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Advanced gravitational-wave detectors that have made groundbreaking discoveries are Michelson
interferometers with resonating optical cavities as their arms. As light travels at a finite speed,
these cavities are optimal for enhancing signals at frequencies within the bandwidth, beyond which,
however, a small amount of optical loss will significantly impact the high-frequency signals. We find
an elegant interferometer configuration with an “L-resonator” as the core, significantly surpassing
the loss-limited sensitivity of dual-recycled-Fabry–Pérot-Michelson interferometers at high frequen-
cies. Following this concept, we provide a broadband design of a 25 km detector with outstanding
sensitivity between 2 kHz and 4 kHz. We have performed Monte-Carlo population studies of binary
neutron star mergers, given the most recent merger rate from the GWTC-3 catalog and several
representative neutron star equations of state. We find that the new interferometer configuration
significantly outperforms other third-generation detectors by a factor of 1.7 to 4 in the signal-to-
noise ratio of the post-merger signal. Assuming a detection threshold with signal-to-noise ratio > 5
and for the cases, we have explored, the new design is the only detector that robustly achieves a
detection rate of the neutron star post-merger larger than one per year, with the expected rate
between O(1) and O(10) events per year.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 2015, the first direct detection of gravitational waves
was made by the LIGO-Virgo collabration [1]. Since
then, gravitational waves have become a new window
for observing the universe and probing the unexplored
territories in astrophysics, cosmology, and fundamen-
tal physics. Until now, more than 90 compact binary
merger events have been confidently observed by the net-
work of advanced detectors, including Virgo and KA-
GRA [2]. Within these events, the detection of a binary
neutron star coalescence, GW170817 [3] followed shortly
by a short gamma-ray burst, GRB 170817A [4] and the
a series of joint observations of electromagnetic coun-
terparts [5] have had profound scientific impacts: This
multi-messenger discovery confirmed that binary neu-
tron star mergers are the origin of at least some short
gamma-ray bursts and a production site for heavy ele-
ments via rapid neutron-capture [5]. In the cosmology
aspect, GW170817 has led to an independent measure-
ment of the Hubble constant [6]. It also provided unique
access to probe the internal structure of neutron stars
and their equation of state by constraining their tidal de-
formability [3, 7–11]. With both gravitational wave and
gamma ray measurements, new constraints/bounds have
been placed on the speed of gravitational waves and the
violation of Lorentz invariance, in addition to a new test
of the equivalence principle [4].

Current gravitational wave detectors are only sensi-

tive to the inspiral part of binary neutron star merg-
ers, as shown in the analysis of GW170817. The post-
merger gravitational wave signal, which concentrates in
the kilo-hertz band, encodes essential information to an-
swer many important questions, e.g. the origin(s) of
heavy element nucleosynthesis, the engine of gamma-
ray jets and the inner structure of the neutron star un-
der extreme conditions. In particular, the merger and
post-merger signals provide access to completely unex-
plored regimes in the Quantum Chromodynamics phase
diagram beyond the reach of terrestrial collision experi-
ment [12], where the novel phase of matter may appear,
e.g. from hadron-quark phase transition[13–15].

The successful performance of current gravitational
wave detectors relies on their Michelson-type design. In
addition to the canonical Michelson interferometer con-
figuration, extra mirrors have been introduced in the
arms to form Fabry–Pérot cavities which boost both the
optical power and the gravitational wave signals, giv-
ing so-called Fabry–Pérot-Michelson (FPMI) interferom-
eter [16]. With these modifications, the shot noise limited
sensitivity is improved by orders of magnitude within the
cavity bandwidth, typically from a few hertz to tens of
hertz.

On the other hand, the binary neutron star post-
merger signals are mainly between 2 kHz and 4 kHz
which is beyond the optimal band of current gravita-
tion wave detectors. To better explore neutron star
physics, there are various ideas developed to improve the
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FIG. 1. Schematic of FPMI interferometer and the ”L-
resonator”. They are both sensitive to two degrees of free-
dom of motion: naming common,“+”, mode indicated by red
arrows, and differential,“-”, mode (gravitational wave mode)
indicated by black arrows.

