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Numerical relativity waveforms are a critical resource in the quest to deepen our understanding
of the dynamics of, and gravitational waves emitted from, merging binary systems. We present 181
new numerical relativity simulations as the second MAYA catalog of binary black hole waveforms (a
sequel to the Georgia Tech waveform catalog). Most importantly, these include 55 high mass ratio
(q >= 4), 48 precessing, and 92 eccentric (e > 0.01) simulations, including 7 simulations which are
both eccentric and precessing. With these significant additions, this new catalog fills in considerable
gaps in existing public numerical relativity waveform catalogs. The waveforms presented in this
catalog are shown to be convergent and are consistent with current gravitational wave models.
They are available to the public at https://cgp.ph.utexas.edu/waveform.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational wave observations have become increas-
ingly frequent, with the LIGO Scientific, Virgo and
KAGRA Collaborations (LVK) reporting 90 detections
through the end of their third observing run, includ-
ing 83-85 likely binary black holes (BBHs) [1–4], and
more are expected in the fourth observing run. The
BBH systems observed by the LVK span a large range
of parameters, including mass ratios from equal mass
to the possible 9:1 mass ratio of GW190814 [5]. While
most of the events are consistent with nonspinning black
holes (BHs), some show evidence of strong precession [1],
and some events even show signs of eccentricity [6, 7].
As we prepare for next-generation gravitational-wave de-
tectors such as the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna
(LISA) [8–10], the Einstein Telescope (ET) [11, 12], and
Cosmic Explorer (CE) [13], we anticipate a significant
increase in the volume of signals as well as a more di-
verse parameter space. Understanding the properties of
the systems these signals come from and their underly-
ing populations [14] and using the signals to test General
Relativity (GR) [15] relies upon having accurate predic-
tions of the anticipated signals.

Due to the complex nature of Einstein’s theory of GR,
analytic solutions don’t exist for the full two body prob-
lem of merging compact objects. A number of techniques
have been developed to solve for the dynamics and radi-
ation of such systems, and the most appropriate tech-
nique depends upon the parameters of the binary sys-
tem in question. When the objects are far apart, post-
Newtonian (PN) approximations can be used with high
accuracy and confidence [16–22]. For systems where the
masses of the black holes are highly unequal, small mass
ratio approximations allow for efficient simulations [23–
25]. Great progress has also been made towards using
small mass ratio approximations for the inspiral of near
equal mass ratio systems [26–30].

In the highly nonlinear regime of the merger of compa-
rably massed compact objects, numerical relativity (NR)

is the most accurate approach. NR computationally
solves Einstein’s equations by expressing them in a 3+1
formalism and separating the constraint and evolution
equations in order to create an initial value problem that
can be evolved on a computer [31–33]. For the case of
BBHs in vacuum, there is no missing physics within the
simulations, as long as GR is correct, and the only lim-
itations are computational in nature. A NR simulation
will solve Einstein’s equations for a single binary system
described by the masses and spin vectors of the two com-
ponent BHs. For BBHs in vacuum, the results of the sim-
ulation can be scaled by the total mass, so we set the total
ADM mass of the system to 1, and the masses can then
simply be described by the mass ratio, q = m1/m2 ≥ 1.
By creating template banks of NR simulations, NR wave-
forms have been used directly in gravitational wave (GW)
detection and parameter estimation [6, 34–36].

These simulations are placed discretely throughout the
parameter space and are time consuming and computa-
tionally expensive. Therefore, while NR waveforms can
be used directly as template banks for GW analysis, for
many analyses, analytic or semi-analytic models are cre-
ated, using information from NR for calibration [37–46].
However, creating reliable models and template banks re-
lies upon NR waveforms being sufficiently accurate and
densely covering the complete parameter space [47, 48].

There are several NR codes and public waveform cat-
alogs created by the NR community. The SXS collab-
oration has a public waveform catalog generated using
their SpEC code [49, 50] and have been developing their
next-generation code, SpECTRE [51]. There are several
waveform catalogs generated with codes derived from an
open source software used by many NR groups [52], the
Einstein Toolkit [53–57]. The waveforms in the catalog
presented in this paper are also generated with a code
derived from the Einstein Toolkit , called Maya.

