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Future space-based laser interferometric detectors, such as LISA, will be able to detect gravita-
tional waves (GWs) generated during the inspiral phase of stellar-mass binary black holes (SmBBHs).
These detections contain a wealth of important information concerning astrophysical formation
channels and fundamental physics constraints. However, the detection and characterization of GWs
from SmBBHs poses a formidable data analysis challenge, arising from the large number of wave
cycles that make the search extremely sensitive to mismatches in signal and template parameters
in a likelihood-based approach. This makes the search for the maximum of the likelihood function
over the signal parameter space an extremely difficult task, with grid-based deterministic global
optimization methods becoming computationally infeasible. We present a data analysis method
that addresses this problem using both algorithmic innovations and hardware acceleration driven
by Graphics Processing Units (GPUs). The method follows a hierarchical approach in which a
semi-coherent F-statistic is computed with different numbers of frequency domain partitions at dif-
ferent stages, with multiple particle swarm optimization (PSO) runs used in each stage for global
optimization. An important step in the method is the judicious partitioning of the parameter space
at each stage to improve the convergence probability of PSO and avoid premature convergence to
noise-induced secondary maxima in the semi-coherent F-statistic. The hierarchy of stages confines
the semi-coherent searches to progressively smaller parameter ranges, with the final stage performing
a search for the global maximum of the fully-coherent F-statistic. We test our method on 2.5 years
of a single LISA time delay interferometry (TDI) combination and find that for an injected SmBBH
signal with a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) between ≈ 11 and ≈ 14, the method can estimate (i) the
chirp mass with a relative error of ≲ 0.01%, (ii) the time of coalescence within ≈ 100 sec, (iii) the
sky location within ≈ 0.2 deg2, and (iv) orbital eccentricity at a fiducial signal frequency of 10 mHz
with a relative error of ≲ 1%.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first direct detection of a gravitational
wave (GW) signal from a stellar-mass binary black hole
(SmBBH) merger, GW150914 [1], the twin LIGO obser-
vatories [2] in coordinated observations with the Virgo [3]
and KAGRA [4] detectors have recorded nearly 100
events [5–8] during the first three observing runs (O1
to O3). Due to a lower frequency bound on the sensitive
bandwidth of ground-based detectors arising from seis-
mic noise, all observed signals have frequencies higher
than ≈ 20 Hz, which corresponds to the late inspiral,
and merger phases of stellar-mass binary systems lasting
for a ∼ 1 min or less. Even with third-generation instru-
ments in the future, such as the Einstein Telescope [9]
and Cosmic Explorer [10], ground-based detection of GW
signals will ultimately be limited to ≳ 1 H due to gravity
gradient noise [11]. Observations of GW signals in the
sub-Hz to millihertz range must necessarily use space-
based detectors, projected to be operational in the next
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decade starting with the launch of the Laser Interferom-
eter Space Antenna (LISA) [12]. At around the same
time, the proposed TianQin [13, 14] and Taiji [15, 16] (or
one of them) may also join LISA to provide a network of
space-based GW detectors that will have a significantly
higher combined capability than any of the individual
ones [17–20].

LISA will be sensitive to GW signals from a variety
of sources in the millihertz range [21, 22], such as galac-
tic compact binaries, extreme-mass-ratio inspirals (EM-
RIs), supermassive binary black hole mergers, SmBBHs,
intermediate-mass binary black holes, and possibly the
stochastic background from phase transitions and cos-
mic strings in the early Universe. Of particular interest
to this paper is the fact that, complementary to ground-
based detectors, LISA will be able to detect GWs in the
early inspiral phase of SmBBHs in the chirp mass range
10−100M⊙. It is expected that we will observe multiple
SmBBHs [23–26] throughout the mission lifetime of LISA
and when combined with other proposed space-based
GW detectors, such as TianQin [13, 14], Taiji [15, 16],
and DECIGO [27, 28], the number of detectable SmBBHs
will be further increased [29].

Signals from SmBBHs will contain rich information,
which will allow us to study their astrophysical forma-
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tion channels [30–33] and constrain fundamental physics
theories [34–37]. With a reasonable accuracy in the pre-
dicted time of coalescence of an SmBBH system that has
a lifetime to merger of a few years, space-based detec-
tors will be able to provide alerts to both ground-based
GW detectors as well as electromagnetic observatories,
enabling multi-wavelength and multi-messenger observa-
tions [23, 38–40] of such events.