high-frequency sensitivity of modern and future detec-
tors based on the dual-recycled-Fabry–Pérot-Michelson
(DRFPMI) interferometer, which includes a power re-
cycling cavity at the bright port and a signal recycling
cavity/signal extraction cavity (SEC) at the dark port
to further enhance the arm cavity power and adjust
the detector response [17, 18]. One straightforward ap-
proach is to make use of the adjustability of SEC, which
forms a coupled system with the arm cavity. For ex-
ample, the signal resonant frequency of the detector can
be shifted to higher frequencies by constant SEC detun-
ing [19] or exploring the SEC-arm coupled cavity reso-
nance [20–22]. More sophisticated quantum schemes, in-
cluding the white light cavity [23–28] and the nonlinear
optical parametric amplifier [29–33], aim at broadening
the effective bandwidth of the detector without sacrific-
ing its peak sensitivity, hence overcoming the Mizuno
limit [34]. However, it is the optical loss that sets a uni-
versal and ultimate sensitivity limit of a quantum detec-
tor [35]. The schemes mentioned above for improving the
high-frequency sensitivity are all severely constrained by
the optical losses in the SEC, which directly attenuate
the signal emerging from the arm cavity. Even worse,
the SEC loss limited high-frequency sensitivity is inde-
pendent of the arm length. Several studies have been car-
ried out to explore various techniques to saturate or over-
come the SEC loss limit [36, 37]. It has been realised that
a sloshing-type Sagnac configuration can beat the SEC
loss limit by adding a filter cavity between two arms and
thus shaping coupled cavity resonances in the absence of
SEC. However, the filter cavity loss becomes the new lim-
iting factor as another internal loss [37]. Physically the
intrinsic limit of high-frequency sensitivity comes from
the decay of signal beyond the bandwidth of the single
cavity where the signal is generated and circles around.

In order to surpass the loss limit of gravitational
wave detectors at high frequencies, the question becomes
whether it is possible to resonate high-frequency signals
in the arm cavity by itself. In the meanwhile, the laser
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FIG. 2. The relative response of the ”L-resonator” and FPMI
interferometer to the differential mode. The ”L-resonator”
outperforms at c/4L and 3c/4L with a relative amplification
of 4/Titm, where Titm is chosen as 0.014. In contrast, the
FPMI interfeormeter outperforms around frequency 0 Hz and
c/2L.

carrier needs to resonate to maintain the high power. It
motivates the idea of taking advantage of resonance at
free spectral range away from the carrier frequency [38].
However, the detector’s response to gravitational waves
essentially degrades around the free spectral range fre-
quency [39–41]. For gravitational waves from the normal
direction, the alteration in travel time for light cancels
out if the duration of the round trip matches the period
of the gravitational wave.

In this paper, we provide an elegant detector scheme
satisfying all criteria. The SEC loss limited lower bound
sensitivity of the new detector can be orders of magni-
tude better than DRFPMI interferometer at high fre-
quencies. A conceptual design of the new detector, in-
cluding all other losses, surpasses the quantum loss limit
of currently proposed gravitational wave detectors sev-
eral times. In Sec. II, we introduce the principle of the
core of the new detector, an “L-resonator”. In Sec. III,
we present the complete interferometer and its quantum
noise. In Sec. IV, we deliver the conceptual design of
the new detector and model the noise budget. In Sec. V,
we demonstrate the ability of the new detector to detect
the post-merger signal of binary neutron star coalescence
and dark-matter-induced neutron star collapse.

II. PRINCIPLE

To illustrate the principle of the new scheme, we start
with the fundamental FPMI interferometer. Here, we
define two orthogonal degrees of freedom of motions: the
common, “+”, and differential, “−”, motions of end test
masses (ETMs) in x- and y-arms,

∆L+ = ∆Lx + ∆Ly ,∆L− = ∆Ly −∆Lx . (1)

The differential mode signal transmits to the dark port,
and the common mode signal appears at the bright port.
The interferometer’s responses to the sidebands of both
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FIG. 3. The schematic of new interferometer comprised of the
“L-resonator” and a central Michelson. It also includes power
recycling mirror (PRM) and signal extraction mirror (SEM).
Constant phase squeezing is injected from the dark port.

modes are identical and proportional to

GFPMI,+/− =

√
2Titm∣∣e2iΩτ −
√
Ritm

∣∣ , (2)

where Ω is the angular frequency of sideband, τ ≡ L/c,
L is the arm length, Titm and Ritm are the transmissivity
and reflectivity of input test mass (ITM).

