic background of GWs. The detection of such a background by current or
future GW detectors would be a groundbreaking confirmation of these models. Different dark matter models give
different predictions for phase transition parameters like phase transition strength [597], phase transition duration, and
the bubble wall velocity [598–601]. Besides, the phase transitions themselves provide new mechanisms for dark matter
production. Typical mechanisms include: filtered dark matter [25–27], production during relativistic bubble expansion
[28, 29], soliton dark matter [30–34], and so on. In the left of FIG. 14 , we show the GW signals accompanying
the production of filtered dark matter. The solid lines represent the original GW spectrum and the dashed lines
represent the GW signals which incorporate the details of bubble dynamics. In right of FIG. 14, we show GW signals
accompanying the production of soliton dark matter under the condition of first-order EWPT.

Despite the promise to help search for particle dark matter with detectors like TianQin, several challenges remain.
The interpretation of GW data in terms of particle dark matter properties is complex and requires careful modeling
of both the GW sources and the dark matter interactions. Moreover, distinguishing potential dark matter signals
from other astrophysical sources requires highly sensitive and precise measurements.
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FIG. 14. GW signals accompanying the production of (Left) filtered dark matter and (Right) soliton dark matter under the
condition of first-order EWPT. The figures are taken from [27] and [34], respectively.

4. Charged exotic compact objects

Subsection coordinator: Sang Pyo Kim
The Einstein-Maxwell theory has solutions for charged black holes known as Reissner-Nordström or rotating Kerr-

Newman black holes. These black holes have electric and/or magnetic charges as parameters (hairs) (for review,
see [602, 603]). The upper bound for black hole charge in the Einstein-Maxwell theory comes from the cosmic
censorship: Q ≤ M for Reissner-Nordström black holes and Q ≤ (M2 − J2/M2)1/2 for Kerr-Newman black holes.
Astrophysical black holes, however, cannot saturate this bound. The huge disparity between the gravitational and
electrostatic interactions in SMPP strongly suppresses any significant accretion of charges into black holes formed
from gravitational collapse [604].

Black holes under special conditions can acquire charges. For examples, the rotating black holes placed in magnetic
fields, however, can acquire charges [605], and, for instance for MBHs, the accredited charges from selective accretion
due to the mass difference between protons and electrons are Qmax = M

4×106 M⊙
× 3.1× 108C while the upper bound

for induced charges due to a magnetic field on the horizon is Qmax = ( M
4×106 M⊙

)2( BH

10G ) × 2.3 × 1015C [606]. The

charged black holes are an essential ingredient to the Blandford-Znajeck process for GRBs [607, 608] and magnetic
Penrose processes for very high energy cosmic rays [609]. The Einstein-Maxwell theory with Dirac magnetic monopoles
has charged Reissner-Nordström and Kerr-Newman black holes with electric and magnetic charges [603]. The Dirac
magnetic monopoles make the Maxwell theory symmetric and explain the quantization of electric charges, and the
Yang-Mills theory predicts nonabelian magnetic monopoles [610]. In SMPP ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopoles can be
produced through phase transition [611, 612]. Dyons in nonabelian gauge theory have both electric and magnetic
charges [613]. These hypothetical particles would have been produced during the cosmic phase transition in the early
universe and remain as remnants in individual entities or magnetic black holes [614, 615] or dyonic black holes [616].
The black holes with electric and magnetic charges may thus viewed as ECOs signaling the presence of new physics.

Black hole binaries with electric and/or magnetic charges have a distinct feature that EM waves can be emitted
during the inspiral, not to mention of GWs. At the lowest PN order, the orbital motion of binaries with electric
charges is governed by the ISLof gravitational and electric interactions and emits both GWs and EM waves [617–634],
in which the modulation frequency of EM signals, twice of that of GWs, will signal the existence of charged black holes
through multimessenger observations [622]. Dyonic black hole binaries with both electric and magnetic charges have
a generalized angular momentum known as the Laplace-Runge-Lenz vector which fixes the direction of Poincare cone
on which the Keplerian orbits reside, and thus exhibit interesting and unique observational characteristics [635–637].

Charged black holes become extremal by saturating charges without violating the cosmic censorship. The extremal
black holes do not emit Hawking radiation and change the physics of PBHs [638–640]. Near-extremal charged black
holes are stable against perturbations [641] and have been proposed as a candidate for dark matter [642]. Charged
black holes emit pairs of charged particles and antiparticles, known as Schwinger mechanism [643, 644]. Even without
Hawking radiation of charged pairs, near-extremal charged black holes can still emit charged pairs [645–647] and
in the de Sitter space [648]. Near-extremal charged black holes that obey the Breitenlohner-Freedman bound are
stable against both Hawking radiation and Schwinger emission and may be dark matter. In SMPP the Breitenlohner-
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Freedman bound cannot be satisfied unless charged pairs are emitted in high angular momenta, and near-extremal
charged black holes are prone to produce charged pairs, the lightest pair being electron-positron. Strong magnetic
fields produce monopole-antimonopole pairs [649], but the emission of monopole pair from magnetic black holes
is exponentially suppressed due to heavy monopole mass, and magnetic black holes can be another candidate of
dark matter. The absorption cross section of EM waves by extremal Reissner-Nordström black holes is σabs ≈
( M
1015g )

2( 10
−13cm
λ )6 × 3.1 × 10−23cm2 [650], and thus small mass ECOs are hard to be optically observed except for

very high energy photons but become gravitationally important.

B. Primordial black holes

Subsection coordinator: Shi Pi, Konstantin Postnov
PBHs are hypothetical black holes which form by gravitational collapse of the high peaks of density fluctuations

directly in the very early universe. Such idea was proposed more than 50 years ago [651–657] and has recently
attracted much attention after the discovery of GWs by LIGO.

The conventional mechanism for the formation of PBHs assumes that the fluctuation of the energy density at the
cosmological horizon may accidentally become δρ/ρ ∼ 1 at the horizon reentry, such that it turns inside its own
gravitational radius, decouples from the Hubble flow, and creates a black hole. Therefore, the mass of such a PBH is
about that comprised inside the Hubble horizon [658, 659],

MPBH ≈ α
4π

3
ρH−3 ≈ 4πα

M2
Pl

H
≈ 8παM2

Plt ≈ 0.95
( α

0.2

)( g∗
106.75

)−1/2
(

T

100 MeV

)−2

M⊙. (57)

where α ∼ 0.2 is the portion of matter that collapse into PBH, MPl = (8πG)−1/2 ≈ 2.435× 1018 GeV is the reduced
Planck mass, t is the cosmic time at the formation, and g∗ is the number of relativistic species at that moment. One
can see that large density perturbations reentering the horizon during QCD phase transition, TQCD ∼ 100−150 MeV,
collapse to solar-mass PBHs. Also, large density perturbations reentering at different epochs can give rise to PBHs
with different masses, which leave fruitful observational implications. For instance, PBHs can comprise a significant
fraction or all of the cold dark matter [653, 659], can seed supermassive black holes in galactic centers [660, 661] and
globular clusters [662], can generate cosmic cosmic structure [663], and are invoked to solve the present-day questions
with early galaxy formation suggested by JWST observations with modest requirements on their abundance [664–668].
For recent reviews of physics related to PBHs, see e.g. [640, 669–673].
The PBHs relevance to GW in mHz range stems from several facts. The most important issue is the PBH dark

matter. According to the current observations, only PBH in the mass range of ∼ 1016−1022 g (asteroid mass window)
can be all the dark matter. The density fluctuation that collapses into PBHs can induce a GW background at mHz
band, which can be probed by TianQin. Also, the PBHs can form binaries in the mass range 103−104 M⊙ from the tail
of an extended PBH log-normal mass distribution [660]. The detection of coalescence of such primordial intermediate-
mass binaries by TianQin was investigated in [674]. Distinctive features of such primordial IMBH mergers are small
effective spins, possible high redshifts z > 20, and lack of association with gas-rich regions or galaxies.
PBHs can also arise from different subhorizon processes, which leave different GW signals. These include bubble

collisions during FoPTs [675–678], collapses of domain walls [679–685], Q-balls/oscillons [686–689], etc., which we will
not talk further here.

1. PBH abundance and observational constraints

The PBH mass and its abundance can be estimated with the Press-Schechter-type formalism. Roughly speaking,
the primordial density fluctuation δ ≡ δρ/ρ has a random distribution among all the Hubble patches, of which δ
might be large in a few rare patches, such that gravitational collapse happens immediately when the over-dense
region re-enter the Hubble horizon. The threshold for the overdensity, estimated by the Jeans instability in [653], is
approximately the EoS parameter ∼ w. More accurate calculation shows that δth ≈ 0.41 [690]. Therefore, assuming
Gaussian statistics, for a typical overdense region of comoving scale k∗, the portion of the energy density that collapses
into PBHs for any given volume is

β(M) =
α√

2πσδ(k(M))

∫
δth

exp

(
− δ2

2σ2
δ (k(M))

)
dδ =

α

2σδ(M)
erfc

(
δth√

2σδ(M)

)
, (58)

where α ∼ 0.2 is the typical portion of the Hubble mass which collapses into PBH, and σδ is the root-mean-square
of the density contrast. Note that σδ depends on the comoving wavenunmber k of the overdensity, which can be
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transferred to the horizon mass as PBHs form at horizon reentry. The integral gives a complementary error function,
which approximates a Gaussian suppression in the high-σ tail. After the PBHs form in the very early universe, their
energy density decays as a−3 while the background radiation decays as a−4. Therefore, a redshift factor must be
taken into account when calculating the PBH abundance, the fractional PBH energy density today normalized by the
density of dark matter [691]

fPBH = 3.81× 108α1/2
( g∗i
106.75

)−1/4
(

h

0.67

)−2

β(M)

(
M

M⊙

)−1/2

, (59)

where g∗ is effective number of the relativistic degrees of freedom when the PBHs form, and h = H/(100 km/s/Mpc).
An extrapolation of scale-invariant density perturbation to all scales, σδ ∼ 10−5, can only generate negligible amount
of PBHs β ∼ exp(−104). Abundant PBHs with fPBH ∼ O(0.1) requires δ/σδ ∼ 10, which means that the power
spectrum of the curvature perturbation must be enhanced to PR ∼ 10−2 on small scales. This is observationally
allowed, as the observational constraints on small scales are very weak [692–702]. Many inflation models can realize
such an enhancement, including the ultra-slow-roll inflation [703–718], multifield inflation [719–736], modified gravity
[737–749], curvaton scenario [750–754], sound speed resonance and other resonances [755–763], phase transition [675–
678, 764–766], oscillon decay [686–689, 767], etc.

Recent developments on numerical relativity and cosmological perturbation theory has renewed our knowledge of
PBH formation. First of all, numerical relativity shows that the threshold should be put on the ratio of mass excess
and the areal radius, the so-called compaction function, C = 2GδM/R, where δM ≡ MK(R) −MH is the Kodama
massMK [768] inside radius R with the background mass subtracted [769]. Using the comoving curvature perturbation
R, the compaction function can be written as [770–773]

C = Cℓ −
3

8
C 2
ℓ , with Cℓ = −4

3
r
∂R
∂r

, (60)

where r is the radial coordinate in the metric of ds23 = a2e2R(dr2 + r2dΩ2), which is related to R by R = areR(r).
As the high peak is rare, the profile of the curvature perturbation is spherical, and the compaction function C (r)
only depends on the radius. The threshold Cth varies from 0.4 to 0.7, depending on its profile [774]. It is found
that, however, the threshold on the compaction function averaged inside the sphere of radius Rm is universal, i.e.
⟨C (R)⟩R<Rm

> 2/5 [775], which gives the profile-dependent thresholds Cth and Cℓ,th. Hypothetical profiles are given
by fitting formulas [774–776] or by the theory of peaks [714, 777–780]. From the PDF of R, one can derive the PDF
of Cℓ by the probability conservation, and then integrating it to get the energy density of PBHs at the collapse [781]

⟨C (R)⟩R<Rm
> 2/5

Eq. (60)−−−−−→ Cth(profile)(
δN formalism
or stochastic

)
−→ P(R)

Prob.−−−→ P(Cℓ)


Cth(profile)−−−−−−−−−−−→

Window function
β =

∫ 4/3

Cℓ,th

P(Cℓ)
M(Cℓ)

MH
dCℓ, (61)

where the mass of the PBH obeys a power-law scaling from the critical collapse [782–787]

M(Cℓ)

MH
∼ K (C − Cth)

γ
= K

[(
Cℓ −

3

8
C 2
ℓ

)
− Cth

]γ
, (62)

with γ ≈ 0.36 and K ∼ 1. Then one can use (59) to calculate fPBH(M). The PDF of the linear compaction
function P(Cℓ) is determined by that of the curvature perturbation P(R) via probability conservation, i.e. P(Cℓ) =
P(R)|∂R/∂Cℓ|. The comoving curvature perturbation originates from the quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field
and the metric perturbation, which can be calculated by the classical δN formalism or stochastic approach. In the
simplest slow-roll case, R ≈ −(H/φ̇)δφ, so

P(R) =
1√

2πσR(rw)
exp

(
− R2

2σ2
R(rw)

)
(63)

is a Gaussian PDF, where

σ2
R(rw) =

∫
dk

k
PR(k)W 2(k; rw) (64)

is the variance determined by the power spectrum of R and the window function W (k; rw) with a filter scale rw. For
thorough discussions of window functions and the smoothing scale, see e.g. [776, 779, 788]. The upper bound 4/3
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of the integral (61) is the boundary of the type II fluctuation, which is beyond the scope of this paper [789–793].
The PBH mass function can also be calculated by the peaks theory, which counts the number density of the peaks
of a Gaussian random field, instead of using the PDF. Interested readers can check e.g. [714, 777–780, 794–800] for
details.

Given a power spectrum of the curvature perturbation PR, one can calculate the PBH mass function and check
with observational constraints. There are many experiments aiming to detect PBHs of different masses. Small PBHs
around 1016 g can be probed by the extra-galactic gamma ray or other cosmic rays as these small black holes are
approaching their doomsday thus intensely radiate [691]. PBHs larger than 1023 g can be probed by microlensing
experiments like Subaru HSC [801], EROS [802], and OGLE [803, 804]. Recent results combining these experiments
show that fPBH ≲ 1% for a wide range from 1023 g to a few solar mass. LVK direct search for sub-solar-mass black hole
binaries puts a constraint fPBH < 10% for MPBH = 0.4–1 M⊙ [805]. Accretion limits from Planck data can constrain
PBHs from a few to ten thousand M⊙ [806], while the CMB µ-distortion can exclude PBHs as seeds of MBHs
[807, 808] unless there is large non-Gaussianity [663, 667, 809–816]. For a review of all the updated observational
constraints, see e.g. [640, 670].
Unfortunately, due to the finite-size effect and wave effect, microlensing can not probe smaller PBHs of M ≲ 1023

g [817–819], rendering the asteroid-mass range the only open window where PBHs can be all the dark matter, i.e.
fPBH = 1. For reviews of this mass window, see e.g. [659, 820–822]. There are some methods to probe asteroid-
mass PBHs in the future, including femtolensing of GRBs [823], gamma ray telescopes [824], GRB lensing parallax
[825, 826], X-ray microlensing [827], solar-system capture [828–830], etc. However, the most effective way of probing
PBH dark matter is to probe the concomitant induced GWs at millihertz band [831–833].

2. Probing induced GWs with TianQin

The curvature perturbation which drives the density perturbation to collapse into PBHs can also induce GWs.
Although there is no directly coupling between scalar and tensor perturbations at linear order, the curvature per-
turbation can source GWs at quadratic order, which is usually called secondary GWs or induced GWs [834–842] 1.
Up to quadratic order in the scalar perturbation, the tensor perturbation hij in the transverse-traceless gauge has
an equation of motion □hij ∼ Λklij∂kR∂lR, where Λklij is the transverse-traceless projector, and Φ = (2/3)R is the
curvature perturbation in longitudinal gauge. By solving this equation of motion, the energy density spectrum of the
induced GW we observe today is given by [863, 865, 866]
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3
)]

PR(uk)PR(vk) , (65)

where PR is the power spectrum of the comoving curvature perturbation, which also determines σδ in (58) and
the variance of R in (61). In this manner, the PBH abundance and the amplitude of the induced GW spectrum
are connected. The integrals in (65) can be calculated analytically for monochromatic [865], lognormal [866], and
broken-power-law [867] power spectra. Its spectral shape displays some characteristic features which can be used to
distinguish with other SGWBs. For instance, in the radiation dominated era, the infrared spectrum scales as f2 for
a narrow peak, and as f3 for a broad peak [866, 868]. These scalings can be used to probe the thermal history of
the early universe, if there are any deviations [869–875]. They are distuiguishable from the stochastic GW from the
incoherent superpositions of the inspiral MBHs, which goes ΩGW,0 ∝ f2/3 [876–878].

To estimate the peak amplitude, note that such induced GWs are generated most efficiently at the horizon reentry
of the curvature perturbation, which redshift to ΩGW,0 ∼ 10−6P2

R at present. Therefore, a nearly scale-invariant
GW spectrum of ΩGW,0 ∼ 10−24 is ubiquitous on large scales because of PR ∼ 10−9 there. This is far beyond our

detection, and also much smaller than the primordial GW in most of the inflation models, Ω
(prim)
GW,0 ∼ r × 10−14, if

the tensor-to-scalar ratio r > 10−10 [842]. However, if on small scales the power spectrum is enhanced to 10−2, as

1 Secondary GWs might also be induced by other couplings like scalar-tensor-tensor or tensor-tensor-tensor. We do not consider such
waves as they are usually smaller than the scalar-induced GWs. See for instance [843–846]. Also, we do not touch the discussion of
gauge issue. For recent discussions, see for instance [847–862]. For reviews of scalar-induced GWs, see [863, 864].
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is required for detectable amount of PBHs, the accompanying induced GW spectrum reaches ΩGW,0 ∼ 10−10, which
can be probed by many GW experiments targeting millihertz and lower frequencies [831].

As the PBH formation and the induced GW generation take place around the horizon reentry of the curvature
perturbation, both the PBH mass and induced GW frequency depend mainly on the Hubble scale of the reentry,
which are connected by [831]

fIGW ≈ 3 Hz

(
MPBH

1016 g

)−1/2 ( g∗
106.75

)−1/12

. (66)

Using this relation, one can make cross checks for PBH abundance and GW spectrum in most of the mass ranges. For
instance, recent pulsar timing array collaborations NANOGrav [362, 879], EPTA+InPTA [880–882], PPTA [883–885],
CPTA [363], IPTA [886], and MPTA [887, 888] all reported a detection of SGWB at 10−8–10−7 Hz. The induced
GWs can fit the data quite well, which should be accompanied by abundant sub-solar-mass PBHs. Accurate analysis
show that sub-solar-mass PBH might be overproduced as the amplitude of the reconstructed power spectrum of the
curvature perturbation is too large [889, 890]. Negative non-Gaussianity [891] or stiffer equation of state [671, 690]
are introduced to suppress the PBH formation and reconcile such a problem [792, 892–896].

As we mentioned before, such a cross check can not be done for the asteroid-mass window from 10−16 M⊙ to
10−10 M⊙ (i.e. 1016 g to 1023 g), where there is no observational constraints for PBHs. The asteroid-mass PBHs can
be all the dark matter, which must be accompanied by induced GWs in a frequency band of 10−3–1 Hz, given by (66).
This is just the most sensitive frequency band of TianQin [75] and other space-based GW detectors [98, 99, 897–899].

For concreteness, we will study the detectability of PBH dark matter by TianQin for a monochromatic power
spectrum

PR = ARδ(ln k − ln k∗) (67)

with Gaussian statistics2. The calculation of induced GW spectrum shown in (65) is straightforward and gives a simple
analytical expression [865]. When changing AR and k∗, the GW spectrum swipes the corresponding parameter space
of ΩGW,0 and f∗. Given the TianQin noise curve of Sn(f) by (1), one can define

Ωnh
2 =

4π

3H2
100

f3Sn(f). (68)

The detectability of any signal ΩGW,0 is described by the SNR, defined by [900, 901]

SNR =

[
2T

∫ ∞

0

(
ΩGW,0(f)h

2

Ωn(f)h2

)2

df

]1/2

, (69)

where ΩGW,0(f) is the spectrum of the SGWB we are searching for, and T is the total duration of the observation. For
power-law signals ΩGW,0(f) ∝ fβ , a simple method based on the power-law-integrated sensitivity curve was developed
in [902], where the SNR can be read directly from comparing the power-law-integrated curve and the power-law GW
spectrum. It is convenient when we go to the infrared power-law tail of the induced GW, ΩGW,0(f) ∝ f2 (or
ΩGW,0(f) ∝ f3 for a broad peak [866]). However, this is not convenient when the GW spectrum displays a peak in
the detectable range, and we should go back to (69).

In FIG. 15 (Left), we show a few possible marginal signals with SNR = 3 together with the TianQin noise sensitivity
curve transferred to Ωnh

2 by (68), and the power-law-integrated sensitivity curve based on it. The black curve is
the TianQin noise in terms of Ωnh

2, given by (68) and (1). The GW foreground from the white dwarf mergers in
our galaxy has been reduced by using the fitting formula given in [903], which only leaves a dent around 1.5 × 10−3

Hz. The gray curve is the power-law-intergrated curve generated by the method proposed in [902]. We also draw
some marginal induced GW signals with peak wavenumber k∗ = 1011 (blue), 1012 (orange), 1013 (green), 1014 (red),
and 1015 (purple) Mpc−1. The power-law-intergrated curve and marginal signals have a total observation duration
T = 3 yr and SNR = 3.