However, in order to realize the rich scientific prospects
outlined above we have to first overcome the major data
analysis challenges [26] posed by the detection and pa-
rameter estimation of SmBBHs signals. Unlike ground-
based detectors, SmBBH signals will persist in the sensi-
tive frequency range of space-based detectors for several
years, spanning more than 105 wave cycles. This makes
a matched filter-based search extremely sensitive to mis-
matches in the parameters of the signal and the tem-
plates, requiring an estimated (1030−1040) [26] templates
to cover the entire signal parameter space. In addition,
each template, for 2.5 years of observations with a sam-
pling interval of 10 seconds, will require ≈ 107 samples,
making the evaluation of each matched filter output com-
putationally expensive. In fact, the computational cost
associated with SmBBH signals is comparable to that of
the more widely known problem of matching filter-based
search for EMRI signals [41–43] and arises from essen-
tially the same causes, namely, low amplitude signals
lasting over many cycles requiring long integration times
to accumulate sufficient signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

Several studies have been conducted to assess the
SmBBH data analysis challenge or propose exploratory
methods to address it. For example, in [29], the Fisher
information matrix was used to evaluate the parameter
estimation accuracy of SmBBHs for LISA. As shown in
[44], archival searches can uncover many low SNR GW
signals in LISA data. In general, methods that have been
proposed so far for SmBBH searches have strong underly-
ing assumptions: In [44, 45], the signal parameter search
space is significantly restricted, while the performance of
the methods in [46–48] have only been studied for noise-
less data.

In this paper, we present a data analysis method based
on a hierarchical approach enabled by Particle Swarm
Optimization (PSO) [49–51] that overcomes some of the
above limitations and can search for SmBBH signals over
a wide parameter range in the presence of noise, thus sig-
nificantly advancing the state-of-the-art in this problem.
PSO is a stochastic global optimization method that has
been applied successfully to a wide range of GW data
analysis problems [52–56], and proves to be highly ef-
fective in addressing the present problem too. The hi-
erarchical search is comprised of several stages of semi-
coherent searches, inspired by the ones used extensively
in continuous GW searches [57–59] with ground-based
detectors, that are terminated by a fully coherent one.
An important feature of our method is the use of param-
eter space partitioning at each stage to avoid premature
convergence to secondary noise-induced maxima of the

semi-coherent search statistic and improve the conver-
gence of PSO to its global maximum. In addition, we
use multiple PSO runs at each stage and in each parti-
tion to further improve its performance.

A hierarchical search has been investigated in [60] for
the case of noiseless data. Our method differs signifi-
cantly in several aspects, such as the use of parameter
space partitioning, maximization over all extrinsic pa-
rameters in the semi-coherent log-likelihood functions,
and multiple PSO runs. We note that the problem of
secondary maxima induced by noise is one of the major
challenges in this search that does not appear in noiseless
data.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II
describes in detail the search statistic. Sec. III provides
an overview of the hierarchical search method and its
implementation in this paper. Sec. IV describes how
we accelerate our code with the frequency-domain re-
sponse of the detector and GPU-based parallelization. In
Sec. V, we present our main results on the performance
of the method using simulated data realizations. Our
conclusions and discussion of future improvements are
presented in Sec. VI. Several technical details have been
relegated to two appendices. Throughout this paper, we
work in natural units in which G = c = 1.

II. F-STATISTIC AND SEMI-COHERENT
SEARCH

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the Gen-
eralized Likelihood Ratio Test (GLRT) formalism [61],
commonly called the fully-coherent F-statistic [62] in
GW data analysis, along with our hierarchical search
scheme based on the semi- and fully-coherent F-statistic.

A. Fully-coherent F-statistic

The data from a space-based detector such as LISA
consists of a set of time series s = {sI(t)}, t ∈ [0, T ],
where I denotes a specific time-delay interferometry
(TDI) combination [63, 64] used to suppress laser fre-
quency noise. Commonly used TDI combinations are the
Michelson combinations I ∈ {X,Y, Z} and combinations
called {A,E, T} that have mutually independent noise of
instrumental origin [65].

The detection of GW signals in noise requires deciding
between the null hypothesis H0, namely, the data s does
not contain a GW signal, and a set of alternative hy-
potheses, denoted as H1, corresponding to the presence
of an additive GW signal characterized by parameters Θ.
The most commonly used decision rule in searches for pa-
rameterized GW signals with theoretically known wave-
forms is the Generalized Likelihood Ratio Test (GLRT)
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defined as [66]:

ΛG = max
Θ

Λ(Θ|s) , (1)

Λ(Θ|s) = ln

(
p(s|H1; Θ)

p(s|H0)

)
, (2)

where Λ(Θ|s) is called the log-likelihood ratio, and the
joint probability density functions describing the data
under the hypotheses H0 and H1 (with signal parameters
Θ) are denoted by p(s|H0) and p(s|H1; Θ), respectively.
Assuming that the instrumental noise in each TDI

combination is a realization of a stationary Gaussian
stochastic process and that the TDI combinations chosen
have mutually independent noise,

Λ(Θ|s) =
∑
I

[
⟨sI , hI(t; Θ)⟩I −

1

2
∥hI(t; Θ)∥2I

]
. (3)

Here, hI(Θ) represents the GW signal, ⟨a, b⟩I is the noise-
weighted inner product defined as [67],

