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Space-based gravitational wave detectors such as TianQin, LISA, and TaiJi have the potential to
outperform themselves through joint observation. To achieve this, it is desirable to practice joint
data analysis in advance on simulated data that encodes the intrinsic correlation among the signals
found in different detectors that operate simultaneously. In this paper, we introduce GWSpace, a
package that can simulate the joint detection data from TianQin, LISA, and TaiJi. The software is
not a groundbreaking work that starts from scratch. Rather, we use as many open-source resources
as possible, tailoring them to the needs of simulating the multi-mission science data and putting
everything into a ready-to-go and easy-to-use package. We shall describe the main components,
the construction, and a few examples of application of the package. A common coordinate system,
namely the Solar System Barycenter (SSB) coordinate system, is utilized to calculate spacecraft
orbits for all three missions. The paper also provides a brief derivation of the detection process and
outlines the general waveform of sources detectable by these detectors.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Several space-based gravitational wave (GW) detectors, including TianQin [1], the Laser Interferometer
Space Antenna (LISA) [2, 3], and TaiJi [4, 5], are eyeing for launch around mid-2030s. These detectors
will for the first time open the unexplored milli-Hertz (mHz) frequency band of GW spectrum. In
complement to the current ground-based GW detectors (GBDs) [6], space-based GW detectors (SBDs)
enjoy a plethora of new types of sources, including the Galaxy Compact Binary (GCB) [7, 8], the Massive
Black Hole Binary (MBHB) [9], the Stellar-mass Black Hole Binary (SBHB) [10, 11], the Extreme Mass
Ratio Inspirals (EMRI) [12, 13], the Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background (SGWB) [14, 15], and
etc [16–21].
Unlike GBDs that mainly capture GW events in their short-lived merger phases, SBDs detect GW

events mostly during their long-lasting inspiral phases, resulting in complex data sets with overlapping
signals in time and frequency. Consequently, this poses significant challenges to data analysis [11, 22–24].
So several mock data challenges, such as mock LISA data challenge (MLDC) [22, 25, 26], which is now
replaced by LISA data challenge (LDC) [23], and TaiJi data challenge (TDC) [24], have been set up to
help develop the necessary tools need for space-based GW data analysis.
It is possible that more than one of the detectors, TianQin, LISA and TaiJi, will be observing concur-

rently during the mid-2030s, enabling a network approach to detect some GW signals. These detectors
can then observe the same GW signals from different locations in the solar system, effectively forming
a virtual detector with a much larger size [27], leading to significant improvements in sky localization
accuracy [28–32], allowing for the discovery of more sources and a deeper understanding of physics
[33, 34]. More examples showing how joint detection can improve over individual detectors can be found
in [7, 9, 10, 12, 29, 32, 35]. A comprehensive study of how the joint detection with TianQin and LISA can
improve over each detector can be found in [36]. What’s more, the difficulties faced by space-based GW
data analysis are partially due to parameter degeneracy [37], and it has been shown that joint detection
can also be helpful here by breaking some of the degeneracies [38]. So it is important to seriously consider
the possibility of doing joint data analysis from different SBD combinations.
There are challenges to doing data analysis for joint observation with more than one detectors. For

example, due to the significant differences in arm lengths and orbits, approximations and optimized
algorithms developed for geocentric and heliocentric cannot be directly applied interchangeably. What’s
more, variations in the separations among the detectors will affect the correlation of the singles and
this requires comprehensive consideration in the calculation of the likelihood and covariance matrices.
To facilitate the study of problems involved in the analysis of joint observational data, we introduce in
this paper GWSpace, which is a package that can simulate the joint detection data from all three SBDs
mentioned above.
Although MLDC, LDC and TDC have already achieved simulating data for individual detectors like

LISA and Taiji, there are new problems to be solved when one wants to simulate data for all three
detectors operating together. For example, due to the shorter arm-length of TianQin, its sensitivity
frequency band is more shifted toward the higher frequency end, ranging from 10−4 to 1 Hz [1], as
compared to about [2 × 10−5, 10−1] Hz for LISA and TaiJi [3, 5]. Because of this, the response model
derived using the low-frequency limit method [39] that works for LISA and TaiJi is not always valid for
TianQin. Therefore, it is necessary to consider the full-frequency response models to accurately describe
the behaviour of all the detectors across the entire frequency spectrum [40, 41]. Another issue is that one
needs to study the response of the three SBDs by using the same coordinate system to correctly reveal
the correlation among them. The solar system barycenter (SSB) coordinate system is identified as the
most straightforward choice for this purpose.
The paper is structured as follows. Section II specifies the coordinate systems used in this paper.

Section III specify the orbits of the three SBDs involved, namely TianQin, LISA and Taiji. Section IV, V
and VI detail the response, TDI combinations and source waveforms used in GWSpace. Some example
data-sets are described in section VII. A short summary is in section VIII.

II. COORDINATE SYSTEMS

Two basic coordinate systems will be used in this paper: the astronomical ecliptic coordinate system
used to describe the detector, hence called the detector frame, and the coordinate system adapted to the
description of gravitational wave (GW) sources, hence called the source frame.

https://github.com/TianQinSYSU/GWSpace


3

The detector frame, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (Left), is defined with the origin at the solar system
barycenter (SSB). In this frame, the z-axis is oriented perpendicular to the ecliptic and points towards
the north, while the x-axis points towards the March equinox. The y-arxis is obtained as y = z × x .
The direction to a GW source is indicated with the unit vector n̂ = n̂(λ, β) , where λ and β are the
celestial longitudes and celestial latitude of the source, respectively. To describe the polarization of GWs

propagating along k̂ = −n̂ , two additional auxiliary unit vectors are introduced 1

û =
n̂× ẑ

|n̂× ẑ|
=

ẑ × k̂

|ẑ × k̂|
, v̂ = û× n̂ = k̂ × û , (1)

so that the trio, (û, v̂, k̂) , forms a right-handed orthogonal basis. Then, one can obtain that

û = [sinλ, − cosλ, 0] , (2)

v̂ = [− sinβ cosλ, − sinβ sinλ, cosβ] , (3)

k̂ = = −n̂ = [− cosβ cosλ, − sinλ cosβ, − sinβ] . (4)

FIG. 1: (Left) The detector frame and the relative orientation between (x̂, ŷ, ẑ) and (n̂, û, v̂). (Right) The source

frame and the relative orientation between (x̂S , ŷS , ẑS) and (k̂, p̂, q̂).

The source frame is illustrated in Fig. 1 (Right). Exactly how the origin and the axes, (x̂S , ŷS , ẑS),
are chosen for the source dynamics will be determined on a case-by-case basis. The direction to the GW

detector is indicated with the unit vector k̂ = k̂(θS , ϕS) . To describe the polarization of GWs propagating

along k̂ , two auxiliary unit vectors are also introduced,

q̂ =
ẑ × k̂

|ẑ × k̂|
, p̂ = q̂ × k̂ , (5)

so that the trio, (p̂, q̂, k̂) , forms a right-handed orthogonal basis. Then, one can obtain that

p̂ = [cos ι cosφ, sinφ cos ι, − sin ι] , (6)

q̂ = [− sinφ, cosφ, 0] , (7)

k̂ = [sin ι cosφ, sin ι sinφ, cos ι] . (8)

Since n̂ = −k̂ , the planes spanned by (û, v̂) and (p̂, q̂) are parallel to each other (see Fig. 2). As a
result,

p̂ =cosψ û+ sinψ v̂ , q̂ = − sinψ û+ cosψ v̂ ,

û =cosψ p̂− sinψ q̂ , v̂ = sinψ p̂+ cosψ q̂ . (9)

Thus, the polarization angle can be computed as

ψ = arctan2 [p̂ · û, p̂ · v̂] . (10)

1 https://lisa-ldc.lal.in2p3.fr/static/data/pdf/LDC-manual-002.pdf

https://lisa-ldc.lal.in2p3.fr/static/data/pdf/LDC-manual-002.pdf
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FIG. 2: Relative orientations of (û, v̂) and (p̂, q̂) . Note that k̂ is perpendicular to and coming out of the paper.