The TianQin noise curve provides us the detectable region of the amplitude of power spectrum AR and the peak
frequency f∗. By using (66), f∗ can be transferred to the PBH mass MPBH. Also, one can calculate the PBH
abundance for each AR. Ignoring the uncertainties from the window function, one can use the Press-Schechter-type
formalism shown in (61) to calculate the PBH mass function β(MPBH), and the PBH abundance fPBH by (59).

2 For the discussion of non-Gaussian curvature perturbation and broad power spectrum, see subsection III B 3.
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FIG. 15. (Left) Some possible marginal signals with SNR = 3. (Right) PBH mass range that can be probed by TianQin, with
LISA and Taiji shown as comparison. See main text for more explanation.

Therefore, one can transfer the detectability of AR(f) into the region of fPBH(MPBH), which is shown in FIG. 15
(Right). In both figures of FIG. 15, we see clearly that TianQin can cover the entire asteroid-mass window. PBH
dark matter must leave detectable mHz SGWB, thus searching for the signal of PBH dark matter is a very important
goal for TianQin.

A common misconception of the detectability is that simply transferring the detectable frequency band to PBH
mass window (related by (66)) leaves a seemingly undetectable gap in the low-mass edge. For instance, ΩGW,0 ≳ 10−11

requires 10−4–10−1 Hz, which corresponds to 1019–1025 g, leaving a undetectable gap 1016–1019 g. A typical signal in
the “gap” is shown in FIG. 15 (Left) as the rightmost purple curve. It is clear that although the peak is undetectable,
its infrared tail still lies above the power-law-integrated sensitivity curve. Therefore, the infrared tail of the induced
GW helps to close the low-frequency gap, and to probe the entire asteroid-mass window, as is shown explicitly in FIG.
15 (Right). The detectability of the PBH abundance fPBH(MPBH) in the asteroid-mass window, together with some
other observational constraints from PBH evaporation (yellow shaded) of CMB anisotropies [904] and extragalactic γ-
ray[905], and microlensing (blue shaded) of Subaru HSC [801], EROS [906], OGLE [803]. The region between the blue
dashed lines is the parameter space TianQin can probe, with a total duration 3 yr and SNR = 3. For comparison, we
also draw the detectable region of LISA (red dashed [77, 907]) and Taiji (yellow dashed [908]) with the same duration
and SNR. Although the above conclusion is obtained for a narrow peak with Gaussian statistics, the same conclusion
is valid also for broad peak and with local-type non-Gaussianity. Detailed analysis of the robustness can be found in
[909].

3. Dispersion, Non-Gaussianity and GW Anisotropies

Subsection coordinator: Shi Pi, Sai Wang
In this subsection we will discuss some recent topics of scalar-induced GWs. We first show the robustness of the

detectability of PBH dark matter by TianQin against the dispersion (i.e. broadness of the power spectrum) and
the non-Gaussianity of the curvature perturbation. We enclose by discussing the GW anisotropy as a probe of the
non-Gaussianity.

a. Dispersion and Non-Gaussianity
Although the monochromatic power spectrum (67) is unphysical [910], it represents the narrow power spectrum

which can be generated by, i.e., resonances [755–763]. Typical power spectrum enhanced by single-field inflation
displays a spectral peak from modulated oscilations, of which the width is ∼ 1/2π [911, 912], while broader peaks are
also possible for mild transitions from slow-roll to ultra-slow-roll [697, 912, 913]. Window functions must be taken
into account when calculating the PBH mass function for such broad power spectra [776, 779, 788, 800], which leads
to extended PBH mass functions. All of the observational constraints (microlensing, extragalactic γ ray, etc.) assume
monochromatic mass function, which should be rearranged to generate model-dependent constraints for each extended
mass function. The new constraints from extended mass functions are usually more stringent [914–916]. On the other
hand, the detectable range of PBH mass by TianQin only shrinks a little on the small mass edge [909], mainly because
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the infrared scaling becomes steeper (i.e. from k2 to k3 [866, 868]). Therefore, our analysis in subsection III B on the
monochromatic power spectrum is sufficient to show that TianQin can cover all the asteroid-mass window and probe
PBH dark matter.

We assume Gaussian curvature perturbation in subsection III B for simplicity. However, enhancing the power
spectrum of the curvature perturbation, especially in the single-field inflation, is usually accompanied with large
non-Gaussianities [753, 917–924] which significantly increase the PBH abundance for the same variance with positive
skewness. Traditionally, in CMB and large-scale structure, such a local non-Gaussianity is described by the series

R = Rg +
3

5
fNLR2

g +
9

25
gNLR3

g +
27

125
hNLR4

g + · · · . (70)

Following (61), such series can be used to calculate the PBH abundance, usually only up to quardratic level [672,
753, 917–924]. However, recent studies show that the perturbative series (70) is not sufficient to fully describe the
non-Gaussian impact on the PBH formation, as fNL goes to O(1) in ultra-slor-roll and constant-roll models [925–931].
The PDF of R usually has an exponential tail P(R) ∼ exp[−(6/5)fNLR] for fNL > 0 [781, 891], which greatly enhance
the PBH abundance and can not be described by perturbative series. Further enhancement caused by a so-called
“heavy tail” is also possible [809, 932, 933], which can be realized in, e.g., the curvaton scenario [815, 934]. As the
PBH abundance relies sensitively on the PDF of Cℓ around the range of PBH formation, O(0.5) < Cℓ < 4/3, such an
exponential or heavy tail can enhance the PBH abundance significantly.

However, when fixing the PBH abundance, say, to be all the dark matter, the change of the required variance of
the curvature perturbation with such non-Gaussianities is small, as changes in such far tails only contribute slightly
to the variance. This makes it still valid to use the perturbative series (70) to calculate the induced GW spectrum,
even if fNL ∼ O(1). As long as the higher order terms stay small, i.e. gNL ≪ fNL/R, hNL ≪ FNL/R2, etc., one can
always calculate by perturbative series, which was firstly done for quadratic expansion by [832, 935–940], and then
extended to cubic (up to gNL) [941–943] and quintic (up to iNL) [944] orders. Apparently, when PBH abundance is
fixed, i.e. fPBH = 1, the induced GW is reduced when the skewness is positive, as the variance required to generate
PBH as all the dark matter is smaller. However, in most of the models, such a reduction is limited, and the large
non-Gaussian limits are still above the TianQin sensitivity curves. Therefore, strong scalar-induced GWs in millihertz
is a robust prediction of PBH dark matter, which can be well probed by TianQin. Besides, non-Gaussianities may
leave characteristic features around the peak of the induced GW spectrum, making it possible for TianQin to probe
primordial non-Gaussianity on small scales. For detailed discussion on non-Gaussianities, see [781] and the references
therein.

b. GW Anisotropies
The angular power spectrum can be one of the most important observables to identify the existence of induced

GWs and also decode the contained information of the origin and evolution of the Universe. The definition of angular
power spectrum is related with two-point angular correlation of density contrasts of GWs along two lines-of-sight
[945–948]. Hence, it can characterize the anisotropies in the energy density of induced GWs, thereby encoding
the vital information of GW sources, e.g., the aforementioned primordial non-Gaussianity. The relevant research
of the angular power spectrum of induced GWs can be approached similarly to the study of the CMB [99, 892,
943, 948–956]. It should be noted that the induced GWs can contain some essential information of the initial
inhomogeneities, which are absent for the CMB temperature anisotropies and polarization due to the opacity of the
early Universe to propagation of photons. This is one of the most significant advantages of the GW probe, compared
with other cosmological probes such as the CMB, large-scale structures, etc. Because of the squeezed primordial
non-Gaussianity, the initial inhomogeneities can be produced by couplings between long-wavelength perturbations
and short-wavelength perturbations that generated the induced GWs. Through a series of detailed analysis in the
literature [99, 892, 943, 948–956], the angular power spectrum is represented as Cℓ = 4π

∫
d ln k T 2

ℓ (q, k, η0)P (k),
where P (k) stands for the power spectrum of the large-scale primordial curvature perturbations, Tℓ is the transfer
function of the density contrasts of induced GWs, and ℓ denotes the angular multipole. It can be numerically
calculated with a modified version of GW CLASS [953], which is the cosmic linear anisotropy solving system [948].
In particular, since P (k) observed by the CMB is nearly scale-invariant at large scales, the angular power spectrum
of induced GWs is roughly inversely-proportional to ℓ(ℓ + 1), exhibiting a similar behavior to that of the CMB at
low-ℓ multipoles. Depending on specific amplitudes of the squeezed primordial non-Gaussianity, they can give arise
in the large anisotropies of induced GWs [892, 943, 949–952, 956], which can be as large as or even larger than the
anisotropies of astrophysical GW background [957–968]. The multipole-dependence of induced GWs is different from
that of astrophysical GW background, which is roughly inversely-proportional to (2ℓ+1) [957, 964], indicating that one
can distinguish astrophysical and cosmological GW sources in principle. In the future, the above theoretical analysis
of the anisotropies of induced GWs might be tested by TianQin [969, 970]. In addition, the study of two-point angular
correlations of induced GWs can be generalized to investigate the n-point angular correlations characterizing the non-
Gausianity of induced GWs [949, 971], and the cross-correlations between the induced GWs and other cosmological

47



probes such as the CMB [948, 953, 972, 973], which can also be important observables to explore the primordial
non-Gaussianity.

C. GWs from phase transitions during inflation

Subsection coordinator: Haipeng An
The slow-roll inflation model remains one of the most viable frameworks for explaining cosmic inflation. For this

model to function effectively, the inflaton field must undergo an excursion comparable to the Planck scale. Additionally,
at the end of inflation, the inflaton field must transfer its energy into the SMPP particles. This necessitates a coupling
between the inflaton field and other fields, often referred to as spectator fields. In this sub-section, we denote the
inflaton field as ϕ and the spectator field as σ. Generally, the interaction between ϕ and σ can be parameterized as

f(ϕ)g(σ) . (71)

Thus, it becomes evident that during the evolution of inflaton field ϕ, the properties of the spectator fields-such as
their couplings or masses-may undergo significant changes throughout inflation. These changes can trigger phase
transitions [517, 518], which may lead to a variety of rich phenomenological consequences. These include GW signals,
curvature perturbations, and primordial non-Gaussianities. Such phase transitions could also play a crucial role in
addressing fundamental questions about the nature of our universe. For instance, the latent energy released during
these transitions might contribute to the observed dark matter relic abundance today. Additionally, they could act
as a mechanism to generate the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe. The GW signals produced during
inflation could further provide a window into ultrahigh-energy particle physics processes, such as phase transitions
related to grand unification theory [974]. These phase transitions can generate two types of GWs. The first type,
referred to as primary GWs, arises directly from the phase transition through processes like bubble collisions or the
formation of topological defects. The second type, known as secondary GWs, is induced by curvature perturbations
directly produced during the phase transition. In the rest of this subsection, we explore the detailed properties of
these gravitational wave (GW) signals and their potential detection using the TianQin observatory.

1. Primary GW produced by phase transitions during inflation

The GW produced by classical process, such as FoPTs can be calculated using the Green’s function method. The
GW wave equation in an expanding universe can be written as

hTT
ij

′′
(τ,k) +

2a′

a
hTT
ij

′
(τ,k)−∇2hTT

ij (τ,k) = 16πGNa
2σTT
ij , (72)

where τ is the conformal time, a is the scale factor, and σTT is the transverse and traceless part of the energy
momentum tensor. The a′/a factor in the second term on the left-hand side is a friction due to the expansion of the
universe. The solution to (72) can be written as

h̃TT
ij (τ,k) =

∫
dτ ′G̃(τ, τ ′; k)σ̃TT

ij (τ ′,k) , (73)

where the retarded Green’s function in Fourier space satisfies the equation of motion

G̃(τ, τ ′; k)′′ +
2a′

a
G̃′(τ, τ ′; k) + k2G̃(τ, τ ′; k) = a−1δ(τ − τ ′) . (74)

During inflation, the expansion of the Universe is accelerating. As a result, the conformal time τ is finite in the future.
This is usually called the future event horizon. By shifting the conformal time, one can set the event horizon at τ = 0.
Take de Sitter inflation as an instance, we have a(τ) = −(Hτ)−1, and the range of τ is from −∞ to 0.

For a mode, with a certain wave number k, G̃(τ, τ ′, k) starts to oscillate from zero and then frozen at the future

event horizon, as shown in Fig. 16. The frozen value of G̃, denoting as G̃f will become the amplitude of the oscillation
when this mode reenters horizon after inflation, as shown in Fig. 16. Thus, the amplitude and the energy density of
today’s GW oscillates with the wave number k, if the source is instantaneous.
The time scale of a FoPT is determined by

β = −∂SB
dt

, (75)
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FIG. 16. Illustration of the evolution of the GW mode produced by an instantaneous source during inflation. One can see that
modes with different values of the wave number k frozen onto different values hf at the horizon.

where SB is the bounce action of the tunneling process, and t is the physical time. For a FoPT to complete in an
expanding universe, the condition β ≫ H must be satisfied. Thus, β and H separate the wave number domain into
three parts. In the region, kp > β, where kp is the physical wave number of the mode at the time of phase transition,
the phase transition time scale β−1 is much larger than the wave length. As a result, the oscillatory feature of the
spectrum is expected to the erased. In the region H < kp < β, the GW source can still be seen as instantaneous.
Therefore, we expect the oscillatory feature of the GW spectrum retains in this region. In the region kp < H, the
GW mode is already outside the horizon when it is produced. Therefore, it is already frozen, and does not evolve
until reentering the horizon after inflation.

When the GWs are produced and are inside the horizon (kp > H), they behave like radiation, and their energy
density redshifts as a−4. However, once the mode exits the horizon, the amplitude of the GW ceases to decay, and its
energy density redshifts only as a−2 until it reenters the horizon. As a result, the GWs produced during inflation do
not experience significant suppression compared to those generated by similar phase transition processes occurring in
a radiation dominated universe.

To illustrate this explicitly, consider the case where the universe undergoes instantaneous reheating after inflation.
As shown in [517], the peak value of the GW spectrum can be estimated as

Ωpeak
GW ∼ ΩR ×

(
H

β

)5 (
L

ρinf

)2

, (76)

where ΩR ≈ 10−5 represents today’s radiation abundance, L is the latent energy density released during the phase
transition, and ρinf is the total energy density of the universe at the time of the phase transition. Compared to GWs
produced during the radiation dominated era, such as those described by (49), the only additional suppression factor
here is (H/β)3. As discussed in [517, 518], the typical value of H/β for a FoPT during inflation is approximately 0.1.
Therefore, for the instantaneous reheating scenario, the typical peak value of the GW signal is around 10−10(L/ρinf)

2.
The size of GW is also sensitive to the intermediate stage between the end of inflation and the onset of the radiation

dominated era. As detailed in [518], if the GW modes reenter the horizon during an intermediate matter dominated
era, the present-day value of ΩGW is relatively suppressed compared to the intermediated reheating case. Conversely,
if the modes reenter during an intermediate kination dominated era, the GW signal is significantly enhanced, allowing
the peak value of ΩGW to easily reach 10−8, as illustrated in Fig. 17. Furthermore, not only amplitude but also the
slopes of the GW spectrum at different frequency regions are influenced by the intermediate stages. Consequently,
once the source of the GW is identified through the oscillatory features of the spectrum, the slopes can be utilized to
probe the detailed evolution of the universe.

As discussed in [517, 975], the peak frequency of the primary GW produced by the phase transition during inflation
is determined by the Hubble parameter at that time. Then the peak frequency of the GW spectrum observed today
can be estimated as

fpeaktoday ∼ H × e−Ne
aend
aRH

×
(
TCMB

TRH

)
, (77)

where the factor (TCMB/TRH) accounts for the redshift after reheating, (aend/aRH) represents the redshifts during the
intermediate stage, and the factor e−Ne corresponds to the redshift during inflation. Here Ne denotes the number
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of e-folds between the phase transition and the end of inflation. From (77), it is evident that the peak frequency is
strongly dependent on Ne.

In Fig. 17, we present the GW spectrum produced by a FoPT occurred during inflation. Assuming a kination
domination intermediate stage. We select Ne such that the present-day GW frequency lies within the sensitivity
range of TianQin. It is clear with appropriate parameters, the GW signal can be sufficiently strong to be detectable
by TianQin.

FIG. 17. Spectra of the primary GWs produced by FoPT during inflation. The black and gray curves are the sensitivity curves
of TianQin (see the discussion of Fig. 15 for more explanation).

2. Primary GW produced by domain walls during inflation

The GW generated directly during a second-order phase transition is typically too weak to produce any detectable
signals. However, if the phase transition involves symmetry breaking, topological defects are usually formed after the
phase transition, which can produce GW shortly before the size of these defects exits the horizon.

Immediately after the phase transition, the topological defects are accompanied by small-scale fluctuations. These
fluctuations, however, quickly redshift away, leaving behind a comoving static configuration of the defects. The
results of the detailed simulation of Z2 breaking phase transition can be found in [975]. It is this comovingly static
configuration that produces GWs potentially observable by modern GW detectors.

Similar to the FoPT scenario, the peak frequency of the GW observed today is strongly dependent on the e-fold at
which the phase transition occurred, allowing it to be tuned to the frequencies within the detectable range of TianQin.
However, unlike the FoPT case, the GW spectrum lacks oscillatory features because the source becomes static and
persists for a duration much longer than the Hubble time during inflation. As a result, any oscillatory features are
expected to be entirely erased.

3. Secondary GW induced by phase transition during inflation

Since we assume an interaction between the inflaton field ϕ and the spectator field σ, the phase transition in the σ
sector will inevitably induce a backreaction on the inflaton field. For instance, as discussed in [517, 518, 975, 976], we
consider an interaction of the form

cϕ2σ2 , (78)

where c is the coupling. By expressing ϕ = ϕ0+δϕ with ϕ0 representing the homogeneous part and δϕ the perturbation,
the interaction term (78) can be written as

2cϕ0δϕσ
2 = 2cϕ20M

−1
pl κσ

2δϕ , (79)

where κ ≡Mpl/ϕ0. During the phase transition, cϕ20 becomes comparable to the mass squared of the spectator field.

Thus, it is reasonable to assume that during the phase transition, the combination cϕ20 is of the same order as L1/2,

50



where L is the latent energy density of the phase transition. From (79), the factor 2cκϕ20M
−1
pl can be interpreted as a

source term for δϕ. By calculating this source term for a given phase transition, one can convolve it with the Green’s
function of δϕ to determine the induced curvature perturbation.

The results of a lattice simulation for this source term are presented in [976]. From δϕ the curvature perturbation
ζ can be derived. Using the standard methods, the curvature induced GW, referred to as the secondary GW can then
be calculated [842, 865].

The spectrum of the secondary GW can be written as [976]

Ω
(2)
GW(f) = ΩRA

2
refF2

(
kp
H

)
, (80)

where

Aref =
24κ2

ϵ

(
H

β

)3 (
L

ρinf

)2

, (81)

where ϵ is the slow-roll parameter of the inflaton field during the phase transition, and F2 is a form factor. Its
definition can be found in [976]. Compared to the primary GW, although the secondary GW is suppressed by more
powers of H/β and L/ρinf , it is enhanced by ϵ−2. Thus, in some parameter space, the size of the secondary GW can
be larger to the primary GW.

FIG. 18. Spectra of the secondary GWs produced by FoPT during inflation. The black and gray curves are the sensitivity
curves of the TianQin (see the discussion of Fig. 15 for more explanation).

Similar to the case of the primary GW, the frequency of the secondary GW can also be tuned by adjusting Ne
to fall within the detectable range of TianQin. In Fig. 18, we present the spectrum of the secondary GW, assuming
instantaneous reheating. It is evident that with the enhancement of the slow-roll parameter, the relic abundance of
secondary GW can easily exceed the sensitivity threshold of TianQin. As discussed in [976], the infrared slop of the
secondary GW exhibits a distinctive feature. The infrared region of F2 can be approximated as

F IR
2 (x) ≈ x3

(
6

5
log2 x+

16

25
log x+

28

125

)
, (82)

where the logarithmic terms in the bracket arise from the transfer function. These logarithmic factors soften the
infrared slope, making the spectrum distinct from that of GW induced by a FoPT occurring during the radiation-
dominated era.

As indicated in (77), the frequency of the GW signal produced by phase transitions during inflation today depends
on both the Hubble parameter during inflation and the number of e-folds at which the phase transition occurred.
Consequently, in principle, the frequency can span a wide range of values. To detect such a signal, it is essential to
utilize a variety of GW detectors capable of covering different frequency ranges. The TianQin observatory, with its
exceptional sensitivity in the 10−4 − 1 Hz range, will play a crucial role in the search for GW signals originating from
phase transitions during inflation.

D. SGWB from cosmic string networks

Subsection coordinator: Ligong Bian
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Cosmic string is one-dimensional topological defect formed after phase transitions when the symmetry gets broken
spontaneously [977, 978]. For thin and local strings with no internal structures, the cosmic string dynamics can be
described by the Nambu-Goto action. In the scenario, infinite strings would reach scaling regime [979–981] and go to
loops when the intercommutation of intersecting string segments occurs [982]. The small loops emit GW bursts through
the cusps and kinks [983, 984], and the SGWB is formed through superposition of uncorrelated GW bursts from many
cosmic strings. The SGWB is characterized by the string tension (µ) and the loop number density [985], where the
dimensionless parameter Gµ (G is the Newtonian constant) parameterizes the gravitational interactions of strings and
can be tightly connected with the symmetry breaking scale, and satisfy the relation of Gµ ∼ (η/MMpl)

2 when the
cosmic strings are predicted after symmetry breaking at scale of η. Therefore, the detection of SGWB emitted from
cosmic strings provides an inspiring way to access new physics beyond SMPP physics that are inaccessible by high-
energy colliders [986–989], such as: the seesaw scale and its relation with the leptogenesis [990] and some superheavy
dark matter scenarios [991, 992]. Different from local strings, the global strings mostly decay to particles [993, 994].
One of the most motivated global string is the axion string, the axion arises as a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson after
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking [995]. Supposing the Peccei-Quinn symmetry is broken in the post-inflationary
case, random initial axion field distribution in uncorrelated horizon-size regions can lead to axion strings formation
[977, 996]. Axion strings after formation will reach scaling and release their energy by radiating axions and GWs until
QCD phase transition [997, 998].