We propose an “L-resonator” as shown in Fig. 1. Such
a resonator responds to the two modes of motion in differ-
ent manners, giving separated resonant frequencies. The
phase variation of light after a round trip in the cavity
is ∆φ(t) = (2ω0/c)[∆Lx(t− 2τ) + ∆Ly(t)], which, in the
frequency domain, can be written as

∆φ(Ω) =
2ω0

c
(1± e−2iΩτ )∆L±(Ω) . (3)

ω0 is the angular frequency of the carrier. It is clear
that when Ω/2π = Nc/2L (N is an integer), the phase
shift of “+” mode reaches maximum, in contrast, the “−”
mode peaks at Ω/2π = Nc/2L + c/4L. Here we pump
the resonator by two lasers from both input ports, which
give balanced power in the two orthogonal arms [42]. The
signal of both modes of motion will appear at both ports
as indicated in Fig. 1. The responses of the two ports to
the “+” and “-” mode are proportional to

GL,1,+ = GL,2,+ =

√
Titm∣∣e2iΩτ −
√
Ritm

∣∣ ,
GL,1,− = −GL,2,− =

√
Titm∣∣e2iΩτ +
√
Ritm

∣∣ .
(4)

By combining and splitting the “+” and “-” mode sig-
nals at two ports, we can tell the “L-resonator” has an
identical “+” mode response to the FPMI interferome-
ter. Regarding to the “-” mode, “L-resonator” has 4/Titm
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FIG. 4. Strain sensitivity of the 25 km new detector in
comparison to A+ [43, 44], NEMO [21], ET [45], the “post-
merger” tuned CE-20 km and the CE-40 km [46, 47] detec-
tors. The sensitivity of ET corresponds to the combined three
10 km triangular configurations. The new detector gives supe-
rior sensitivity in the frequency range of 2-4 kHz and 8-10 kHz.
The parameters of the new detector are listed in Table. I.

times larger response at c/4L, as shown in Fig. 2. The
expense is around Ω = 0 and c/2L. It is worth noting
that, at Ω = 0, the response is not zero, as one may infer
directly from Eq. 3.

How about its response to gravitational waves? Treat-
ing the ITM and ETM in x-arm/y-arm of the “L-
resonator” as the boundary of photon’s trajectory in
two directions, the round trip phase in one direction un-
der the projection of gravitational waves is the same as
in the Michelson interferometer where the beamsplitter
(BS) and ETM form the boundary. The fractional change
of travel time of light in one arm, D(Ω, ne) can be ex-
pressed by Equation. (5) in [41], where ne ≡ nie

i. ni
is the traveling direction of gravitational plane-wave, ei

is the vector aligned to one arm. By calculating the
optical field after traveling through the whole cavity,
the cavity’s response is proportional to

√
2ω0τGL,1,−D

ij ,
where Dij = D(Ω, nke

k
x)eixe

j
x − D(Ω, nle

l
x)eiye

j
y is the

detector tensor. It is the same as that of Michelson
interferometer[39–41, 48]. The antenna response for each

polarization is F+,× = Dijε
ij
+,×, where εij+,× is the po-

larization tensor for the + and × polarizations[41, 49],
respectively. In the special case, the strain of normal in-
cident waves can be mapped to an equivalent differential
displacement as follows

∆L−(Ω) = L
sin Ωτ

Ωτ
h(Ω) . (5)

It is clear that only at multiples of c/2L, instead of c/4L,
the gravitational wave corresponds to 0 effective displace-
ments. In later sections, the strain sensitivities are shown
by including the antenna response

√
|F+|2 + |F×|2 for

gravitational waves traveling at an angle of 15◦ with re-
spect to the normal direction.
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III. THE COMPLETE INTERFEROMETER
AND QUANTUM NOISE

Each output port of the “L-resonator” is sensitive to
both common and differential modes. We can decou-
ple the two modes of signals through an electronic sys-
tem after measuring their signals. More practically, we
can use a single laser and add a BS to form the com-
plete interferometer as shown in Fig. 3, which decouples
the two modes spatially. In Fig. 3, the sideband extrac-
tion mirror (SEM) and power recycling mirror (PRM)
are also included. Note that in the lossless case, the
laser travels in and returns along the same input port,
and the reflection port turns out to be dark. There-
fore, the BS behaves more like the one in the Michel-
son instead of the Sagnac interferometer, as the topology
might indicate. The SEM helps decrease the sidebands’
storage time around c/4L, therefore broadening the de-
tector bandwidth [34]. In contrast, it increases the low-
frequency sideband storage time, which refers to the sig-
nal recycling scheme in DRFPMI interferometer [17, 34].
A similar high-frequency resonance can be achieved by
the synchronous interferometer [50–54], which uses a ring
cavity as its core. It realizes a speed-type measurement
that suppresses the signals at low frequencies. The new
interferometer is a position meter sensitive to signals to-
ward DC.