Using the basis vectors, one can define the polarization tensors in the source frame and SSB frame. In
the source frame

e+ij = (p̂⊗ p̂− q̂ ⊗ q̂)ij , e×ij = (p̂⊗ q̂ + q̂ ⊗ p̂)ij . (11)

Similarly, in the SSB frame

ϵ+ij = (û⊗ û− v̂ ⊗ v̂)ij , ϵ×ij = (û⊗ v̂ + v̂ ⊗ û)ij . (12)

After some calculation, the relation between the polarization tensors can be rewritten as

e+ =ϵ+ cos 2ψ + ϵ× sin 2ψ, (13)

e× =− ϵ+ sin 2ψ + ϵ× cos 2ψ. (14)

In the source frame, the GW strain in a transverse-traceless gauge takes the form

hTTij = e+ijh+ + e×ijh×, (15)

where h+,× are the plus and cross mode of GW. The corresponding representation of the strain in the
SSB frame is

hTTij = h+(ϵ
+ cos 2ψ + ϵ× sin 2ψ)ij + h×(ϵ

× cos 2ψ − ϵ+ sin 2ψ)ij . (16)

III. DETECTORS

The three SBDs, TianQin, LISA, and TaiJi, all consist of three identical spacecraft that form a nearly
equilateral triangle. The main difference is in their orbits: TianQin is placed on nearly identical nearly
circular geocentric orbits with a radius of about 105 km [1]. The detector plane of TianQin is directed
towards the calibration source RX J0806.3+1527. In contrast, LISA and TaiJi are placed on Earth-like
heliocentric orbits with a semi-major axis of about 1 astronomical unit (AU) from the Sun [3, 5], and
their detector plane rotates around in a yearly cycle. The arm length of TianQin is about 1.7× 105 km,
while those of LISA and TaiJi are about 2.5×106 km and 3×106 km, respectively. The centre of LISA is
approximately 20 degrees behind the Earth, while that of TaiJi is approximately 20 degrees ahead of the
Earth [27] (see Fig. 3). By selecting a geocentric orbit, TianQin is able to transmit data back to Earth
in nearly real-time, making it more adapted to multi-messenger astronomy [42].
In the following subsections, we utilize the Keplerian orbit to approximate the motion of the spacecraft

in the SSB.

A. TianQin: geocentric orbit

In Fig. 4, we present a schematic of the spacecraft orbits for TianQin. The x-axis is defined as the
direction from the Sun to the September equinox, while the z-axis represents the angular momentum
direction of the Earth. For detailed information on the derivatives for the Keplerian orbit of TianQin,
please refer to Ref. [43].
The following presents a simplified and non-realistic depiction of the orbit, focusing on the motion of

the Earth’s centre or guiding centre in the SSB frame:

X(t) =R

[
cos(α− β)− e(1 + sin2(α− β))− 3

2
e2 cos(α− β) sin2(α− β)

]
, (17)



5

FIG. 3: Schematic of the spacecraft’s orbit in the SSB coordinate system.

FIG. 4: Schematic of the TianQin spacecraft’s orbit for TianQin in the SSB coordinate system.

Y (t) =R

[
sin(α− β) + e sin(α− β) cos(α− β) +

1

2
e2 sin(α− β)(1− 3 sin2(α− β))

]
, (18)

Z(t) =0, (19)

where α = 2πfmt+ κ0, fm = 1/(one sidereal year) = 3.14× 10−8 Hz is the orbit modulation frequency,
κ0 is the mean ecliptic longitude measured from the vernal equinox (or September equinox) at t = 0, and
β denotes the angle measured from the vernal equinox to the perihelion.

In the context of the TianQin spacecraft’s motion around the Earth, its orbits remain consistent with
Eq. (19). However, when considering the SSB frame, TianQin assumes a specific orientation towards
the direction of J0806 ({λs, βs} = {120.5◦,−4.7◦}, as shown in Fig. 5). Introducing a coordinate system
rotation and disregarding eccentricity, the description of TianQin’s orbits can be further refined [43]

xn =
L√
3
[sinβs cosλs sin(αn − β′) + sinλs cos(αn − β′)] , (20)

yn =
L√
3
[sinβs sinλs sin(αn − β′)− cosλs cos(αn − β′)] , (21)

zn =− L√
3
cosβs sin(αn − β′), (22)

where L =
√
3Rtq is the arm-length between the two spacecraft, α(t) = 2πfsct+κn, κn = + 2

3π(n−1)+λ,

λ is the initial orbit phase of the first (n = 1) spacecraft measured from x̃ axis, fsc = 1/
√
GMEarth/R3

tq ≃
1/(3.65 day) is the modulation frequency due to the rotation of the detector around the guiding centre,
β′ is the angle measured from the x̃ axis to the perigee of the first spacecraft orbit. Here, we assume the
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FIG. 5: Schematic of the detector coordinate system {x̃, ỹ, z̃} and the geocentric-ecliptic coordinate system
{x, y, z}. x̃ point to the descending node, z̃ axis points to J0806.

three spacecraft are in circular orbits around the Earth, thus β′ will be some arbitrary number (one can
just set it as 0).

B. LISA and TaiJi: heliocentric orbit

According to the description in Ref. [44], when considering a constellation of spacecraft in individual
Keplerian orbits with an inclination of ι =

√
e, the coordinates of each spacecraft can be elegantly

expressed in the following form (this expression has been expanded up to the second order of eccentricity)
[44]

xn =a cos(α′′) + ae
(
sinα′′ cosα′′ sinβ′

n − (1 + sin2 α′′) cosβ′
n

)
+

1

8
ae2 (3 cos(3α′′ − 2β′

n)− 10 cosβ′
n − 5 cos(α′′ − 2β′

n)) , (23)

yn =a sin(α′′) + ae
(
sinα′′ cosα′′ cosβ′

n − (1 + cos2 α′′) sinβ′
n

)
+

1

8
ae2 (3 sin(3α′′ − 2β′

n)− 10 sinα′′ + 5 sin(α′′ − 2β′
n)) , (24)

zn =−
√
3ae cos(α′′ − β′

n) +
√
3ae2

[
1 + sin2(α′′ − β′

n)
]
. (25)

Here a = RLISA,TJ = 1 AU is the radial distance to the guiding center for LISA and TaiJi, α′′ =
α− β ∓ 20◦ for LISA and TaiJi, where α and β is same as that in Earth orbit or in Eqs. (17)-(19). And

β′
n = 2π

3 (n − 1) + λ′, λ′ is the initial orientation of the constellation, e ≃ LLISA,TJ/(2a
√
3) represent

the orbital eccentricity, LLISA = 2.5 × 106 km and LTJ = 3 × 106 km is the arm-length between two
spacecraft for LISA and TaiJi, respectively.
While the spacecraft orbits for LISA and TaiJi are situated in the ecliptic planes, their constellation’s

guiding centre follows a nearly circular trajectory. In the GWSpace code, the perihelion angle of the three
spacecraft for LISA and TaiJi is set to be the same as that of Earth. However, TianQin’s guiding centre
coincides with Earth’s, resulting in the changing angle between LISA and TaiJi over time. Figure 6 illus-
trates the relative angles between the different detectors. It can be observed that the angle between LISA
or TaiJi and Earth varies between 18◦ and 22◦, while the angle between LISA and TaiJi is approximately
40◦, with a slight variation of around 2.4× 10−3. These findings are consistent with the proposed orbit
described in Ref. [3, 5].
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FIG. 6: The relative angle between different detectors. Here, for improved visual clarity, the angle between LISA
and TaiJi has been adjusted by subtracting 20 degrees.