The SGWB of cosmic strings comes from three contributions: cusps, kinks, and kink-kink collision, with the SGWB
spectrum given by

ΩGW(t0, f) =
f

ρc

d

df
ρGW(t0, f), (83)

with ρc =
3H2

0

8πG being the critical energy density of the universe. And, d
df ρGW(t0, f) is the GW energy density per unit

frequency at present. Generally, one have contributions from different modes of loops oscillation (n),

d

df
ρGW(t0, f) = Gµ2

∑
n

Cn(f) Pn . (84)

Here, Cn(f) is a function of loop distributions, and Pn is adopted from numerical simulations to take into account all
contributions from cusps, kinks, and kink-kink collisions [999].

In the BOS model, the SGWB from cosmic strings is obtained after the loop production functions for non-self-
intersecting loops was obtained from Nambu-Goto simulations of cosmic strings by Blanco-Pillado, Olum, Shlaer
[1000, 1001]. With the subscript r to denote radiation dominated era, rm represents the case where loops are formed
in radiation dominated era and survive till matter dominated era, and m for the case of matter dominated era, the
loop distribution functions are:

nr(l, t) =
0.18

t3/2(l + ΓGµt)5/2
, l/t ⩽ 0.1, (85)

nrm(l, t) =
0.18t

1/2
eq

t2 (l + ΓGµt)5/2
, l/t < 0.09teq/t− ΓGµ, (86)

nm(l, t) =
0.27− 0.45(l/t)0.31

t2(l + ΓGµt)2
, l/t < 0.18 . (87)

Where, l/t ⩽ 0.1 is to consider the cutoff of the maximum size of loops in the radiation dominated era. And, the
constrain on loop size, l/t < 0.09teq/t − ΓGµ, is to consider that loops formed in the radiation era will survive till
the time of radiation-matter equality and continue to emit GWs in the matter dominated era. Finally, the loop size
should satisfy l/t < 0.18 considering loops can also be produced when the cosmic string networks reach the scaling
regime in the matter dominated era. With the loop production functions, one has

Cn(f) =
2n

f2

∫ zcut

zeq

dz

H0

√
Ωr(1 + z)8

nr(l, t), (88)

for the SGWB contributions from the radiation era. Here, the redshift in the radiation-matter equality is zeq and the
cutoff redshift is zcut. Since both loops that survive to matter dominated era and loops formed in matter dominated
era would produce GWs, the Cn will take the form of

Cn(f) =
2n

f2

∫ zeq

0

dz

H0

√
Ωm(1 + z)15/2

ni(l, t), (89)
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with the subscript i being rm and m.
With the distribution of non-self-intersecting scaling loops extracted from simulations rather than the loop produc-

tion function [1002], the loop distribution functions are obtained analytically by Lorenz, Ringeval, and Sakellariadou
[1003] (denoted as the LRS model), through which one can also calculate the GW spectrum from cosmic strings. In
this model, the GWs contribution from the radiation dominated era is

ΩGW(f) =
64πG2µ2Ωr

3

∑
n

Pn

∫
dx n(x), (90)

and the GW spectrum is given by

ΩGW(f) =
162πG2µ2

Ω−2
m H−2

0

1

f2

∑
n

Pn n
2

∫
dx n(x) , (91)

in the matter dominated era. In the model, on the scales x = l/t≫ ΓGµ ≡ xd, the numerical simulation gives

n(x) =
C0

xp
, (92)

with the two constants C0 and p are

p = 0.60+0.21
−0.15

∣∣
r
, p = 0.41+0.08

−0.07

∣∣
m
, (93)

C0 = 0.21−0.12
+0.13

∣∣
r
, C0 = 0.09−0.03

+0.03

∣∣
m
, (94)

in the radiation dominated era and matter dominated era, respectively. The specific distributions are given as [1003]

n(x > xd) ≃ C

(x+ xd)3−2χ
, (95)

n(xc < x < xd) ≃ C(3ν − 2χ− 1)

2− 2χ

1

xd

1

x2(1−χ)
, (96)

n(x < xc < xd) ≃ C(3ν − 2χ− 1)

2− 2χ

1

x
2(1−χ)
c

1

xd
. (97)

Here, C = C0(1 − ν)2−p, ν = 1/2 and ν = 2/3 for radiation and matter dominated era. And, the length scale
xc ≪ xd is the so-called “gravitational back-reaction scale”, which is given by xc = 20(Gµ)1+2χ after matching the
loop distribution on scales x ≫ xd ((92)), where χr = 0.2+0.07

−0.10 and χm = 0.295+0.03
−0.04 for the radiation and matter

dominated era [1004].
Another single scale model based on the velocity dependence of long string network motion is the VOS model, its

GW spectrum is given as [1005–1007]:

Ωcs
GW(f) =

∑
k

Ω
(k)
GW(f) , (98)

with each k−mode’s contribution being,

Ω
(k)
GW(f) =

1

ρc

2k

f

Fα Γ(k)Gµ2

αCS (αCS + ΓGµ)

∫ t0

tF

dt̃
Ceff(t

(k)
i )

t
(k) 4
i

×
[
a(t̃)

a(t0)

]5[
a(t

(k)
i )

a(t̃)

]3
Θ(t

(k)
i − tF ) . (99)

Where, αCS is the loop size parameter, the parameter Fα characterizes the proportion of the energy released by
long strings, which is about 0.1. The loop production efficiency (Ceff) is taken as 5.4 and 0.39 for the radiation- and
matter-dominated Universe [1007], and the gravitational emission efficiency of loops is Γ ≈ 50 [999]. The Fourier

modes of cusps [999, 1000, 1008] is Γ(k) = Γk−
4
3∑∞

m=1m
− 4

3
where

∑
k Γ

(k) = Γ and
∑∞
m=1m

− 4
3 ≃ 3.60. The formation

time of the k-mode loop is estimated through

t
(k)
i (t̃, f) =

1

αCS + ΓGµ

[
2k

f

a(t̃)

a(t0)
+ ΓGµ t̃

]
, (100)
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with t̃ being the GW emission time. And the formation temperature of cosmic string network is tF , when cusps
dominate the small-scale structure of loops, the high mode and the low mode are related to each other through:

Ω
(k)
GW(f) = Γ(k)

Γ(1) Ω
(1)
GW(f/k) = k−4/3 Ω

(1)
GW(f/k) .

In the following, we demonstrate the theoretical prediction of the GW spectrum for the global string based on
recent lattice field simulations [1009, 1010]. Firstly, the number density of string per Hubble patch, i.e., the scaling
parameter and can be extracted from the simulations as

ξ(t) =
lst

2

a(t)2V
. (101)

Where, V is the comoving box volume and ls is the string length, the time t is given by t = 1/(2H) in the radiation
dominated Universe. Numerical simulations suggest that the scaling parameter of the axion string enter the linear
growth of log(mr/H) [1010–1012]. With the scaling parameter at hand, one can estimate the string energy density
through ρs = πf2a ln(t/(

√
ξds))ξ/t

2 with the ds = m−1
r being the string width where the mr is the mass term of the

radio mode of the Peccei-Quinn complex field. Generally, axion string would release massless axion and the gravitation
wave as [1013]:

dρs(t)

dt
= −2H(t)ρs(t)−

[
dρs(t)

dt

]
emi

, (102)

dρa(t)

dt
= −4H(t)ρa(t) +

[
dρs(t)

dt

]
emi1

, (103)

dρgw(t)

dt
= −4H(t)ρgw(t) +

[
dρs(t)

dt

]
emi2

. (104)

For the axion string with the emission rate of GWs energy density being Γgw = a−4 d(a4ρgw)
dt , the instantaneous

emission spectrum F (x, y) of the GW can be defined as [1009]:

Fg(x, y) =
H

Γgw

1

a3
∂

∂t

(
a3
∂ρgw
∂k

)
. (105)

Here, x = k/H and y = mr/H. The function Fg(x, y) ∝ x−q in the momentum range [2π,mr/(2H)] can be extracted
from the numerical simulation results with q ≈ 2 for axion strings. [1009]. After taking the theoretical prediction

Γgw ≃ γΓaGµ
2/f2a with Γa = a−4 d(a4ρa)

dt , one can obtain the spectrum at the end time of string evolution after
integration of

∂ρgw
∂k

(k, t) =
1

a3

∫
dt′

Γ′
gw

H ′ (a
′)3F ′

g(
k′

H ′ ,
mr

H ′ ) . (106)

Different models suggest the GWs spectra of cosmic strings can span a wide frequency range with a plateau in the
high-frequency region. Therefore, it was expected that the SGWB from cosmic string is one of the most promising
target since it can be distinguished from other GW sources through a joint detection with ground-based, space-based
and PTA GW detectors [1004, 1029–1032]. Recent study of [1033] shows the complementarity of PTA and LIGO
on searching for GWs from cosmic strings. In Fig. 19, we present the SGWB spectra of the cosmic string-induced
SGWB for the local strings through LRS, VOS, and BOS models, and the global string based on lattice simulation
of [1010]. As depicted in the figure, the LRS model predicts harder spectra, and the BOS and VOS models predict
similar spectra in the frequency region of f ≲mHz. The magnitude of the GW spectrum of the LRS model is much
higher at high frequency range because that more small loops in the loop distribution function dominate that range.
And, the axion string gives a much lower magnitude GW spectrum because that the global strings mostly decay to
axions rather than GWs, see recent numerical studies of Refs.[994, 1010] for more detail.

E. Summary of the section

GW astronomy has opened up new avenues for exploring physics beyond SMPP, particularly in probing the hidden
sectors and other exotic phenomena that do not interact electromagnetically. These investigations can provide crucial
insights into the nature of dark matter, and other novel particles and forces that conventional methods have failed
to detect. In particular, TianQin can detect ultra light dark matter with masses in the ranges 10−19 ∼ 10−15 eV
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FIG. 19. Expected spectra of SGWB from cosmic string for the LRS, VOS, and BOS models with Gµ = 10−10, which are
indicated by cyan, red and blue solid (dashed) lines. The sensitive of TianQin [473, 1014] and other GW detectors (including
LISA [77, 1015], Taiji [78, 485], µAres [1016], DECIGO [1017–1020], BBO [1021–1023], SKA [1024], ET [207, 1025], CE [1026]
and LIGO-Virgo-Kigro [902, 1027, 1028]) are presented.

and 10−13.5 ∼ 10−11.5 eV. For new physical models and new Higgs potentials that can generate a first-order EWPT
in the universe, which could be responsible for the origin of matter-antimatter asymmetry and the new mechanism
of heavy dark matter production through phase transition, TianQin is expected to explore the parameter space with
phase transition strength greater than 0.1.

PBHs could be produced when the curvature perturbation is strong enough, and the concomitant SGWB induced
by such enhanced curvature perturbation is also enhanced and could be detectable. For SGWB in the mHz frequency
band, the corresponding PBHs lie in the asteroid-mass window and can account for all the dark matter. Such induced
GWs in the mHz band is more or less robust against the non-Gaussanity of the curvature perturbation and the
dispersion of its power spectrum. The asteroid-mass window of the PBH dark matter can be thoroughly covered by
TianQin. The anisotropies of such induced SGWB can be used to probe the primordial non-Gaussianity in the future.

The frequency of the GW signal produced by phase transitions during inflation to be observed today depends
on both the Hubble parameter during inflation and the number of e-folds at which the phase transition occurred.
As a result, the frequency can, in principle, span a broad range of values. To detect such a signal, it is essential
to employ a diverse array of GW detectors capable of covering different frequency ranges. Typically, if the phase
transition occurred around 20-30 e-folds after the CMB modes exited the horizon during inflation, the frequency of
the corresponding GWs will fall within the millihertz range and is potentially detectable by TianQin.

TianQin has the capability to probe SGWB radiated from local strings when the GWs are as predicted by some
models with string tension Gµ ≳ O(10−10), this corresponds to new physics energy scales above ∼ 1014 GeV, which is
far beyond the current and future colliders’ ability. TianQin can also probe the GWs emitted from the global string
forming after the Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking with axion decay constant fa ≳ O(1015) GeV. A search of the new
physics related to the cosmic strings requires joint search of TianQin with detectors covering other frequency band
since the GW spectrum from cosmic string has a unique plateau shape range from NanoHertz to kHZ.
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IV. COSMOLOGY WITH TIANQIN

Section coordinator: Liang-Gui Zhu
To reconstruct the cosmic expansion history, i.e., to measure the various parameters related to the expansion of

the universe, it is essential to gather information on the distances and redshifts of objects at different cosmological
distances. Traditional EM wave-mediated observations are very challenging for measuring distances and require
the use of a complex cosmic distance ladder system, however, redshifts are relatively easier to measure, because
each kind of atom possesses a unique spectral signature. GW observations provide complementary capabilities to
EM observations. While measuring distances via GW observations is straightforward, obtaining redshifts is more
challenging. The frequency and its time derivative of a GW signal are entirely determined by the masses of the source
binary, while the amplitude of the signal is inversely proportional to the distance [62, 1034]. Once the GW signal
has propagated through the FLRW geometric background, the observer can directly measure both the redshifted
masses and the luminosity distance to the GW source. However, due to the degeneracy between the mass and redshift
[62], extracting the redshift independently remains a challenging task. Since GW detections can directly measure the
luminosity distances to the GW sources, when combined with redshift information obtained from EM observations,
GWs can act as standard sirens, providing a powerful probe of expansion history of the universe. [62, 63, 1035].

The use of standard sirens to measure cosmological parameters has been demonstrated in the detection of
GW170817, the first binary neutron star merger detected by LIGO and Virgo [1036, 1037]. This detection marked
the first realization of the bright standard siren method [353]. Additionally, detections of other compact object binary
mergers without EM counterparts (mainly SBHBs) realized the first cosmological constraints that using dark siren
method [1038–1040]. So far, the first three runs of the LVK network have measured the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0

with a precision of about 10% [455, 1041–1043]. This precision is still significantly lower than that of traditional EM
observations, such as measurements derived from the CMB [39] and type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia) [45, 47]. However,
with anticipated upgrades to ground-based GW detectors [207, 1026, 1044], the precision of H0 measurements from
standard sirens is expected to improve to better than 1% [1045–1049].

Space-based GW detectors are primarily designed to detect GW sources with frequencies around the millihertz range,
thereby complementing the detection frequency band of ground-based GW detectors. The prospects for standard sirens
in space-based GW detections were first proposed for the LISA mission [63], with early studies primarily focusing
on mergers of MBHBs [1050–1054]. As the astrophysical detection capabilities of LISA have been further analyzed
[77, 226, 474, 897, 1055, 1056], the candidate sources for standard sirens have expanded to include EMRIs [1057, 1058]
and SBHB inspirals [1059, 1060] (see the literature [99] for a review).

TianQin, a Chinese space-based GW detection plan proposed in 2014 [76, 473], the probing capability of TianQin in
astrophysics is similar to LISA [77, 1061] and Taiji [78] but with its own characteristics [70, 72–74]. The potential of
TianQin for constraining cosmological parameters is the primary focus of this section. The structure of this section is
as follows. Section IVA outlines the basic methodology for using TianQin to constrain the cosmic expansion history
through standard sirens. Section IVB explores the prospects for TianQin to constrain ΛCDM cosmological parameters,
including H0, the fractional matter density parameter ΩM , and the fractional dark energy density parameter ΩΛ.
Section IVC present the potential of TianQin to constrain the EoS parameters of dark energy. Section IVD present
the potential of TianQin combined with other space-based GW detectors on enhancing constraints of the cosmic
expansion history. Section IVE addresses the role of gravitational lensing effects of GW signals from MBHBs in
improving constraints on the expansion history of the universe. Finally, Section IVF summarizes TianQin’s prospects
for the cosmological inferences.

A. Standard sirens with TianQin

1. Principles of standard sirens

In the framework of GR, the GW signal emitted by a compact object binary inspiral system propagating in a FLRW
spacetime background can be expressed as [1062]

h+(t) =

(
GMz

c2

)5/3 (
πf(t)

c

)2/3
2(1 + cos2 ι)

DL
cos

[
Ψ(t,Mz, η, ...)

]
, (107a)

h×(t) =

(
GMz

c2

)5/3 (
πf(t)

c

)2/3
4 cos ι

DL
sin

[
Ψ(t,Mz, η, ...)

]
, (107b)

where h+,× denote the two polarization amplitudes of the GW signal, c is the speed of light in vacuum, G represents
Newton’s gravitational constant, Mz ≡ (1 + z)M represents the redshifted chirp mass, η represents the symmetric
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mass ratio, ι is the inclination angle of the binary orbital angular momentum relative in the line of sight, DL is the
luminosity distance of the GW source to observer, and Ψ(t,Mz, η) represents the phase of the GW signal. One can
see that the phase of the GW signal is determined only by parameters related to the mass of the GW source and that
the two polarizations of the GW signal depend differently on the cosine of the inclination angle cos ι. The masses of
the GW source can be directly inferred from the measurements of phase of the GW signal, and break the degeneracy
between ι and DL by measurements of the two polarizations. So that the estimation of luminosity distance of the
GW source can be realized directly by GW detections alone, without requiring external calibration. This property
underpins the concept of GW signals from compact binary systems as standard sirens [62].

Constraining the cosmic expansion history with standard sirens basically uses the luminosity distance information
provided by the standard sirens to fit the DL − z relation. In the FLRW background, the DL − z relation can be
expressed as [1063]

DL =
c(1 + z)

H0


1√
ΩK

sinh
[√

ΩK
∫ z
0

H0

H(z′)dz
′], for ΩK > 0,∫ z

0
H0

H(z′)dz
′, for ΩK = 0,

1√
|ΩK |

sin
[√

|ΩK |
∫ z
0

H0

H(z′)dz
′], for ΩK < 0,

(108)

where the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0 ≡ H(z = 0) describes the current expansion rate of the universe, H(z)
represents the expansion rate of the universe at redshift z, and ΩK is the fractional equivalent curvature density with
respect to the critical density. The parameter H(z) can generally be expressed as

H(z) = H0

√
ΩM (1 + z)3 +ΩK(1 + z)2 +ΩΛf(z), (109)

where ΩM and ΩΛ are the fractional densities for the total matter and dark energy with respect to the critical density,
respectively, and f(z) is a function that quantifies the effect of dark energy. The function f(z) can be expressed as
[1064]

f(z) = exp

(
3

∫ z

0

1 + w(z′)

1 + z′
dz′

)
. (110)

where w(z) represents the EoS of dark energy. In the standard cosmological model — ΛCDM, w(z) ≡ −1. In the
widely used Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) dark energy model [1064, 1065],

w(z) = w0 + wa
z

1 + z
, (111)

where w0 and wa represent the corresponding model parameters, respectively.
Fitting the DL−z relation requires information on both the redshift and luminosity distance of the GW source, see

Equation (108). However, extracting the redshift of the GW source through GW detection alone is challenging due
to the intrinsic degeneracy between the masses of the GW source and its redshift, necessitating the use of additional
methods. The literature [62] introduces two primary methods for obtaining redshift information of GW sources, (i)
EM counterpart searches and (ii) galaxy catalogs. EM counterparts provide a means of uniquely identifying the host
galaxies of GW sources, allowing for the direct measurement of redshifts through spectroscopic observations. The
use of galaxy catalogs to infer redshift of GW source relies on the assumption that all GW sources are hosted within
galaxies, thus the spatial distribution of galaxies can serve as a proxy for the probability distribution of the GW
source’s position. In general, GW signals with EM counterparts are referred to as bright sirens, while those without
EM counterparts are termed dark sirens, as discussed in Section IVA4 in relation to TianQin’s siren observations.
Subsequent studies have proposed additional methods to extract redshift information of GW sources, including: (iii)
cross-correlations between GW sources and galaxies, [99, 491, 1066–1068], (iv) strong gravitational lensing effects
[1069–1072], (v) intrinsic redshift distributions of GW sources [1073, 1074], (vi) intrinsic distributions of the physical
masses of GW sources, also known as spectral sirens for SBHBs [455, 1075–1083], and (vii) tidal deformation phases
of neutron stars [1084–1088]. The first five methods break the degeneracy between mass and redshift by providing
additional redshift information, whereas the last two methods break the degeneracy by constraining the distribution
of the physical masses of the GW sources. From another perspective, the first three methods rely on additional
EM observations to obtain redshift information, whereas the remaining four methods achieve this by introducing
additional astrophysical models, either to provide more detailed mass information or to model the intrinsic properties
of the GW sources.