The quantum noise of the new interferometer can be
derived following the conventional approach of modeling
the field propagation in the interferometer. The single-
sided quantum noise power spectral density of the inter-
ferometer in the unit of m2/Hz is

S(Ω) =
c2~|e2iΩτ +

√
Rsec|2

4ω0ParmTsec
+

16~ω0ParmTsec

c2M2|e2iΩτ +
√
Rsec|2Ω4

,

(6)
M is the mass of each ETM. Here Tsec and Rsec are the ef-
fective transmissivity and reflectivity of the SEC formed
by ITM and SEM:

Tsec ≡
TitmTsem[

1−
√
RitmRsem

]2 , (7)

where Tsem, Rsem are the power transmissivity and reflec-
tivity of SEM. More precisely, we include the additional
phase gained by the sidebands propagating in the SEC.
There is

S(Ω) =
c2~ |C|2

4ω0ParmTitmTsem
+

16~ω0ParmTitmTsem

c2M2 |C|2 Ω4
, (8)

where

C = e2iΩ(τ+τs) +
√
Ritm

[
e2iΩτs − e2iΩτ

√
Rsem

]
−Rsem .

(9)
Here τs ≡ Lsec/c, Lsec is the SEC length. The first term
of Eq. (8) is the shot noise, Sshot, and the second term
denotes the radiation pressure noise. The power spectral
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FIG. 5. Detailed quantum noise budget of the new detector
(solid lines). The SEC loss limit of the “post-merger” tuned
CE-20 km detector (dashed line) is included for comparison.
At 3 kHz, the SEC loss limit of the new detector is orders of
magnitude lower than that of the “post-merger” tuned CE-
20 km detector. The output loss limits the quantum noise of
the new detector.

density of the SEC loss can be calculated as

Ssec(Ω) = εsec

[
c2~|e2iΩτ +

√
Ritm|2

4ω0ParmTitm
+

16~ω0ParmTitm

c2M2 |C|2 Ω4

]
(10)

where εsec is the SEC loss coefficient. The power spectral
density of the input loss is Sin(Ω) = εinS(Ω), where εin
is the input loss coefficient. The power spectral density
of the output loss is Sout(Ω) = εoutSshot(Ω)/(1 − εout),
where εout is the output loss coefficient. The arm loss
power spectral density can be calculated as

Sarm(Ω) = εarm

[
c2~

8ω0Parm

+
8~ω0Parm|e2iΩτs −

√
RitmRsem|2

c2M2|C|2Ω4

]
,

(11)

where εarm is the arm loss coefficient.

IV. CONCEPTUAL DESIGN AND NOISE
BUDGET

Targeting the post-merger signals of binary neutron
stars, typically between 2 kHz and 4 kHz, we propose a
detector with each arm length 25 km, which results in
peak sensitivity at 3 kHz. The sensitivities of the new de-
tector, Advanced LIGO+ (A+) [43, 44], and other third-
generation detectors, Neutron Star Extreme Matter Ob-
servatory (NEMO) [21] Einstein Telescope (ET) [45] and
Cosmic Explorer (CE) [46, 47] are compared in the Fig. 4.
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FIG. 6. Noise budget of the 25 km new detector. Above
20 Hz, the sensitivity of the new detector is limited by quan-
tum shot noise. Instead of frequency-dependent squeezing,
only constant phase squeezing is applied. The seismic noise.
Newtonian noise and suspension thermal noise include both
arm cavity and central Michelson noise. We present the BS
and ITM coating and substrate noise separately. The noise
budget is modelled by the software, pyGWINC [58].

A. Interferometer design

In such a detector, we choose laser wavelength at
1064 nm, and fused silica as the mirror material, same
as in LIGO and Virgo detetcors [43, 55]. We target the
arm cavity power, 1.5 MW, which can be obtained with
165 W input laser and 100 ppm round trip arm cavity
loss (equivalent to 50 ppm loss in each arm cavity of the
DRFPMI interferometer). On the conceptual level, we
reasonably assume other power degradation mechanisms,
e.g. the point absorbers on the surface of optics [56], the
parametric acousto-optic coupling [57] will be manage-
able in the future benefiting from both optimizing detec-
tor’s technical design and technology research and devel-
opment. The ITM transmissivity is chosen as 0.014. The
SEM transmissivity is chosen as 0.06, and the SEC length
is chosen as 50 m. The resulting detector bandwidth is
∼ 290 Hz.

The radius of curvature of two ETMs is chosen to be
40 km (cavity g factor ∼ 0.06), resulting beam size of
13.2 cm on ETMs. The beam is elliptical on the ITM,
with sizes of 8 cm and 11.3 cm in two axes (11.3 cm=

√
2×

8 cm, where 8 cm is the waist size). We adopt the mirror
radius and thickness of 34 cm and 40 cm, respectively,
giving total weight ∼ 320 kg. In the new detector, the
displacement of ITM along its normal is in the common
mode, the sub-optimal geometry of the ITM, which leads
to larger mirror thermal fluctuations [59] is not a con-
strain from the noise perspective. We choose the ITM
radius, 34 cm, and thickness, 17 cm, giving a mirror mass
136 kg. The coating material of ITM should have low op-
tical absorption to reduce the heat load, hence reducing
the optical loss in the recycling cavity from the thermal

distortion [60]. However, it is not required to have a low
mechanical loss, which is necessary to have by the ITMs
in the DRFPMI interferometer.