IV. DETECTOR RESPONSE

In a vacuum, propagating GWs induce a time-varying strain in the fabric of space-time. This strain
can alter the proper distance between freely falling masses, providing a means to gather information
about the GWs. One approach is to measure the variation in light travel time or optical path length
between two test masses [45]. As a GW passes through, these separated masses will experience relative
acceleration or tilting. Consequently, a GW detector is employed to monitor the separation between the
test masses. There are two commonly used methods to monitor the distance between two objects: radar
ranging or similar techniques, and measuring the Doppler shift in a signal transmitted from one object to
the other [45]. However, a question arises regarding whether the GW affects the electromagnetic waves
used for measuring distances [45]. In the following sections, we will provide a brief overview of how a
GW detector responds to GW signals.

A. The general waveform and mode decomposition

Assuming a universe consisting solely of vacuum and GW. Since GWs are very weak, the metric of
the spacetime perturbated by a GW can be described as

ds2 = −c2dt2 + [δij + hij(t)] dx
idxj , (26)

where hij is the tensor perturbation, it is directly related to the GW itself, carrying information about its
amplitude, frequency, and polarization. By analyzing the changes in the metric caused by the GW, we
can extract valuable information about the GW signal. In the TT coordinate system (with coordinates
x0 = ct, x1 = x, x2 = y, x3 = z), a weak GW can be described as a weak plane wave travelling in the +z
direction. The line element describes the metric of spacetime in this scenario is given by

ds2 = −c2dt2 +
(
1 + h+

(
t− z

c

))
dx2 +

(
1− h+

(
t− z

c

))
dy2 + 2h×

(
t− z

c

)
dxdy + dz2. (27)

a. General waveform The GW can be approximated as an arbitrary plane wave with wave vector k⃗
and a tensorial ‘amplitude’, thus

h(t, r) = h0e
i(2πft−k⃗·r/c) = h0e

i2πf(t−k̂·r/c) = h(t− k̂ · r) = h(ξ), (28)

where k̂ = k⃗

|⃗k|
= k⃗

2πf is the propagation direction of GW, r is an arbitrary direction, ξ = t − k̂ · r is a

surface of constant phase.
There is relative motion between the source frame and the detector frame. In the detector frame, the

SSB is moving relative to the cosmic microwave background (CMB) with a peculiar velocity v ≈ 370
km/s ≈ 0.0012, along the direction λ ≈ 172◦ , β ≈ −11◦ [46]. In the source frame, the velocities of the
sources can be introduced as model parameters.
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b. Mode decomposition In the source frame, the gravitational wave can be further decomposed using
spin-weighted spherical harmonics [47] −2Yℓm(ι, φ) as

h+ − ih× =
∑
ℓ≥2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

−2Yℓm(ι, φ)hℓm. (29)

where {ι, φ} represent the inclination and phase describing the orientation of emission. The primary
harmonic is h22, while the others are called higher harmonics or higher modes. And each mode can be
described as

hℓm = Aℓme
−iΦℓm . (30)

Based on this decomposition, we obtain

h+ =
1

2

∑
ℓ,m

(−2Yℓm(ι, φ)hℓm + −2Y
∗
ℓm(ι, φ)h∗ℓm) , (31)

h× =
i

2

∑
ℓ,m

(−2Yℓm(ι, φ)hℓm − −2Y
∗
ℓm(ι, φ)h∗ℓm) . (32)

In particular, for the non-processing binary systems with a fixed equatorial plane of orbit, there exists
an exact symmetry relation between modes

hℓ,−m = (−1)ℓh∗ℓm. (33)

With this symmetry, one has

h+,× =
∑
ℓ,m

K+,×
ℓm hℓm, (34)

where

K+
ℓm =

1

2

(
−2Yℓm + (−1)ℓ−2Y

∗
ℓ,−m

)
, K×

ℓm =
i

2

(
−2Yℓm − (−1)ℓ−2Y

∗
ℓ,−m

)
. (35)

It is convenient to introduce mode-by-mode polarization matrices

Pℓm = e+K
+
ℓm + e×K

×
ℓm, (36)

so that the GW signal in matrix form will be

hTT =
∑
ℓ,m

Pℓmhℓm. (37)

In the SSB frame, one can write

P+ + iP× = e−i2ψ(ϵ+ + iϵ×). (38)

With the above equations, Pℓm will be

Pℓm(ι, φ, ψ) =
1

2
−2Yℓm(ι, φ)e−i2ψ(ϵ+ + iϵ×) +

1

2
(−1)ℓ−2Y

∗
ℓ,−m(ℓ, φ)e+i2ψ(ϵ+ − iϵ×). (39)

In this way, we can factor out explicitly all dependencies in the extrinsic parameters (ι, φ, ψ).
Suppose that the GW only has the main mode, i.e., the 22 mode, we have h22 = A22e

−iΦ22 and
h2,−2 = h∗22 = A22e

iΦ. The expressions of the spin-weighted spherical harmonics for the mode of {2,±2}
are

−2Y22(ι, φ) =
1

2

√
5

π
cos4

ι

2
ei2φ, −2Y2,−2(ι, φ) =

1

2

√
5

π
sin4

ι

2
e−i2φ, (40)

and

K+
22 =

1

2

(
−2Y22(ι, φ) + −2Y

∗
2,−2(ι, φ)

)
=

1

4

√
5

π

(
cos4

ι

2
+ sin4

ι

2

)
ei2φ =

1

4

√
5

π

(
1 + cos2 ι

)
2

ei2φ,

K×
22 =

i

2

(
−2Y22(ι, φ)− −2Y

∗
2,−2(ι, φ)

)
=

i

4

√
5

π

(
cos4

ι

2
− sin4

ι

2

)
ei2φ = − i

4

√
5

π
cos ιei2φ.

(41)
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and so

K+
2,−2 = (K+

22)
∗, K×

2,−2 = (K×
22)

∗. (42)

Thus, one has

h+ =K+
22h22 +K+

2,−2h2,−2 = A22

√
5

4π

1 + cos2 ι

2
cos(Φ22 − 2φ), (43)

h× =K×
22h22 +K×

2,−2h2,−2 = A22

√
5

4π
cos ι sin(2Φ22 − 2φ). (44)

For non-precessing systems, Eq. (33) will be translate to

h̃ℓ,−m(f) = (−1)ℓh̃ℓm(−f)∗ (45)

in the Fourier domain. For a given mode of GW waveform, one has hℓm ∝ exp[−imϕorbit], where ϕorbit
is the orbital phase of the GW systems, and it always verifying with ϕ̇orbit > 0. Thus, for non-precessing
systems or in the processing frame for a binary with misaligned spins, an approximation often applied as

h̃ℓm(f) ≃0 for m > 0, f > 0,

h̃ℓm(f) ≃0 for m < 0, f < 0,

h̃ℓ0(f) ≃0.

(46)

In this way, for the positive frequencies f > 0, h̃+,× =
∑
ℓ

∑
m<0K

+,×
ℓ,m h̃ℓm.

c. Eccentric mode decomposition Eccentric waveforms also generate the harmonics, which act sim-
ilarly to higher modes but are described by the mean orbital frequency. Under the stationary phase
approximation (SPA), there is a relationship between the mean orbital frequency F and the Fourier
frequency f for different eccentric harmonics:

f = j · F (t0). (47)

Here we use the index j to distinguish eccentric harmonics from spin-weighted spherical harmonics above.
t0 is the time which gives the stationary point of F . The dominant eccentric harmonic is j = 2.
With (ℓ,m) = (2, 2), a frequency domain eccentric waveform can be written as

h̃+,× =

10∑
j=1

Ãjξ
+,×
j e−iΨj . (48)

Here

ξ+,×j = C
(j)
+,× + iS

(j)
+,×, (49)

which is a function of (ι, φ) and the eccentricity e(F ). When e = 0,

ξ+j=2 = C
(2)
+ + iS

(2)
+ = 4 · 1 + cos2ι

2
ei·2φ,

ξ×j=2 = C
(2)
× + iS

(2)
× = 4 · (− cos ι) ei·2φ,

ξ+,×j ̸=2 = 0,

(50)

which go back to the coefficients of the dominant mode (ℓ,m) = (2, 2)[48]. But for a non-zero eccentricity,
one cannot explicitly write Pℓm as we shown in Eq. (39), and should directly use P+, P× in Eq. (38).