Once the data have been obtained and a cosmological model has been determined, constraints on the rele-
vant cosmological parameters can be extracted using a Bayesian framework [1038, 1046, 1050, 1051, 1057, 1089–
1092]. Let DGW ≡ {d1GW, d

2
GW, . . . , d

i
GW, . . . , d

N
GW} represent the dataset from GW detections, and let DEM ≡
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{d1EM, d
2
EM, . . . , d

i
EM, . . . , d

N
EM} represent the dataset from corresponding EM observations. The cosmological param-

eter set of interest is denoted as H⃗ ≡ {H0,ΩM , ...}, the posterior probability distribution of H⃗ can be expressed
as

p(H⃗|DGW,DEM, T, I) =
π(H⃗|T, I)L(DGW,DEM|H⃗, T, I)

P (DGW,DEM|T, I)
∝ π(H⃗|T, I)

N∏
i

Li(diGW, d
i
EM|H⃗, T, I), (112)

where π(H⃗|T, I) represents the prior probability distribution for H⃗ given the theoretical cosmological model T ,

L(DGW,DEM|H⃗, T, I) represents the likelihood of data, P (DGW,DEM|T, I) ≡
∫
π(H⃗|T, I)L(DGW,DEM|H⃗, T, I)dH⃗

represents the marginal likelihood also called the Bayesian evidence, and I indicates all the relevant background

information. The individual likelihood Li(diGW, d
i
EM|H⃗, T, I) have to be further decomposed before they can be

computed [1091] and have to account for the selection effects on GW detections [1093] and EM observations [1091].
The exact decomposition forms varies depending on the different redshift extraction methods. In addition, one can
quantitatively compare how well the data support different cosmological models through a Bayes factor [1094, 1095].
Bayes factor B01 is defined as the ratio of the Bayesian evidences obtained for two theoretical models, T0 and T1,
with the same observed data, i.e.,

B01 ≡ P (DGW,DEM|T0, I)
P (DGW,DEM|T1, I)

. (113)

A value of B01 > 1 represents that the observed data is more supportive to the model T0 compared to the model T1
and vice versa. There are strong, moderate, weak or inconclusive strengths of evidence for data-supported models,
which can be referenced to the “Jeffreys’ scale” [1094, 1095].

2. Candidate sirens of TianQin

From the description in the previous section, it follows that GW sources capable of constraining the cosmic expansion
history must satisfy two key conditions. first, they must be individually identifiable and precisely localized to their
spatial positions, and second, these sources must reside at cosmological distances. Among the five classes of potential
GW sources detectable by TianQin, three satisfy these criteria: SBHBs [72], EMRIs [73], and MBHBs [74]. These three
classes of standard sirens also serve as potential standard sirens for other milli-hertz space-based GW detectors, such
as LISA [77, 1061] and Taiji [78]. However, the sensitivity and detector configuration of TianQin exhibit significant
differences compared to these other missions [76].

The successful detections of GWs by the LIGO&Virgo collaborations have provided direct evidence for the existence
of SBHBs [109, 216, 218, 358, 454]and have enabled initial investigations into the properties of the SBHB population
[1096, 1097]. By tracing the evolution of compact object binaries backward from the merger phase to the inspiral
phase, it can be inferred that the earlier the time from the binary merger, the lower the frequency of the GW signal
radiated from the binary inspiral. Consequently, these low-frequency GW signals from SBHB inspirals are likely to be
detectable by space-based GW detectors [1098, 1099]. This possibility was first proposed in the literature [386], where
demonstrated that the SBHB inspiral GW signal could be detected by space-based GW detectors. As a result, SBHBs
have been recognized as one of the primary candidate GW sources for the space-based GW detection missions, such
as LISA [77, 1056, 1061, 1100]as well as deci-hertz GW detectors [1020, 1101, 1102]. The scientific potential of such
GW sources has been extensively explored in both astrophysical [1103–1108] and cosmological [1059, 1060] contexts.

The first comprehensive evaluation of TianQin’s capability to detect SBHB inspiral GW signals was presented
in [72]. This study assessed the expected total detection rate and parameter estimation precision, based on the
earliest SBHB population models published by the LIGO&Virgo Collaborations [1096]. A subsequent study [1109]
updated these predictions by the third version of SBHB population models published by LVK based on the GWTC-3
[1097]. Taking the results from the literature [1109] as a reference, and adopting a detection threshold of SNR = 8,
TianQin is expected to detect about 10 SBHBs, and TianQin I+II (an alternative configuration of TianQin containing
complementary twin spacecraft constellations, see [75]) is expected to increase the total detection number by about
a factor of three. The spatial localization errors of the two detector configurations, TianQin and TianQin I+II, for
SBHBs do not differ much, with sky localization errors of about 0.1 − 1 deg2 and relative luminosity distance errors
of about 0.1 − 0.4 at 1σ confidence level. Because the GW signal radiated by SBHB inspiral is a continuous signal
for space-based GW detectors, the SNR of the inspiral GW signal accumulated per unit observation time increases
with frequency [1034, 1110, 1111]. Given that TianQin has better sensitivity than LISA in the frequency band
that approximately greater than 10−2 Hz [76, 473], it is expected to outperform LISA in detecting SBHB inspirals
[72, 1109, 1112].
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EMRIs are extreme relativistic systems consisting of a stellar-mass compact object orbiting a MBH. Given that
at least one MBH, along with a nuclear star cluster, is typically present at the centers of galaxies, and that the
stellar density within the nuclear star cluster increases with decreasing distance from the central MBH, it is possible
for an central MBH to gravitationally capture a surrounding stellar-mass compact object to form an EMRI system
[224, 226, 1055, 1113]. The standard formation channel for EMRIs is that an MBHs at the center of a normal galaxy
gravitationally captures a stellar-mass black holes [226, 1113]. The population properties of the resulting EMRIs
are mainly determined by the population properties of MBHs, the fraction of MBHs embedded in dense stellar
cusps of nuclear star clusters, the EMRI formation rate per MBH, and the mass and eccentricity distribution of the
inspiralling compact objects [226, 1113]. A detailed analysis of TianQin’s capability to detect EMRIs was conducted
in the literature [73], utilizing 12 EMRI population models presented in the literature [226]. Because the EMRI rates
and properties predicted by the various population models vary greatly, there are large uncertainties in the detection
rates and parameter estimation errors for TianQin’s EMRIs. TianQin has expected detection rates of a few to a few
hundred EMRIs per year, and TianQin I+II is expected to increase detection rates by a factor of about two to three;
the sky localization errors of EMRIs range from about 0.1 deg2 to 100 deg2, and the relative errors of the luminosity
distance estimations are from about 0.05 to 0.1 [73]. The EMRI detection rates for TianQin are expected to be
approximately one-fifth of that for LISA, primarily due to the concentration of EMRI GW signals in the frequency
range of f ≲ 10−2 Hz [73, 226].
MBHBs are the products of galaxy mergers and are expected to be the loudest GW sources in the milli-hertz GW

band. Previous study [474] have presented three seemingly reliable MBHB population models based on modified
cosmological N-body simulations. These simulations employ an extended Press-Schechter formalism to model the
products of dark matter merger trees and utilize semi-analytical galaxy-formation models to simulate galaxy evolu-
tion. Later works [74, 1114] have obtained similar population results using alternative modified cosmological N-body
simulations. Using the three MBHB population models presented in [474], namely, the light-seeded model popIII and
the heavy-seeded models Q3 d and Q3 nod, [74] investigates the early warning capabilities and detection potential of
TianQin for MBHB mergers. The detection capability of TianQin for MBHB merger GW signals varies significantly
across the population models. Expected detection rates range from a few to several tens of MBHBs per year, with
sky localization errors of approximately 10 deg2 and relative errors in luminosity distance estimations of about 3%
[74]. The TianQin I+II configuration can enhance the detection rate of MBHBs by approximately 60%, although
improvements in spatial localization errors are not significant [499]. Similar to the detections of EMRIs, the detection
capability of TianQin for MBHBs is weaker compared to that of LISA [74, 474].

In summary, the three classes of GW sources, namely SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs, provide complementary means
to probe the expansion history of the universe. Because the SNRs of SBHBs are typically low, and as a result, the
SBHBs detectable by TianQin is primarily concentrated in the low-redshift universe with z < 0.3 [72, 1109]. The
SNRs of EMRIs are generally higher than those of SBHBs due to the contributions from the central MBHs, with the
detection horizon for EMRI extending to a redshift of z ∼ 2 [73]. The SNRs of MBHBs are generally the highest of
the three, and the detection horizon for MBHB can reach redshifts greater than z > 10 [74]. Given the limited event
rates of the various class of GW sources, the favored GW sources in the low-redshift universe at z ≲ 0.3 are SBHBs,
while EMRIs dominate the medium-redshift universe of 0.3 ≲ z ≲ 2, and MBHBs are the only detectable GW sources
in the high-redshift universe of z > 2. Consequently, these three classes of GW sources form a probe ladder system,
enabling space-based GW detectors to probe the more complete expansion history of the universe.

3. Uncertainties in luminosity distances

In GR, the amplitude of GW is inversely proportional to the luminosity distance, i.e., h ∝ 1/DL. As a result, the
precision of luminosity distance that directly estimating from GW detection is generally inversely proportional to the
SNR of the GW signal, i.e., ∆DL/DL ∝ 1/SNR. However, when accounting for the various degeneracies between
the parameters of GW sources—such as the degeneracy between the inclination angle ι of the binary orbital angular
momentum relative to the line of sight and the luminosity distance, as well as the degeneracy between the spatial
position and the polarization angle—the actual error in the luminosity distance becomes more complicated. Thus,
simulation analyses are required to obtain reliable estimates [1034, 1115, 1116]. The error in luminosity distance
determined by the detector’s response and noise characteristics is generally referred to as the detection error or
uncertainty.

In addition to detection uncertainty, it is important to consider factors that can affect the accuracies of amplitude
measurements of GW signals during their emission and propagation, such as peculiar velocity [1117, 1118] and weak
gravitational lensing effects [63, 424, 1035, 1119]. Each object in the universe exhibits peculiar motion, and the
peculiar velocity of a GW source modifies the frequency of the detected GW signal due to the Doppler effect. Since
the frequency of a GW and its time derivative are key to estimating the masses of the GW source [1034], which
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directly determines the absolute amplitude of the GW signal, the Doppler effect induced by peculiar velocities will
impact the accuracy of the amplitude measurements, and ultimately influence the precision of luminosity distance
measurements. The peculiar velocities of individual GW sources are generally difficult to measure directly. Therefore,
the effect of peculiar velocities on luminosity distance estimates can only be accounted for statistically [1117]. The
additional uncertainty on luminosity distances due to peculiar velocity effect can be expressed as [1117, 1118]

σpv
DL

(z) = DL(z)×
[
1 +

c(1 + z)2

H(z)DL(z)

]√
⟨v2⟩
c

, (114)

where
√
⟨v2⟩ represents the root mean square of the peculiar velocities of GW sources relative to the Hubble flow.

Typically, the peculiar velocities of GW sources are approximated by those of galaxies, with the root mean square
taken as

√
⟨v2⟩ = 500 km/s [1117, 1120].

The spatial number density of galaxies in the universe is approximately 0.01 Milky Way-equivalent galaxies per
Mpc3 [1121]. The probability that a GW signal emitted from a distant source is affected by the gravitational potentials
of surrounding galaxies during propagation is positively correlated with the distance of the GW source. Consequently,
gravitational lensing effects will inevitably cause amplification or de-amplification of the GW amplitude, thus impact-
ing the measurement of the luminosity distance to the GW source [424, 1035, 1119, 1122, 1123]. Strong gravitational
lensing can be identified and modeled individually [1069, 1124], whereas the weak gravitational lensing cannot be
directly identified. The effects of weak gravitational lensing on luminosity distance estimations must therefore be
accounted for using statistical methods [1035, 1125–1127]. The impact of weak gravitational lensing on luminosity
distance estimation can be described by a fitting formula, with the widely adopted expression being [1127]

σlens
DL

(z) =
1

2
DL(z)× Cl

[
1− (1 + z)−βl

βl

]αl

, (115)

where Cl = 0.066, αl = 1.8, and βl = 0.25 are fitting parameters. In comparison to the original formula presented
in [1127], (115) introduce an additional factor of 1/2. This adjustment arises because the original formula models
the effect of weak gravitational lensing on the errors of DL

2 measurements, whereas GW detections directly measure
the luminosity distance DL. Furthermore, the equation has been updated to reflect the growing understanding of the
correlation between GW sources [1128], galaxies and the spatial distribution of galaxies [1129, 1130].

In addition to the effects of peculiar velocity and weak gravitational lensing, several other environment factors that
host the GW source may also influence the accuracy of luminosity distance measurements. These include gravitational
redshift [1131, 1132], the presence of gas [1133], dark matter [1134, 1135], and the resolution of the GW waveform
[1136], as well as the non-stationary [1137, 1138] and non-Gaussian [1139] characteristics of GW detector noise.
However, these effects are beyond the scope of the present discussion.

4. Uncertainties in redshifts

In Section IVA1, seven methods for extracting redshift information of GW sources are summarized. Each method
has its own scope of application, and the uncertainties of redshift derived from different methods vary. For the
characteristics of TianQin and the properties of its candidate standard sirens, four methods are particularly relevant
for extracting redshift information: EM counterparts, galaxy catalogs, cross-correlations between GW sources and
galaxies, and strong gravitational lensing. This section focuses on the first two methods; will be addressed in future
studies, and the fourth will be discussed in Section IVE.

Searching for the EM counterpart of a GW source is the most desirable method for extracting the redshift infor-
mation of GW source, as first pointed out by Schutz [62]. EM counterparts of GW sources can help observer to
uniquely identify their host galaxies, enabling precise redshift measurements through spectroscopic observations. In
such case, the measurement errors of the redshifts are sufficiently small to be negligible [1140]. However, the method
of identifying EM counterparts is not the most universally applicable. Several factors govern the success of searches
for EM counterparts [1036, 1141]: (i) whether the GW sources emit EM radiation (e.g., for black hole binaries); (ii)
whether the EM counterparts are sufficiently bright to be detected by telescopes with limited sensitivities; and (iii)
whether the sky localization information provided by the GW detector is timely and precise enough for telescopes
with limited field-of-views to conduct the search within the available time frame. Among the three classes of candidate
sirens for TianQin (also include LISA and Taiji), the potential bright sirens with observable EM counterparts are
MBHBs [1052, 1110, 1142–1144].

Using galaxy catalogs to extract the redshifts of GW sources is the most widely applicable method for all three
classes of candidate standard sirens: SBHBs [455, 1038, 1040–1042, 1059, 1109], EMRIs [1057, 1058, 1145], and
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FIG. 20. Sky localization errors and redshift probability distribution functions of a SBHB [1109]. The left panel shows sky
localization errors from TianQin (solid black contour lines) and TianQin I+II (dashed cyan contour lines), as well as a scatter
plot of galaxies within the catalog. The green star labels the real host of the SBHB, the shades of the other red stars represent
their redshifts, and the sizes of the stars represent their luminosity-related weights. The center panels show the statistical photo-
z of TianQin (top) and TianQin I+II (bottom), respectively, using two method of extracting redshift, the fiducial method (black
histograms) and the weighted method (red histograms). The vertical green dashed line represents the true redshift of the SBHB.
The right panels show the same as the center panels but with spectroscopic galaxy redshifts.

MBHBs [499, 1051, 1146]. Thanks to various galaxy survey projects and plans, such as the Sloan Digital Sky Survey
(SDSS) [1147, 1148], Dark Energy Survey [1149, 1150], Large Sky Area Multi-Object Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope
[1151, 1152], Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument [1153, 1154], Rubin Observatory Legacy Survey of Space and
Time [1155], Euclid [1156], and the Chinese Space Station Telescope [1157], our catalog of galaxy information—
including sky positions, magnitudes, spectra (or photometric magnitudes in various bands), and redshifts—continues
to improve. This progress will significantly improve the precision of redshift measurements for TianQin’s dark sirens.
The redshift information extracted from galaxy catalogs typically takes the form of a probability density distribution
of redshifts, this method is based on a default assumption that each galaxy located within the spatial localization error
volume of a GW source is a potential host for the GW source. The nature of the clustered distribution of galaxies
ensures that the redshift probability density distribution provided by candidate host galaxies is informative [62]. The
errors in the redshifts obtained from galaxy catalogs are primarily determined by: (i) the spatial localization error
volume of the GW sources, (ii) the completeness and redshift precision of the galaxy catalogs, and (iii) the a priori
range of the cosmological parameters [499, 1051, 1057, 1089, 1091]. It is intuitive that reducing the error volume
of GW sources or increasing the completeness and redshift precision of galaxy catalogs can improve the equivalent
precisions of the redshifts. For example, FIG. 20 shows the probability distribution functions of redshift extracted
from galaxy catalogs for a SBHB standard siren detected by TianQin. The figure demonstrates that improvements in
either spatial localization precision or the redshift precision of galaxies clearly enhance the relative probability of the
GW source’s true redshift to the redshift probability distribution. The third factor influencing redshift errors arises
from the fact that, when selecting candidate host galaxies based on the spatial localization error volume of the GW
source, the error in luminosity distance must be transformed into a redshift error. This transformation is dependent
on the values of the cosmological parameters.

It should also be noted that the three methods for extracting the redshifts of GW sources, which have not yet been
discussed in this section, are in principle applicable for TianQin’s dark sirens. However, the errors of the extracted
redshifts are so large that their practical utility is almost negligible. The reasons for this are as follows. The intrinsic
redshift distributions as well as the intrinsic distributions of physical masses of GW sources are extremely dependent
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on astrophysical models of the formation and evolution of GW sources [1073, 1079, 1081, 1082]. There are large
uncertainties in our current understanding about the formation and evolution mechanisms of EMRIs and MBHBs,
and cannot reasonably predicting their redshifts and masses distributions, so the two methods are not applicable to
EMRIs and MBHBs. For SBHBs, although one have a preliminary understanding on the population properties of
SBHBs through LVK’s GW detections, the detectable SBHBs of TianQin are all in the local universe with z < 0.3
[72, 1109]. For such low redshift SBHBs, the errors in the redshifts of the SBHBs extracted with the additional
information on the redshifts and physical masses are much larger than the redshift values of the SBHBs themselves.
Regarding the tidal deformation phases of neutron stars, these additional GW phases occur when binary neutron
stars and neutron star-black hole binaries are near merger. Since the frequencies associated with these phases are
relatively high, they fall outside the sensitive band of TianQin.

5. Improving the precisions of redshifts

Observations of EM counterparts provide the most ideal method for improving the precision of the redshift mea-
surements for GW sources. In this case, extremely accurate redshift information can be obtained. Near real-time
sky localizations of the pre-merger MBHBs could facilitate the search for EM counterparts to these GW sources
[1110, 1111]. However, our current understanding of the EM radiation mechanisms and characteristics of MBHB GW
sources remains highly uncertain [1144], and thus, the success rate of EM counterpart searches is currently unknown.

The method of using galaxy catalogs represent the most widely applicable method for extracting redshift information
of GW sources. There are three main ways to improve the precision of the extracted redshifts: first, decreasing the
spatial localization error volume of the GW sources; second, increasing the completeness of galaxy catalogs; and
third, properly assigning weights to each candidate host galaxy. The first two ways are primarily determined by
actual observations from GW detectors and EM telescopes, respectively, and do not require extensive assumptions.
The third way, however, is fundamentally a data processing approach, which necessitates advance researches and
simulation tests. To enhance clarity, the authors present below the weighting methods for candidate host galaxies
developed for the three classes of candidate standard sirens of TianQin:

• For SBHBs, using the multi-band photometric information of galaxies to directly estimate the total stellar
masses of the galaxies, and then assigning the weights of the galaxies based on the total stellar masses [1109];

• For MBHBs (also applies to EMRIs), assigning weights to candidate host galaxies based on their bulge luminosity
information and the MMBH − Lbulge relation [499];

• For EMRIs (also applies to MBHBs), selecting candidate hosts by statistically inferring the formation channels
of EMRIs [1145].

The astrophysical foundations and the practical effectiveness of these weighting methods will be discussed in the
following sections.

A proper assignment of weights to candidate host galaxies of GW sources must be based on the astrophysical
correlation between the GW sources and their host galaxies. For SBHBs, there are two potential correlations exist,
the SBHB event rate of a galaxy is proportional to the total stellar mass [1158–1161] and the star formation rate of the
galaxy [1159, 1162]. The first correlation holds on the basis that galaxies with larger total stellar mass contain more
stars and are therefore likely to generate more stellar-mass black holes. The second correlation is supported by the fact
that the SBHBs have a similar law of evolution with redshift as the star formation rate of galaxies [1097, 1163–1168].
Regardless of which correlation is adopted, previous studies have employed single-band luminosities to approximate
the weights {wi} of candidate host galaxies [455, 1038–1043]. For example, the weights be expressed as wi ∝ LK,i
based on the total stellar mass [1169, 1170] and wi ∝ LB,i based on the star formation rate [1171, 1172], where LK,i
and LB,i represent the luminosities of the i-th galaxy in the K and B bands, respectively.
Considering the large scatter in the linear relationship between the luminosities of galaxies in single K or B bands

and their total stellar masses or star formation rates, such scatters can reduce the effectiveness of the weighting method
and may introduce biases into the weights. A more reasonable approach to weighting is to use photometric luminosities
in multiple bands, as this would improve the accuracy of the estimates for the total stellar masses or star formation rates
of galaxies [1109]. By fitting the spectral energy distribution (SED) of galaxy models using photometric luminosities
from all observed bands, one can estimate the maximum likelihood values for properties of galaxies, such as total
stellar masses and star formation rates [1173–1177]. This multi-band approach allows us to improve the precision of
the redshifts extracted from galaxy catalogs. The information gain can be used to quantitatively describe the effect
of the additional multi-band photometric information on improving redshift precisions of GW sources [1039, 1109].
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The information gain is defined as [1178]

H =

∫
p(z|dGW, dgal, H⃗, I) log2

[
p(z|dGW, dgal, H⃗, I)

p0(z|H⃗, I)

]
dz, (116)

where p(z|dGW, dgal, H⃗, I) represents the posterior probability of redshift from all candidate host galaxies of GW

sources, dsurvey represents the galaxy catalogs, and p0(z|H⃗, I) is the prior probability distribution on redshift. A larger
information gain indicates a stronger constraint on cosmology. FIG. 21 illustrates a comparison of the information
gain distributions for using single-band and multi-band photometric luminosities to weight candidate host galaxies.
As expected, one can find that multi-band photometric luminosities significantly improves the redshift precision of
the SBHBs extracted from galaxy catalogs.