We previously released the Georgia Tech waveform
catalog [53] using our Maya code including 452 wave-
forms covering the spinning parameter space up to q = 8
and including nonspinning waveforms up to q = 15.
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These waveforms have been used to study exceptional
LVK events [34], the detectability of intermediate-mass
BHs [58–60], as well as post-merger chirps [61], to high-
light a few recent studies. They have also been used to
study the different stages of the merger, including finding
a relationship between the frequency at merger and the
spin of the remnant BH [62, 63]. Using the Georgia Tech
catalog, it was also found that the BH recoil can be mea-
sured from GW observations [64], a method which has
been applied to real events [65]. This catalog has since
been rebranded to the MAYA Catalog.

This paper introduces the second MAYA Catalog, ex-
panding beyond the parameter space coverage of the first
catalog and introducing a new format. This format can
be read using the mayawaves python library [66, 67],
which is described further in Section II B. The new cat-
alog includes a suite of eccentric simulations as well as
improved coverage of the high mass ratio parameter space
and the precessing parameter space. In Section II, we
describe the Maya code used to create this catalog as well
as the mayawaves python library. We then dive into the
description of the new catalog in Section III. Section
IV compares our simulations to other NR waveforms and
waveform models, including an eccentric model, and Sec-
tion V compares the models for the remnant BH param-
eters to the results obtained from our catalog. Finally,
in Section VI, we include a discussion of the impact of
center-of-mass (COM) drift corrections.

II. CODEBASE

In this section, we’ll describe the code used to perform
these NR simulations (Maya) as well as the python li-
brary used to interact with and analyze the simulations
(mayawaves).

A. Maya Code

This catalog was constructed from simulations per-
formed using the Maya code, a fork of the Einstein
Toolkit using additional and modified thorns. The Ein-
stein Toolkit is a finite-differencing code based upon the
Cactus infrastructure using Carpet for box-in-box mesh
refinement [68]. Maya uses the BSSN formulation [31] to
separate Einstein’s equations into constraint equations to
solve for the initial data and evolution equations to evolve
the spacetime. The initial data consists of the extrinsic
curvature and the spatial metric and is constructed using
the TwoPunctures method [69]. The extrinsic curvature
takes the Bowen-York form [70], and the initial spacial
metric is confomally flat. To set the initial momenta
for quasi-circular simulations, we use the PN equations
described in [71]. We use the moving puncture gauge
condition [72, 73] and use the Kranc scripts to generate
the thorns for the spacetime evolution [74].

The Weyl Scalar is computed throughout the computa-
tional domain (x,y,z), but to interpret it as gravitational
radiation, it is extracted at several radii and extrapolated
to spatial infinity. The waves are then decomposed and
stored using the spin-weighted spherical harmonics as a
basis:

RMΨ4(t; Θ,Φ) =
∑
ℓ,m

Ψ4;ℓ,m(t)−2Yℓ,m(Θ,Φ) , (1)

where R is the extraction radius, M is the total mass
of the binary, and Θ and Φ specify the location on the
sphere centered at the COM of the binary. We provide
the gravitational wave data at several extraction radii
and mayawaves can be used to extrapolate the data to in-
finity using the method described in [45, 75]. mayawaves
also allows you to compute the strain, h(t), which is re-
lated to Ψ4 by the following:

Ψ4(t) = ḧ(t)+ − iḧ(t)× . (2)