B. Single arm response in time domain

The effect of GWs on matter can be described as a tidal deformation. To detect the GW, one method
is to test the distance changes between two spatially separated free-falling test masses. Suppose that the
photon travels along the direction of test mass 1 (Ss) to test mass 2 (Sr) as n̂l, as shown in Fig. 7. It
follows a null geodesic, i.e., ds2 = 0. Thus, the metric reads

cdt =
√
(δij + hij(ξ))dxidxj , (51)
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where

ξ(l) = t(l)− k̂ · r(l)/c = ts + l/c− k̂ · [rs(ts) + n̂(ts) l] /c, (52)

rs is the position of Ss, r(l) is the position of photon at time t, l =
√∑

i(x
i − xis)

2 = |r(l) − rs|,
n̂ = r(l)−rs

l , and

dξ

dl/c
= 1− k̂ · n̂l(ts),

dxi

dl
= n̂i, n̂in̂i = 1 ⇒ dxi/c

dξ
=
dxi

dl

dl/c

dξ
=

n̂i

1− k̂ · n̂
(53)

With the above derivation, Eq. (51) can be rewritten as

dt =

√
(δij + hij(ξ))

dxi/c

dξ

dxj/c

dξ
dξ =

√
1 + hij n̂in̂j

dξ

1− k̂ · n̂

≈
(
1 +

1

2
hij n̂

in̂j +O(h2)

)
dξ

1− k̂ · n̂
.

(54)

O

Ss

Sr

rs

rr

Ll,
n̂lk̂

FIG. 7: A radio signal send from the point Ss travels along the arm Ll in the direction of n̂l towards the receiver
at Sr. The coordinate origin is denoted by O, while point Ss and point Sr are located at rs and Sr, respectively.

Then, from Ss to Sr, the duration of the proper time will be∫ tr

ts

dt =

∫ Ll

0

√
1 + hij n̂in̂j

dξ

1− k̂ · n̂
≈
∫ Ll

0

(
1 +

1

2
n̂Tl · h · n̂l +O(h2)

)
dξ

1− k̂ · n̂l

=

∫ Ll

0

dl/c+

∫ Ll

0

n̂Tl · h · n̂l
2(1− k̂ · n̂l)

dξ,

(55)

where Ll is the length between Ss and Sr, n̂l is the unit vector of the photon propagation.
Here, if one supposes that the position of Ss and Sr does not change or changes very little during the

photon moving from Ss to Sr, which means n̂l(ts) ≈ n̂l(tr) = n̂l. Then, for simplicity, the integral in
Eq. (55) can be rewritten as

tr = ts + Ll/c+
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

(∫ ξr

ξs

h(ξ)dξ

)
· n̂l. (56)

From this equation, one can directly get the path length fluctuations due to the GW

δlsr(t) =
c

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

(∫ ξr

ξs

h(ξ)dξ

)
· n̂l. (57)

Suppose the frequency of the photon is not changed during the photon travel from Ss to Sr. Then the
total phase change of the photon will be ϕtot = 2πν0(tr − ts). If there is no GW, the phase change will
be ϕori = 2πν0L/c. So, with the help of Eq. (56), the phase fluctuations measured under the GW will be

∆ϕ(t) = ϕtot − ϕori = 2πν0δlsr(t)/c. (58)
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To get the time of reception changes with respect to the time of emission, one can differentiate the
above equation with respect to ts

dtr
dts

=1 +
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

(∫ ξL

ξ0

dh(ξ)

dξ

dξ

dts
dξ

)
· n̂l

=1 +
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl · [h(ξr)− h(ξs)] · n̂l.

(59)

Here, we have used the assumption that the motion of Ss and Sr is much slower compared to the time
of laser beam propagation, i.e., drs/dts ≈ 0 and dn̂l/dts ≈ 0, so dξ/dts = 1.

The interferometers used to detect GWs do not emit single photons but continuous lasers with frequency
ν(t). If the phase change of the photon at Ss and Sr are the same, we have dϕ/(2π) = νsdts = νrdtr.
Then one can get the dimensionless fractional frequency deviation yGW (t) as

yGWsr (tr) =
νr − νs
νs

=
νr
νs

− 1 =
dϕ/dtr
dϕ/dts

− 1

=
1

1 + 1
2(1−k̂·n̂l)

n̂Tl · [h(ξr)− h(ξs)] · n̂l
− 1

≈ 1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl · [h(ξs)− h(ξr)] · n̂l +O(h2).

(60)

Hence

ξs =ts − k̂ · rs(ts)/c ≈ tr − Ll/c− k̂ · [rs(tr − Ll/c)]/c

≈tr − Ll/c− k̂ · [rs(tr)− ∂trs(tr)Ll/c]/c

≈tr − Ll/c− k̂ · rs(tr)/c, (61)

ξr =tr − k̂ · rr(tr)/c. (62)

In the third line, we have assumed that ∂trs ≪ c. Finally, one has the relative frequency deviation at the
time of t = tr as [49–51]

yGWslr (t) =
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

[
h(t− Ll/c− k̂ · rs/c)− h(t− k̂ · rr/c)

]
· n̂l. (63)

When the photon reflected from Sr to Ss, we have

yGWrls (t) =
1

2(1 + k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

[
h(t− Ll/c− k̂ · rr/c)− h(t− k̂ · rs/c)

]
· n̂l. (64)

Considering that the GW is described in the SSB coordinate, thus, one can redefine some parameters as

yGW
slr (t) =

1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)

[
H(t− L/c− k̂ · rs/c)−H(t− k̂ · rr/c)

]
, (65)

where

H(t) = nilhij(t)n
j
l =n

i
l(h+ϵ

+
ij + h×ϵ

×
ij)n

j
l = nil [h+(uiuj − vivj) + h×(uivj + viuj)]n

j
l

=h+(n
i
luiujn

j
l − nilvivjn

j
l ) + h×(n

i
luivjn

j
l + nilviujn

j
l )

=h+
[
(n̂l · û)2 − (n̂l · v̂)2

]
+ h× · 2(n̂l · û)(n̂l · v̂)

=h+ζ
+
l + h×ζ

×
l ,

(66)

and

ζ+l =n̂l · ϵ+ · n̂l = (n̂l · û)2 − (n̂l · v̂)2, (67)

ζ×l =n̂l · ϵ× · n̂l = 2(n̂l · û)(n̂l · v̂). (68)
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For the two-way response, one can get [52]

yGWsls (t) =
ν

ν0
− 1 =

ν

ν′
ν′

ν0
− 1 =

[
yGWslr (t− Ll/c) + 1

][
yGWrls (t) + 1

]
− 1

≈ yGWslr (t− L/c) + yGWrls (t) +O(h2)

=
1

2

{
(1 + k̂ · n̂)

[
Ψl(t− 2Ll/c)−Ψl(t− L/c)

]
+ (1− k̂ · n̂)

[
Ψl(t− Ll/c)−Ψl(t)

}
=

1 + k̂ · n̂
2

Ψl(t− 2Ll/c)− k̂ · n̂Ψl(t− Ll/c)−
1− k̂ · n̂

2
Ψl(t),

(69)

where (using n̂ = n̂(t) for convenient)

Ψl(t
′) =

n̂Tl · h(t′ − k̂ · r(t′)/c) · n̂l
1− (k̂ · n̂l)2

. (70)

However, one should note that the above derivation is based on the assumption that the positions of the
spacecraft change very little between the photon send from Ss to Sr.