FIG. 21. Distributions of information gains for the probability distributions of SBHBs’ redshifts. The blue and red dots
or lines represent the results obtained by the single-band and multiple band luminosities weighting methods, respectively.
The top panel shows the distribution of information gains obtained using these two methods, and the bottom panel shows
corresponding scatters of information gain − spatial localization error comoving volume ∆VC . This figure contains 2000 mock
SBHBs detectable by TianQin [1109].

For MBHBs and EMRIs, the authors identify two methods for weighting their candidate host galaxies. The first
method utilizes the MMBH −Lbulge relation [499], while the second method statistically tests the correlation between
GW sources and AGNs [1145, 1179]. The MMBH − Lbulge relation is a well-known linear relationship in logarithmic
space between the bulge luminosities and masses of the central MBHs of galaxies. The astrophysical basis for this
relation lies in the co-evolution of galaxies and their central MBHs [1180–1183]. Since MBHs are the primary black
holes responsible for forming EMRIs and MBHBs, GW detections can provide precise estimates of the masses of these
sources [73, 74, 226, 474]. This allows us to infer the bulge luminosities of the host galaxies using the MMBH −Lbulge

relation and the estimated MBH masses. In this context, when extracting the probability distribution of redshift for
a GW source like an EMRI or MBHB, one can assign weights to each candidate host galaxy based on the degree of
consistency between its bulge luminosity and the value inferred from the MMBH−Lbulge relation. As an example, the
authors consider MBHB detections by TianQin. The left panel of FIG. 22 illustrates the distributions of information
gains for the redshift probability distributions of candidate host galaxies, where the galaxies are weighted either using
theMMBH−Lbulge relation or by uniform weights. One can see that applying theMMBH−Lbulge relation significantly
increases the information gain for the redshift probability distributions of MBHBs, especially for sources with precise
spatial localizations.

The method of statistically testing the correlation between GW sources and AGNs is based on the premise that
both EMRIs and MBHBs may be correlated with AGNs during their formation. For MBHBs, these systems must
overcome the so-called “final-parsec problem” [1184, 1185] to enter the phases dominated by GW radiations. The rich
gas environments in AGNs can help the MBHBs lose orbital angular momentum through dynamical friction, making
AGNs potential major hosts for MBHBs systems [897, 1184, 1186–1191]. For EMRIs, in addition to the standard

63



FIG. 22. Distributions of information gains of redshifts for TianQin’s MBHBs (left panel) and EMRIs (right panel). In
left panel, the blue and red dots or lines represent the results obtained by uniform and MMBH − Lbulge weighting methods,
respectively, and the MBHB samples are generated based on the pop III population model [499]. In right panel, the blue and
red dots or lines represent the results obtained form galaxies and AGNs, respectively, and the EMRI samples are generated
based on the M1 population model [1145]. Other sets same as FIG. 21.

channel in normal galaxies [226, 1113] discussed in Section IVA2, some studies suggest that the formation rate of
EMRIs in AGN environments could be several orders of magnitude higher than in normal galaxies [410, 1192–1197].
Even though AGNs comprise only about 1% of all galaxies (with a maximum of around 10% based on luminosity
functions [1198, 1199]), they may still be the dominant source of EMRIs detectable by future space-based GW
detectors [1194, 1195]. However, there remain significant uncertainties in our current understandings of the formation
mechanisms of both MBHBs and EMRIs [897, 1200], making it difficult to determine the exact correlation between
these two classes of GW sources and AGNs. In cases when the spatial localization precisions of GW sources provided
by GW detections are much lower than the required precisions to uniquely identify host galaxies of the GW sources, a
method to statistically test the correlation between GW sources and AGNs is necessary, as proposed in the literatures
[1145, 1179]. Once the correlation between EMRIs or MBHBs and AGNs is established statistically, as outlined in
[1145, 1179], one can fully (or partially) extract the redshift information of these GW sources through AGN catalogs
[1145]. For example, considering EMRIs originating from AGNs, the right panel of FIG. 22 shows the distribution
of information gains for the redshift probability distributions of EMRIs extracted with AGN catalogs. Compared to
redshifts derived from all candidate galaxies, the information gain from AGN catalogs is significantly larger, benefiting
from the fact that the fraction of AGNs among all galaxies is only about 1%.

B. TianQin forecast for constraining ΛCDM

This section will present the expected constraining potentials of TianQin on various parameters of ΛCDM cos-
mological model, including the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0, and the fractional density parameters ΩM and ΩΛ.
The standard sirens considered in this section encompass all classes of candidate GW sources introduced in Section
IVA2. Additionally, since the population properties of GW sources can significantly influence the extent to which
GW detections are affected by selection effects [1038, 1090, 1091, 1093], the capabilities of GW sources from different
populations to constrain ΛCDM parameters will be analyzed separately.

1. Hubble tension and standard sirens

The ΛCDM model, although it fits observations of the CMB [39, 563] very well and describes the evolution of the
universe from the era of BBN to the formation of large-scale structures and the accelerated expansion of the late
universe [35–37], has faced some challenges in recent years [37, 58, 1201]. The most significant of these challenges the
discrepancy between the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0 measurements derived from the early universe and those from
the late universe. The Planck satellite’s CMB anisotropy observations [1202], when combined with the flat ΛCDM
model, measure H0 to be H0 = 67.4 ± 0.5 km/s/Mpc [39], a result that is supported by several other observations
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[40, 1203, 1204]. Since the CMB radiation originates from the early universe, the H0 values measured through
CMB observations are referred to as early universe measurements. On the other hand, the SH0ES project’s SN Ia
observations [1205], when combined with the cosmic distance ladder, measure H0 to be H0 = 73.2 ± 1.3 km/s/Mpc
[45], and this measurement is supported by other independent observations [1206–1208]. Since SNe Ia primarily occur
in the lower redshift universe, the H0 values derived from SN Ia observations are referred to as the late (or local)
universe measurements. The discrepancy between these two classes of measurements has grown to a significance level
greater than 4σ and is known as the Hubble tension [53, 54].

The Hubble tension represents a fundamental debate regarding the reliability of the ΛCDM cosmological model
and the cosmic distance ladder system [55–57]. With new observations from both CMB and SNe Ia continuing
to reinforce their respective previous measurements [1209, 1210], an independent third measurement of H0 would
significantly contribute to resolving the Hubble tension. As first proposed in Schutz [62] and detailed in Section
IVA1 of this paper, the measurement of luminosity distances for GW sources is self-calibrating andindependent of
the cosmic distance ladder system. Therefore, the H0 values measured by standard sirens show considerable promise
for clarifying the Hubble tension. Current and future ground-based and space-based GW detectors are well positioned
to contribute to resolving the Hubble tension by providing independent measurements of H0 through standard sirens
[1045–1048, 1052, 1058–1060, 1091, 1146, 1211–1217]. TianQin, specifically, is expected to detect tens to thousands
of standard sirens [72–74], which could provide valuable insights into resolving the Hubble tension [499, 1109, 1145],
as discussed in the following section.

2. Constraints on H0

The process of constraining the cosmological parameters, including H0, using standard sirens is actually a process
of fitting the DL − z relation by utilizing the luminosity distance information provided by GW detections and the
redshift information obtained from EM counterparts, galaxy catalogs, or other means. Fig. 23 illustrates the processes
of fitting the DL − z relation for TianQin with dark sirens, such as SBHBs and EMRIs, as well as bright sirens, such
as MBHBs. Bright sirens typically have precise redshift measurements with negligible errors, whereas the redshift
information of dark sirens is usually represented as probability distributions with large equivalent errors. As a
result, bright sirens generally provide stronger constraints on the DL − z relation compared to dark sirens, unless
the spatial localizations of dark sirens are sufficiently precise to uniquely identify their host galaxies. However,
significant uncertainty remains regarding the fraction of actual bright sirens among all standard sirens in future
observations, consequently, cosmological prospects from brighter sirens are often considered an optimistic case. In
contrast, redshifts of GW sources extracted from galaxy catalogs can be applied to nearly all detectable GW sources,
making the cosmological prospects from dark sirens a more conservative case.

By detecting SBHB and utilizing the GWENS galaxy catalog 3 derived from prerelease data of SDSS [1040, 1147], as
well as weighting the candidate host galaxies of SBHBs with information of their photometric luminosities in multiple
bands, as reported in the literature [1109], TianQin is expected to constrain H0 to a precision of approximately 30%.
A twin-constellation configuration of TianQin (i.e., TianQin I+II) could improve this precision to about 15%. At
first glance, this level of precisions might appear insufficient for H0 measurements, especially when compared to the
current precision of H0 obtained from dark sirens detected by LVK [455]. There are two main factors for the relatively
poor precisions of H0 reported in the literature [1109]: first, the redshifts provided by the GWENS galaxy catalogs
contain large photometric redshift errors, and second, the luminosity distance errors for the detected SBHBs can be
as large as 30%. To address the first issue, spectroscopic redshifts of candidate host galaxies could be introduced.
With galaxy spectroscopic surveys [1151, 1153, 1157], spectroscopic redshifts for low-redshift galaxies are guaranteed.
For the same SBHBs, the use of spectroscopic redshifts could improve the precisions of H0 measurements to about
20% for TianQin and approximately 8% for TianQin I+II [1109]. For the second issue, it can be improved by a
joint analysis of multi-band GW data. The GW signals of SBHBs in both the inspiral and merger phases can be
detected by space-based and ground-based GW detectors [386], respectively. With the development of third-generation
ground-based GW detectors [207, 1026], multi-band GW detections are expected to be realized in the near future.
The third-generation ground-based GW detectors will not only contribute high SNRs to SBHB detections and reduce
luminosity distance errors, but will also enhance the detection capacity and horizon of space-based GW detectors
for SBHBs [389, 1109, 1218, 1219]. As reported in the literature [1109], the precision of H0 can be improved to
about 1% through the joint analysis of multi-band data from SBHBs provided by TianQin and ET. Typical results
of constraining H0 from single-band SBHB data from TianQin alone and multi-band SBHB data from both TianQin
and ET, are illustrated in FIG. 24, where the free cosmological parameters include H0 and ΩM .

3 GWENS Catalogue: https://astro.ru.nl/catalogs/sdss_gwgalcat/
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FIG. 23. Examples of using TianQin standard sirens to fit the DL − z relation for different candidate populations. Dark
sirens, assumed to be SBHBs [1109] and EMRIs [1145], SBHBs are shown in the top-left panel and EMRIs are shown in the
bottom panel. Bright sirens, assumed to be MBHBs [499], are shown in the top-right panel. The error bars represent the total
estimation errors of 1σ confidence interval (CI) on luminosity distances. Note that for the bright sirens, which can uniquely
identify their host galaxies by their EM counterparts, precise redshifts can be obtained from spectroscopic measurements, so
the redshift errors are not marked in the figure. In contrast, the redshift information for the dark sirens are presented as
probability distributions provided by galaxy catalogs, which are indicated by colored horizontal lines in the figure, with the
shade of the color represents the size of probability density.

For EMRI detections by TianQin, a similar analysis of the expected constraints on H0 has been done and reported
in the literature [1145]. Unlike the case of SBHBs, there is a great uncertainty in the current understanding of the
population properties of EMRIs. The literature [1145] provides a detailed analysis of TianQin’s ability to constrain
H0 using 11 population models of EMRIs, which are formed through the standard channel presented in the literature
[226], as shown in FIG. 25. Since the predicted EMRI rates vary significantly between population models, resulting
in significant differences in the expected precisions of H0 for different population models of EMRIs. Under the
M1 population model, the expected precision of H0 constrained by TianQin is approximately 8.1%, with TianQin
I+II configuration, the expected precision can only improve to about 4.4%. However, for population models with
more optimistic EMRI rates, TianQin can provide constraints on H0 with a precision better than 3%, and TianQin
I+II could push the precision to nearly 1% [1145]. In addition, according to the analysis in the literature [1145], if
the correlation between the spatial distributions of EMRIs and AGNs can be established through statistical methods,
TianQin could more accurately extract the redshift information of EMRIs using AGN catalogs, as described in Section
IVA5. For instance, using the same detected EMRIs under the M1 population model, TianQin could improve the
precision of H0 to approximately 3.2% by utilizing AGN catalogs to extract redshifts. This improvement arises not
only from the lower spatial number density of AGNs compared to galaxies but also because AGN surveys require
spectroscopic observations, which provide precise spectroscopic redshift information. Even under the condition where
both galaxy and AGN catalogs contain spectroscopic redshift observations, utilizing AGN catalogs can still significantly
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FIG. 24. Typical posterior probability distributions of the parameters h (h ≡ H0
100 km/s/Mpc

) and ΩM from SBHBs detected by

TianQin (left) and TianQin+ET (right) [1109]. In each subfigure, the lower left panel shows the joint posterior probability
of h and ΩM , with the contours represent CIs of 1σ and 2σ, respectively; the upper and right panels show the marginalized
posterior probability distributions of the same parameters, with the dashed lines indicate a 1σ CI. In each panel, the solid cyan
lines mark the true values of the parameters.

enhance the constraint on H0, as illustrated in the right panel of FIG. 25.
For MBHB detections, TianQin is expected to detect a few to hundreds of MBHBs. The study [499] has analyzed and

reported the expected constraint errors on H0 from TianQin’s MBHB detections, using the three population models
proposed in the literature [474]. Similar to EMRIs, the expected detection number of MBHBs varies significantly
with population models. TianQin is projected to achieve sky localization errors better than 10deg2 for approximately
half of these detections [74], considering the large uncertainties in our knowledge of the MBHBs’ EM radiation
mechanism [1144], MBHBs could be either bright sirens or dark sirens. In the optimistic scenario where MBHBs
act as bright sirens, the literature [499] analyzed the constraints on various cosmological parameters under relaxed
selection criteria for bright sirens: SNR > 8, ∆Ω < 10 deg2, and z < 3. The expected results are as follows [499]:
under the three population models pop III, Q3 d and Q3 nod, the constraining errors of H0 by TianQin are about
4.3%, 6.2% and 1.9%, respectively, and TianQin I+II can reduce these errors to about 70%. In the conservative
scenario, where MBHBs act as dark sirens, these sources still provide valuable contributions to H0 measurements.
Under the assumption that each candidate host galaxy has an equal probability of hosting an MBHB (denoted as
the fiducial method), the expected errors of H0 measured by TianQin (TianQin I+II) under the pop III, Q3 d, and
Q3 nod models are about 7.8% (7.0%), 7.5% (6.9%), and 4.2% (2.9%) [499], respectively. Notably, the constraints
on H0 can be significantly improved by the method of assigning weights to each candidate host galaxy using the
MMBH − Lbulge relation (denoted as the weighted method), as described in Section IVA5. Fig. 26 illustrates the
distributions of the constraining errors on H0 from TianQin’s dark MBHBs using both the fiducial and weighted
methods, obtained from multiple independent simulations. Applying the weighted method to the same dark MBHBs
under the pop III, Q3 d and Q3 nod populations models, the constraining errors of H0 are expected to be reduced to
6.9% (6.0%), 6.5% (6.0%), and 3.3% (2.0%) for TianQin (TianQin I+II) [499]. These results demonstrate that the
weighted method enhances the precision of H0 constraints compared to the fiducial approach.
To sum up, there are great uncertainties in the precisions of H0 measurements that TianQin are expected to provide,

and the usefulness for clarifying the Hubble tension is limited by many factors. For SBHBs, while the population
properties are relatively certain, the realization of precise constraint on H0 relies on joint multi-band detections with
third-generation ground-based GW detectors, and the realization of multi-band GW detections is currently subject
to a large degree of uncertainty. For EMRIs and MBHBs, the uncertainties on the population properties make the
capabilities of TianQin to utilize them to constrain H0 also subject to significant uncertainties. However, overall,
TianQin allows to contribute helpful H0 measurements, but there is no guarantee that TianQin will be able to
provide a precision of H0 sufficient to clarify the Hubble tension. In the end, for clarity, the expected precisions of
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FIG. 25. Left panel: Constraining errors on h and ΩM by TianQin (black), TianQin I+II (blue), and TianQin+LISA (red)
under various EMRI population models [1145]. The error bars correspond to an 1σ CI, and the horizontal green dot-dashed
line represents the true value of the corresponding parameter. The gray-shaded area represents the equivalent error of 1σ for
the prior, and the green-shaded area represents a referential error scale of 2% (10%) for h (ΩM ) measurements. Right panel:
Typical constraints on h and ΩM obtained by TianQin using AGN catalogs (red contours) and galaxy catalogs (blue contours)
under the M1 EMRI population model [1145], and assuming that both catalogs have spectral redshifts. Contours of each color
represent the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals, with the cyan cross indicating the true value of the parameters.

H0 constrained by TianQin using three classes of GW sources, SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs, are listed in Table XI.

3. Constraints on the fractional densities

Since the DL − z relation, i.e. Equation (108), can degenerate into the so-called Hubble-Lemâıtre law at redshifts
close to zero [1220], in which case the DL − z relation is determined by only one parameter, H0, the estimations
of the fractional density parameters require relying on GW sources at relatively higher redshifts. In all classes of
candidate standard sirens for TianQin, the contributions to constrain the fractional density parameters ΩM and ΩΛ

are predominantly from EMRIs and MBHBs because detectable SBHBs are in the local universe with z < 0.3.
The literature [1145] adopts a flat-ΛCDM model to analyze the expected constraining capabilities on H0 and ΩM

by TianQin’s EMRIs. The expected errors of ΩM constrained by TianQin and TianQin I+II for various population
models is illustrated in the bottom panel of FIG. 25. One can find that TianQin provides little effective constraints
on ΩM under most of the population models. Only under the three models with optimistic EMRI rates, M6, M7,
and M12, does TianQin show an effective constraint on ΩM , but the best precision is only about 33%. TianQin I+II
configuration is able to achieve an effective constraint on ΩM under all but three population models, M4, M8, and
M10, and improves the best precision to about 13%.

The literature [499] adopts a non-flat ΛCDM model to analyze the joint constraining capabilities of TianQin on
three parameters, H0, ΩM , and ΩΛ, using MBHBs. In the optimistic case of MBHBs as bright sirens, TianQin is
able to achieve effective constraints on ΩM and ΩΛ under all population models, the precision of ΩM constrained by
TianQin is about 7% to 27% and the precision of ΩΛ is about 16% to 28%. TianQin I+II can improve the precision of
ΩM up to about 5% to 16% and the precision of ΩΛ up to about 11% to 25%. In the conservative case of MBHBs as
dark sirens, the distribution of the constraining errors on ΩM and ΩΛ by TianQin and TianQin I+II are demonstrated
in FIG. 26. One can find that for both ΩM and ΩΛ, TianQin can only achieve effective constraint under Q3 nod
population model with optimistic MBHB merger rate. Although the method of using the MMBH − Lbulge relation to
weight the candidate host galaxies of MBHBs as discussed in Section IVA5 can improve the constraining capability,
the effect is also obvious only under the Q3 nod model. TianQin I+II also achieves effective constraints on ΩM and
ΩΛ only under the Q3 nod model. Under the Q3 nod model, using the weighted method with the MMBH − Lbulge
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FIG. 26. Distributions of the errors of (H0,ΩM ,ΩΛ) constrained by dark MBHBs under pop III, Q3 d and Q3 nod population
models [499]. The left and right columns show the results from TianQin and TianQin I+II, respectively. The horizontal gray
dashed line represents a equivalence error of 1σ CI from the prior. For each result, the box represents the range of 25%− 75%
of the data distribution, the upper limit of the whisker length is 1.5 times the box length, and the crosses are outliers. In the
center of each box, the dot represents the mean value, the short horizontal line represents the median value. For each box
color, gray and red represent the distribution of errors obtained using the fiducial and the weighted methods, respectively.

relation, the precisions of ΩM and ΩΛ constrained by TianQin are about 35% and 26%, respectively, and TianQin
I+II is able to improve these two precisions to about 25% and 21%, respectively.

Estimating ΩM and ΩΛ can help us measure H0 more accurately, in addition to helping us understand the fractions
of the various constituents of the universe. This is because when using data from relatively high redshifts to estimate
H0, the linear relation of Hubble-Lemâıtre law breaks down and the full DL−z relation expressed in Equation (108) is
needed to accurately estimate H0. Whereas there are certain degree of degeneracies between H0 and ΩM and between
H0 and ΩΛ, thus constraints on ΩM and ΩΛ can break the degeneracies and improve the accuracy of H0. Finally,
for clarity, the expected precisions of constraining ΩM and ΩΛ by TianQin using dark EMRIs and dark MBHBs are
listed in Table XI.

C. TianQin forecast for probing dark energy

This section will reports the capability of TianQin for constrain the dark energy EoS using standard sirens with a
model-dependent method. The dark energy EoS models that one adopted are present in Section IVA1. As in the
previous section, the authors also present the potential of each class of standard sirens separately.