B. Radiation pressure noise and squeezing

In the new detector, only two ETMs contribute to the
effective differential mode, which is half reduced com-
pared with the DRMIFP interferometer. Equivalently,
the reduced mirror mass of the differential mode is a fac-
tor of 2 larger; hence the quantum radiation pressure
amplitude noise is reduced by a factor of 2. It is straight-
forward to read that Eq. (8) reaches the minimum value
when the shot noise and the radiation pressure noise are
equal:

S(Ω) ≥ 4~
MΩ2

, (12)

which is the power spectral density of the standard quan-
tum limit of the new interferometer. It is only half of
the standard quantum limit of a DRMIFP interferome-
ter [61].

Benefiting from the naturally reduced radiation pres-
sure noise, we only adopt constant phase squeezing in-
stead of frequency-dependent squeezing. As a result, the
usual kilo-meter-long filter cavity is not required. We as-
sume 18 dB constant phase squeezing can be generated.
The loss projection on the input path is 1.5%, includ-
ing 1% from the optical parametric amplifier and 0.5%
from the Faraday isolator. Note that the input loss bud-
get is less than the estimation in other third-generation
detectors, where a filter cavity is required on the input
chain. It will result in 15 dB squeezing into the interfer-
ometer and give 15 dB amplification of radiation pressure
noise. The output path, including the Faraday isolator
(0.5%), output mode cleaner (2%), and the photodiodes
(1%), contribute total 3.5% loss [62]. Including the inter-
nal loss from SEC (500 ppm) and arm cavity (100 ppm),
10-11.5 dB squeezed shot noise will be observed over the
whole frequency band, with 11.5 dB squeezing at the peak
sensitivity. The detailed quantum noise compositions are
shown in Fig. 5.

C. Arm cavity noise

The arm cavity effective mirror displacement noises are
reduced compared with the equivalent DRFPMI inter-
ferometer, again benefiting from the in-susceptibility to
ITM motions.

We model the noise budget of the new detector us-
ing the software pyGWINC [58]. The noise modeling is
based on the CE-40 km design [63]. For the coating ther-
mal Brownian noise modeling, we assume a factor 4 im-
provement from the mechanical loss of Ta2O5 and SiO2

bi-layer coatings, which is also the goal of A+ [44]. The
ETM suspension design is assumed to be the quadruple
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TABLE I. Parameters of the 25 km new detector

Wavelength 1064 nm
Arm length 25 km
SEC length 50 m

Input laser power 165 W
Power recycling cavity power 10.6 kW

Arm circulating power 1.5 MW
ITM transmissivity 0.014
SRM transmissivity 0.06

Arm loss 100 ppm
SEC loss 500 ppm
Input loss 1.5%

Output loss 3.5%
Input squeezing level 18 dB

Result squeezing (shot noise) 10-11.5 dB
Result squeezing (radiation pressure noise) -15 dB

Substrate material Silica
ITM/ETM mass 136 kg/320 kg

ITM radius/thickness 34 cm/17 cm
ETM radius/thickness 34 cm/40 cm

ITM/ETM RoC ∞/ 40 km
ITM/ETM beam size 8 cm/ 13.2 cm
BS radius/thickness 34 cm/17 cm

BS beam size 8 cm
Coating loss angle (ETM/steering mirror) 9e-5/1.25e-5

pendulum suspension used in LIGO [63, 64]. The verti-
cal seismic and suspension thermal noise has the least
coupling due to the finite radius of curvature of the earth
and is independent of the arm length in the unit of strain.
They will scale down by

√
2 from CE-40 km. The hori-

zontal seismic and suspension thermal noise will increase
by 1.13 (40/25/

√
2). Newtonian noise is also around a

factor of 1.13 times the CE-40 km noise. The residual gas
noise caused by the stochastic disturbance of molecular
species onto the laser’s phase [65] is not mirror displace-
ment noise and will almost scale up by 1.6 (40/25). The
gas damping noise, however, from the impinging of the
gas particles onto test masses [66, 67] will scale up by
1.13.