C. Single arm response in frequency domain

Adopting the Fourier transform, the GW in the frequency domain will be [53]

h0(t, x⃗) = h(t− d(t)) =

∫
dfei2πf(t−d(t))h̃(f) or h(ξ) =

∫
dfei2πfξh̃(f). (71)

With the Fourier transform, the path length fluctuations could be rewritten as

δlsr(t) =
c

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

(∫ ξr

ξs

dξ

∫
df ei2πfξ h̃(f)

)
· n̂l

=
c

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

(∫
df
(
ei2πfξr − ei2πfξs

) h̃(f)
i2πf

)
· n̂l

=Ll n̂
T
l ·
(∫

df ei2πftTsr(k̂, f, t)h̃(f)
)
· n̂l

(72)

where Tsr(k̂, f, t) is the transfer function [53]

Tsr(f, t) =
c/L

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
1

i2πf

(
e−i2πfk̂·rr/c − e−i2πf(Ll+k̂·rs)/c

)
=

c/L

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
1

i2πf

(
eiπf [L−k̂·(rr−rs)]/c − e−iπf [Ll−k̂·(rr−rs)]/c

)
e−iπf [L+k̂·(rr+rs)]/c

=
c/L

2(1− k̂ · n̂)

i2 sin
(
πfL/c(1− k̂ · n̂)

)
i2πf

e−iπf [L+k̂·(rr+rs)]/c

=
1

2
sinc

(
πfL/c(1− k̂ · n̂)

)
exp

{
−iπf [L+ k̂ · (rr + rs)]/c

}
.

(73)

Finally, one can define the one-arm detector tensor as

D(k̂, f, t) =
1

2
n̂(t)⊗ n̂(t) T (k̂, f, t), (74)

and the path length fluctuation in the frequency domain will be

δl̃sr(f)

Ll
= D(k̂, f, t) : h̃(f), (75)

where (n̂⊗ n̂)ij = n̂in̂j , A:B = AiBi. Similarly, the phase fluctuation in the frequency domain will be

∆ϕ̃(f) =
2πν0
c

δl̃sr(f). (76)
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On the other hand, we can derive the relative frequency derivation in the frequency domain directly
through the Fourier transform. Fourier transforms the relative frequency deviation will be

ỹGWslr (f, t) =

∫
dt e−i2πftyGWslr (t)

=
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

[∫
dte−i2πft

[
h(t− Ll/c− k̂ · rs/c)− h(t− k̂ · rr/c)

]]
· n̂l

=
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

∫
dte−i2πft

[∫
df ′ei2πf

′(t−Ll/c−k̂·rs/c)h(f ′)−
∫
df ′′ei2πf

′′(t−k̂·rr/c)h(f ′′)

]
· n̂l

=
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)
n̂Tl ·

∫
dt

∫
df ′e−i2π(f−f ′)th̃(f ′)

[
e−i2πf ′(Ll+k̂·rs)/c − e−i2πf ′ k̂·rr/c

]
· n̂l

=
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)

[
e−i2πf(Ll+k̂·rs)/c − e−i2πf k̂·rr/c

]
n̂Tl · h̃(f) · n̂l

=
1

2(1− k̂ · n̂l)

[
e−iπf [Ll+k̂·(rs−rr)]/c − e−iπf(k̂·rr−Ll−k̂·rs)/c

]
e−iπf [Ll+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl · h̃(f) · n̂l

=−
i sin

[
πfLl/c(1− k̂ · n̂l)

]
(1− k̂ · n̂l)

e−iπf [Ll+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl · h̃(f) · n̂l

=− iπfLl
c

sinc
[
πfLl/c(1− k̂ · n̂l)

]
e−iπf [Ll+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl · h̃(f) · n̂l

=− i2πfLl
c

Tsr(f, t) (h+ζ+l + h×ζ
×
l ).

(77)

Here n̂l · h̃(f) · n̂l = n̂l · (h̃+ϵ+ + h̃×ϵ
×) · n̂l = h̃+ζ

+
l + h̃×ζ

×
l . If the GW tensor can be decomposed into

h̃ = P(f)h̃(f), where P = e+ + e×. Thus, the transfer function for the relative frequency deviation can
be written as [40, 41]

GGWslr (f, t) = − iπfLl
c

sinc
[
πfLl/c(1− k̂ · n̂l)

]
e−iπf [L+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl ·P(f) · n̂l. (78)

For the multiple modes, the transfer function Gℓmslr(f, t) has the same form as the above equation, where
just r should be changed to Pℓm, i.e.,

Gℓmslr(f, t) = − iπfLl
c

sinc
[
πfLl/c(1− k̂ · n̂l)

]
e−iπf [L+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl · Pℓm · n̂l. (79)

With help of ξ+ and ξ×, the part of n̂l · Pℓm · n̂l will be

n̂l · Pℓm · n̂l =
1

2
−2Yℓm(ι, φ)e−i2ψ(ζ+l + iζ×l ) +

1

2
(−1)ℓ−2Y

∗
ℓ,−m(ℓ, φ)e+i2ψ(ξ+l − iξ×l ). (80)

One should note that in the previous equations, when the higher modes are considered, the time-frequency
relationship should be considered. With the help of stationary phase approximation, the time-frequency
relationship will be

tℓmf = − 1

2π

dΨℓm
df

, (81)

for different modes.
As for GW with eccentricity, we could not simply calculate the response function using the formulae

above, even if it only has the dominant spin-weighted spherical harmonic (ℓ,m) = (2, 2). Different
eccentric harmonics also have different time-frequency correspondence, so we need to write [11]

tjf =
1

2π

dΨj
df

. (82)

Then we decompose h̃ into eccentric harmonics h̃j , i.e.

h̃ =
∑
j

h̃j ,

h̃j = P+h̃
+
j + P×h̃

×
j ,

(83)
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and rewrite Eq. (77)-(79):

ỹslr =
∑
j

T j
slr(f) : h̃j , (84)

T j
slr(f) = Gslr

(
f, tjf

)
, (85)

Gℓmslr(f, t) = − iπfLl
c

sinc
[
πfLl/c(1− k̂ · n̂l)

]
e−iπf [L+k̂·(rs+rr)]/c n̂Tl ⊗ n̂l. (86)

D. Response for the mildly chirping signals

For mildly chirping binary sources that do not contain the Fourier integral, one can assume that the
phase of the GW can be approximated as [54].

Φ(ξ) = 2πf0ξ + πḟ0ξ
2 + φ0, (87)

where f0, ḟ0 and φ0 are the initial frequency, frequency deviation and phase, respectively. Thus, the
instantaneous frequency can be given as

1

2π

∂Φ(ξ)

∂t
=

1

2π

∂Φ(ξ)

∂ξ

∂ξ

∂t
= (f0 + ḟ0ξ)

(
1− k̂ · ∂r(t)

∂t

)
. (88)

According to the equation, we may assume a fixed frequency at ξ0 as

fs = f0 + ḟ0ξ0, (89)

and the index s denotes the dependency of the approximated frequency on the time of emission ξ0. Here,
assuming that the frequency of the GW changes very little, i.e., ḟ0(ξL − ξ0) ≪ f0. Then

Φ(ξ) ≈
∫
dt 2πfs

(
1− k̂ · ∂r(t)

∂t

)
=

∫
dξ 2πfs = 2π(f0 + ḟ0ξ0)ξ + C, (90)

where C is some integration constant. Meanwhile, the amplitude of the wave also changes little. Then
the plane wave can be described as

h(ξ) = A(ξ)ei2πfsξ ≈ A(ξ0)e
i2πfsξ0ei2πfs(ξ−ξ0) = h(ξ0)e

i2πfs(ξ−ξ0). (91)

In this way, the integration of the GW tensor fluctuation will be [54]∫ ξL

ξ0

h(ξ)dξ =P

∫
h(ξ0)e

i2πfs(ξ−ξ0)dξ = P
1

i2πfs
(h(ξL)− h(ξ0)) = P

1

i2πfs
h(ξ0)

(
ei2πfs(ξL−ξ0) − 1

)
=P

sin [πfs(ξL − ξ0)]

πfs
eiπfs(ξL−ξ0)h(ξ0)

=P
sin [πfs(ξL − ξ0)]

πfs
eiπfs(ξL+ξ0)A(ξ0)

=P
(1− k̂ · n̂)L

c
sinc

[
πfsL

c
(1− k̂ · n̂)

]
e−iπfs[L+k̂·(rr+rs)]/cA(ξ0)e

i2πfstr

=2P
(1− k̂ · n̂)L

c
Tsr(k̂, fs, tr)A(ξ0)ei2πfstr ,

(92)
where P is the unit tensor matrix of GW. Here we have used

ξL − ξ0 =(tr − k̂ · rr)− (ts − k̂ · rs) = (1− k̂ · n̂)L/c,
ξL + ξ0 =(tr − k̂ · rr/c) + (ts − k̂ · rs/c) ≈ 2tr − L/c− k̂ · (rs + rr)/c.