1. Dark energy versus the cosmological constant

The discoveries of the acceleration of the cosmic expansion [1221, 1222] triggered the proposals for the concept of
dark energy and some modified gravity Theories [1223–1225]. Among researchers in astronomy, dark energy are widely
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FIG. 27. Same as FIG. 25, but for the constraints from EMRIs on dark energy EoS parameters w0 and wa [1145]. The
green-shaded areas represent error scales of ∆w0 = 0.1 and ∆wa = 0.1.

accepted. The standard model as well as the simplest model of dark energy is the cosmological constant Λ [35], which
Albert Einstein claimed to be the greatest “mistake” he himself made. The parameter w of the EoS of dark energy
described by the cosmological constant is also a constant with the value of −1, i.e., w ≡ −1. Although the cosmological
constant description of dark energy fits well with many current cosmological observations [35, 39, 563, 1226], when
one attempts to understand the physical nature of dark energy from a quantum field perspective, one will fall into the
so-called “cosmological constant problem” [35, 1223–1225], i.e., the vacuum energy density predicted by quantum field
theory is about 120 orders of magnitude higher than the equivalent density of dark energy derived from cosmological
observations.

In order to explore the nature of dark energy by means of astronomical observations, researchers have proposed
a number of phenomenological parameterized forms to describe the deviation of the dark energy EoS with respect
to the cosmological constant and its evolution with redshift. The most widely used parametrized form is the CPL
model [1064, 1065], the form of the CPL EoS model is presented in Equation (111). By fitting the CPL model, earlier
BAO and SNe Ia datasets showed some signs of dark energy deviating from the cosmological constant, but not with
significant enough confidence [44, 1227, 1228]. Recently, the latest DESI’s BAO data combined with the CMB and SNe
Ia datasets obtain evidence of dark energy deviating from the cosmological constant with greater than 3σ confidence
[61]. In addition, the reconstructions of the evolution of the dark energy EoS with redshift using the tomographic
Alcock-Paczynski method also show signs of dark energy deviating from the cosmological constant [59, 60, 1229].

In conclusion, the nature of dark energy is still a great mystery to be further explored, either from the theoretical
point of view or from the observation point of view. GW standard sirens, as an independent self-calibrating cosmic
probe, is expected to contribute usefulness in probing the nature of dark energy.

2. Constraints on dark energy EoS

In this section, the adopted parameterization form of dark energy EoS is the CPL model [1064, 1065], while fixing
the ΛCDM parameters, such as H0, ΩM and ΩΛ, to their true values. As reported in the literature [1145], FIG.
27 illustrates the errors of 1σ CI for w0 and wa constrained by TianQin and TianQin I+II under various EMRI
population models. TianQin using EMRI detections can only achieve effective constraints on the w0 parameter and
cannot effectively constrain wa under all population models. The precisions of w0 constraining by TianQin under the
various population models vary greatly, with the precision of w0 being able to be better than 10% under the models
with optimistic EMRI rates, while under the models with pessimistic EMRI rates, the precisions of w0 are only about
40%. As in the case of restricting other cosmological parameters, TianQin I+II can also significantly improve the
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FIG. 28. Same as FIG. 26, but for the constraints from MBHBs on dark energy EoS parameters w0 and wa [499].

constraints on the dark energy EoS. TianQin I+II can improve the precision of w0 to about 5%− 20% under various
population models. And TianQin I+II could realize effective constraints on the parameter wa under optimistic EMRI
population models, such as the M7 and M12 models. In addition, in particular, if the correlation between the spatial
distributions of EMRIs and AGNs can be established, AGN catalogs can be used to more precisely extract the redshift
information of EMRIs, thereby improving the precision of constraints on the dark energy EoS. For example, under
the fiducial EMRI model, the M1 model, TianQin’s constraint on the dark energy EoS parameter w0 using galaxy
catalogs is approximately 25%, however, once the EMRI-AGN correlation is established, TianQin can improve the
precision of w0 to nearly 10% by using AGN catalogs, as shown in the right panel of FIG. 27.

For the prospects of constraining the CPL model parameters w0 and wa with MBHB detections, one follows the
scenario setup of Section IVB (also see the literature [499]) and present the prospects under the bright and dark siren
assumptions separately. In the optimistic assumption that MBHBs behave as bright sirens, relying on the precise
luminosity distance information provided by the MBHB detections and the precise redshift information provided by
the EM counterpart observations, TianQin can achieve effective constraints on w0 and wa simultaneously under all
three population models, pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod. The expected constraining errors on w0 by TianQin are about
12%, 14%, and 9%, and the expected ∆wa are about 0.66, 0.67, and 0.49, respectively; and TianQin I+II can improve
the precisions of w0 to about 11%, 12%, and 7%, and reduce ∆wa to about 0.62, 0.65, and 0.39, respectively.
In the conservative assumption that MBHBs behave as dark sirens, the constraints on w0 and wa are much weaker.

The errors of 1σ CI for w0 and wa constrained by TianQin and TianQin I+II are shown in FIG. 28. One can find
that TianQin and TianQin I+II can only effectively constrain w0 under the pop III and Q3 d population models, and
effectively constrain wa only under the Q3 nod model. This is because the MBHB merger rates predicted by the pop
III and Q3 d models are significantly lower than that of the Q3 nod model. Using the weighted method described
in Section IVA5 (also see the literature [499]), which uses the MMBH − Lbulge relation to weight the candidate host
galaxies of MBHBs, the expected constraints of w0 are about 36%, 37%, and 14% for TianQin, and 27%, 30%, and 8%
for TianQin I+II, respectively, under the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod population models. Under the Q3 nod model,
TianQin and TianQin I+II can constrain wa to errors of ∆wa = 0.65 and ∆wa = 0.60, respectively. Finally, for clarity,
the expected precisions for constraining w0 and wa by TianQin using EMRIs and MBHBs without EM counterparts
are listed in Table XII.

3. Selections on dark energy models

This section will present the necessity and prospects of TianQin for the analysis of cosmological model selection.
The necessity of conducting a model selection analysis is reflected in two aspects, the first is the large uncertainty in
the precision of the dark energy EoS constrained by TianQin, and the second is that fitting the data with an improper
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model would lead to systematic biases in the parameter estimations. For the first aspect, the previous section
demonstrated that TianQin can achieves seemingly precise constraint on the dark energy EoS, but the constraining
error varies greatly under different population models. Furthermore, the results presented in the previous section
were all obtained when the ΛCDM parameters were fixed to their true values, and if the uncertainties of the ΛCDM
parameters is taken into account, i.e., H0, ΩM and ΩΛ are also taken as free parameters to be constrained together,
then the constraining precision of the dark energy EoS parameters will become even worse. The left subfigure of
FIG. 29 illustrates a typical result of TianQin I+II using MBHB dark sirens to simultaneously constrain the four
parameters, ΛCDM parameters H0, ΩM , and ΩΛ, and dark energy EoS w. One can see that one has almost no
constraining capability on w in this case. For the second aspect, the results of the parameter estimations obtained
by fitting the data with the ΛCDM model (corresponding to a dark energy EoS of w ≡ −1) is illustrated in the right
subfigure of FIG. 29, when the true value of the dark energy EoS is w = −2. One can find that there are significant
systematic biases in the estimations of each ΛCDM parameter.

FIG. 29. Typical constraints on (h,ΩM ,ΩΛ, w) (left) and (h,ΩM ,ΩΛ) (right) [1230]. The results in the left and right subfigures
constrained from the same mock dataset, which is the dark MBHBs detected by TianQin I+II. Particularly, the true value of
the dark energy EoS injected when simulating the data is w = −2. In each subfigure, the solid black lines mark the true values
of the parameters, and the top panel of each column shows the marginalized result for the corresponding parameter with an
error of 1σ CI. The logarithmic Bayes factor lnB01 ≡ ln[P (DGW,DEM|ΛCDM, I)/P (DGW,DEM|wCDM, I)] for the constraints
of right and left subfigures is lnB01 ≈ −2.8.

An optimistic scenario is considered as a preliminary analysis, i.e., MBHBs as bright sirens. A Bayes factor described
in Section IVA1 is used to quantitatively compare the degree of support of detection data for different cosmological
models. Following the literature [1230], one carry out the analysis in two steps, the first focusing on exploring the
conditions under which a variable dark energy EoS parameter w needs to be introduced, one that is free to vary rather
than being constantly equal to negative one to account for the data, and and the second focuses on the conditions
under which a parameter wa needs to be introduced, which carves out the evolution of the dark energy EoS with
respect to redshift to account for the data.

In the first step, the two cosmological models one consider are ΛCDM and wCDM. The free parameters of the
ΛCDM model include three in total, H0, ΩM , and ΩΛ, and the free parameters of the wCDM model include four in
total, H0, ΩM , ΩΛ, and w. When simulating the data one set the fiducial model to be wCDM, the simulations are
divided into four groups, each group of simulations to keep h = 0.678, ΩM = 0.307, and ΩΛ = 0.693 unchanged, and
only change the value of w, the four injected values of w are set as w = {−2,−1.5,−1,−0.5}. Setting the logarithmic
Bayes factor for this step to lnB01 ≡ ln[P (DGW,DEM|ΛCDM, I)/P (DGW,DEM|wCDM, I)], and the distributions of
Bayes factors for the four groups of simulations are illustrated in FIG. 30. One adopts a modified “Jeffreys’ scale” as
a judgment of the support strength of the data for the models [1094, 1095], the modified Jeffreys’ scale has a total of
three levels of strength of evidence, namely “weak evidence”, “moderate evidence”, and “strong evidence”, the critical
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FIG. 30. Distributions of Bayes factors for ΛCDM and wCDM models conditional on different values of dark energy EoS w
[1230]. The data are derived from MBHB detections and assume that MBHBs are bright sirens. The top and bottom rows
represent the results for TianQin and TianQin I+II, respectively, and the left, middle, and right columns represent the results
in the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod population model conditions, respectively. The thin, medium, and think dashed red lines
represent the weak evidence, moderate evidence, and strong evidence for the strength of model support, respectively.

FIG. 31. Same as FIG. 30, but the logarithmic Bayes factors are for the wCDM and w0waCDM models [1230].
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values of the Bayes factor for the three levels of strength of evidence are 1 ≤ | lnB01|, 2.5 ≤ | lnB01|, and 5 ≤ | lnB01|,
respectively, and when | lnB01| < 1 represents that the data do not have a clear preference for the two models [1095].
From FIG. 30 one can see that TianQin can only obtain a weak evidence for supporting the wCDM model when
w = −2 and under the Q3 nod model, and TianQin I+II can increase the strength of support to a moderate evidence.
When there is a moderate evidence of support for a particular model in the data, if one tries to fit the data with an
unsupported model, there is already a significant systematic bias, as illustrated in FIG. 29.

In the second step, the two cosmological models one consider are wCDM and w0waCDM. The free parameters of
the w0waCDM model include five in total, H0, ΩM , ΩΛ, and two CPL dark energy EoS parameters w0 and wa. Here
one set the fiducial model as w0waCDM to simulate data, the simulations continues to be divided into four groups,
each group of simulations to keep h = 0.678, ΩM = 0.307, ΩΛ = 0.693 and w0 = −1 unchanged, and only change the
value of wa, the four injected values of wa are set as wa = {−2,−1, 0, 0.5}. Setting the logarithmic Bayes factor to
lnB01 ≡ ln[P (DGW,DEM|wCDM, I)/P (DGW,DEM|w0waCDM, I)], and the distributions of lnB01 for this four groups
of simulations are illustrated in FIG. 31. One can find that, similarly to the first step, TianQin can obtain a weak
evidence for the support on the w0waCDM model only under the conditions of wa = −2 and in the Q3 nod model,
and TianQin I+II can increase the strength of the support to a moderate evidence.

In general, the potential of TianQin to discriminate between various cosmological models is mainly limited by the
number of MBHB detections. TianQin can be expected to go to a better model selection capability by adding EMRIs’
data. In addition, the inclusion of SBHBs’ data is also expected to improve the model selection capability, although
SBHBs can only provide effective constraint onH0, the improvement inH0 precision can break the degeneracy between
individual parameters and thus improve the constraints on the whole cosmological parameters. The authors leave the
analysis of TianQin’s model selection capability with the inclusion of EMRI and SBHB data for future researches.

D. Improvements from multiple detectors

This section will present the usefulness of multiple space-based GW detectors, such as LISA [77, 1061], TianQin
[473, 1231], and Taiji [78, 1232], to form a network to improve the constraints on the ΛCDM model and CPL
dark energy model parameters. This section uses TianQin as the basis to discuss the improvements of cosmological
inferences by a network composed of TianQin and LISA. Since both TianQin and LISA detectors are planned to
be launched around 2035 [77, 1231], it is very likely that the TianQin+LISA network will materialize. Moreover,
considering that LISA and Taiji have similar spatial configurations and sensitivities, the performance of TianQin+Taiji
network [76] can be referred to the TianQin+LISA network. And the cosmological forecasts of a network of LISA
plus Taiji are beyond the scope of this paper and can be found in the literatures [1146, 1233, 1234]. In addition,
this section will present the prospects for cosmological constraints from TianQin GW detections in combination with
other cosmological probes.

1. LISA forecasts for ΛCDM and dark energy EoS

LISA and TianQin have very close detection bands and sensitivities, the prospects presented in the previous two
sections, i.e., Sections IVB and IVC, for TianQin to constrain the parameters of the ΛCDM cosmological model and
CPL dark energy model were similarly analyzed by LISA at earlier times. The candidate standard sirens of LISA are
the same three classes of GW sources, SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs, as for TianQin, except that LISA and TianQin
differ in their capabilities to detect these three classes of GW sources and in their prospects for inferring cosmology
using these three classes of GW sources (see the literatures [897] and [99] for astrophysical and cosmological reviews
of LISA).

For SBHBs, the literatures [1059] and [1060] report the prospects of measuring H0 when LISA alone and LISA
united with ET to form a multi-band network for detections, respectively. The forecasting precision of H0 from LISA
reported in the literature [1059] can reach the level of a few percent, which looks to be quite a bit better than the
precision of H0 from TianQin reported in the literature [1109], because the literature [1059] used an earlier and more
optimistic SBHB population models [1056], whereas this analysis of TianQin was based on the most recent population
model from LVK’s GWTC-3 [1097]. Based on a similar SBHB population model of LVK, the literature [1060] reports
that through a multi-band network composed of LISA and ET, LISA is able to constrain H0 to a precision of about
2% as well as ΩM to a precision of about 30% through 4 years of detection data, which are similar to the results of
TianQin.

For EMRIs and MBHBs, the expected precisions of various cosmological parameters constrained by LISA are
reported in the literatures [1058] and [1052], respectively. According to the reports of the literature [1058], LISA can
be expected to achieve about 2.5% precision for constraining H0, about 20% precision for constraining ΩM and about
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FIG. 32. Same as FIG. 24, but for the TianQin+LISA (left) and TianQin I+II+LISA (right) networks [1109].

10% precision for constraining dark energy EoS parameter w0 using 4 years of EMRI detections under the fiducial
population model, M1 model. As reported in the literature [1052], LISA through MBHB detections holds promise
to achieve constraints close to 1% precision level for H0, better than 10% precision level for ΩM , and a precision of
about 20% for w0. It is likely that the detection capabilities of LISA for these two classes of GW sources (compare
[226] and [73] for EMRIs, and [474] and [74] for MBHBs), as well as the capabilities of utilizing them to constrain
H0, ΩM and w0, are indeed somewhat better than TianQin. This is mainly due to the fact that the GW signals of
EMRIs and MBHBs are more concentrated in the frequency bands where LISA is more sensitive than TianQin.

For clarity, the precisions of H0, ΩM and ΩΛ in Table XI and the precisions of w0 and wa are listed in Table XII,
for LISA constraints on the ΛCDM and CPL dark energy models using SBHBs, EMRIs and MBHBs without EM
counterparts. To summarize, LISA has very impressive capabilities in inferring the cosmic expansion history using
SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs. However, TianQin will also play crucial roles in SBHB, EMRI, and MBHB detections,
as reported in the literatures [72–74, 82, 499, 1109, 1145] and previous tow sections (i.e., Sections IVB and IVC),
and the relationship between TianQin and LISA should not be purely competitive, but more importantly cooperative,
i.e., forming a multi-detector network. The role of multi-detector networks in improving cosmological inference will
be presented in next two subsections.

2. Constraints on ΛCDM from TianQin+LISA

According to the reports in the literatures [499, 1109, 1145], there are three main reasons why a multi-detector
network composed of TianQin and LISA can significantly improve the capability of constraining the cosmic expansion
history. First, the TianQin+LISA network can significantly improve the spatial localization precisions of various
classes of GW sources compared to a single detector detecting alone, e.g., the TianQin+LISA can reduce the spatial
localization errors of SBHBs by several times [72, 1109, 1112], and the spatial localization errors of EMRIs and MBHBs
by several times or even one to two orders of magnitude [499, 1145]. Second, the more precise sky localizations provided
by the TianQin+LISA network can improve the chances of finding the EM counterparts of GW sources. Third, the
TianQin+LISA network can increase the detection number of various classes of GW sources, e.g., the TianQin+LISA
can increase the detection number of SBHBs by about two times [72, 82, 1109, 1112], and increase the detection
numbers of EMRIs and MBHBs by several tens of percent [82, 499, 1145].

As reported in the literature [1109], based on the SBHB population model from LVK’s GWTC-3, TianQin+LISA
network is expected to detect about 11 SBHB inspiral GW sources with SNR > 12, and TianQin I+II+LISA can
increase the detection number of SBHBs with SNR > 12 to about 18. On the basis of such improvements, the
expected results of constraining H0 by the TianQin+LISA and TianQin I+II+LISA networks using SBHB detections
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are shown in FIG. 32. One can find that the TianQin+LISA network is able to constrain H0 to a precision of about
10%, while the TianQin I+II+LISA network can constrain H0 to a precision of about 5% [1109]. In comparison to
the precisions from individual TianQin reported in Section IVB2, the multi-detector network composed of TianQin
(I+II) and LISA reduces the error of H0 by a factor of about three.

By the reports in the literature [1145], the constraining errors of H0 and ΩM by the TianQin+LISA network for
various EMRI population models are shown in the red error bars of FIG. 25. One can notices that under most
population models except M8, the TianQin+LISA network achieves better than or close to precisions of 2% for the
constraints of H0, especially under the two models, M7 and M12, where the constraints of H0 even achieve precisions
of better than 1%. These precisions of precisions add confidence to clarifying the Hubble tension. Besides, the
TianQin+LISA network achieves effective constraints on ΩM under most population models, and precisions of better
than 10% are achieved under the M7 and M12 models.

FIG. 33. Same as FIG. 26, but for the TianQin+LISA (left column) and TianQin I+II+LISA (right column) networks [499].

For MBHBs, considering both the optimistic and conservative scenarios (i.e., with and without EM counterparts)
again, as reported in the literature [499]. In the optimistic scenario, the TianQin+LISA network is able to constrain
H0, ΩM and ΩΛ parameters to precisions of about 1.3%−3.8%, 5%−15%, and 11%−26%, respectively. The worst and
best precisions are obtained under the Q3 d and Q3 nod population models, respectively, and the precisions obtained
under the pop III model lie in the middle. The TianQin I+II+LISA network can improve the constraints of H0, ΩM
and ΩΛ to about 1.2% − 3.6%, 4% − 13%, and 10% − 25% precisions, respectively. In the conservative scenario, the
distributions of precisions on H0, ΩM and ΩΛ constrained by the TianQin+LISA and TianQin I+II+LISA networks
under the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod models are illustrated in FIG. 33. One can see that for H0 and ΩM , the
TianQin+LISA or TianQin I+II+LISA network achieves effective constraints under all three models, but for ΩΛ,
TianQin+LISA or TianQin I+II+LISA can only achieve effective constraint under the Q3 nod model. By using the
weighted method that the authors describe in Section IVA5, i.e., weighting the candidate host galaxies of MBHBs
with the MMBH − Lbulge relation, the TianQin+LISA (TianQin I+II+LISA) network is able to achieve expected
precisions of about 4.7% (3.5%), 5.2% (4.7%), and 1.8% (1.7%) for H0 constraints, and about 39% (33%), 46% (39%),
and 15% (12%) for ΩM constraints under the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod models, respectively. In particular, the
precisions of constraining ΩΛ for TianQin+LISA and TianQin I+II+LISA are about 20% and 18% under the Q3 nod
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model, respectively. Note that the expected precisions of constraining H0, ΩM and ΩΛ by the TianQin+LISA network
using SBHBs, EMRIs and MBHBs without EM counterparts are listed in Table XI, for clearer comparisons with the
precisions of individual detectors on their own.

In summary, regardless of the class of standard sirens, the TianQin+LISA network significantly improves the
capability of constraining the ΛCDM parameters relative to the individual detections of TianQin and LISA. For
SBHBs, where the population properties are relatively certain, the TianQin+LISA network is able to constrain H0

to a precision of about 3% without relying on ground-based GW detectors, while for the two classes of GW sources,
EMRIs and MBHBs, where the population properties are very uncertain, the TianQin+LISA network significantly
increases the probability of obtaining precise H0 constraint. Therefore the TianQin+LISA network can serve as
a candidate solution for the utilizing space-based GW detections to independently provide H0 measurements that
contribute to the clarification of the Hubble tension.

TABLE XI. Forecasts of constraining ΛCDM parameters (H0,ΩM ,ΩΛ) with SBHBs, EMRIs, MBHBs for TianQin, LISA and
the TianQin+LISA network. The upper and lower bounds on the errors are the results obtained in the most optimistic and
pessimistic population models, respectively. Particularly, here EMRIs include only the M1, M5, and M6 population models, in
order to facilitate the comparison between TianQin and LISA. The sign “· · · ” means no effective constraint.