In our previous catalog paper, we showed that the Maya
code is convergent [53]. Since this catalog introduces
eccentric simulations, we include a convergence test for a
simulation that is representative of the suite of included
eccentric simulations. We consider a nonspinning system
with q = 2 and eccentricity, e = 0.05 for three different
resolutions, 1/∆low = 141.18, 1/∆med = 211.76, and
1/∆high = 282.35. Figure 1a shows the residuals scaled
by the factor a, defined as:

a =
∆α

high −∆α
med

∆α
med −∆α

low

, (3)

where α is the convergence rate which proves to be 2.36
for this simulation. We use 6-th order spacial finite dif-
ferencing and 4th order Runge-Kutta for time evolution.
Given the complex mesh refinement and the interpola-
tion necessary to extract Ψ4 on spheres, this convergence
rate is as expected.
We use the results from our convergence test to esti-

mate the errors in our highest resolution waveform. Fig-
ure 1b shows the estimated error in our highest reso-
lution waveform for this system. Based on the method
presented in [47], this will be indistinguishable from an
“infinite” resolution face-on signal up to a signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) of ρ = 242.

B. mayawaves Python Library

The simulations in this catalog are provided in two for-
mats. The more comprehensive format consists of an h5
file for each simulation that contains information relating
to the compact objects as well as the radiation they
emit. This h5 file should be read using the mayawaves
python library [66, 67]. This library provides easy and
efficient use of the MAYA catalog and can also be used
to analyze any Einstein Toolkit simulation. Storing the
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Error analysis for an eccentric simulation. (a)
shows the convergence with resolution by showing the
residuals using the high and medium resolutions (blue)
and the medium and low resolutions (orange). The

residual using the medium and low resolutions is scaled
according to the convergence factor using Eq. 3. (b)
shows the estimated error in the highest resolution

waveform.

simulations in this format enables us to provide more
raw data pertaining to radiated quantities as well as the
evolution of the compact objects themselves. The user
need only download the desired waveform from our cat-
alog, import mayawaves in their python file, and create
a Coalescence object by passing in the simulation’s path
to the constructor. They can then access all information
regarding the simulation through the Coalescence object.
The mayawaves library can be installed via pip or from
source at https://github.com/MayaWaves/mayawaves.
Documentation and tutorials can be found at
https://mayawaves.github.io/mayawaves. Refer to
[66] for more information on this library.

III. CATALOG DESCRIPTION

The MAYA catalog of NR waveforms is accessible at
https://cgp.ph.utexas.edu/waveform. At that loca-
tion, you will see a table with the metadata describing
each simulation in the catalog. From that table, you
can download each of the simulations. They are stored
in an h5 format that is designed to be read using the
mayawaves python library. Any simulations that contain
all the necessary data are also provided in the format
detailed in [76] for use with PyCBC [77, 78].

This catalog introduces 181 new simulations that ex-
pand our coverage of the BBH parameter space, for a
total of 635 simulations. The catalog website has also
been updated to include the original catalog [53] in the
new mayawaves compatible format. Figure 2 shows the
coverage of the previous catalog and this catalog, high-
lighting the many more eccentric simulations, precessing
simulations, and high mass ratio simulations introduced
by this catalog. Figure 3 shows the spin coverage of the
combined catalogs. Figure 4 shows the distribution of
the number of inspiral GW cycles after junk radiation for
each simulation in the original and new catalogs. Simu-
lations in the new catalog have a median of ∼ 16.5 GW
cycles and the overall catalog has a median of ∼ 11 GW
cycles.
This catalog is an amalgamation of several suites of

simulations performed for various studies. This includes
a suite of 80 non-precessing, eccentric simulations with
mass ratios up to q = 4. It includes 38 simulations for a
study of secondary spin for mass ratios up to q = 15. We
also include 9 simulations performed for LVK followup
studies. Finally we have 31 simulations placed to opti-
mally fill in gaps in our parameter space using the net-
work and method described in [79]. Each of these suites
is described in more detail below. The remaining 23 sim-
ulations are an assortment of simulations performed over
the last few years.