(93)

If the amplitude of GW is some constant, then the path length variation defined in Eq. (57) will be

δlsr
L

(t) ≈ Tsr(k̂, fs, t) n̂ · h(t) · n̂. (94)

And according to Eq. (60), one can find that

δν

ν0
= − i2πfsL

c

δl

L
. (95)

This is similar to the response in the frequency domain, and one should note that the above formula is
valid only when the GW is some mildly chirping signals or some monochromatic signals.
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V. TIME DELAY INTERFERENCE

The signal transmitted from spacecraft s that is received at spacecraft r at time tr has its phase
compared to the local reference to give the output of the phase change Φsr(tr) [54]. The phase difference
has contributions from the laser phase noise C(t), optical path length variations, shot noise ns(t) and
acceleration noise na(t) [54]

Φslr(tr) = Cs(ts)− Cr(tr) + 2πν0( δll(ts) + ∆ll(ts) ) + nssr(tr) − n̂l(ts) ·
[
nasr(tr)− nars(ts)

]
, (96)

where ts is given implicitly by ts = tr − ℓsr(ts) and ν0 is the laser frequency. The optical path length
variations caused by gravitational waves is δll(ts), and those caused by orbital effects is ∆ll(ts). From
Eq. (96), one can find that the space-based GW detection suffers from laser phase noise, which can be
alleviated through TDI technology. TDI involves heterodyne interferometry with unequal arm lengths
and independent phase-difference readouts [55]. By essentially constructing a virtually equal-arm inter-
ferometer, the laser phase noise cancels out exactly.

A. General TDI combination

Before introducing the TDI, let’s first introduce some definitions. In Fig. 8, the satellite numbers in
space are defined clockwise. The definition of the laser path counterclockwise is the positive direction
(n̂i), denoted as Li, and clockwise is the negative direction (−n̂i), denoted as L′

i. The arm length |Li| is
defined as the distance between the other two satellites facing the satellite i, where i = 1, 2, 3.

S1

S2

S3

L
3

n̂ 3

L
1

n̂
1

L2 n̂2

L
′ 3

L ′1

L′
2

FIG. 8: Illustration of detector constellation. Three satellites are marked as 1, 2, and 3. Laser paths are marked
as Li and L′

i, where L′
i represents the direction opposite to Li. The direction of unit vector n̂i is the same as that

of Li.

As shown in Fig. 8, let X⃗i as the i-th spacecraft, lij is the distance between the i-th and j-th spacecrafts,
then

L1 = u⃗32 l32 = X⃗2 − X⃗3 L2 = u⃗13 l13 = X⃗3 − X⃗1 L3 = u⃗21 l21 = X⃗1 − X⃗2 (97)

n̂1 = u⃗32 =
X⃗2 − X⃗3

|X⃗2 − X⃗3|
n̂2 = u⃗13 =

X⃗3 − X⃗1

|X⃗3 − X⃗1|
n̂3 = u⃗21 =

X⃗1 − X⃗2

|X⃗1 − X⃗2|
(98)

Let s1 as the time-dependent phase change signals received by the 1-th spacecraft, which is sent from the
2-th spacecraft and propagates along the link L3. One can also sign it as s231. Similarly, let s′1 as the
signal received by spacecraft 1, which is sent from spacecraft 3 and propagates along L′

2, or recorded as
s321. As shown in Fig. 8 there are six independent laser links.
The first generation TDI combination does not consider the rotation and flexing of the spacecraft

constellation, which is only valid for a static constellation, i.e.,

Li(t) = Li = const, Li = Li′ . (99)
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1

2 3

FIG. 9: Michelson-like TDI-X channel of first generation TDI.

This means that all the arm lengths remain constant as time evolves, and the time duration of photon
propagation along the arm is independent of the direction of photons. The 1.5 or modified TDI generation
is valid for a rigid but rotating spacecraft constellation, i.e.,

Li(t) = Li = const, Li ̸= Li′ . (100)

The propagation direction of photons should be considered. The second generation TDI combination is
applied to consider a rotating and flexing constellation, i.e.,

Li(t) = Li + L̇i t, Li ̸= Li′ . (101)

The arm length changes linearly in time, and relative to the velocity of L̇i. Here, define the time delay
operator as Di, where

Dix(t) ≡ x(t− Li/c), (102)

DiDjx(t) = Dij x(t) ≡ x(t− Li/c− Lj/c). (103)

Then one can define the 1.5 generation unequal arm Michelson-like combination as (see Fig. 9) [50]

X1.5 =y32′1 +D2′ [y123 +D2 (y231 +D3y13′2)]− y231 −D3 [y13′2 +D3′ (y32′1 +D2′y123)]

=y32′1 +D2′y123 +D2′2y231 +D2′23y13′2 − y231 −D3y13′2 −D33′y32′1 −D33′2′y123.
(104)

For the generation 2.0, one have [50]

X2.0 = y32′1 +D2′y123 +D2′2y231 +D2′23y13′2

+D2′233′y231 +D2′233′3y13′2 +D2′233′33′y32′1 +D2′233′33′2′y123

− y231 −D3y13′2 −D33′y32′1 −D33′2′y123

−D33′2′2y32′1 −D33′2′22′y123 −D33′2′22′2y231 −D33′2′22′23y13′2.

(105)

The Y and Z channels can be generated by cyclic permutation of indices: 1 → 2 → 3 → 1.
Suppose that all the armlengths are equal, i.e., Li = L. Thus, in the time domain, the first generation

of TDI Michelson-like X channel will be

X = [y32′1 +Dy123] +D2[y231 +Dy13′2]− [y231 +Dy13′2]−D2[y32′1 +Dy123], (106)

where D = Di and D2 = DD. Simply, let yslr,nL = ysr(t − nL), its Fourier transform will be ỹslr,nL =
Dnỹsr, where D is the time delay. Otherwise, one can easily get the Frequency domain TDI channel as

X̃ =[ỹ31 +Dỹ13] +D2[ỹ21 +Dỹ12]− [ỹ21 +Dỹ12]−D2[ỹ31 +Dỹ13]
=(1−D2) [ỹ31 +Dỹ13 − ỹ21 −Dỹ12] , (107)

However, different channels will use the same link, then the instrumental noises in different channels
may be correlated with each other. Considering that all the satellites are identical, we can get one
“optimal” combination by linear combinations of X, Y , and Z [56]:

A =
1√
2
(Z −X), (108)
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FIG. 10: Space-time map of TDI 2.0 for the Michelson-like X channel.

E =
1√
6
(X − 2Y + Z), (109)

T =
1√
3
(X + Y + Z). (110)

In the A, E, and T channels, the instrumental noise is orthogonal, and consequently, the noise correlation
matrix of these three combinations is diagonal [56]. Combining the above equations, one can obtain

Ã =
1√
2
(1−D2)

(
ỹ23 +Dỹ32 −ỹ13 −Dỹ31 − ỹ31 −Dỹ13 + ỹ21 +Dỹ12

)
=

1√
2
(D2 − 1)

[
(1 +D)(ỹ31 + ỹ13)− ỹ23 −Dỹ32 − ỹ21 −Dỹ12

]
(111)

Ẽ =
1√
6
(D2 − 1)

[
(1−D)(ỹ13 − ỹ31) + (1 + 2D)(ỹ21 − ỹ23) + (2 +D)(ỹ12 − ỹ32)

]
, (112)

T̃ =
1√
3
(D2 − 1)(1−D)

(
ỹ13 − ỹ31 + ỹ21 − ỹ12 + ỹ32 − ỹ23

)
. (113)

B. Instrument noise

We will focus on the case that the instrumental noise n(t) is assumed to be Gaussian stationary with
a zero mean. Thus, the ensemble average of the Fourier components of the noise n(f) can be written in
the following form

⟨ñ(f)ñ∗(f ′)⟩ = 1

2
δ(f − f ′)Sn(f), (114)

where ∗ denotes complex conjugate, and Sn(f) is the single-sided noise power spectral density (PSD)2.

