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ABSTRACT

We explore the potential of lunar-based gravitational-wave detectors to broaden the multi-messenger
astrophysics landscape by detecting mergers of massive (2 1 M) double white dwarf (WD) binaries.
These systems are potential progenitors of Type la supernovae and could serve as independent probes
of cosmic expansion. We examine two proposed lunar gravitational-wave detector concepts operating
in the sub-hertz band (0.1-1 Hz): the Gravitational-Wave Lunar Observatory for Cosmology (a proxy
for suspended test mass detectors) and the Lunar Gravitational-Wave Antenna (a proxy for seismic
array detectors). Using both contact and Roche lobe overflow merger scenarios, we estimate that these
detectors could reach distances of up to ~1 Gpc for the most massive mergers. We show that lunar
detectors could observe up to dozens of massive WD mergers annually, including those originating from
globular clusters. Lunar detectors would constrain the masses of these WDs with an unprecedented
accuracy of one part in a million. Furthermore, these detectors would provide early warnings of
weeks before merger, including sky-localization of square arcminute resolution, enabling a new era of
coordinated multi-messenger follow-up of electromagnetic transients—whether they evolve into Type
Ia supernovae or accretion-induced collapse events.

1. INTRODUCTION

Type Ia supernovae play a crucial role in modern
cosmology, serving as standard candles for measuring
cosmic distances and probing the expansion history of
the Universe (For a review see Ruiter 2020). However,
the precision of Type Ia supernovae as distance
indicators is currently limited by systematic
uncertainties, including the unknown nature of their
progenitor systems. Resolving the progenitor problem
is not only critical for improving the accuracy of Type
Ia supernovae as cosmological probes but also for
understanding the observed discrepancies between local
and early Universe measurements of the Hubble
constant, known as the Hubble tension (see Bousis &
Perivolaropoulos 2024, and references).

Two main progenitor scenarios have been proposed
for Type Ia supernovae: the single-degenerate (SD)
scenario, involving a white dwarf (WD) accreting
material from a non-degenerate companion (van den
Heuvel et al. 1992; Rappaport et al. 1994; Li & van
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den Heuvel 1997; Langer et al. 2000; Han &
Podsiadlowski 2004), and the double-degenerate (DD)
scenario, involving the merger of two WDs (Iben &
Tutukov 1984; Webbink & Iben 1987). In this scenario,
the merger of two sufficiently massive WDs can lead to
a Type Ia supernovae if the combined mass exceeds the
Chandrasekhar mass (1.4 Mg).

A Type Ia supernova is not the only outcome of the
merger of two WDs. Super-Chandrasekhar WD
mergers could possibly lead to the formation of a
neutron star (NS) through accretion-induced collapse
(AIC) (e.g. Nomoto & Kondo 1991; Miyaji et al. 1980).
Although no direct detection of an AIC event has been
made to date, this scenario has been invoked to explain
several observed phenomena, such as the large fraction
of NS in globular clusters (GCs) and the formation of
recycled pulsars with low space velocities (e.g. Bailyn
& Grindlay 1990; Kitaura et al. 2006; Dessart et al.
2006). For a review on the formation of NS systems
through AIC in WDs binaries see Wang & Liu (2020).
Moreover, AIC is expected to produce a variety of
electromagnetic (EM) transients all the way from
Radio (e.g. Piro & Kulkarni 2013) to Gamma Rays
(e.g. Lyutikov & Toonen 2017).
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Figure 1. One year evolution of the characteristic strain
as a function of gravitational-wave frequency for all the WD
mass combinations at 10 Mpc. The color gradient represents
the minimum WD masses for two distinct merger frequency
definitions: the Roche lobe case in brown and the contact
case in green/blue. The sensitivity curves of Lunar-SUs,
LISA, and Lunar-SEI are overlaid in purple, red, and orange,
respectively.