⟨a, b⟩I = 4Re

∫ +∞

0

ã(f) · b̃∗(f)
SI
n(f)

df , (4)

where ã(f) and b̃(f) are the Fourier transforms of con-
tinuous time functions a(t) and b(t), respectively, and
SI
n(f) is the one-sided power spectral density (PSD) of

the noise. The norm induced by the inner product is de-
noted as ∥a∥2I = ⟨a, a⟩I . For simplicity, in this work, we
only employ the TDI X-combination for which the cor-
responding one-sided PSD is provided in [12, 63]. While
adding data from other combinations is not fundamen-
tally challenging, it increases the computational costs
proportionally and exceeds the computational resources
available for this study. As such, we drop the use of the
TDI combination index I from here on.

In this paper, we employ the restricted post-Newtonian
waveform family described in Appendix A that is char-
acterized by a 10-dimensional parameter space. The set
of parameters is Θ = {tc,Mc, δµ, θ, ϕ, e0, DL, ψ, ι, ϕc},
which denote, starting from tc, the time of coalescence,
the chirp mass, the dimensionless mass difference, the
sky location angles (θ = π/2 − β, ϕ = λ, where λ and
β are the ecliptic longitude and ecliptic latitude, respec-
tively), orbital eccentricity at a fiducial signal frequency
of 10 mHz, luminosity distance, polarization angle, the
angle between the line of sight and the angular momen-
tum direction, and the phase at the coalescence. We
consider only the (2, 2) mode of the GW signal and leave
the inclusion of higher-order modes arising from signif-
icant orbital eccentricity, spin, tidal effects, and other
influences, to future work.

The GLRT involves maximizing the log-likelihood ra-
tio defined in Eq. 3 over the space of signal parameters.
The value of the global maximum serves as the detec-
tion statistic that is compared to a threshold, and if a
detection occurs due to the crossing of the threshold, its

location in parameter space provides the Maximum Like-
lihood Estimate (MLE) of the parameters of the true GW
signal. One of the main challenges across many GW data
analysis problems, including the SmBBH search, is the
extremely high computational cost associated with de-
terministic methods for solving the global optimization
over Θ required in the GLRT.
It is straightforward to show that the response h(t; Θ)

can be written as [61, 62]

h(t,Θ) =

4∑
i=1

aiA
i(t; ΘI) , (5)

where ΘE = {ai}, which are time-independent reparam-
eterizations of {DL, ψ, ι, ϕc} ⊂ Θ, comprise the set of ex-
trinsic parameters, while ΘI = {tc,Mc, δµ, θ, ϕ, e0} form
the set of intrinsic parameters. This allows ΛG to be
expressed as

ΛG = max
ΘI

(
max
ΘE

Λ(Θ|s)
)
. (6)

One can analytically maximize Λ(Θ|s) over ΘE to get
the fully-coherent F-statistic [61, 62],

F(ΘI |s) = max
ΘE

Λ(Θ|s) = 1

2
NT (ΘI)M

−1N(ΘI) , (7)

where,

N i(ΘI) = ⟨s|Ai(ΘI)⟩ , (8)

M ij = ⟨Ai|Aj⟩ , (9)

a = NTM−1 . (10)

The dimensional reduction above from 10 to 6 signifi-
cantly reduces the difficulty of the global optimization
problem. Once the MLE estimates of ΘI are obtained,
the corresponding MLE estimates of ΘE are obtained as
shown in Appendix B.

As mentioned earlier, the global optimization of the
fully-coherent F-statistic over the full astrophysical
search range in ΘI space, called a fully-coherent search,
is computationally infeasible if carried out determinis-
tically using a grid of points in this space. Stochastic
optimization methods are also likely to fail due to the
needle-in-the-haystack problem posed by the extremely
small footprint of high values around the global maxi-
mum compared to the required search range. A prac-
tical solution is to use a hierarchical approach in which
the search space is first narrowed down to some promis-
ing regions in ΘI space, making follow up fully-coherent
searches in each region computationally feasible. We fol-
low this approach using a semi-coherent version of the
F-statistic as described below.

B. Semi-coherent F-statistic

The semi-coherent step is inspired by the principal idea
behind current continuous wave searches using ground-
based GW detectors [57–59]. This is the partitioning of
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the time domain GW strain data from a detector into
smaller segments that are individually subjected to fully
coherent searches. Instead of finding just the global op-
timum in each search, a set of significant locations in ΘI

are found. Different schemes have been proposed and
implemented [68–71] for combining these locations into
candidates for follow up with fully-coherent searches us-
ing longer segment lengths. It should be noted that there
are alternative approaches [72] possible in how the ini-
tial step of the hierarchy is implemented that do not use
the F-statistic at all. To limit computational costs, the
threshold in the initial step of the above types of hierar-
chical approaches must be set such that the number of
false alarms that need to be followed up becomes manage-
able. As such, semi-coherent searches generally incur a
trade-off between available computational resources and
loss in detection sensitivity.