2 Because n(t) is real, ñ∗(f) = ñ(−f) and therefore Sn(−f) = Sn(f).
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For TianQin, the designed requirement for the acceleration noise of is
√
Sa = 10−15ms−2Hz−1/2 and

the displacement noise is
√
Sx = 1pmHz−1/2 [1]. For LISA, as reported in Ref. [57], the displacement

noise is
√
Sx = 15pmHz1/2 and for the acceleration noise is

√
Sa = 3 × 10−15ms−2Hz−1/2. For TaiJi,

tablehe design goal for the displacement noise is
√
Sx = 8pmHz−1/2 and for the acceleration noise is√

Sa = 3× 10−15ms−2Hz−1/2 at 1 mHz [29].
As discussed at the beginning of section V, when the laser noise is cancelled, the total can be described

by two noises. One is displacement or position noise, which is dominated at high frequencies. The other
one is the acceleration noise, which is dominated at low frequencies. Note that the noise parameters
defined in the previous paragraph should convert to the same dimension, such as in the dimension of
length (here, using the LISA noise as an example)

√
Somsδl (f) =

√
Sx

√
1 +

(
2mHz

f

)4

, (115)

√
Saccδl (f) =

√
Sa

(2πf)2

√
1 +

(
0.4mHz

f

)2
√
1 +

(
f

8mHz

)
. (116)

and in the dimension of the relative frequency, it will be

√
Somsδν/ν =

√
Sx

2πf

c

√
1 +

(
2mHz

f

)4

, (117)

√
Saccδν/ν(f) =

√
Sa

2πfc

√
1 +

(
0.4mHz

f

)2
√
1 +

(
f

8mHz

)
. (118)

For different detectors, the difference is the value in front and the tail of frequency variation. For TianQin,
the relative noise parameters will be [1]

√
Somsδl (f) =

√
Sx,

√
Saccδl (f) =

√
Sa

(2πf)2

√
1 +

0.1mHz

f
, (119)

√
Somsδν/ν =

√
Sx

2πf

c
,
√
Saccδν/ν(f) =

√
Sx

2πfc

√
1 +

0.1mHz

f
. (120)

With the above definitions and the assumption that all the instrumental’s noise parameters are the same,
the PSD of noise of the TDI 1.0 type for the A,E, T channels will be [50]

SA,En (f) =8 sin2 (2πfL/c)
{
4[1 + cos (2πfL/c) + cos2 (2πfL/c)]Sacc + [2 + cos (2πfL/c)]Soms

}
,

STn (f) =32 cos2 (2πfL/c) sin2 (πfL/c)
4 [

4 sin2 (πfL/c)Sacc + Soms
]
.

(121)

In Fig. 11, we have shown the three noise PSD curves of TDI 1 generation A channel for LISA, TaiJi,
and TianQin.

VI. WAVEFORM

In order to extract information from the detector data, one should model the entire detection process.
With the basic definition in section IVA, one can build a model for some general GW signals. To know
the type of GW source and more information about the GW systems, an exact waveform is needed. In
this section, we review some waveforms we use for each type of the source.

A. Galaxy Compact Binary

In the mHz frequency band, GW events are mainly composed of white dwarf binaries (WDBs) in the
Milky Way (with the number ∼ O(108)) [58], which are expected to be the most numerous GW sources
for SBD. These GCBs are expected to exhibit relatively little frequency evolution. Thus, the GW strain
emitted from a GCB can be safely approximated as (in the source frame) [51]

h+(t) =A+ cosΦ(t) = h0
1 + cos2 ι

2
cosΦ(t), (122)
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FIG. 11: Noise power spectra density (PSD) of TDI A channel for LISA, TaiJi, and TianQin (four year data).

h×(t) =A× sinΦ(t) = h0 cos ι sinΦ(t), (123)

h0 =
4(GMc)

5/3

c4DL
(πf)2/3, (124)

Φ(t) =2πft+ πḟt2 +
π

3
f̈ t2 + ϕ0, (125)

where ι is the inclination angle of the quadruple rotation axis with respect to the line of sight (here the
direction is from the source to the Sun), Mc = (m1m2)

3/5/(m1 +m2)
1/5 is the chirp mass of the system

(m1 and m2 are the individual masses of the components of the binary), DL is the luminosity distance

to the source, ϕ0 is the initial phase at the start of the observation, f , ḟ and f̈ are the frequency of the

source, frequency’s derivative, and double derivative with respect to time, and f̈ = 11
3
ḟ2

f2 .

Considering the motion of the detectors moving around the Sun, a Doppler modulation of the phase
of the waveform should be taken into account, i.e.,

Φ(t) → Φ(t) + ΦD(t), (126)

ΦD(t) = 2π(f + ḟ t)
R

c
cosβ cos(2πfmt− λ), (127)

where ΦD(t) is the Doppler modulation, fm = 1/year is the modulation frequency, β and λ are the
latitudes and the longitude of the source in ecliptic coordinates, R=1AU is the semi-major axis of the
guiding centre of the satellite constellation, respectively.

B. Black Hole Binary

a. General Phenomenological waveform For a black hole binariy (BHB) system, one can describe
its waveform in the time domain or frequency domain with the help of stationary phase approximation.
Here, we consider the frequency domain IMRPhenomD waveform, which assumes aligned spin so only two
parameters are needed in describing the spin parameters [59, 60]. In this frame, a BHB system can
be characterized by four intrinsic parameters: masses (m1,m2) and dimensionless spins (χ1, χ2); seven
extrinsic parameters: luminosity distance DL, inclination angle ι, polarization angle ψ, coalescence time
and phase (tc, ϕc) and the ecliptic longitude and ecliptic latitude (λ, β) in the SSB. In the IMRPhenomD
waveform model, the waveform of plus and cross mode will be

h̃+(f) =
M5/6

c

π2/3DL

1 + cos2 ι

2
f−7/6 exp(iΨ(f)),

h̃×(f) =− i
M

5/6
c

π2/3DL
cos ι f−7/6 exp(iΨ(f)).

(128)

More details about the phase Ψ(f) can be seen in Khan et al. [59].
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b. Eccentric waveform The GW emission causes the circularization effect, which makes the binaries
almost non-eccentric when they are in the GBD frequency band. But when the binaries are in the
SBD frequency band the eccentricity should be taken into account. Many eccentric waveform models
have been developed to date[61]. Here we use EccentricFD, which is a frequency-domain third post-
Newtonian (3PN) waveform with initial eccentricity e0 valid up to 0.4 [48, 62], and has been included
into LALSuite[63]. This analytic model only contains the inspiral process of a binary, however, it is
sufficient for SBHBs, as they are likely to merge outside the sensitive frequency band of SBDs.
Note that, the BHB system can be divided into MBHB and SBHB systems according to their masses

and origin. The heavier BHB systems have lower frequency bands. Though their origin or characterize
are different, their waveform formulas are similar. When analysing the data, it is important to note the
range of parameter values and the applicability of the waveform.