A. Eccentric

As orbits evolve, eccentricity is quickly radiated
away [80]; therefore, for most scenarios, the eccentricity
is expected to be minimal by the time a stellar mass BBH
system reaches current ground-based GW detectors’ fre-
quency bands. As a consequence, most NR simulations
and GWmodels have focused on quasicircular binary sys-
tems. However, there are astrophysical situations that
can lead to non-zero eccentricity in binaries observed by
ground-based detectors [7, 81–84]. Some future GW de-
tectors such as LISA, will observe many binaries earlier
in their inspiral and are expected to see some eccentric-
ity remaining within the signals. In order to be prepared
to detect and study these signals, we will need eccentric
NR simulations and eccentric GW models. In fact, some
LVK events have already shown potential evidence for
eccentricity, increasing the urgency with which we need
to explore this parameter space [6, 7]. As part of this
catalog, we have included 92 new eccentric simulations.
80 of these simulations were part of a systematic

suite designed to explore the eccentric space. They have
mass ratios of 1 ≤ q ≤ 4 by steps of 1, and for each
q, we have a1 = a2 = {0, 0.4} aligned with the orbital
angular momentum. For each of the above cases, we
performed simulations with eccentricity, 0.01 ≤ e ≤ 0.1
by steps of 0.01. These simulations have catalog ids
of MAYA0913-MAYA0931, MAYA0938-MAYA0947,
MAYA0949-MAYA0958, MAYA0960-MAYA0969,

https://cgp.ph.utexas.edu/waveform
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FIG. 2: Coverage of the parameter space for the original catalog (blue) and the new catalog (pink).

MAYA0971-MAYA0980, MAYA0982-MAYA1001, and
MAYA1041. For each q, a1, a2 combination, the catalog
also includes a quasicircular simulation.

Since eccentricity is a Newtonian concept, there is no
unambiguous definition of eccentricity within GR. The
mayawaves library currently uses the orbital frequency
definition described in [85]. This definition has proved
to be robust and consistent with other definitions of ec-
centricity. For setting up the eccentric simulations, we
use the method described in [6], applying a Newtonian
derived correction to the quasicircular momentum. Since
this definition is based on Newtonian assumptions, the
resulting eccentricities are not exactly the same as the
target eccentricities. As we are aiming to generally fill
out the eccentric space and do not need precise values of

e = 0.01, 0.02,... , we do not apply iterative corrections
to target the exact eccentricity values.
We also include 5 additional simulations with q = 1

and eccentricities up to e = 0.6. These have catalog ids
of MAYA0932-MAYA0936. Additionally, we have 7 sim-
ulations with both eccentricity and precession, with ids
MAYA1043-MAYA1049. These are particularly useful
since there are currently no eccentric, precessing wave-
form models.

B. Secondary Spin

We performed a suite of simulations spanning mass
ratios of q = 1, 3, 5, 7, 15 with varying spins, including
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FIG. 3: Coverage of the spin parameter space. The left
semicircle denotes the spin for the primary black hole,
with radius showing dimensionless spin magnitude (a1)

and the angle from the vertical showing the angle
between the spin and the orbital angular momentum

(θ1). The same applies for the secondary black hole (a2
and θ2), shown on the right semicircle. The color

denotes the mass ratio.

FIG. 4: Distribution of the number of inspiral GW
cycles for the simulations in the original catalog (blue)
and the new catalog (pink). The vertical lines denote

the medians.

9 simulations with q = 15. The primary BH is non-
spinning and the secondary BH has an aligned spin of
−0.8 ≤ a2 ≤ 0.8 by steps of 0.2. Current public NR
catalogs have minimal coverage of the parameter space
with q > 4, especially with secondary spin. These sim-
ulations help fill that gap. This suite also enables us to
study the impact of the secondary spin as a function of
mass ratio. The simulations with q = 1, 3, 5, 7 begin with
a separation of D = 11M and the q = 15 simulations
begin at D = 10M . This suite includes simulations with

ids MAYA1002-MAYA1039.

C. LVK Followup

Some of the detections made by the LVK have required
additional NR followup. This is particularly useful for
events that push to the edges of the regions where mod-
els are sufficiently trained or in situations where different
models yield inconsistent posteriors for the parameters
of the binary. We performed 7 simulations (MAYA1050-
MAYA1056) as followup for GW190521, an event that
has been the focus of a lot of different studies due to its
limited number of cycles [6, 7, 86–88]. By using RIFT
to perform parameter estimation on GW190521 with NR
simulations, these points in parameter space were identi-
fied as locations with both high likelihood and high un-
certainty in the fit [34]. Performing simulations at these
points and then repeating the RIFT analysis with the
new waveforms included is expected to improve the ac-
curacy of and confidence in the estimated parameters for
GW190521. Also for GW190521, we performed a simu-
lation at the point of maximum likelihood for the pur-
pose of visualizations for the announcement of the first
intermediate-mass BH observation. We also performed
one simulation (MAYA0912) as followup for GW170608.