Either outcome of the merger of massive WDs, Type
Ia supernova or the formation of a NS via AIC, are
expected to produce distinctive electromagnetic
signatures making these events ideal targets for
coordinated gravitational-wave and electromagnetic
observations. The future space-borne Laser
Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA; Colpi et al. 2024)
will be capable of detecting gravitational waves within
a frequency range of 0.1 mHz to 1 Hz. However, LISA’s
sensitivity decreases at higher frequencies (Robson
et al. 2019), where we anticipate the merger of massive
double WD binaries (with fierge 2 0.1 Hz). Despite
this limitation, LISA is expected to offer significant
insights into Type Ia supernovae from progenitor
systems within our Milky Way and the Magellanic
Clouds (Kopparapu & Tohline 2007; Korol et al. 2024;
Criswell et al. 2025). LISA may also enable indirect
detection of mergers by observing the disappearance of
nearly monochromatic gravitational waves associated
with these events (Seto 2023). LISA’s primary
limitation is that it can only study galactic and nearby
(Magellanic clouds) double WD mergers so to explore
larger volumes and capture events in other galaxies, we
need detectors with enhanced sensitivity, especially
near sub-hertz frequencies. Previous studies of WDs
binaries in the sub-hertz frequencies include Mandel
et al. (2018); Huang et al. (2020); Arca Sedda et al.
(2020); Maselli et al. (2020); Yoshida (2021); Izumi &
Jani (2021), but these studies have focused mainly on
space-based detectors like DECIGO (Kawamura et al.

2021), TianQin (Luo et al. 2016) and LISA (Colpi
et al. 2024) and also on Type Ia supernova progenitors,
without special attention to the merger of the most
massive WDs that could give rise to AIC events.

The Moon’s low seismic noise levels makes
lunar-based gravitational-wave detectors ideal for
accessing the sub-hertz frequency band (0.1-1 Hz),
where massive WDs binaries merge. Detectors utilizing
either suspended test masses or seismometer arrays has
been proposed as future gravitational
observatories. The scientific potential of the sub-hertz
band extends beyond WD mergers, with recent work
demonstrating detection prospects for core-collapse
supernovae signals in this regime (Gill 2024). For a
recent review on lunar gravitational-wave detection see
Branchesi et al. (2023) and Cozzumbo et al. (2024).

The Lunar Gravitational-wave Antenna (LGWA;
Harms et al. 2021; Ajith et al. 2024) is a proposed
array of next-generation inertial sensors to monitor the
response of the Moon to gravitational waves. Given the
size of the Moon and the expected noise produced by
the lunar seismic background, the LGWA would be
able to observe GWs from about 0.001 Hz to 1 Hz.
The mission consists of deploying an array of high-end
seismometers on the Moon to monitor normal modes of
the Moon. We use LGWA as a proxy for
measuring gravitational waves through lunar
normal modes, referred in this study as
Lunar-SEI.

The Gravitational-wave Lunar Observatory for
Cosmology (GLOC; Jani & Loeb 2021; Jani et al.
2022; Ballmer et al. 2022), is a proposed detector with
suspended test masses and interferometeric readout to
detect gravitational waves in the sub-hertz frequency
range. The detection principles are similar to that of
current  terrestrial  gravitational-wave  detectors
Advanced LIGO (Aasi et al. 2015), Advanced Virgo
(Acernese et al. 2015) and KAGRA (Akutsu et al.
2021), but without requiring large-scale infrastructure.
The setup will consists of three end-stations around a
lunar crater. We use GLOC as a proxy for
measuring gravitational through
suspended test mass, referred in this study as
Lunar-SUS.

The Laser Interferometer Lunar Antenna (LILA)
project is a future detector concept that aims to
measure gravitational waves from deci-hertz to several
hundreds of hertz using both the suspended test mass
and strain-meter measurement of lunar modes (Jani
2024; Lognonné et al. 2024). The LILA project could
be deployed on the lunar surface within the 2030s by
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the NASA Commercial Lunar Payload Services and
Artemis programs (Trippe et al. 2024).

In this work, we focus on the mergers of massive
WDs (M > 1 Mg) and explore the capabilities of
future lunar-based gravitational-wave observatories. In
Section 2 we describe our methods to find the merger
frequencies of double WD binaries, their sky-averaged
detection distances and estimation on their intrinsic
(masses) and extrinsic (sky-location,  distance)
parameters. In Sections 3 and 4, we present our
findings on detection capabilities and early warning
potential, demonstrating that lunar-based
gravitational-wave detectors could observe dozens to
thousands of merger events annually. We discuss the
implications for multi-messenger astronomy, including
electromagnetic follow-up opportunities and new
constraints on both Type Ia supernova progenitors and
AIC events.