C. Extreme Mass Ratio Inspirals

To expedite the generation of EMRI signals, we utilize the FastEMRIWaveform (FEW) package3.
The FEW is optimized to generate gravitational wave signals efficiently with GPU acceleration [64].
A reduced-order-model technique is employed in actuality, reducing the number of harmonic modes
needed by approximately 40 times and thereby significantly cutting down the time needed to generate
the waveform for each source [64]. For example,l ∈ [2, 10],m ∈ [0, l] and n ∈ [−30, 30],which totals 3843
modes reduce to ∼ 102 modes. The fully relativistic FEW model is limited to eccentric orbits in the
Schwarzschild spacetime.
In specific, the time domain dimensionless strain of an EMRI source h(t) can be given by

h(t) =
µ

dL

∑
lmkn

Almkn(t)Slmkn(t, θ)e
imϕe−iΦmkn(t), (129)

where t is the time of arrival of the gravitational wave at the solar system barycenter, θ is the source-frame
polar viewing angle, ϕ is the source-frame azimuthal viewing angle, dL is the luminosity distance, and
{l,m, k, n} are the indices describing the frequency-domain harmonic mode decomposition. The indices
l,m, k, and n label the orbital angular momentum, azimuthal, polar, and radial modes, respectively.
Φmkn = mΦφ+ kΦθ + nΦr is the summation of decomposed phases for each given mode. The amplitude
Almkn is related to the amplitude Z∞

lmkn of the Teukolsky mode amplitude far from the source. It is given
by Almkn = −2Z∞

lmkn/ω
2
mkn, where ωmkn = mΩφ + kΩθ + nΩr is the frequency of the mode, and Ωr,θ,ϕ

describe the frequencies of a Kerr geodesic orbit.

D. Stochastic Gravitational Waves Background

In addition to the aforementioned primary distinguishable GW sources, there is another important type
of GW source that could potentially be detected by SBD, known as the SGWB. SGWB is composed by
a huge number of independent and unresolved GW sources [53]. These stochastic signals are effectively
another source of noise in GW detectors. A SGWB can be written as a superposition of plane waves with

frequencies of f and coming from different directions k̂ on the sky

hij(t,x) =
∑
P

∫ +∞

−∞
df

∫
S2

dΩk̂h̃P (f, k̂)e
P
ij(k̂)e

i2πf [t−k̂·x(t)/c], (130)

where P = {+,×} denotes polarization. As a stochastic source, one can treat the complex amplitude

h̃P (f, k̂) as some random variable with zero mean value. Supposing the SGWB is stationary, Gaussian,

isotropic, and unpolarized, the ensemble average of the two random amplitudes h̃P (f, k) can be defined
as [53, 65]

⟨h̃P (f, k̂)h̃∗P ′(f ′, k̂′)⟩ = δ(f − f ′)
δ2(k̂, k̂′)

4π
δPP ′

1

2
Sh(f). (131)

The function Sh(f) is the one-sided PSD of SGWB.

3 https://github.com/BlackHolePerturbationToolkit/FastEMRIWaveforms

https://github.com/BlackHolePerturbationToolkit/FastEMRIWaveforms
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Note here that δ2(k̂, k̂′) is a Dirac delta over the two-sphere, and it implies that the SGWB is inde-

pendent of k̂. However, it is expected that the SBDs will detect millions of WDBss in the Milky Way
and nearby universe [16], and the superposition of millions of unresolved WDBss will contribute to an
SGWB [66] (often referred to as foreground due to its strength). Furthermore, due to our location at one
end of the Milky Way, this SGWB is anisotropic. Of course, there may exist other anisotropic SGWBs
as well [20]. In this case, the PSD of the anisotropic SGWB will depend on the frequency and direction

as P(f, k̂). If we assume SGWB is directional and frequency independent, the PSD can be factorized as
[67]

P(f, k̂) = H(f)Ph(k̂) (132)

where the PSD of the SGWB is given by H(f), and the Ph(k̂) describes the distribution of signal.

VII. EXAMPLE DATA-SET

In order to simulate the joint observation of certain GW signals, it is necessary to have precise knowledge
of the relative positions of the three detector. The relative positions of guiding centers for each detector
can be determined by the initial phase parameter α − β or κ0 and α′′ as defined in Eqs. (17)-(19)
and Eqs. (23)-(25). Additionally, the relative position of the spacecrafts in different detectors can be
determined by the initial phase of the spacecraft (here is the initial phase parameter λ and λ′). Once
the detector are launched, the relative pahse and positions are fixed. However, when simulating data for
testing purposes, the initial phase parameters are some arbitrary values.
MBHB are the primary sources for SBDs, and its total inspiral-merger-ringdown phase can be detected

in the mHz band. In Fig. 12, we have shown the MBHB event detected by TianQin, LISA and TaiJi and
relative noise PSD. From the figure, it can be found that the length of the arms gives LISA and TaiJi
an advantage in terms of the response intensity to signals, but at the same time, it also results in higher
low-frequency noise levels.
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FIG. 12: TDI-A channel responsed MBHB signal and relative noise PSD detected by different detectors. The
masses for the binary system are (3.5 × 106, 2.1 × 105) M⊙, spins are (0.2, 0.1), the luminosity distance is 103

Mpc, the position is (λ, β) = (0.4, 1.2), and ι = 0.3, tc = 0. The total observation time is three months. Here the
IMRPhenomD waveform is applied. The initial phase of TianQin’s and LISA’s first spacecraft is set to 0 for this
figures.

The mass of SBHB systems is relatively lighter compared to MBHB, which leads to these systems
predominantly producing signals in higher frequency ranges. In the Fig. 13, we can observe the perfor-
mance of a SBHB signal across different detectors. Interestingly, when eccentricity is taken into account,
the response waveform becomes considerably more intricate compared to the case where eccentricity is
disregarded. This increased complexity in the waveform poses significant challenges for data processing
and analysis. Furthermore, the figure demonstrates that the intersection point between the curve of the
response signal from TianQin and the noise PSD is noticeably higher than in the case of LISA or TaiJi.
This observation suggests that TianQin exhibits certain advantages in high-frequency detection.
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FIG. 13: TDI-A channel responsed SBHB signal and relative noise PSD detected by different detectors. The
masses for the binary system are (35.6, 30.6) M⊙, the luminosity distance is 100 Mpc, the position is (λ, β) =
(4.7,−1.5), and ι = 0.3, tc = 0. The total observation time is three months. Here we have usde the EccentricFD

waveform. The initial phase of TianQin’s and LISA’s first spacecraft is set to 0 for this figures.

In the low-frequency region of Fig. 12, the post-response signal of TianQin shows oscillations. Like-
wise, in Fig 13, the response signals from all three detectors demonstrate oscillatory behaviour. These
oscillations arise as a result of the orbital motion of the detectors.

VIII. SUMMARY

Around 2035, one may see more than one SBDs operating simultaneously, with potential candidates
include TianQin, LISA and TaiJi. Apart from the huge prospect on the scientific return from the joint
observation over single detectors [36], there are also challenges to doing data analysis for joint observation.
In order to facilitate the study of problems involved in the joint data analysis, we have introduced
GWSpace in this paper, which is a package that can simulate the joint detection data from three SBDs:
TianQin, LISA and TaiJi.
GWSpace uses SSB as the common coordinate system for all detectors. It can simulate data for GCB,

BHB, EMRI, SGWB, and simple burst signals. It supports injecting time-domain waveform functions
and obtaining observed data through time-domain responses. For frequency-domain waveforms, it sup-
ports the frequency-domain responses of regular 22 mode, higher harmonic modes, and waveforms with
eccentricity BHB. The TDI 1st combinations in time domain and frequency domain now are included. It
includes the time-domain and frequency-domain responses of the 1st generation TDI combinations, and
the corresponding TDI noise. We have also given a few example data set generated with the package.
The package is open source and is free for downloading from this GWSpace. To clearly define all the
notations and to eliminate possible misunderstanding, we have presented a detailed description of the
coordinate system, the detector orbits, the detector responses, the TDI combinations, the instrumental
noise models, and the waveforms for each source in this paper.
As the first work in this direction, GWSpace can be further improved in many ways. For example, we

have only implemented the first generation TDI so far while second generation combinations are usually
required, at least for LISA and Taiji. What’s more, more robust response is needed for some sources with
complex waveforms, such as BHB systems with eccentricity [11]. The package is still relaying on very
idealistic assumption about the noise: the noises from all satellites in a detector are identical, while in
reality no two spacecraft can be exactly the same [15].
One can improve on the last point by implementing more sophisticated noise models for each detectors,

but the most precise noise model will have to come from people responsible for each detector. We are
hopeful that this may happen one day, and then GWSpace can serve as the starting point for a serious
multi-mission data challenge for space-based GW detection.

https://github.com/TianQinSYSU/GWSpace
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