D. Central Michelson noise

Different from the DRFPMI interferometer, where the
arm cavity buildup factor attenuates the central Michel-
son noise, the optical paths fluctuations in the central
Michelson of the new detector are non-negligible at low
frequency and around c/2L due to the anti-resonance of
the arm cavity in those frequency bands. The power
spectral density of the Michelson differential noise can
be mapped to the equivalent ETM noise as

Setm(Ω) = SMI(Ω)
|e2iΩτ +

√
Ritm|2

4
, (13)

where SMI(Ω) is the central Michelson noise and Setm(Ω)
is thus the detection noise. Such fundamental noise can
largely come from the change of the refractive index of

the BS and ITM substrate due to inhomogeneous temper-
ature fluctuations, so called substrate thermo-refractive
noise [68–70]. The central Michelson thermo-refractive
noise from both BS and ITM substrates can be calcu-
lated by Equation (2) in [69], including elliptical beam
corrections. The beam size on BS will be almost the same
as on the ITM. We chose the BS geometry the same as
the ITM with a radius 34 cm and a thickness 17 cm.

We also include the suspension, coating, and substrate
thermal noise from the BS and the two steering mirrors
between the BS and the ITM. The folding mirror gives
coherent mirror displacement noise twice in a round trip.
It also introduces larger mirror thermal noise in each
bounce than a straight reflection due to the interference
fringe pattern [71, 72]. It is 50% addition in power spec-
tral density for coating Brownian noise [71, 72], the dom-
inated thermal noise. The steering mirror coatings have
the same mechanical loss as the ETMs. For the seismic
noise and seismic Newtonian noise of the central Michel-
son, the scale of the central Michelson should be smaller
than the wavelength of the seismic waves; the motions
of Michelson mirrors can be largely coherent as a certain
mix of differential and common modes. For simplicity,
we assume uncorrelated noise from each mirror. The seis-
mic isolation systems of central Michelson mirrors are the
same as these of the ETMs. The detailed noise budget
of the new detector is shown in Fig. 6.

As shown in Fig. 4, the sensitivity of the new detector is
comparable to that of the “post-merger” tuned CE-20 km
in the hundreds of Hertz range. It starts to have better
sensitivity from 1.5 kHz and shows more than a factor
of 2 improvement in the frequency range from 2.6 kHz
to 3.8 kHz with the maximal improvement of 3.5 times
occurring at 3 kHz.

V. SCIENCE CASES

The new configuration leads to a broadband sensitivity
as shown in Fig. 4, hence such a detector will still be
able to probe the astrophysics of compact binaries and
cosmology similar to third-generation detectors (see e.g.
[73]), though with modified signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs).
In this section, we highlight two specific science cases that
become accessible due to the unparalleled sensitivity at
high frequencies offered by the new design.

A. Neutron star post-merger

The primary science target of this new detector design
is the post-merger gravitational wave signal of coalesc-
ing binary neutron star systems. While the ringdown
spectroscopy of binary black hole coalescences provides
a novel platform for tests of General Relativity [74–77],
the post-merger spectroscopy of binary neutron stars will
likely shed light on our understanding of the equation
of state of nuclear matter at high temperatures, compli-
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FIG. 7. The post-merger waveform of binary neutron stars
in various of equations of states with peak mode frequency
ranging from 2 kHz to 4 kHz. The source distance is assumed
to be 100 Mpc. Each of the neutron star in the binary is
assumed to have equal mass, 1.35M�. The black solid line
represents the sensitivity of the new detector.

cated magnetohydrodynamical processes involving neu-
trino generation and transport, novel phase(s) of nuclear
matter and the underlying mechanism of short gamma-
ray bursts [78–86].

The post-merger waveform of binary neutron stars is
a complicated (and unknown) function of the neutron
star masses, spins, and the equation of state. We per-
form an analysis similar to the one presented in [20] and
choose five representative equations of state: TM1 [87],
DD2 [88], SFHo [89], SLy [90] and APR4 [91] to cover
a range of different stiffness. The neutron star binary is
assumed to be 1.35M� + 1.35M�, and the correspond-
ing waveforms are adopted from [92–95]. In Figure. 7,
we present the waveforms of a source in different equa-
tions of state at a distance of 100 Mpc. Notice that the
actual post-merger waveform depends on the remnant
mass, spin, magnetic field level and possibly many other
factors, in addition to equation of state. The goal of
this new detector is to provide superior sensitivity cov-
ering from over 1 kHz to 4 kHz, where most post-merger
spectra belong to. However, it is not necessary that the
detector sensitivity is optimal for a particular waveform
considering the uncertainty.