The primary motivation for using time-segmentation in
ground-based continuous wave searches is the high cost
of computing Discrete Fourier Transforms (DFTs) due
to the large sampling rate of the data. However, this is
not an issue for data from space-based detectors since the
number of data samples from the entire mission lifetime
of LISA would be ∼ 108, which is just about the size of a
ten hours segment from a single LIGO detector sampled
at 2048 Hz. Instead, for space-based detectors, the hi-
erarchical approach can be implemented using frequency
domain partitioning and this is the approach we follow
here.

Let F̃(ΘI |sl) denote the F-statistic function computed

using data sl that is band-limited to [f
(0)
l , f

(1)
l ] and let

F̂(ΘI) =
1

Nseg

Nseg∑
l=1

F̃l(ΘI) ,

=
1

Nseg

Nseg∑
l=1

max
ΘE

Λ(Θ|sl) (11)

define the semi-coherent F-statistic, in which Nseg is the
number of segments. Since the inner product can be com-
puted in the frequency domain following Eq. 4, Λ(ΘI |sl)
is obtained by simply redefining the inner product for
segment l as,

⟨s, h⟩l = 4Re

∫ f
(1)
l

f
(0)
l

s̃(f) · h̃∗(f)
Sn(f)

df . (12)

For continuous GW searches in ground-based detec-
tors, where the signal is nearly monochromatic, the SNR
and the number of wave cycles are nearly evenly dis-
tributed across time and, hence, the semi-coherent search
can use uniform partitioning of the data in the time do-
main. In contrast, this is not true for SmBBH signals
since the GW power is neither uniformly distributed in
time nor in frequency since these are evolving sources.
One possible approach is to determine the frequency-
domain segment boundaries based on the SNR in each

segment. However, as mentioned in [60], this partitioning
scheme introduces a dependence of the segment bound-
aries on the template parameters, necessitating a recal-

culation of the segment limits for each evaluation of F̂ .
This can increase program complexity and computation

time. Therefore, we opt to compute f
(1)
l and f

(0)
l by fix-

ing the number of segments for all templates but keeping

f
(0)
1 and f

(1)
Nseg

dependent on some of the intrinsic pa-

rameters. In our implementation, these limits are set
to be the lowest and highest instantaneous frequencies
occurring during the observation period in the template
associated with ΘI .
Unlike the fully coherent case, the calculation of the

semi-coherent F̂(ΘI) allows different values of the ex-
trinsic parameters ΘI for each segment. This reduces
the sensitivity of the detection statistic to the intrin-
sic parameters, and the SNR in each segment is now
lowered. However, the profile of the F-statistic is sig-
nificantly broadened around the global maximum of the
fully-coherent F-statistic, which reduces the difficulty of
the search considerably. Fig. 1 illustrates, in both the
absence and presence of noise, the profiles of the semi-
coherent F-statistic with different Nseg as a function of
the chirp mass Mc. Here, other parameters are set to
their true values. Note that Nseg = 1 is equivalent to the
case of the fully-coherent F-statistic.

Fig. 1(a) shows how, in the absence of noise, the semi-
coherent method expands the width of the peak and ab-
sorbs the sharp secondary peaks near the true value of
Mc into the main peak. This makes it easier to search
for the peak. However, as shown in Fig. 1(b), the peak
also becomes less prominent compared to the fluctuations
away from the peak caused by noise. Thus, adopting an
appropriate Nseg according to the type of the GW signal
is a key issue in a semi-coherent search.

III. HIERARCHICAL SEARCH PIPELINE

In this section, we provide a brief overview of Parti-
cle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and discuss the specific
implementation used in this work. This is followed by a
description of the search pipeline that uses PSO in mul-
tiple stages of a hierarchical search pipeline.

A. PSO

PSO is an iterative stochastic search method for the
global maximum of a function f(x), x ∈ RN , called the
fitness function, over a specified compact subset D ⊂ RN

called the search space. [In our case, the fitness func-
tion is the semi-coherent F-statistic (c.f., Eq. 11) and
the search space is the space of intrinsic parameters ΘI .]
In each iteration, the fitness is sampled at multiple lo-
cations and the locations are updated for the next iter-
ation based on the sampled fitness values. The sampled
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FIG. 1. Comparison of the semi-coherent F-statistics (Nseg > 1) with the fully-coherent F-statistic (Nseg = 1) under different
conditions. The true value of the chirp mass, Mc = 70.3032M⊙, is marked with a red dashed line, while the other parameters
are fixed at their true values, and the SNR is 11.3. In the left panel, one can see that, under noiseless condition, the peaks
for the semi-coherent F-statistics are significantly broadened compared to the fully-coherent F-statistic, which can mitigate
the difficulty of the search for the global maximum. However, under noisy conditions, as shown in the right panel, as Nseg

increases, the peaks become less distinct relative to the fluctuations caused by noise.

locations, which are typically fixed in number, are called
particles in PSO, with the rules used for updating their
positions, called the dynamical equations, stated below.
The collection of particles is called a swarm.