2. METHOD

We limit our study to the merger of massive WDs
and define them as those with masses M > 1 Mg. We
consider only those binaries were
Miotar = M1 + My > 2 Mg with component masses in
the range 1 My to 1.4 Ms. We evolve these binaries
for one year before the merger and we define the
merger in two ways, the first one is what we call the
“contact case” where we define the merger frequency,
fmaz, to be when the system orbital separation is equal
to the sum of the two WDs radii. For the second case,
or “Roche lobe case”, the merger frequency is obtained
by setting the Roche lobe radius equal to the radius of
the less massive WD. For both cases, we approximate
the gravitational-wave from a detached double WD
binary as nearly monochromatic emissions from two
point masses, M; and Ms, in a circular orbit. For a
circular orbit, the gravitational-wave frequency, fq., is
twice the orbital frequency, fo.5, such that
Jow = 2 X fory = 2/P,p. Using Kepler's law, we
calculate the gravitational-wave frequency for a given
orbital period, P,.:

1
fow = = X G2 x (My + My)Y? x a2 (1)
s

where a is the semi-major axis.

The radius of a WD, R4, is calculated using
Eggleton’s zero-temperature mass-radius relation as
given by Verbunt & Rappaport (1988):
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where M., = 1.44 Mg and M, = 0.00057 M.
For the contact case we set a = Ry p(M1)+Rw p(M2)
in Equation 1 and use Equation 2 for the radii. For the
Roche lobe case, to determine the merger frequency, we

compute the Roche lobe radius, Ry, using the formula
from Paczynski (1967):

Rp=2x3"*3x M x (My+ My) "3 xa (3)

By combining Equations 3 and 1, we derive the
gravitational-wave frequency at the merger, frr, as a
function of the less massive WD, M:

93/271/2 \f1/2
9T R(M)3/2 )

where R(M) is the WD radius calculated from
Equation 2.

frL =

2.1. Signal-to-Noise

To evolve the combinations of double WD binaries
until the merger we use the Python package
LEGWORK (Wagg et al. 2022)*. Following Flanagan
& Hughes (1998) and Wagg et al. (2022), we calculate
the position-, orientation-, and angle-averaged
Signal-to-Noise ratio (SNR) for a circular binary
system, (p), defined as:

fmas h2
2 c
(0)? = / et (5)

where h. is the characteristic strain amplitude, and
S, denotes the noise power spectral density of the
detector. ~ We calculate h. using the LEGWORK
package for each mass combination. For the noise
power spectral density of the Lunar-SUS detector, we
use the optical noise curve of GLOC, which has a lower
frequency limit of f;,,, = 0.25 Hz and it is reported in
Jani & Loeb (2021) and available to download from
https://doi.org/10.5281 /zenodo.3948466. For the
Lunar-SUS detector we use the optimal design, referred
to as the silicon model, of LGWA which was obtained
from the GWFish repository (Dupletsa et al. 2023)2.

2.2. Sky-Averaged Detection Distance

We calculate the sky-averaged detection distance for
each combination of WD masses. The sky-averaged

L https://legwork.readthedocs.io/en /latest/
2 https://github.com/janosch314/GWFish
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Figure 2. Sky-averaged detection distance for three

different WD mass combinations. Results are shown for both
Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI detectors, comparing the contact
case (solid bars) and Roche lobe overflow case (hatched bars)
scenarios. LISA’s detection range (orange) remains nearly
constant at ~ 0.4 Mpc across all mass combinations.

detection distance represents the maximum distance at
which the averaged SNR of a source (Equation 5) is
still above some detectable threshold. This distance is
calculated by scaling the SNR at a given distance, D,
to the detection threshold, p:;;. The sky-averaged
detection distance, Dgyg, is defined as:

Dy = 2D -
Pth

where (p(D)) is the sky-average SNR at a luminosity
distance of D, and py, is the SNR above which we
consider a source detectable. For the rest of the paper
and analysis, we fix p;, = 8.