GW Cosmological Expected relative error

population parameter TianQin (+ET) LISA (+ET) TianQin joint LISA

H0

∼ 20% [1109] ∼ 5% [1059] ∼ 3% [1109]

SBHBs
(∼ 1.5%) [1109] (∼ 2%) [1060]

ΩM · · · (∼ 40%) [1109] · · · (∼ 30%) [1060] · · ·

ΩΛ · · · · · · · · ·

EMRIs
H0 ∼ 5%− 8% [1145] ∼ 1%− 4% [1058] ∼ 1%− 2% [1145]

(M1,M5,M6)
ΩM ∼ 45% − > 50% [1145] ∼ 30%− 60% [1058] ∼ 15%− 26% [1145]

ΩΛ · · · · · · · · ·

MBHBs H0 ∼ 3%− 7% [499] ∼ 2%− 7% [499] ∼ 2%− 5% [499]

(popIII, Q3 d, ΩM ∼ 35%− 60% [499] ∼ 18%− 50% [499] ∼ 12%− 40% [499]

Q3 nod, w/o EM) ΩΛ > 30% [499] ∼ 22% − > 30% [499] ∼ 20% − > 30% [499]

3. Constraints on dark energy from TianQin+LISA

The improvement effect of the multi-detector network composed of TianQin and LISA on constraining the dark
energy EoS is similar to that shown in the previous subsection for constraining the ΛCDM. The red error bars in FIG.
27 show the constraining errors on the CPL dark energy model parameters w0 and wa by the TianQin+LISA network
for various EMRI population models (also presented in the literature [1145]). One can see that the TianQin+LISA
network is able to achieve precisions of better than 10% for the constraints on w0 under most of the EMRI population
models except M8, among which the precision of w0 reaches better than 5% under the M7 and M12 models that have
relatively optimistic EMRI rates [226]. Even under the pessimistic M8 model, the precision of w0 is achieved to about
22%. Such level of precision is expected to provide a useful reference for determining whether the dark energy EoS
actually deviates from the cosmological constant. In addition, for the parameter wa, the TianQin+LISA network also
achieves an effective constraint with a precision of about 40% under the two optimistic population models, M7 and
M12.

For MBHB constraints on the dark energy equation of state, one follow the setup of the previous subsection (also
presented in the literature [499]) and present the prospects in the optimistic and conservative scenarios separately.
In the optimistic scenario, the TianQin+LISA network is able to achieve about 10%, 12%, and 7% precision for the
constraint on w0 under the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod population models, respectively, and the TianQin I+II+LISA
network can improve these precisions to about 9%, 11%, and 6%, respectively. For the constraint on the parameter
wa, the precisions that TianQin+LISA and TianQin I+II+LISA can obtain are about 60% under both the pop III
and Q3 d models, and about 35% under the Q3 nod model. In the conservative scenario, both the TianQin+LISA
and TianQin I+II+LISA networks can only effectively constrain the parameter w0 under both the pop III and Q3 d
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FIG. 34. Same as FIG. 26, but for the constraints on the CPL dark energy EoS model parameters (w0, wa) by the TianQin+LISA
(left column) and TianQin I+II+LISA (right column) networks [499].

TABLE XII. Forecasts of constraining CPL dark energy EoS parameters (w0, wa) with EMRIs and MBHBs for TianQin, LISA
and the TianQin+LISA network. The upper and lower bounds on the errors are the results obtained in the most optimistic and
pessimistic population models, respectively. Particularly, here EMRIs include only the M1, M5, and M6 population models, in
order to facilitate the comparison between TianQin and LISA. The sign “· · · ” means no effective constraint.

GW Dark energy Expected relative error

population EoS parameter TianQin LISA TianQin joint LISA

EMRIs w0 ∼ 15%− 39% [1145] ∼ 7%− 12% [1058] ∼ 6%− 7% [1145]

(M1,M5,M6) wa · · · · · · ∆wa ≳ 0.4 [1145]

MBHBs (popIII, w0 ∼ 14%− 37% [499] ∼ 8%− 30% [499] ∼ 8%− 22% [499]

Q3 d, Q3 nod, w/o EM) wa ∆wa > 0.6 [499] ∆wa > 0.6 [499] ∆wa ≳ 0.6 [499]

models, and only provide effective constraints on the two parameters w0 and wa simultaneously under the Q3 nod
model, as illustrated in FIG. 34. Using the weighted method that weights the candidate host galaxies of MBHBs
with the MMBH −Lbulge relation, Using a weighted approach, the expected precisions of the TianQin+LISA network
for w0 constraints under the pop III, Q3 d, and Q3 nod models are about 19%, 22%, and 8%, respectively, and the
TianQin I+II+LISA network can improve these precisions to about 11%, 19%, and 7%, respectively. In particular,
under the Q3 nod model, the TianQin+LISA or TianQin I+II+LISA network can provide constraining precision of
about 60% for wa.
Finally, for clearer comparisons with the precisions of individual detectors when they are detecting alone, the

expected precisions of constraining w0 and wa by the TianQin+LISA network using EMRIs and MBHBs without
EM counterparts are listed in Table XII. One can see that the multi-detector network composed of TianQin and
LISA always provides a significant improvement in the constraints on CPL model parameters compared to TianQin
or LISA detecting alone. Thus a multi-detector network can contribute more helpful constraint on dark energy EoS
for probing the nature of dark energy.

4. Combination with other cosmological probes

Subsection coordinator: Xin Zhang
As mentioned earlier, since GWs can directly measure absolute distances on cosmological scales, standard siren

observations can provide excellent measurements of the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant. However, their effectiveness in
measuring other cosmological parameters is somewhat limited. In particular, when using TianQin’s GW standard
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siren observations to measure the equation of state of dark energy, the resulting errors are significant. Yet, this does
not imply that GW standard sirens cannot play an important role in measuring the equation of state of dark energy.
On the contrary, GW standard siren observations will undoubtedly have a significant impact on dark energy research
in the future. This is because GW standard siren observations need to be combined with other cosmological probes
to play a crucial role in cosmological research.

In terms of measuring dark energy, the best current combination of observational probes is CMB + BAO + SN,
where BAO represents BAO data obtained through galaxy redshift surveys, and SN represents Type Ia supernova
observation data. Although CMB is the most accurate cosmological probe, as it is an early-universe observation, it
cannot effectively measure the equation of state of dark energy alone (because dark energy begins to dominate the
evolution of the universe only in the late times). In such cases, cosmological parameter degeneracy is very severe.
To break this degeneracy, it is necessary to combine late-universe observations. Therefore, CMB must be combined
with BAO and SN to effectively constrain the equation of state of dark energy. Currently, using CMB + BAO + SN
(hereinafter abbreviated as CBS for convenience), the parameter w (assuming the equation of state of dark energy is
a constant) can be measured with a precision slightly less than 3%; for the case of two parameters, w0 and wa, the
current precision for w0 is about 8%, and the absolute error for wa is approximately 0.3. In the future, GW standard
siren observations can help significantly improve the measurement accuracy of the equation of state of dark energy.

FIG. 35. Two-dimensional marginalized contours (68.3% and 95.4% confidence level) in the Ωm–H0 plane for the ΛCDM
model, in the Ωm–H0 plane and Ωm–w plane for the wCDM model by using the TianQin, CMB, and CMB+TianQin. Here,
the TianQin mock data are simulated based on the Q3nod model. This figure is taken from [1235].

FIG. 36. Two-dimensional marginalized contours (68.3% and 95.4% confidence level) in the Ωm–H0 plane for the ΛCDM
model, in the w–H0 plane for the wCDM model by using the TianQin, CMB+BAO+SN, and CMB+BAO+SN+TianQin data
combinations. Here, the TianQin mock data are simulated based on the Q3nod model. This figure is taken from [1235].
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The most crucial role of GW standard sirens in cosmological research is to help further break cosmological parameter
degeneracies. Because standard sirens can play a unique role in measuring the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant, they
create unique degeneracy directions in the parameter space of cosmological models. Therefore, when combined
with other cosmological probes, their degeneracy directions are often nearly orthogonal in many cases, leading to
very effective joint constraints. Research on standard sirens using third-generation ground-based GW detectors has
clearly demonstrated the role of standard sirens in cosmological research (see [1236–1244]). Compared to higher-
frequency standard sirens detected by the ground-based detectors, space-based millihertz band standard sirens have
the advantage of much higher signal-to-noise ratios in most cases, so only a small number of standard siren data are
needed to effectively contribute to cosmological constraints [1235, 1245]. Reference [1235] studied the role of TianQin’s
bright siren observations in cosmological research, which well illustrates this point.

Considering MBHBs as bright sirens (whose EM counterparts can be observed by large optical and radio telescopes
currently under construction), TianQin’s five-year observations could potentially yield a dozen to two dozen bright
siren data (this also depends on the population model, with models such as pop III, Q3d, and Q3nod leading to some
differences). Figure 35 shows the constraints on the ΛCDM and wCDM models by TianQin’s bright siren observations
(simulated data) and their joint constraints with CMB, using the Q3nod population model as an example. It is clear
that the degeneracy direction of GWs in parameter space is distinctly different from that of CMB, especially in the
case of the wCDM model, where they are nearly completely orthogonal, leading to a good breaking of parameter
degeneracy. Neither CMB nor GWs alone can effectively constrain the equation of state of dark energy, but their
combination can provide excellent constraints, with a measurement precision for w of about 3.6%. Figure 36 shows
the combination of TianQin’s bright siren observations with CBS, and one find that in this case, standard sirens can
further break parameter degeneracy, leading to better constraint results.

The aforementioned example demonstrates that the bright siren observations of TianQin will play a crucial role
in the comprehensive measurement of the dark-energy equation of state in the future. They can effectively break
the inherent cosmological parameter degeneracies in CMB data. In fact, one hopes to accurately measure some
key cosmological parameters, including the dark-energy equation of state, solely through late-universe observations.
However, this is quite challenging, and without the inclusion of CMB data, the cosmological constraints generally
yield poor results.

Yet, with the advancement of observational technology, one has new hopes. In the next decade or so, the author
is likely to develop new cosmological tools that will make it possible to precisely measure dark energy using only
late-universe observations. For instance, the construction of a new generation of ground-based GW detectors and
space-based GW detectors like TianQin will provide us with abundant GW standard siren data. The completion
of large radio telescope arrays such as the SKA will enable neutral hydrogen 21-cm intensity mapping (IM) surveys
and detect and accurately localize numerous FRBs, which have the potential to become important late-universe
probes [1246–1253]. GW standard sirens have unique advantages in measuring the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant, but
their effectiveness in measuring the dark-energy equation of state is limited. In contrast, 21-cm IM and localized
FRBs (with redshift measurements) have advantages in measuring the dark-energy equation of state, but neither can
accurately measure the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant alone. The characteristics of these probes indicate that they are
highly complementary. Therefore, when GW standard sirens are combined with 21-cm IM, FRBs, and other probes,
they can break parameter degeneracies and yield better joint constraint results [1249, 1250, 1253]. Reference [1254]
simulated the observational data from four potential late-universe probes in the future: GWs, 21-cm IM, FRBs, and
strong gravitational lensing. It found that their combination can accurately measure the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant
and the dark-energy equation of state, with constraints superior to those from CBS. Therefore, TianQin’s standard
siren observations will make significant contributions to the comprehensive development of precise late-universe probes
in the future.

E. Potential of gravitational lensing effect

Subsection coordinator: Shun-Jia Huang

If GW from a coalescing binary passes near massive objects, gravitational lensing will affect GW in the same way as
it does for light [424, 439, 1119], which will influence the strain of GW, and, in strong lensing cases, produce multiple
images with arrival time delay. The detection of strongly lensed GW signals provide a unique probe for various
cosmological studies. This subsection will introduces the potential contribution to cosmology by using strongly lensed
GW signals detected with TianQin, including measuring the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant and testing the CDDR.
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FIG. 37. Two strongly lensed GW waveforms, with all other parameters fixed but H0 slightly different. This figure is taken
from [1072].

1. Measuring the Hubble-Lemâıtre Constant

The phenomenon of strong gravitational lensing results in multiple images of a distant source along different paths,
leading to time delays in their arrival at the observer. This effect is particularly significant for time-varying luminous
sources such as quasars and explosive transients, for which these time delays can be measured. As proposed by
Refsdal in 1964, these time delays provide a method for measuring the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant, a technique known
as time delay cosmography [1255, 1256]. By precisely determining the Einstein radius and time delays, the angular
diameter distance ratio of the lensing system can be constrained. To determine the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant,
one also needs accurate knowledge of the lens system’s Fermat potential, which depends on the mass model of
the lens. Observations of lensed images help constrain the lens’s mass distribution, but additional data, such as
extended arcs from the host galaxy or velocity dispersion from spectral observations [1257, 1258], may be needed
for a complete mass model. The H0LiCOW project recently used gravitational lensing time delays to measure the
Hubble-Lemâıtre constant, obtaining a value of H0 = 73.3+1.7

−1.8 km s−1 Mpc−1 [51], demonstrating the potential for
improving measurement precision with increased observational data. Furthermore, these time delays can also be used
to constrain other cosmological parameters, such as the equation of state of dark energy and the PPN parameter of
MGT [427, 1259].

Gravitational lensing time delays can be used to measure the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant not only through EM
observations but also via GW observations [429]. Although no confirmed lensed GW signals have been identified in
the LVK observations yet [459, 462, 463], it has been suggested that third-generation ground-based detectors like ET
could constrain the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant’s relative error to 0.68% using strongly lensed GW signals [430], and 50
strongly lensed GW events could offer constraints comparable to 580 SN Ia, highlighting the method’s potential for
distinguishing cosmological models [1260]. With a model-independent approach using the FLRW metric’s distance
summation rule, it has been shown that 10 strongly lensed GW events could provide constraints similar to 300 lensed
quasar events, mainly due to the higher precision of GW time delay measurements [432]. If one can combine GW
and EM wave arrival time differences from the same lensed source to constrain cosmological parameters, then even a
single event could provide meaningful Hubble-Lemâıtre constant constraints [1261]. Multi-messenger observations with
strongly lensed GWs could pinpoint the host galaxy of merging black holes, allowing for Hubble-Lemâıtre constant
measurements with high precision [428].

We have proposed a new method to measure the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0 using strongly lensed GW signals
[1072]. The waveform is reparameterized to explicitly include H0 in the parameter set. As shown in Fig. 37,
the strongly lensed GW waveforms are highly sensitivity to H0 and exhibit significant deviation with even a slight
difference in the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant. This was made possible by utilizing the waveform per se, instead of
just the time delay or the magnification [428–430, 432, 1260, 1261]. For the detected GW sources, TianQin’s sky
localization precision can reach the level of 1 deg2 to 0.1 deg2 [71–74], which makes it possible to combine subsequent
EM observations to implement multi-messenger astronomy. For an order-of-magnitude estimation of the strongly
lensed GW detection rate, the detection probability of strongly lensed GW from MBHB mergers is adopted to be
approximately 1% for space-based GW detectors [475], while under an optimistic model, the detection rate of MBHB
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FIG. 38. Comparison between the posterior distribution sampled by MCMC (black) and the ellipses based on the FIM (red)
with 90% credible regions.

event is expected to be at least on the order of O(102) per year [74]. Consequently, the total detection number for
strongly lensed GW events can be as high as ≳ O(5) over the course of a five-year mission lifetime. It is also assumed
that the EM counterpart of GW source is observed, for if MBHBs evolve in a gas-rich environment, the accretion of
gas could lead to the production of EM radiation [1262], which can then be utilized to ascertain the source redshift
[1052]. Fig. 38 shows that the strongly lensed GW waveform method is capable of localizing the Hubble-Lemâıtre
constant H0 with a precision of 1%.
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2. Testing the Cosmic Distance Duality Relation

The development of modern cosmology heavily relies on the distance-redshift relation. The redshift of celestial
bodies can be accurately obtained through spectroscopy, making the measurement of distances particularly important.
In general, the key quantities are the luminosity distance and the angular diameter distance. Theoretically, if the
following three conditions are met:

• Spacetime is described by the metric theory of gravity

• Photons propagate along null geodesics

• The number of photons is conserved

then the CDDR holds [1263]:

DA(z)(1 + z)2/DL(z) ≡ 1 , (117)

where DA and DL are the angular diameter distance and luminosity distance, respectively.
Testing the validity of the CDDR can not only deepen our understanding of the universe but also reveal possible

new physical and astrophysical mechanisms [1264]. Testing the CDDR requires measurements of both luminosity
distance and angular diameter distance at the same redshift. Common combinations include data from SN Ia, which
serve as standard candles to provide luminosity distance measurements, and data from galaxy clusters, which provide
measurements of angular diameter distance [1265–1267]. Cosmic opacity, which includes effects such as the dimming of
supernovae light by dust [1268] and the transformation of photons into light axions or gravitons, can affect luminosity
distance measurements and lead to violations of the CDDR [1269, 1270]. Angular diameter distances from galaxy
clusters are based on observations of X-ray surface brightness and the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect [1271], both of which
are affected by cosmic opacity [1272]. Other methods include using GRBs for luminosity distance measurements [1273]
and BAO for angular diameter distance measurements [1274]. However, these methods are either affected by cosmic
opacity or model-dependent.

GWs offer direct measurements of luminosity distance that is independent of cosmic opacity or cosmological models
[1275]. Additionally, strong gravitational lensing effects in elliptical galaxies have been utilized for cosmological studies
[51, 1276, 1277], which can also provide information on angular diameter distances independent of cosmic opacity
[1278, 1279]. Projects like H0LiCOW [1280] utilize time-delayed gravitational lensing systems to derive angular
diameter distances, showing great potential in cosmological research [51, 1281, 1282]. Following the first detection of
GW in 2015, researchers have employed GW data to examine the CDDR. In 2019, a study simulated GW signals
with existing gravitational lensing data to test CDDR, setting constraints on the deviation parameter η0 at 2.6% and
4.7% levels [1070] for the deviation models, η1(z) = 1 + η0z and η2(z) = 1 + η0z/(1 + z), respectively.

The above tests need to assume that the Universe is isotropy, but anisotropy could invalidate these tests [1283]. In
2020, a method was introduced using strongly lensed GW signals to provide both luminosity and angular diameter
distances from the same source [1284]. Using simulations based on ET and methods for error propagation analysis, the
deviation parameter η0 has been constrained to 1.3% and 3% for η1(z) and η2(z), respectively [1285]. The potential
of using machine learning to constrain η0 has been studied in [1286].

Recently, the CDDR is tested by incorporating η0 into the waveform parameter sets [1287]. Assuming the successful
detection of the EM counterpart of the strongly lensed GW signals from MBHB, the potential of testing CDDR based
on TianQin is studied. The expected measurement precision of η0 can reach a considerable 1% level, as shown in
FIG. 39. Specifically, for the point mass model for the lens, the measurement precision of η0 in the parametric forms
η1(z) = 1 + η0z and η2(z) = 1 + η0z/(1 + z) is 0.9% and 1.9%, respectively. One can see that η0 in η1(z) is better
constrained than that in η2(z). This is because η1(z) is more sensitive to changes in η0 compared to η2(z). In contrast,
for the Singular Isothermal Sphere model for the lens, the corresponding precision for η0 in η1 and η2 is significantly
higher, at 0.5% and 0.11%, respectively. This is because the gravitational lensing effect for the Singular Isothermal
Sphere model is stronger than that for the point mass model.

F. Summary of the section

This section reports the prospects of TianQin for constraining the standard cosmological model ΛCDM and the
dark energy EoS model CPL, using the three classes of candidate standard sirens, SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs. For
the ΛCDM parameters:

83



FIG. 39. The probability density functions of η0 constrained with strongly lensed GW signals. (PM: point mass; SIS: Singular
Isothermal Sphere.) This figure is taken from [1287].

• Using SBHBs, TianQin can achieve a precision of about 20% for the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0 measurement
when it detects alone, and TianQin is expected to be able to constrain H0 to a precision of close to 1% if it can
perform a multi-band GW analysis in conjunction with the ET detections;

• Using EMRIs, TianQin can achieve an expected precision of about 3%− 8% for H0 constraint, and an expected
precision of about 50% for ΩM constraint;

• Using MBHBs, (i) in the optimistic scenario where their EM counterparts can be observed, TianQin is expected
to achieve a precision of about 2% − 4% for H0 constraint, and precisions of about 10% − 30% and about
20% − 30% for ΩM and ΩΛ constraints, respectively; and (ii) in the conservative scenario where their EM
counterparts cannot be observed, TianQin can only provide an expected precision of about 3% − 7% for H0

constraint, and it is difficult to effectively constrain ΩM and ΩΛ; besides, (iii) if MBHB GW signals meet strong
gravitational lensing effects, TianQin can ideally provide a competitive precision of about 1% for H0 constraint
even through a single MBHB detection.

For the CPL dark energy EoS model parameters, only EMRIs and MBHBs can provide effective constraints,

• Using EMRIs, TianQin can achieve an expected constraining precision of about 15%−40% for w0, and is unable
to effectively constrain wa;

• Using MBHBs, (i) in the optimistic scenario, TianQin can be expected to achieve a precision of about 10%−15%
for constraining w0, and an expected precision ∆w0 ∼ 0.4 − 0.6 for wa, and (ii) in the conservative scenario,
TianQin is expected to achieve a precision of about 15%− 40% for w0 constraint, but an expected precision of
∆wa > 0.6 for wa constraint.