Let xi,j [k] denote component j of the position vector
xi of particle i ≤ Npart at iteration k. Attached to each
particle is a displacement vector vi[k] (called velocity in
PSO terminology) with component j denoted as vi,j [k].
The position and velocity are updated as,

xi,j [k + 1] = xi,j [k] + min(vi,j [k + 1], vmax) , (13)

vi,j [k + 1] = w[k]vi,j [k] + c1r1(pi,j [k]− xi,j [k])

+ c2r2(li,j [k]− xi,j [k]) ,
(14)

where vmax limits the maximum step size in any dimen-
sion, w[k] denotes a deterministically decaying number
called the inertia weight, c1,2 are called acceleration con-
stants, r1,2 ∼ U([0, 1]) are independent random variables
with uniform distribution over [0, 1], pi[k] (personal best)
is the location with the best fitness in the history of par-
ticle i, and li[k] (local best) is the best location found
in the history of its local neighborhood. (When the lo-
cal neighborhood includes all the other particles in the
swarm, li[k] becomes the global best, g[k].) An exam-
ple of a neighborhood definition is the ring topology [73]
in which particle indices are arranged on a circle and a
subset of consecutive indices constitute a neighborhood.

Each of the three terms in Eq. 14 has a special role.
The term with the inertial weight, called the inertia term,
causes the particle to move past its current location ir-
respective of its fitness value. This allows the particle to
escape local maxima and contributes to the exploration
of the search space. The second term, called the cogni-
tive term, that depends on the personal best can be inter-
preted as a random force that tries to attract the particle

back to a good location that it has already found. The
last term, called the social term, that depends on the
local best is also a random force that seeks to pull the
particle to a good location found by its neighbors. The
cognitive and social terms promote exploration around
previously found good solutions, a stage of the search
called exploitation, but the randomness in these terms
prevents too quick a convergence. Thus, the dynamical
equations create a trade-off between the exploration and
exploitation behavior of the swarm, with the former dom-
inating in the beginning. The use of a local instead of
a global best extends the exploration phase by slowing
down information flow within the swarm. The inertia
weight w[k] is typically allowed to decay linearly with it-
erations, providing yet another control mechanism for the
shift in swarm behavior from exploration to exploitation.

Most PSO implementations work best when the search
space D is a hypercube, with component j of x lim-
ited to [aj , bj ]. The iterations are commonly initiated
with random locations xi,j [0] ∼ U([aj , bj ]) and velocities
vi,j ∼ U [aj − xi,j , bj − xi,j ]. While these initial condi-
tions guarantee that particles will be localized within D
in the first position update, it is possible for them to es-
cape D in subsequent iterations. Therefore, boundary
conditions need to be specified to handle such particles.
Among the many boundary conditions proposed in the
literature [74], we choose the let-them-fly condition in
which nothing is done to the particles except for setting
their fitness to −∞ (in a maximization problem) when
they escape D. Similarly, among the diverse termina-
tion conditions proposed for PSO, we pick the simplest
one in which termination happens once a specified num-
ber of iterations is completed. The final solution for the
maximization problem is the global best location and the
corresponding fitness value.

Like most other stochastic heuristics for global op-
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timization, there is no guarantee of convergence (even
asymptotically) to the global maximum in PSO but it can
be tuned to provide an acceptable probability, Psuccess, of
successful convergence to a given region containing the
global maximum. This probability can be boosted ex-
ponentially by running Nruns independent runs of PSO,
with statistically independent pseudorandom streams for
r1,2 and initialization, and picking the best solution
across all the runs. The resulting probability of success
becomes 1 − (1 − Psuccess)

Nruns , which increases rapidly
with Nruns even for moderate Psuccess.
Much of the overview provided above is common to

several applications of PSO in GW data analysis. In
fact, we have adopted the same settings for most of the
parameters above as given in [51] except for Npart = 128,
which is significantly higher than the usual choice of ≈ 40
particles, and different Nruns at different stages of the
hierarchical search. The large number of particles used
here follows from the specific implementation of GPU
acceleration used in our code, which requires Npart to
be a power of 2, and the fact that lower Npart values of
32 and 64 did not yield a high probability of successful
convergence. As described below, the number of PSO
iterations used in the termination criterion varies for the
different stages of the hierarchy. The remaining PSO
parameters are set to widely used values [73]: c1 = c2 =
2.0 and vmax = 0.5.