2.3. Parameter Estimation Setup

To provide forecast for the parameter estimation of
future events we use the Fisher information matrix
formalism (Finn 1992; Cutler & Flanagan 1994). This
method provides a lower bound on statistical
measurement uncertainties in the high SNR limit. For
our analysis we use the Python package GWFish
(Dupletsa et al. 2023).  To model the chirping
gravitational wave, we use the IMRPhenomPv2
waveform (Hannam et al. 2014).
frequency for likelihood integration is determined for
the double WD system when it they are 1-year away
from merger. The maximum frequency considered is
when the double WD merges, as defined in equations 1
and 4 for the contact and Roche lobe cases
respectively.

The minimum

3. RESULTS

We present the results for both cases-the contact case
and the Roche lobe case, for both the Lunar-SUS and
Lunar-SEI detectors.

3.1. Characteristic Strain

In the Roche lobe case, we consider the merger to
occur when the less massive WD fills its Roche lobe.
For this case, the merger frequency only depends on
the mass of the less massive (larger radius) WD and is
given by Equation 4. Figure 1 shows the one year
strain evolution for all simulated WD merger
combinations located at 10 Mpc for the Roche lobe
case in brown and the color gradient represents the
mass of the less massive WD in each binary system. In
the contact case scenario, we assume that the merger
occurs when the separation between the two WDs is
equal to the sum of their radii, ie.,
a = Rypia(Mi) + Rya(Ms). The green/blue color
gradient represents the mass of the less massive (larger
radius) WD in each binary system for the contact case.
The sensitivity curves of Lunar-SUS, LISA, and
Lunar-SEI are overlaid in purple, red, and orange,
respectively. This figure demonstrates that Lunar-SEI
and Lunar-SUS have the potential to detect the final
stages of massive WD mergers at frequencies above 0.1
Hz, where LISA’s sensitivity diminishes.

3.2. Sky-Averaged Detection Distance

Figure 2 shows the sky-averaged detection distance
for three different WD mass combinations. We
assumed detection threshold of py, = 8 (Equation 6).
Results are shown for both Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI
detectors, comparing the contact case (solid bars) and
Roche lobe overflow case (hatched bars) scenarios.
LISA’s detection range (orange) remains nearly
constant at ~ 0.4 Mpc across all mass combinations.
Figure 3 shows the sky-averaged detection distance for
all the simulated WD mass combinations for both
Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI detectors considering both
contact and Roche lobe merger frequency definitions.
We see that for the contact case and the most massive
systems (14 Mg + 14 Mg), Lunar-SUS has a
detection distance 10 times that of Lunar-SEI. As the
total mass of the system decreases the detection
distances for both detectors become comparable, with
Lunar-SEI performing better than Lunar-SUS for less
massive systems.

3.3. FEarly Warning

Figure 4 shows the evolution of the SNR as a
function of time before merger for three representative
mass combinations: 1.4 Mg + 1.4 Mg(left panel),
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Figure 3. Sky-averaged detection distances for all the WD mass combinations for Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI detectors,
considering both contact (top panels) and Roche lobe (bottom panels) merger frequency definitions. The white contours
indicate detection distances in Mpc, spanning from 1 to 800 Mpc as shown by the colorbar to the right.

1.33 Mg + 133 Mg (middle panel), and
1 Mg + 1.4 Mg (right panel), all at a reference
distance of 10 Mpc. For each mass combination, we
present results for both merger cases for Lunar-SUS
(blue solid and orange dotted lines) and for Lunar-SEI
(green dash-dotted and red dotted lines). The
horizontal black line indicates our detection threshold
of psr, = 8. As expected, because of its low-frequency
sensitivity, = Lunar-SEI starts to observe the
gravitational-wave signal from the double WD binary
significantly earlier before the merger than Lunar-SUS.

3.4. Parameter Estimation

Table 1 summarizes our parameter estimation
analysis for three representative mass combinations.
For each configuration, we report the 90% credible
levels for measurement uncertainties in sky localization
(AQ), luminosity distance (AD) and the individual
masses (AM;, AM,) for both Lunar-SUS and

Lunar-SEI detectors. In this analysis, we consider
M; > Ms. For each binary system, we analyze both
contact and Roche lobe merger scenarios. Results are
derived using the Fisher matrix formalism
implemented in GWFish.