D. Optimized Template Placement

Many of our simulations are performed for specific
studies and thus have very specific initial parameters.
However, in order to prepare for future LVK runs and
next-generation detectors, we also want to fill out our
catalog in an efficient and strategic way. To accomplish
this, we use the neural network presented in [79] and
the method it describes to identify optimal parameters.
This method makes use of a neural network trained to
predict the match between any two quasi-circular binary
systems given their initial parameters. Using this net-
work, we search for the minimal match between poten-
tial simulations and those already existing in the catalog.
Given the non-smooth nature of the space, we use basin
hopping to identify global minima.
This tool has enabled us to identify and perform sim-

ulations in a way that maximally fills in gaps in our
coverage. We have just begun to use this tool and
have performed 31 simulations suggested by it, with ids
MAYA1057-MAYA1087. These simulations have mass
ratios up to q = 5 and precessing spins up to magnitudes
of 0.8. Current catalogs have dense coverage in low mass-
ratio spaces, but have minimal coverage above q = 4. In
general, the precessing space is also much less densely
covered than the aligned spin space. These 31 simula-
tions make significant improvements to the coverage of
the moderate to high mass-ratio, precessing parameter
space. This tool will play a large role in the generation
of waveforms for our future catalogs.
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IV. WAVEFORM COMPARISONS

Within the NR community, there are several different
methods and techniques for solving Einstein’s equations
directly. While each method has its benefits and draw-
backs, all NR waveforms are considered to the be the
gold standard for studying the merger of comparable-
mass BBH systems. To ensure accuracy and consistency
in analyses that use NR waveforms of each technique, it
is important to perform cross-code comparisons. Several
of these have been done over the past couple decades, and
the methods used by the Einstein Toolkit and the Sim-
ulating eXtreme Spacetimes (SXS) Collaboration have
proven to be reliable [89–91]. Here, we provide a com-
parison between this catalog and comparable waveforms
available in the SXS catalog.

Similarly, there are many analytic and semi-analytic
models for computing GWs. These models have the ben-
efit of being faster than NR allowing for continuous sam-
pling of the parameter space. However, given that these
models are trained or calibrated to NR waveforms, they
are generally not considered to be as accurate as NR
waveforms. In this section we will also perform a com-
parison between this catalog and waveforms generated
using such models.

For each of these comparisons, we compute the mis-
match on a flat noise curve, defined as:

MM = 1−max
t, ϕ

O[h1, h2] ≡ 1−max
t, ϕ

⟨h1|h2⟩√
⟨h1|h1⟩⟨h2|h2⟩

,

(4)
where

⟨h1|h2⟩ = 2

∫ ∞

f0

h∗
1h2 + h1 h

∗
2

Sn
df , (5)

with Sn being a flat PSD, and ∗ denoting the complex
conjugate. Mismatches are very sensitive to systematic
effects such as the amount of tapering and the starting
frequency, and we find that these effects can change the
mismatches by up to ∼ 10−3. For consistency and to
reduce Gibbs oscillations, we consider only waveforms
with more than 10 inspiral cycles and taper 6 of them.
We compute all mismatches using a total mass of Mtot =
100M⊙ and a starting frequency of 30 Hz.
For the SXS comparison, we consider all equivalent

non-precessing systems that exist in our catalog and in
the SXS LVK catalog. Figure 5a shows the mismatch as
a function of inclination, using all available modes and
a flat noise curve. The grey lines show each individual
system and the black line shows the median. Figure 5b
shows the distribution of mismatches (including all 20
inclinations) with a median mismatch of 10−3.