Moreover, one note here that the candidate detector configuration of TianQin, i.e., twin constellation — TianQin
I+II, is expected to significantly improve the constraints for various cosmological parameters. As constraining capa-
bilities completely independent of the cosmic distance ladder, CMB and BAO observations, the expected constraining
capability of the three classes of standard sirens on H0 is promising to provide an important role in clarifying the
Hubble tension, and on w0 is expected to make an effective contribution to probing the nature of dark energy.
Compared to single detectors, there can be great improvements from the detector networks like TianQin+LISA.

The TianQin+LISA network is expected to improve the constraints for various cosmological parameters, e.g., H0 and
w0, with improvements ranging from a few tens of percent to a factor of a few, compared to TianQin or LISA detecting
alone. These improvements can greatly increase the contribution of space-based GW detections to addressing the
Hubble tension and probing dark energy.

Beyond the prospects of constraining cosmological parameters, TianQin can also be used to discriminate dark
energy EoS models and test the CDDR. For the selection of dark energy EoS models, utilizing MBHBs with their
EM counterparts, TianQin can provide moderate evidence for the true dark energy model in the best-case scenario.
For testing the CDDR, TianQin can measure the deviation parameter η0 to a precision of approximately 1%.
Finally, we note that space-based GW detectors such as TianQin can detect some GW events to very high redshifts

(such as z > 15 for MBHBs), enabling them to probe the global structure of the cosmic space. Such probability has
just recently started to be investigated [1288].
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V. SUMMARY

In this white paper, we summarize the current understanding of TianQin’s capability in answering important
questions in fundamental physics and cosmology.

In terms of the nature of gravity, TianQin is expected to make significant progress in multiple directions. For key
predictions of GR in the strong field regime, TianQin can directly detect high-order and nonlinear modes of MBHB
events, providing critical data for studying nonlinear GW phenomena and enabling high-precision test of the Kerr
hypothesis; TianQin is also expected to detect displacement memory from a few MBHBs, while the detection of spin
memory will be challenging. With its capability to make precision measurements, TianQin can greatly advance the
search for possible signatures of beyond GR effect, including: detecting extra polarization modes with amplitudes as
low as 1% of the tensor mode with GCB and MBHB signals; improving the measurement accuracy of the quadrupole
moment of black holes by approximately 7 orders of magnitude using EMRI signals, and improving the constraint on
the graviton mass by about 4 orders of magnitude with MBHB signals, both compared to the current best GW results;
and refining tests of the EdGB theory with SBHB signals. Joint detection with other GW detectors, such as LISA, ET
and CE, are expected to yield substantial scientific advancements, such as improved constraints on non-commutative
theories and the EdGB theory. Possible environmental effects such as dark matter halos, accretion disks, third-body
influences and gravitational lensing can potentially be confused with beyond GR effects. In such cases, statistical
analysis of multiple signals is needed to distinguish the different contributions. Waveform systematics due to model
incompleteness and higher-order term inaccuracies could affect parameter estimation and tests of fundamental physics,
necessitating comprehensive evaluation to meet the precision requirements.

GW detection can also play a significant role in the search for physics beyond the Standard Model, exploring phe-
nomena like ultralight bosons, PBHs, inflation, and cosmic strings. There are tantalizing prospects for groundbreaking
discoveries that could transform our understanding of the universe. TianQin is also expected to make significant con-
tributions in this area, some outstanding examples include: detecting ultra light dark matter with masses in the
ranges 10−19 ∼ 10−15 eV and 10−13.5 ∼ 10−11.5 eV; exploring the parameter space with phase transition strength
greater than 0.1, for new physical models and new Higgs potentials that can generate a first-order EWPT related to
matter-antimatter asymmetry and heavy dark matter production; detecting induced SGWB accompanying the pro-
duction of asteroid-mass PBHs, which could account for all the dark matter; potentially detecting GWs produced by
phase transitions during inflation and cosmic strings. But challenges remain, including enhancing detector sensitivity,
accurately modeling GW sources, and distinguishing signals from noise.

TianQin can detect different types of GW sources, SBHBs, EMRIs, and MBHBs, located at vastly different redshifts,
making to possible to measure cosmological parameters at different epochs of the universe. For ΛCDM parameters,
TianQin can achieve about 20% precision on H0 with SBHBs, improving to nearly 1% with multi-band analysis
including ET. EMRIs can constrain H0 with about 3%-8% precision and ΩM with 50% precision. MBHBs can
provide 2%-4% precision on H0 if their EM counterparts are observed, but only 3%-7% if not; strong gravitational
lensing effects could enhance H0 precision to 1% with single MBHB detections. For dark energy EoS parameters,
EMRIs offer 15%-40% precision for w0 but not wa. MBHBs can provide 10%-15% precision on w0 in an optimistic
scenario and ∆wa ∼ 0.4 − 0.6, with 15%-40% precision and ∆wa > 0.6 in a conservative scenario. Combined with
LISA, TianQin could improve precision on H0 and w0 by a factor of a few compared to stand alone detections, thus
aiding in resolving the Hubble tension and probing dark energy. Additionally, TianQin can discriminate dark energy
EoS models and test the CDDR, with potential to measure the deviation parameter η0 to a 1% level.

In summary, TianQin is poised to make significant contributions to GW detection in the future. Joining other GW
detectors, TianQin is expect to play a crucial role in advancing our knowledge in fundamental physics, cosmology,
and GW research as a whole.
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Rev. D 109, 123034 (2024), arXiv:2403.00441 [gr-qc].
[138] S. Tiwari, M. Ebersold, and E. Z. Hamilton, Phys. Rev. D 104, 123024 (2021), arXiv:2110.11171 [gr-qc].
[139] D. Lopez, S. Tiwari, and M. Ebersold, Phys. Rev. D 109, 043039 (2024), arXiv:2305.04761 [gr-qc].
[140] Y. B. Zel’dovich and A. G. Polnarev, Sov. Astron. 18, 17 (1974).
[141] K. S. Thorne, Phys. Rev. D 45, 520 (1992).
[142] D. Christodoulou, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 1486 (1991).
[143] L. Blanchet and T. Damour, Phys. Rev. D 46, 4304 (1992).
[144] H. Bondi, M. G. J. van der Burg, and A. W. K. Metzner, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 269, 21 (1962).
[145] R. K. Sachs, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 270, 103 (1962).
[146] J. de Boer and S. N. Solodukhin, Nucl. Phys. B 665, 545 (2003), arXiv:hep-th/0303006.
[147] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 111103 (2010), arXiv:0909.2617 [gr-qc].
[148] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, PoS CNCFG2010, 010 (2010), arXiv:1102.4632 [gr-qc].
[149] D. Kapec, V. Lysov, S. Pasterski, and A. Strominger, JHEP 08, 058 (2014), arXiv:1406.3312 [hep-th].
[150] D. Kapec, P. Mitra, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 121601 (2017), arXiv:1609.00282 [hep-th].
[151] T. He, D. Kapec, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, JHEP 08, 050 (2017), arXiv:1701.00496 [hep-th].
[152] S. Hou, (2024), arXiv:2411.17318 [gr-qc].
[153] A. Strominger and A. Zhiboedov, JHEP 01, 086 (2016), arXiv:1411.5745 [hep-th].
[154] S. Pasterski, A. Strominger, and A. Zhiboedov, JHEP 12, 053 (2016), arXiv:1502.06120 [hep-th].
[155] D. A. Nichols, Phys. Rev. D 98, 064032 (2018), arXiv:1807.08767 [gr-qc].
[156] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 140, B516 (1965).
[157] A. Strominger, Lectures on the Infrared Structure of Gravity and Gauge Theory (2017) arXiv:1703.05448 [hep-th].
[158] B. Goncharov, L. Donnay, and J. Harms, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 241401 (2024), arXiv:2310.10718 [gr-qc].
[159] V. B. Braginsky and K. S. Thorne, Nature 327, 123 (1987).
[160] P. D. Lasky, E. Thrane, Y. Levin, J. Blackman, and Y. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 061102 (2016), arXiv:1605.01415

[astro-ph.HE].
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[793] M. Shimada, A. Escrivá, D. Saito, K. Uehara, and C.-M. Yoo, (2024), arXiv:2411.07648 [gr-qc].
[794] A. M. Green, A. R. Liddle, K. A. Malik, and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 70, 041502 (2004), arXiv:astro-ph/0403181.
[795] C. Germani and I. Musco, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 141302 (2019), arXiv:1805.04087 [astro-ph.CO].
[796] S. Young and M. Musso, JCAP 11, 022 (2020), arXiv:2001.06469 [astro-ph.CO].
[797] M. Taoso and A. Urbano, (2021), arXiv:2102.03610 [astro-ph.CO].
[798] F. Riccardi, M. Taoso, and A. Urbano, (2021), arXiv:2102.04084 [astro-ph.CO].
[799] S. Young, JCAP 05, 037 (2022), arXiv:2201.13345 [astro-ph.CO].
[800] S. Pi, M. Sasaki, V. Takhistov, and J. Wang, (2024), arXiv:2501.00295 [astro-ph.CO].
[801] H. Niikura et al., Nature Astron. 3, 524 (2019), arXiv:1701.02151 [astro-ph.CO].
[802] P. Tisserand et al. (EROS-2), Astron. Astrophys. 469, 387 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0607207.
[803] P. Mroz et al., (2024), arXiv:2403.02386 [astro-ph.GA].
[804] P. Mroz et al., (2024), arXiv:2403.02398 [astro-ph.GA].
[805] R. Abbott et al. (LVK), Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 524, 5984 (2023), [Erratum: Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 526, 6234

(2023)], arXiv:2212.01477 [astro-ph.HE].
[806] P. D. Serpico, V. Poulin, D. Inman, and K. Kohri, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023204 (2020), arXiv:2002.10771 [astro-ph.CO].
[807] J. Delabrouille et al., Exper. Astron. 51, 1471 (2021), arXiv:1909.01591 [astro-ph.CO].
[808] J. Chluba et al., Exper. Astron. 51, 1515 (2021), arXiv:1909.01593 [astro-ph.CO].
[809] T. Nakama, T. Suyama, and J. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 94, 103522 (2016), arXiv:1609.02245 [gr-qc].
[810] T. Nakama, B. Carr, and J. Silk, Phys. Rev. D 97, 043525 (2018), arXiv:1710.06945 [astro-ph.CO].
[811] T. Nakama, K. Kohri, and J. Silk, Phys. Rev. D 99, 123530 (2019), arXiv:1905.04477 [astro-ph.CO].
[812] V. Atal, A. Sanglas, and N. Triantafyllou, (2020), arXiv:2012.14721 [astro-ph.CO].
[813] B. Liu and V. Bromm, Astrophys. J. Lett. 937, L30 (2022), arXiv:2208.13178 [astro-ph.CO].
[814] M. Biagetti, G. Franciolini, and A. Riotto, Astrophys. J. 944, 113 (2023), arXiv:2210.04812 [astro-ph.CO].
[815] D. Hooper, A. Ireland, G. Krnjaic, and A. Stebbins, (2023), arXiv:2308.00756 [astro-ph.CO].
[816] H.-L. Huang, J.-Q. Jiang, J. He, Y.-T. Wang, and Y.-S. Piao, (2024), arXiv:2410.20663 [astro-ph.GA].
[817] S. Sugiyama, T. Kurita, and M. Takada, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 493, 3632 (2020), arXiv:1905.06066 [astro-ph.CO].
[818] P. Montero-Camacho, X. Fang, G. Vasquez, M. Silva, and C. M. Hirata, JCAP 08, 031 (2019), arXiv:1906.05950

[astro-ph.CO].
[819] N. Smyth, S. Profumo, S. English, T. Jeltema, K. McKinnon, and P. Guhathakurta, Phys. Rev. D 101, 063005 (2020),

arXiv:1910.01285 [astro-ph.CO].
[820] P. Villanueva-Domingo, O. Mena, and S. Palomares-Ruiz, Front. Astron. Space Sci. 8, 87 (2021), arXiv:2103.12087

[astro-ph.CO].
[821] A. M. Green, Nucl. Phys. B 1003, 116494 (2024), arXiv:2402.15211 [astro-ph.CO].
[822] P. Tinyakov, (2024), arXiv:2406.03114 [astro-ph.CO].
[823] A. Katz, J. Kopp, S. Sibiryakov, and W. Xue, JCAP 12, 005 (2018), arXiv:1807.11495 [astro-ph.CO].

101

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.181304
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.09160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.63.1217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.084002
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9905064
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.91.084057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.03934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.02994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/11/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00984
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/07/048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00970
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00970
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.123524
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.044022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.13311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271820300025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.01230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/pty120
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.03946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/073
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.13202
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/ptep/ptaa155
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.02425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/053
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00791
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.06151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.1782
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9402041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.5170
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9503007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.5481
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9709072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/19/14/310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/23/235001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.1452
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.103528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/05/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/10/035
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.09990
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.06329
http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.07647
http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.07648
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.041502
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.141302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/11/022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06469
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.03610
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.04084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/05/037
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.13345
http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.00295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0723-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.02151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066017
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607207
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.02386
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.02398
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/stad588
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.01477
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023204
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.10771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10686-021-09721-z
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10686-021-09729-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.103522
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02245
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.043525
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123530
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.04477
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.14721
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac927f
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.13178
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acb5ea
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.04812
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.00756
http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.20663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa407
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.06066
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/08/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.05950
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.05950
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.01285
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2021.681084
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12087
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2024.116494
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15211
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.03114
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2018/12/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11495
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J. 675, 1459 (2008), arXiv:0706.1283 [astro-ph].
[1122] T. Pyne and M. Birkinshaw, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 348, 581 (2004), arXiv:astro-ph/0310841.
[1123] C. Bonvin, R. Durrer, and M. A. Gasparini, Phys. Rev. D 73, 023523 (2006), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 85, 029901 (2012)],

arXiv:astro-ph/0511183.
[1124] G. P. Smith, M. Jauzac, J. Veitch, W. M. Farr, R. Massey, and J. Richard, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 475, 3823

(2018), arXiv:1707.03412 [astro-ph.HE].
[1125] D. E. Holz and R. M. Wald, Phys. Rev. D 58, 063501 (1998), arXiv:astro-ph/9708036.
[1126] C. Shapiro, D. Bacon, M. Hendry, and B. Hoyle, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 404, 858 (2010), arXiv:0907.3635

[astro-ph.CO].
[1127] C. M. Hirata, D. E. Holz, and C. Cutler, Phys. Rev. D 81, 124046 (2010), arXiv:1004.3988 [astro-ph.CO].
[1128] G. Cusin and N. Tamanini, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 504, 3610 (2021), arXiv:2011.15109 [astro-ph.CO].
[1129] S. Hilbert, J. R. Gair, and L. J. King, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 412, 1023 (2011), arXiv:1007.2468 [astro-ph.CO].
[1130] Z.-F. Wu, L. W. L. Chan, M. Hendry, and O. A. Hannuksela, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 522, 4059 (2023),

arXiv:2211.15160 [astro-ph.CO].
[1131] X. Chen, S. Li, and Z. Cao, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 485, L141 (2019), arXiv:1703.10543 [astro-ph.HE].
[1132] X. Chen, “Distortion of Gravitational-Wave Signals by Astrophysical Environments,” (2021) arXiv:2009.07626 [astro-

ph.HE].
[1133] X. Chen, Z.-Y. Xuan, and P. Peng, Astrophys. J. 896, 171 (2020), arXiv:2003.08639 [astro-ph.HE].
[1134] T. K. Karydas, B. J. Kavanagh, and G. Bertone, (2024), arXiv:2402.13053 [gr-qc].
[1135] B. J. Kavanagh, T. K. Karydas, G. Bertone, P. Di Cintio, and M. Pasquato, (2024), arXiv:2402.13762 [gr-qc].
[1136] A. Jan, D. Ferguson, J. Lange, D. Shoemaker, and A. Zimmerman, Phys. Rev. D 110, 024023 (2024), arXiv:2312.10241

[gr-qc].
[1137] O. Edy, A. Lundgren, and L. K. Nuttall, Phys. Rev. D 103, 124061 (2021), arXiv:2101.07743 [astro-ph.IM].

107

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature24471
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0606-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.122001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.06050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz896
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02063
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107510802066753
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.4089
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab3800
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.011048
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/344156
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0206404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/379112
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0307390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slw060
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.04715
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa74ce
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.08479
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abb5c1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11375
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.94.064020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01341
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/stw2993
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.09295
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.09295
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8205/830/1/L18
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.09558
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab20c6
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.05335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.101105
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.06056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.064056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.08550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1859-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1859-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.084056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.084056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.12513
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11433-023-2377-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06910
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06910
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05248
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41114-018-0013-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5240
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/1538-4357/abba7f
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03065
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.5236
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9209010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.042001
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0703086
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1086/498236
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0505394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.081301
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.1718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2875
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.023527
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11254
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1086/527348
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1086/527348
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.1283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07362.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0310841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.029901
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511183
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty031
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/sty031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.03412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.063501
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9708036
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.16317.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3635
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.124046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.3988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1130
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.15109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17963.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1194
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.15160
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnrasl/slz046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10543
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.07626
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.07626
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab919f
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.08639
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13053
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13762
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.110.024023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.10241
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.10241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.124061
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.07743


[1138] S. Kumar, A. H. Nitz, and X. J. Forteza, (2022), arXiv:2202.12762 [astro-ph.IM].
[1139] B. Steltner, M. A. Papa, and H.-B. Eggenstein, Phys. Rev. D 105, 022005 (2022), arXiv:2105.09933 [gr-qc].
[1140] J. Hjorth, A. J. Levan, N. R. Tanvir, J. D. Lyman, R. Wojtak, S. L. Schrøder, I. Mandel, C. Gall, and S. H. Bruun,

Astrophys. J. Lett. 848, L31 (2017), arXiv:1710.05856 [astro-ph.GA].
[1141] E. Burns et al. (Fermi Gamma-ray Burst Monitor Team, LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Astrophys. J. 871, 90 (2019),

arXiv:1810.02764 [astro-ph.HE].
[1142] S. McGee, A. Sesana, and A. Vecchio, Nature Astron. 4, 26 (2020), arXiv:1811.00050 [astro-ph.HE].
[1143] A. De Rosa et al., New Astron. Rev. 86, 101525 (2019), arXiv:2001.06293 [astro-ph.GA].
[1144] T. Bogdanovic, M. C. Miller, and L. Blecha, Living Rev. Rel. 25, 3 (2022), arXiv:2109.03262 [astro-ph.HE].
[1145] L.-G. Zhu, H.-M. Fan, X. Chen, Y.-M. Hu, and J.-d. Zhang, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 273, 24 (2024), arXiv:2403.04950

[astro-ph.CO].
[1146] R. Wang, W.-H. Ruan, Q. Yang, Z.-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai, and B. Hu, Natl. Sci. Rev. 9, nwab054 (2022), arXiv:2010.14732

[astro-ph.CO].
[1147] D. G. York et al. (SDSS), Astron. J. 120, 1579 (2000), arXiv:astro-ph/0006396.
[1148] A. Almeida et al. (SDSS), Astrophys. J. Suppl. 267, 44 (2023), arXiv:2301.07688 [astro-ph.GA].
[1149] T. Abbott et al. (DES), (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0510346.
[1150] T. M. C. Abbott et al. (Linea Science Server, DES), Astrophys. J. Supp. 255, 20 (2021), arXiv:2101.05765 [astro-ph.IM].
[1151] X.-Q. Cui, Y.-H. Zhao, Y.-Q. Chu, G.-P. Li, Q. Li, L.-P. Zhang, H.-J. Su, Z.-Q. Yao, Y.-N. Wang, X.-Z. Xing, X.-N.

Li, Y.-T. Zhu, G. Wang, B.-Z. Gu, A. L. Luo, X.-Q. Xu, Z.-C. Zhang, G.-R. Liu, H.-T. Zhang, D.-H. Yang, S.-Y. Cao,
H.-Y. Chen, J.-J. Chen, K.-X. Chen, Y. Chen, J.-R. Chu, L. Feng, X.-F. Gong, Y.-H. Hou, H.-Z. Hu, N.-S. Hu, Z.-W.
Hu, L. Jia, F.-H. Jiang, X. Jiang, Z.-B. Jiang, G. Jin, A.-H. Li, Y. Li, Y.-P. Li, G.-Q. Liu, Z.-G. Liu, W.-Z. Lu, Y.-D.
Mao, L. Men, Y.-J. Qi, Z.-X. Qi, H.-M. Shi, Z.-H. Tang, Q.-S. Tao, D.-Q. Wang, D. Wang, G.-M. Wang, H. Wang, J.-N.
Wang, J. Wang, J.-L. Wang, J.-P. Wang, L. Wang, S.-Q. Wang, Y. Wang, Y.-F. Wang, L.-Z. Xu, Y. Xu, S.-H. Yang,
Y. Yu, H. Yuan, X.-Y. Yuan, C. Zhai, J. Zhang, Y.-X. Zhang, Y. Zhang, M. Zhao, F. Zhou, G.-H. Zhou, J. Zhu, and
S.-C. Zou, Res. Astron. Astrophys. 12, 1197 (2012).

[1152] G. Zhao, Y.-H. Zhao, Y.-Q. Chu, Y.-P. Jing, and L.-C. Deng, Res. Astron. Astrophys. 12, 723 (2012).
[1153] A. Aghamousa et al. (DESI), (2016), arXiv:1611.00036 [astro-ph.IM].
[1154] A. Dey et al. (DESI), Astron. J. 157, 168 (2019), arXiv:1804.08657 [astro-ph.IM].
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