For the 1 Mg + 1.4 Mg combination, we see that
Lunar-SUS does not detect the Roche lobe case while
the Lunar-SEI sees some signal in the band but not
enough to claim a detection. For the contact case,
Lunar-SEI has an early-warning of almost a year
before the merger with a sky-localization error of
0.0029 deg?, hence helping in EM follow-up. It
outperforms the Lunar-SUS detector which sees very
little of the signal. We see that for the heaviest of the
double WD binary systems, Lunar-SEI outperforms
the Lunar-SUS detector by several orders of magnitude
in term of sky-localization capabilities, which could be
explained by the fact that the signal from this source
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Figure 4. Evolution of the SNR as a function of time before merger for three representative mass combinations:

1.4 Mg +

1.4 Mg (left panel), 1.33 Mg + 1.33 Mg (middle panel), and 1 Mg + 1.4 Mg (right panel), all at a reference distance of 10 Mpc.
For each mass combination, we present results for both merger cases for Lunar-SUS (blue solid and orange dotted lines) and for
Lunar-SEI (green dash-dotted and red dotted lines). The horizontal black line indicates our detection threshold of p;, = 8.

spends a considerably longer time in the Lunar-SEI
band than the Lunar-SUS. For the distance localization
of the most massive case, both the detectors have
comparable errors for the Roche lobe case, whereas for
the contact case Lunar-SUS gives twice as better
estimate.

The detectors are able to constrain the individual
masses up to one part in a million for the systems we
considered. We see that for equal mass systems, both
the detectors provide comparable constraints for the
contact and Roche lobe cases, with Lunar-SEI
performing an order of magnitude better than
Lunar-SUS.

4. DISCUSSION
4.1. Type Ia Ezpected Rates

One way to estimate the merger rate of double WDs
is by assuming that all Type Ia supernovae result from
double WD mergers. While this approach does not
account for SD scenarios, Maoz et al. (2018) showed
that, for the Milky Way, the double WD merger rate is
approximately 4.5 to 7 times the Type Ia supernova
rate.  Kinugawa et al. (2022) used the Type Ia
supernova rate in nearby galaxies to estimate a double
WD merger rate within an 11 Mpc radius of 0.85yr—!
Figure 4 shows the early warning capabilities of
Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI for a set of double WD
merger at a distance of 10 Mpc, and Figure 1 shows
the strain evolution of sources at 10 Mpc for reference.
These figures show that, depending on the merger
masses, both instruments could detect up to one

merger event per year from nearby galaxies, providing
alerts months in advance with large SNR and well
sky-localization (see Table 1). Other volumetric rates
of Type Ia supernova come from Cappellaro et al.
(2015) and Li et al. (2011) and estimate a rate of
0.25 4+ 0.05 x 1074 Mpc=3yr~!'. For the most massive
mergers, the horizon distances presented in Figures 2
and 3 are an order of magnitude larger than 10 Mpc.
Assuming the volumetric rates stated above we can
expect O(10) Type Ia supernova per year in a volume
of 50 Mpc radius and O(100) events per year in a 100
Mpc radius. This means that at the detection
distances of Lunar-SEI and Lunar-SUS (Figures 2 and
3), the expected double WD merger rate could reach
between dozens (at ~ 50Mpc) to thousands (at
~ 300 Mpc) per year. However, it’s important to note
that the merger rate is strongly dependent on the
masses of the WDs (e.g. Cheng et al. 2020). More
massive WD mergers, which are the loudest targets for
these gravitational-wave observatories, are relatively
rare compared to their less massive counterparts. So to
detect a substantial number of these high-mass
mergers, Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI must achieve a
sufficiently large detection distance. FExtending the
reach of these observatories is crucial for capturing a
representative sample of double WD mergers across a
wide range of masses.  This will enable a more
comprehensive understanding of the population and
evolution of these systems, as well as the diverse
outcomes of their mergers, including a Type Ia
supernovae.