We also compare our waveforms to the current state-of-
the-art waveform models. For the quasicircular case, we
compare to IMRPhenomXPHM [46] for both precessing
and non-precessing systems, and for the eccentric case,
we compare to TEOBResumS-DALI [92–95]. Figure 6a

shows the mismatch between the quasicircular NR wave-
forms and the IMRPhenomXPHM waveforms as a func-
tion of inclination, including all available modes on a flat
noise curve. Each of the precessing systems appears as
a faint orange line with the vibrant orange line showing
the median value for all precessing simulations. All non-
precessing simulations appear as faint blue lines with the
vibrant blue line showing the median value for all non-
precessing simulations. The black line shows the median
mismatch of all quasicircular simulations. Figure 6b
shows the distribution of the mismatches for precessing
(blue) and aligned (orange) systems including 20 uni-
formly distributed inclinations. For non-precessing sys-
tems, the median mismatch is ∼ 10−3, and for the pre-
cessing systems, the median mismatch is ∼ 2× 10−2.

For the eccentric case, we use TEOBResumS-DALI as
the waveform model and consider only aligned spin sys-
tems. We optimize over the initial eccentricity and fre-
quency of the model waveforms to obtain the best mis-
match, since the model’s eccentricity parameter is not
physically meaningful. Figure 7 shows the mismatches
between TEOBResumS-DALI waveforms and 20 of our
waveforms which fall within the validity range of the
model (e ≤ 0.2, q ≤ 3, and a1, a2 ≤ 0.7). The median
mismatch over all systems and inclinations is ∼ 5×10−3.

V. FINAL MASS, SPIN, AND KICK

In this section, we compare the properties of the
remnant BH computed from NR simulations to those
predicted using NRSur7dq4Remnant [37]. We use the
SurfinBH python library [96, 97] to interact with NR-
Sur7dq4Remnant and compute the predicted remnant
properties. We provide the masses and spins of the ini-
tial BHs at a time 100M before merger, rotated into the
same frame used by NRSur7dq4Remnant. We only con-
sider systems which fall within the range of validity for
NRSur7dq4Remnant (q ≤ 4 and dimensionless spin pa-
rameters a1, a2 ≤ 0.8). The masses and spins of the
initial and remnant BHs are computed from the BH ap-
parent horizons, and the magnitude of the kick velocity
is computed from the linear momentum radiated by the
GWs.

Figure 8 shows the remnant properties obtained from
NR simulations compared to the remnant properties ob-
tained from NRSur7dq4Remnant. For each of the rem-
nant properties, the non-precessing systems have much
lower errors than the precessing systems. However, for
remnant spin, all residuals fall within 0.0125, and for
remnant mass, all residuals fall within 0.0012. The re-
coil velocity is more challenging since it is very sensitive
to spin angles. The system with the largest residual has
an error of 29%.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5: Mismatches between quasicircular, non-precessing MAYA waveforms and SXS waveforms using a flat noise
curve over 20 different values of inclination. a) Mismatches as a function of inclination. The black line is the median

for all systems. The faint lines show all of the individual systems. b) Distribution of mismatches.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6: Mismatches between quasicircular MAYA waveforms and IMRPhenomXPHM waveforms using a flat noise
curve over 20 different values of inclination. Orange denotes precessing systems and blue denotes non-precessing
systems. ) Mismatches as a function of inclination. The bright orange and blue lines show the median of the

precessing and non-precessing systems respectively. The black line is the median for all included waveforms. The
faint lines show all of the individual systems. b) Distribution of mismatches.

VI. CENTER OF MASS DRIFT CORRECTIONS

During the NR simulation of the inspiral of BBH sys-
tems, the center of mass experiences a wobble and a drift.
These are caused by a combination of physical effects due
to the asymmetrical emission of GWs and numerical er-
ror. Since the GWs are decomposed with the spherical
harmonics centered on the initial COM, this can cause
mode mixing. In recent years there has been much dis-
cussion of the impact that these COM drifts can cause
to the waveform modes. We include here a brief analysis

of the impact of correcting for such drifts.