We assume the updated binary neutron star merger
rate after the third observing run of the Advanced LIGO-
Virgo detector network, 105.5+190.2

−83.9 Gpc−3yr−1 [96]. We
note that it is an order of magnitude smaller than the
initial rate estimated after the detection of GW170817
[3] (and used in [20]). For each of the three equations
of states, we apply Monte-Carlo simulations to randomly
sample binary neutron stars in their sky locations, in-
clinations, and distances according to the merger rate,
assuming one year of observation time and a uniform
distribution of binaries in comoving volume. We repeat
this exercise 100 times to generate 100 universes with the
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FIG. 8. Number of events with SNR greater than five
(top) and the SNR of the loudest event (bottom), both are
assuming one year of observing time. They are obtained
from the median values in the Monte-Carlo simulations. The
upper ends of the error bars correspond to the case with
the merger rate being 295.7Gpc−3yr−1, the lower ends cor-
respond to 21.6Gpc−3yr−1 and the symbols correspond to
105.5Gpc−3yr−1.

same underlying distribution but different statistical re-
alizations. We compute the post-merger SNR for each
event, defined as

SNR := 2

√∫ 4kHz

fcontact

df
|h̃(f)|2
Sn(f)

, (14)

where h̃ is the frequency-domain post-merger waveform,
Sn(f) is the single-sided noise power spectral density of
the considered detector, and fcontact is the frequency at
neutron stars collide with each other [92, 97], which de-
pends on the equation of state. It can be computed from
the mass ratio of the binary, and the compactness of the
neutron stars [97]. The upper cut-off frequency is chosen
to be 4 kHz to cover most of the spectral power of the
post-merger waveform. We note that this is a slightly
different definition of the post-merger SNR than the one
used in [47, 98], where instead of fcontact a fixed lower
cut-off frequency of 1 kHz is used. Here we choose the
equation-of-state dependent contact frequency as we are
not considering the part of the post-merger spectrum
that overlaps with inspiral frequencies. The resulting
median number of events with a post-merger SNR > 5
and the median SNR of the loudest event, averaged over
the 100 realizations and assuming three different merger
rates, are shown in Fig. 8. We find that the new design
significantly outperforms – by a factor of 1.7 to 4 – other
third-generation detectors in detecting the post-merger
signal of colliding neutron stars. If the detection thresh-
old is chosen to be SNR > 5, then only the new design
is confidently expected to observe at least one event per
year, whereas the detection rates for NEMO, ET and CE
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are one to two orders of magnitude smaller for most of the
equations of state. Notice that here the SNR is defined
for the total post-merger waveform, which is greater than
the SNR stemming from the excitation of individual os-
cillation modes of the post-merger object. Therefore, the
new design provides the most promising platform to per-
form post-merger spectroscopy, i.e., resolving the “peak
mode” and other secondary oscillation modes of the rem-
nant [99].

B. Dark Matter Induced Neutron Star Collapse

In addition to the prominent sensitivity between 2 kHz
and 4 kHz, the new detector also has better sensitivity
between 8 kHz and 10 kHz. This section studies its po-
tential advantage for an even higher-frequency science
case.

It has been proposed that fermionic dark matter par-
ticles may accumulate at the center of neutron stars and
eventually collapse into a mini black hole because of the
dissipative interaction. The neutron star matter subse-
quently accretes onto the mini black hole in millisecond
timescale and produces gravitational wave emission in
the kilohertz range, depending on the mass of the col-
lapsing neutron star.

The primary gravitational wave signal for a rotating
neutron star is the 20 mode of the axisymmetric collapse.
The collapse waveform in discussed in [100], which dis-
plays similar magnitude (in ψ4) as the collapse waveform
of the hypermassive neutron star as used is [38]. For
simplicity, we shall use the phenomenological waveform
model in [38] to compute the signal-to-noise ratio of these
events:

h = A
50Mpc

d
sin(2πft)e−πf |t|/Q (15)

with the pre-peak part contributing comparable SNR as
the post-peak part. Here the mode frequency is inversely
proportional to mass f ∼ 4.7kHz × (2.7M�/MNS), the
quality factor is Q ∼ 2.5 and the amplitude is estimated
as A ∼ 0.8 × 10−23(4.7kHz/f)2 (assuming the “TM1”
equation of state). Notice that these values are expected
to change for different neutron star spin and equations
of state. For example, the amplitude may change by at
least a factor of three according to the equation of states
used in [100], and the variation of frequency and quality
factor may be ≤ 30% or ≤ 20% respectively [38].

As shown in Fig. 9, with the waveform model of the
collapse process, we can estimate the horizon distance if
the detection threshold is set to be SNR = 5. The new
design shows approximately 30% improvements in hori-
zon distance for neutron star mass around 1.4 solar mass
compared with other third-generation detectors, benefit-
ing from the secondary dip in the sensitivity curve of the
new detector in Fig. 4. The enhanced horizon distance
is reaching toward the edge of Milky Way’s dark matter
halo for low mass collapse events.
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FIG. 9. Horizon distance for detecting the dark-matter in-
duced neutron star collapse signal with different detector sen-
sitivities, assuming the threshold SNR is 5.