Table 1. Detection Metrics for Lunar-Based gravitational-wave Observatories

Masses Detector Case SNR AQ AD AM; AMo> Early Warning
(Mg) @10Mpc  (deg?)  (Mpc) (Mg) (Mo) (days)
1414 Lunar-SUS Contact 3 2375 10.4 3 x 104 2x 10~ 0
Roche - - - - -
Lunar-SEI  Contact 38 29%x107% 02 39x107% 22x10°6 330
Roche 3 2.9 1.1x 1074 5.3 x 1075 0
1.33 + 1.33 Lunar-SUS Contact 68 2.2 035 88x107% 88x10°6 82
Roche 8.8 394 4 53x107° 53 x107° 3
Lunar-SEI  Contact 61 49x10~% 012 26x1077 26x10~7 346
Roche 47 1.8x1073 016 16x107% 1.6x107° 338
14+ 14 Lunar-SUS Contact 750 0.03 0.04 29x1077 29x10°7 104
Roche 206 0.28 012 25x107% 25x10=6 95
Lunar-SEI  Contact 68 1.8x10% 011 64x1078 6.4x10°8 347
Roche 67 28x107% 011 1.2x1077 1.2x1077 346

NOTE—SNR values are calculated for sources at 10 Mpc using Equation 5. Error in sky localization (AQ), luminosity distance (AD) and
masses (AM;, AMs) quoted at 90% credible levels are calculated using the Fisher-matrix formalism in GWFish. Early warning time
indicates how many days before the merger the source becomes detectable with an p;;, = 8. The contact case assumes merger at the point
of physical contact between the WDs (a = Rj + R2), while the Roche lobe case considers merger at the point where the less massive WD

fills it’s Roche lobe limit, see Equation 4.

4.2. WD mergers in GCs

The contribution of GCs to the double WD merger
rate is expected to be relatively small, but not entirely
negligible, especially for future gravitational-wave
observatories with increased sensitivity. Kremer et al.
(2021b) used simulations to estimate the double WD
merger rate in GCs, finding that it depends on the
fraction of core-collapse clusters. They derived a rate
of:

f x50 Gpe™3 yrt

where f represents the fraction of core-collapse
clusters. Assuming a typical core-collapse fraction of
20% for Milky Way GCs, the estimated merger rate
within a 10 Mpc distance ranges between 107° and
10~"yr~!. While this contribution is minor compared
to the overall merger rate, it becomes more significant
when considering the potential reach of future
lunar-based observatories. If the sensitivity of
Lunar-SUS and Lunar-SEI can be extended to a
distance of 1 Gpc at sub-hertz frequencies, the
detection rate of double WDs mergers from GCs could
increase up to 20 events per year. This increased
detection rate would provide valuable insights into the
population and evolution of double WDs systems in

GCs, as well as the role of dense stellar environments
in the formation and merging of these systems.

4.3. Accretion-Induced Collapse

Another approach to estimating the expected rate of
massive double WD mergers is to consider the
predicted rate of AIC events. The detection of an AIC
event resulting from a double WD merger by a
lunar-based gravitational-wave observatory would
provide the first direct confirmation of this process as a
viable mechanism for NS formation.

The rates of AIC events are highly sensitive to the
parameters of common envelope (CE) ejection, which
are currently not well-constrained and play a critical
role in binary stellar evolution. Using binary
population synthesis models, Liu & Wang (2020)
estimated rates of AIC events from double WD
mergers in the Galaxy to be in the range of
1.4-8.9 x 1073 yr~!. Lower estimates of < 1074 yr—!
come from earlier population synthesis studies
(Yungelson & Livio 1998; Ruiter et al. 2019).
Constraints based on the amount of highly
neutron-rich material ejected per AIC also suggest
rates of < 107*yr~! (Hartmann et al. 1985; Fryer
et al. 1999a; Metzger et al. 2009a). Assuming that the
AIC rate is proportional to the blue stellar luminosity
(Phinney 1991), a galactic rate of 107 3yr—!
corresponds to a volumetric rate of 107° Mpc™3yr—!.
So at a distance of 30 Mpc we estimate O(1) events
per year and O(40) events per year at a distance of 100
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Mpc. However, it’s important to reiterate that these
estimates strongly depend on the specific CE ejection
models used in the calculations, and are mass
dependent with mergers of more massive WDs being
less frequent.

Accurate determination of these rates is essential for
understanding the contribution of AIC to the
population of NSs and could potentially place
constraints on CE models. Moreover, AIC events are
proposed to play a role in the synthesis of heavy
elements through r-process nucleosynthesis (Fryer et al.
1999b). Therefore, constraining AIC rates not only
informs models of compact object formation but also
has substantial implications for our understanding of
chemical evolution in galaxies.