B. Hierarchical search

Despite the significant broadening of the peak in the
fitness function, as shown in Fig. 1, it is still much smaller
in width than the full search range used in our analy-
sis. In addition, the semi-coherent fitness function is very
rugged with multiple local maxima induced by noise in
the data. Therefore, a direct search for the peak of the
semi-coherent F-statistic using a single PSO run has a
low probability of success in the presence of noise. To
cope with this problem, we divide the search space into
smaller regions along certain dimensions, search over the
regions independently, and propagate their results in a
hierarchical manner through multiple stages in order to
progressively narrow down the search around the global
maximum of the semi-coherent F-Statistic. The details
of this hierarchical pipeline are provided below and illus-
trated schematically in Fig. 2.

Stage–1: The search range of the parameter tc is di-
vided into 24 equally wide and contiguous intervals. In
each interval, 24 independent PSO runs are carried out
to search for the global maximum of the semi-coherent
F-statistic using Nseg = 16 segments. The best solution
among the 24 runs in each region is then recorded, pro-
ducing a total of 24 candidate locations for the global
maximum in the full parameter space. The number of
iterations in this step is 8000 for each PSO run.

Stage–2: In this stage, the 24 candidate locations ob-
tained in stage 1 form the centers for new search regions

that are restricted in both tc and Mc. Based on our ex-
perience with different settings, we set the size of each
restricted region to 0.01 yr along tc and 0.6 M⊙ along
Mc, while keeping the search ranges for all other param-
eters the same as in stage 1. Each of the 24 regions is
now searched with 8 PSO runs and the single best so-
lution from all these 24 × 8 = 192 runs is propagated
to the next stage. The number of PSO iterations and
Nseg for semi-coherent F-statistic remain the same as in
stage 1. The single solution provides a candidate loca-
tion in a search region that is restricted in tc andMc but
unrestricted in all other parameters.
Stage–3: In this stage, the single solution obtained

in the previous stage forms the center of narrower search
ranges with 0.004 yr for tc, 0.3 M⊙ for Mc, 0.4 rad for θ,
0.4 rad for ϕ, and 0.006 for e0. As for δµ, due to the rela-
tive insensitivity of the semi-coherent F-statistic to this
parameter, we continue to maintain its original search
range. Besides restricting the search ranges, we also cre-
ate a search region centered on π−θ, due to a degeneracy
of the F-statistic in θ. Each of the two search spaces is
now subjected to 48 PSO runs with 15,000 iterations per
run. At this point, Nseg is set to 1, which means that
this stage uses the fully-coherent F-statistic. The best
solution across the two search regions provides the final
estimate of the intrinsic parameters that are then used
to obtain the corresponding estimates of the extrinsic pa-
rameters following the expressions given in Appendix B.
While we restrict the search ranges for only tc and

Mc in the first two stages, it is conceivable to have a
more general scheme in which the search ranges of ad-
ditional parameters are restricted. However, our experi-
ence shows that this is redundant in the first two stages
because the semi-coherent F-statistic is most sensitive
to these two parameters and relatively insensitive to the
others. Moreover, subdividing the ranges of the param-
eters increases the computational cost as the number of
such parameters goes up. Thus, subdividing the ranges
of only tc andMc offers a compromise between effectively
locating the interesting search region for the latter stages
and the overall computational cost of the search.
It is worth noting that we do not reduce the number of

search ranges when going from stage–1 to stage–2. This
is because, in the stage-1 search, there is a high probabil-
ity that secondary maxima induced by noise in search re-
gions far from the one containing the true parameter have
larger values. Therefore, confining the stage-2 search to a
subset of the stage-1 search ranges incurs the risk of pre-
maturely converging to secondary maxima. It is prefer-
able to further refine the solution in each search range, as
done in stage–2, before deciding to pick the best solution.

IV. EFFICIENT COMPUTATION OF THE
SEMI-COHERENT F STATISTIC

The hierarchical stages described above involve a large
number of PSO runs over independent search regions,
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FIG. 2. Flowchart of the hierarchical stages. Each stage is shown by a stack of colored boxes (the boxes are colored with
alternating colors for visual clarity). Each stack has two axes: the horizontal and vertical axes are labeled by parameters for
which the search range is not subdivided or divided, respectively. Each colored box schematically represents one partition of
the search range for the latter set of parameters. In stage–1, starting at the left, the search range of tc is uniformly divided into
24 contiguous intervals. In stage–2, based on the results of stage–1, the search ranges of both tc and Mc are narrowed down,
while the search ranges of other parameters remain unchanged. In stage–3, the search ranges of all parameters except δµ are
narrowed down. Each colored box is followed by a box showing the number of PSO runs used in that restricted search range.
Each box labeled MAX represents the operation of selecting the best solution out of the PSO runs connected to it. Finally, in
stage–3, the two search ranges differ in the range of θ, with the search ranges over all the other parameters kept identical.

with each run requiring a large number of iterations. To
mitigate the computational costs involved, we use an ef-
ficient calculation of the frequency domain TDI response
to a plane GW and implement GPU acceleration of par-
allelizable steps.