VI. CONCLUSION

As an extraordinary laboratory to study nuclear
physics, the post-merger neutron stars call the demand
to enhance the gravitational wave detectors’ sensitivity in
the kilohertz band. The currently existing and proposed
gravitational wave detectors are based on the DRFPMI
interferometer. Since the Fabry–Pérot cavity is limited
to having a narrow bandwidth to maintain its high finesse
operation, such configurations have sub-optimal perfor-
mance toward high frequencies. The fundamental limit
from optical losses sets the barrier, particularly the loss
in the SEC, which mixes with decayed high-frequency
signals from the arm cavity.

In this work, we present an elegant interferometer
based on a “L” shape optical resonator, which ampli-
fies both the high-frequency gravitational wave signals
and carrier. The SEC loss limited sensitivity of such an
interferometer surpasses that of a DRFPMI interferom-
eter by orders of magnitude at high frequencies, more
precisely, 4/Titm at c/4L. Beyond its high-frequency su-
periority, its in-susceptibility to ITM motions provides a
factor of

√
2 suppression of displacement noises from the

arm cavity mirrors and a factor of 2 suppression of the
quantum radiation pressure noise. It also brings other
advantages; for example, the constant phase squeezing
turns out to be sufficient; the ITM coatings only require
to satisfy low optical absorption without demanding low
mechanical loss. The drawback of the new interferome-
ter is at low frequencies around 0 Hz, where the noises in
the central Michelson couple to the detector readout with
the same gain of arm cavity noise. On the technical level,
the potential technical topics, e.g. the parametric insta-
bility [57], radiation-pressure-induced angular instability
of the arm cavity [101] and required thermal compensa-
tion system [60] that will be different from the DRFPMI
interferometer require separate study in the future.

We apply the sensitivity of the new detector to measure
its ability to detect the binary neutron star post-mergers
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through the Monte-Carlo population simulation. Based
on the chosen equation of states, the new detector has
SNRs a factor of 1.7 to 4 of the other third-generation
detectors. Taking the SNR > 5 as the threshold and
given the merger rate ranging from 21.6 Gpc−3yr−1 to
295.7 Gpc−3yr−1 according to GWTC-3 catalog, the new
detector can enable a maximal detection rate upto ∼20
per year.

In addition, we explored the potential advantage of
the new detector in its ability to detect dark-matter-
induced neutron star collapse. Benefiting from the con-
spicuous sensitivity between 8 kHz and 10 kHz, which re-
sults from the second resonance of the new interferometer
at 3c/4L, it gives ∼30 % improvement for neutron stars
with around 1.4 solar mass, in comparison to the horizon
reach of other configurations.
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G. Guidi, A. Gurkovsky, G. Hammond, M. Han-

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.062002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.062002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.022002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.022002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.102004
https://doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2020.39
https://doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2020.39
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.122003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0030-4018(96)00579-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0030-4018(96)00579-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.082002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.211104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.211104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.102001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.102001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.08766
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.122001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab7615
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab7615
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.L041101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.L041101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.082002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.082002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(93)90620-F
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(93)90620-F
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011053
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies9010003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.122003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.122003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.044063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.06705
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/18/184017
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/18/184017
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/15/155010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.084004
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-T1800042
https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-T1800042


11

nam, J. Harms, D. Heinert, M. Hendry, I. Heng,
E. Hennes, J. Hough, S. Husa, S. Huttner, G. Jones,
F. Khalili, K. Kokeyama, K. Kokkotas, B. Krish-
nan, T. G. F. Li, M. Lorenzini, H. Lück, E. Majo-
rana, I. Mandel, V. Mandic, M. Mantovani, I. Mar-
tin, C. Michel, Y. Minenkov, N. Morgado, S. Mosca,
B. Mours, H. Müller–Ebhardt, P. Murray, R. Nawrodt,
J. Nelson, R. Oshaughnessy, C. D. Ott, C. Palomba,
A. Paoli, G. Parguez, A. Pasqualetti, R. Passaqui-
eti, D. Passuello, L. Pinard, W. Plastino, R. Pog-
giani, P. Popolizio, M. Prato, M. Punturo, P. Puppo,
D. Rabeling, P. Rapagnani, J. Read, T. Regimbau,
H. Rehbein, S. Reid, F. Ricci, F. Richard, A. Roc-
chi, S. Rowan, A. Rüdiger, L. Santamaŕıa, B. Sassolas,
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