4.4. AIC rates in GCs

Kremer et al. (2021a) studied the dynamical
formation scenarios for objects in old GCs that may
plausibly power Fast radio bursts (FRBs) via an AIC
event. They estimated a super-Chandrasekhar WD +
WD merger rate through tidal capture of up to roughly
7 x 1078yr~! per typical core-collapsed GC and a
volumetric rate of roughly 45 Gpc~3yr—! in the local
universe. For non-core collapsed this number could be
10 to 100 times smaller (see e.g. Kremer et al. 2021b)
due to low central densities. =~ We summarize the
different rates (both for Type Ia supernova and AIC
events) in Table 2 and estimate the expected number
of events per year for each detector and merger case.

If a merger event is detected by Lunar-SEI or
Lunar-SUS and results in an AIC there are several
predictions that this event could be a multi-messenger
event. AIC events in both the SD and DD models are
expected to be radio-bright phenomena (e.g., Piro &
Kulkarni 2013; Moriya 2016). In the DD scenario, an
AIC event can produce supermassive and rapidly
rotating NSs with masses exceeding 2.2 Mg (e.g.,
Metzger et al. 2015). These NSs are potential
progenitors of FRBs, which could be observable out to
redshifts of z > 0.7 (Falcke & Rezzolla 2014; Moriya
2016). The discovery of repeating FRB (Spitler et al.
2016; Scholz et al. 2016a) means that FRB models
with cataclysmic phenomena cannot account for all
FRBs, so the rate for AIC resulting on FRBs is
bounded by the current FRB rate. Chen et al. (2024)
found a local rate of 1.13 x 10* Gpc=2 yr~!. If a FRB
is detected following a merger observed by Lunar-SEI
or Lunar-SUS, it would provide strong confirmation for
this so-called “blitzar” model (Falcke & Rezzolla 2014;

Moriya 2016; Zhong & Dai 2020). A recent radio
transient in M81 reported by Anderson et al. (2019)
has been attributed to be possibly an AIC event of a
WD by Moriya (2019). Additionally, FRB 121102
(Scholz et al. 2016b) has been suggested to be
associated with an NS formed via an AIC event
(Margalit et al. 2019).

AIC events are also potential X-ray and optical
transients.  Yu et al. (2015) and Yu et al. (2019)
studied the hard and soft X-ray emission from an AIC
event. In optical, a certain type of optical transient
called “Fast blue optical transients”(FBOTs; Drout
et al. 2014; Arcavi et al. 2016; Pursiainen et al. 2018;
Ho et al. 2023) could be explained by the AIC
scenario. Arguably the most studied FBOT is the
multi-wavelength event AT2018cow (Prentice et al.
2018; Rivera Sandoval et al. 2018; Ho et al. 2019; Kuin
et al. 2019; Margutti et al. 2019; Perley et al. 2019;
Nayana & Chandra 2021). For this event, Lyutikov &
Toonen (2019) argued that it could have been the
result of the merge of a oxygen-neon WD (massive
WD) with another WD. Additionally, McBrien et al.
(2019) identified SN2018kzr as a rapidly declining
transient resulting from the destruction of a WD via
an AIC event. These observations provide critical
evidence linking AIC processes to various EM transient
phenomena.

Even at higher energies, we could expect to detect
AIC events. Several authors have discussed the
possibility that an AIC event could be the progenitors
of short Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRBs; Duncan &
Thompson 1992; Vietri & Stella 1999; Dessart et al.
2007; Metzger et al. 2009b; King et al. 2001; Levan
et al. 2006; Lee & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007; Piro & Kulkarni
2013; Lyutikov & Toonen 2017).  More recently,
Cheong et al. (2025) presented relativistic simulations
of an AIC originating from double WD mergers and
showed that they can generate relativistic jets and
neutron-rich outflows with properties consistent with
long GRB accompanied by kilonovae, such as GRB
211211A and GRB 230307A.