The computationally most expensive step in PSO is the

evaluation of the semi-coherent F-statistic, F̂ , for each

particle. Calculating F̂ involves computing the noise-
weighted inner product between the templates and the
data, which requires Fourier transforms and consumes a
significant amount of time. According to [75], for sources
where the timescale of the gravitational wave radiation
reaction is much smaller than the timescale of the de-
tector modulation, it is possible to directly obtain their
frequency-domain responses.

A TDI combination is constructed as a sum of time-
delayed single-arm responses. The general form of the
GW-induced single-arm response is given by:

x(t) = F (t)h(t+ d(t)) . (15)

Here, F (t) is the time-domain modulation associated
with the rotating antenna pattern of the arm and preces-
sional effects in the source orbit evolution. Note that the
former depends on the orbit of the detector. For LISA,

the orbit used in this study is an analytic approxima-
tion, with accuracy extended to second-order eccentric-
ity [76]. While this provides convenience and efficiency,
it is worth noting that our work is not dependent on
it. Numerical orbits with higher precision can also be
used, and the evaluation of the detector antenna pattern
at specific times requires numerical interpolation using
appropriate orders of Chebyshev polynomials, as demon-
strated in [77]. d(t) represents the time delay due to the
orbital motion of the detector. A GW chirp signal, such
as the one from an SmBBH inspiral, has a well-defined
instantaneous frequency and its Fourier transform can be
expressed as [78–80]:

h̃(f) = A(f)eiΦ(f) , (16)

where A(f) and Φ(f) can be obtained using the sta-
tionary phase approximation. Given the much slower
timescale of the modulation and time delay variations
compared to the instantaneous period of the GW sig-
nal, the Fourier transform of x(t) is well-approximated
by [75]:

x̃(f) = T (f)h̃(f) , (17)

where

T (f) =
∑
k≥0

(−i)k

k!
(TAk)

kFTf,ϵ

[
dk

dτk

(
F (τ − d(τ))

1 + ḋ(τ)
e2iπfd(τ)(1−ḋ(τ))

)]
(tf ) . (18)
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Here, (aϵN,k are defined in Appendix 2 of [75])

TA1 =
7

6

1

2πf
, (19)

tf =
1

2π

dΦ(f)

df
, (20)

Tf =
1

4π

∣∣∣∣d2Φdf2
∣∣∣∣ , (21)

ϵ = −sgn

(
d2Φ

df2

)
= −1 , (22)

FN
Tf,ϵ

(F )(t) ≡ 1

2

N∑
k=0

aϵN,k (F (t+ kTf ) + F (t− kTf )) .

(23)
In this work, we set both k and N to be zero,
and neglecting the higher-order terms of d(t) in the
frequency-domain response, the matching with that ob-
tained by Fourier-transform of the time-domain signal
exceeds 0.999, which meets our requirements. Using the

frequency-domain response to compute F̂ not only di-
rectly simplifies the computation — no Fourier trans-
forms are required at this point — but also provides the
conditions for deep parallelization of the program.

In the hierarchical method presented in Sec. III, there
are several nested parallelizable steps. First, each PSO
run can be executed independently. Secondly, within
each PSO run, the computation of the semi-coherent F-
statistic for each particle can be carried out in parallel.
Finally, in the frequency-domain response, the computa-
tions for each frequency can be parallelized. We imple-
ment these layers of parallelization using a nested set of
hardware elements, starting with nodes of a cluster at
the top level, CPU cores at the intermediate level, and
GPUs at the deepest level. At present, our paralleliza-
tion scheme allows the code implementing the hierarchi-
cal search described in Sec. III to perform a complete
analysis of a single data realization in ≈ 2.5 days using 8
NVIDIA A100 GPUs attached to a single compute node
with 48 CPU cores.

V. RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the results obtained by ap-
plying our pipeline to different sets of simulated data.

A. Noiseless data

First, we validate the hierarchical search method on
noiseless data. The values of the parameters and corre-
sponding search ranges for the simulated GW signals are

given in Table I. Since there is no noise in the data, we can
adjust some of the configuration parameters to increase
the execution speed. For example, we set Nseg = 128 in
both stage–1 and stage–2, which significantly reduces the
search complexity by broadening the global maximum of
the semi-coherent F-statistic while not incurring any risk
of noise-induced secondary maxima. At the same time,
we reduce the number of PSO iterations to 2000 for the
first two stages and 5000 for the stage–3. Finally, the
number of PSO runs per search region was reduced sub-
stantially. These adjustments reduced the runtime of the
program by a factor of 10 compared to the fiducial set-
tings given in Sec. III.

TABLE I. The parameters used in the search of noiseless data
and their search ranges. The signal amplitude is chosen such
that the SNR relative to the instrumental noise has the value
shown here. DL, ι, ψ, and ϕc are extrinsic parameters, whose
estimated values are obtained from the relationship given in
the Appendix B. Hence, they do not have an associated search
range.