Using the Scri python package [98–101], we apply cor-
rections for a translation and boost in the COM, com-
puted using equations 6 and 7 of [102]. We then per-
form a mismatch analysis comparing the COM corrected
waveforms and the uncorrected waveforms for the overall
strain and for individual modes. Figure 9 shows the mis-
matches between raw and COM corrected strains. In Fig-
ure 9a, we see the mismatch with all modes combined as
a function of inclination. The median mismatch is fairly
constant for all inclinations, with a value of ∼ 4×10−5.
In Figure 9b, we see the mismatch values for several
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7: Mismatches between eccentric, non-precessing MAYA waveforms and TEOBResumS-DALI waveforms using
a flat noise curve over 20 different values of inclination. a) Mismatches as a function of inclination. The black line is

the median for all systems. The faint lines show all of the individual systems. b) Distribution of mismatches.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 8: Comparison of the properties of the remnant black hole computed from the NR simulation and predicted by
NRSur7dq4Remnant. The top panels show the remnant property as a function of mass ratio. Non-precessing

systems appear in blue and precessing systems appear in orange. The darker points show the NR values and the
lighter points show the model predictions. The points referring to the same systems are connected by black lines.

The bottom panel shows the residuals resulting from subtracting the model predicted value from the NR value. The
vertical lines are the uncertainty in the model predictions.

modes as a function of mass ratio. While there does not
appear to be a strong correlation between the impact of
COM corrections and mass ratio, the figure does reveal
that certain modes are more impacted than others. In
particular, the ℓ = 4, m = 2 mode has mismatches up to
∼ 10−2.

Using the mayawaves library, our waveforms can be
read in their raw form or with COM corrections. The

waveforms stored in the PYCBC compatible format [76–
78] have been corrected for COM drift.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces the second MAYA catalog of NR
waveforms. It contains 181 waveforms that fill in and ex-
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(a) (b)

FIG. 9: Mismatches between COM drift corrected waveforms and raw waveforms. a) The mismatch including all
modes vs inclination. Each system is represented by a light gray line with the darker line showing the median value.

b) The mismatch for various modes and for all modes (at face-on orientation) as a funciton of mass ratio.

pand our coverage of the BBH parameter space. This
includes 80 from an eccentric suite ranging up to eccen-
tricities of 0.1, as well as 7 systems with both precession
and eccentricity. It also includes 38 waveforms studying
secondary spin, 9 simulations as NR followup for LVK
events, and 31 simulations placed to optimize parameter
space coverage.

As the most accurate way of studying the merger of
comparably massed objects, NR waveforms are crucial
for understanding the observations of current and next-
generation GW detectors. We must, therefore, ensure we
have sufficient NR coverage of the anticipated parame-
ter space. This catalog makes significant strides towards
this goal by pushing and filling in considerable gaps in
existing NR coverage of the BBH parameter space. With
mass ratios up to q = 15, highly precessing simulations,
and an extensive eccentric suite, this catalog greatly im-
proves the coverage of public NR catalogs.

By performing a thorough error analysis and compar-
ison to other NR codes, we are confident in the accuracy
and reliability of the waveforms presented in this catalog.

Through a comparison to state-of-the-art GWmodels, we
show consistency but also highlight the continuing need
for NR waveforms particularly in the less well understood
precessing space.
The waveforms are provided at https://cgp.ph.

utexas.edu/waveform and can be read using the
mayawaves python package. We have also updated the
previous Georgia Tech catalog to include more data by
using the new format, leading to a total of 635 public
waveforms. All waveforms that fit the requirements are
also provided in the format described in [76] for use
with PYCBC.
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X. Jiménez Forteza, and A. Bohé, Phys. Rev. D 93,
044006 (2016), arXiv:1508.07250 [gr-qc].

[42] A. Taracchini et al., Phys. Rev. D 89, 061502 (2014),
arXiv:1311.2544 [gr-qc].

[43] M. Hannam, P. Schmidt, A. Bohé, L. Haegel, S. Husa,
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