Overall, the detection of AIC events from DD
mergers  offers  significant opportunities  for
multi-wavelength and multi-messenger astronomy. The
ability to observe these events across a broad range of
wavelengths—from radio to gamma rays—as early as a
couple of weeks before the merger, depending on the
system’s mass and distance, can greatly enhance our
understanding of these phenomena. This early
detection capability allows for coordinated observations
with various electromagnetic observatories, facilitating



Table 2. Expected Detection Rates for AIC and Type Ia SN Events

Event Type Population Local Rate Reference Masses Lunar-SUS Detections Lunar-SEI Detections
(Mpc—3 yr=1) (Mo) (per yr) (per yr)
Type Ia SN Field 0.25 x 104 Li et al. (2011) 1+1.4 0.006 [0] 12 [0.005]
1.33+1.33 64 [0.1] 45 [21]
14414 9 x 10% [1785] 65 [62]
GCs 1x 1078 Kremer et al. (2021b) 1+14 2 x 1076 [0] 0.005 [2 x 1076]
1.334+1.33  0.025 [4 x 1075] 0.018 [0.008]
14+1.4 35(0.7 0.026 [0.024]
AIC Field 1x107° Liu & Wang (2020) 1+14 0.002 [0] 5 [0.002]
1.33 4+ 1.33 26 [0.04] 18 [9]
14414  4x10% [714] 26 [25]
GCs 4.5 x 1078 Kremer et al. (2021a) 1+14 1 x 107° [0] 0.02 [9 x 1079]
1.33+1.33 0.11 [2 x 107%] 0.08 [0.038]
14+1.4 156 [3.2] 0.12 [0.11]

NoTE—Expected detections per year using the sky-averaged detection distances from Figure 2. Numbers outside [inside] brackets correspond

to Contact [Roche lobe] merger cases.

a comprehensive study of the merger process and the
subsequent formation of NS or other compact objects.

4.5. Multi-band gravitational-wave Astronomy

The detection of binary WD mergers by lunar-based
gravitational-wave observatories could have important
synergies with ground-based detectors such as LIGO,
and future ground-based gravitational-wave
observatories. In particular, some double WD mergers
may result in the formation of a rapidly rotating NS
through AIC than then could then become sources of
gravitational waves at the higher frequencies detectable
by LIGO and future ground-based observatories
(Abdikamalov et al. 2010; Longo Micchi et al. 2023)

4.6. WDs and NS/BH mergers

In addition to double WD mergers, lunar-based
gravitational-wave observatories like GLOC, LGWA,
and LILA could also detect mergers involving WDs
and other compact objects, such as NS and black holes
(BHs). For example, Yamamoto et al. (2024)
investigated the potential for detecting primordial
black holes and WDs mergers. WD-BH mergers are
also potential multi-messenger sources as some mergers
could result in EM transients. Lloyd-Ronning et al.
(2024) suggest that these mergers may constitute a
significant subpopulation of low-redshift long GRBs.
The detection of a WD-BH in both gravitational waves
and electromagnetic emission would provide a unique
opportunity to study the physics of these extreme
events and their role in the production of long GRBs.

Another possibility is the merger of a WD with an
NS. These systems, like WD-BH mergers, are expected
to be less common than double WD binaries but could
still be detectable by lunar-based gravitational-wave
observatories with sufficiently large horizon distances.
WD-NS mergers are also expected to produce
electromagnetic counterparts (e.g. Bobrick et al. 2022),
although the specific signatures may differ from those
of double WDs or WDs-BH mergers.

The same rough SNR calculations used to estimate
the early alert and detection distances can be applied
to WD-NS/BH systems.  With horizon distances
approaching ~ 1 Gpc, observatories like GLOC,
LGWA, and LILA could potentially detect a significant
number of these mergers, providing valuable insights
into their rates and properties.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explored the capabilities of future
lunar-based  gravitational-wave  experiments  in
observing massive (2 1 Mg) double WD binary
mergers. We use GLOC as a proxy for suspended
test-mass detectors and LGWA as a representative of
seismometer-based detectors on the Moon. Considering
both contact and Roche lobe overflow merger
scenarios, we find detection horizons extending close to
~1 Gpc for the most massive systems. Our
calculations predict that lunar detectors could observe
dozens to thousands of mergers annually, with
additional contributions from GCs. The masses of
these WDs would be constrained with an
unprecedented accuracy of one part in a million. These
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detectors will provide early warnings weeks to months
before merger. The sky-localization of those sources
would be a few square arcminute resolution, enabling a
new era of coordinated multi-messenger follow-up of
electromagnetic transients—whether they evolve into
Type Ia supernovae or AIC events.
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