Parameter True value Search range
tc/yr 3.5000 [3.3, 3.8]
Mc/M⊙ 70.3032 [20, 80]
δµ 0.1585 [0, 0.9]

θ/rad 0.7854 [0,π]
ϕ/rad 2.1216 [0, 2π]

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.0100 [0, 0.05]
DL/Mpc 920.9084 /
ι/rad 0.5329 /
ψ/rad 1.2501 /
ϕc/rad 0.8419 /
SNR 11.3137 /

Table II presents a comparison of the true values with
the estimated ones for noiseless data. It can be seen that,
except for δµ, the intrinsic parameters are recovered with
very small relative errors. Part of the error in δµ can be
attributed to degeneracies between δµ and several other
parameters in the F-statistic. To test this hypothesis,
we reran the analysis fixing δµ to its true value. The
corresponding results displayed in Table II show that er-
rors in almost all the parameters are reduced with some
of the reductions being significant. This shows that al-
lowing δµ to be a free parameter causes errors in other
parameters to be compensated by an error in δµ. Ta-
ble II also contains the estimated values of the extrinsic
parameters calculated by the procedure in Appendix B.
It can be seen that the relative errors in these param-
eters are orders of magnitude larger than those in the
intrinsic parameters. We believe that this is due to some
degree of degeneracy within the extrinsic parameters. In
the future, using more accurate waveforms that include
higher-order modes should improve the accuracy of esti-
mation for the extrinsic parameters.
Thus, the analysis of noiseless data validates our code

and allows us to proceed to the analysis of realistic noisy
data.
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TABLE II. Results of the search in noiseless data. It can be seen that the intrinsic parameters, except δµ, are close to their
true values. However, there is a considerable error in the extrinsic parameters. This is due to the problem of degeneracy in the
GW waveform. Even in a noise-free scenario, obtaining a highly accurate value for these parameters remains challenging. The
results of the search when δµ is fixed at the true value are also given here, and it can be seen that the error is basically further
reduced.

Parameter True value Estimated value Relative error Estimated value (δµ fixed) Relative error
tc/yr 3.5000000 3.5000029 0.0000836% 3.4999994 0.0000172%
Mc/M⊙ 70.30316 70.30662 0.00492% 70.30319 0.0000436%
δµ 0.1585 0.4784 201% / /

θ/rad 0.78540 0.78554 0.0174% 0.78535 0.00621%
ϕ/rad 2.12160 2.12162 0.00128% 2.1214 0.00788%

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.01000000 0.00998489 0.151% 0.00999905 0.00947%
DL/Mpc 920.9084 880.9283 4.34% 895.3753 2.77%
ι/rad 0.5329 0.6088 14.2% 0.5826 9.33%
ψ/rad 1.2501 1.2846 2.76% 1.2831 2.64%
ϕc/rad 0.8419 0.2348 72.1% 0.7808 7.26%

B. Noisy data

Within the analysis of noisy data, we considered three
separate cases, labeled as cases A, B, and C. Table III
provides the values of the true signal parameters in the
three cases. The search ranges are identical for all three
cases. In the following, we discuss the results from these
cases in sequence.

TABLE III. The parameters in Case A, Case B, and Case C
and their respective search ranges.

Parameter Case A Case B Case C Search range
tc/yr 3.5000 3.5000 3.5000 [3.3, 3.8]
Mc/M⊙ 70.3032 54.3572 28.1923 [20, 80]
δµ 0.1585 0.0400 0.2485 [0, 0.9]

θ/rad 0.7854 0.7854 0.7854 [0, π]
ϕ/rad 2.1216 2.1216 2.1216 [0, 2π]

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.0100 0.0100 0.0100 [0, 0.05]
DL/Mpc 920.9084 603.5043 123.9608 /
ι/rad 0.5329 0.5329 0.5329 /
ψ/rad 1.2501 1.2501 1.2501 /
ϕc/rad 0.8419 0.8419 0.8419 /
SNR 11.3137 11.1723 14.1421 /

The functioning of the hierarchical search is illustrated
in Figures 3 to 5 pertaining to Case A. Each figure
shows the progression in the localization of the estimated
parameter around the true value as one proceeds from
stage–1 to stage–3. We see that there is a significant im-
provement for all parameters except δµ. The figures for
stage–1 show clearly the effect of secondary maxima in-
duced by noise. For the tc parameter, the secondary max-
ima are often larger than the semi-coherent F-statistic
values in the search range containing the true value of
this parameter. It is worth noting that the latter may
be just some values found by PSO, not necessarily local
maxima at this range. They could be close to secondary
maxima, but they could simply result from noise. As
discussed earlier in Sec. III, confining the stage–2 search

to a subset of stage–1 search regions based on the semi-
coherent F-statistic values could, therefore, lead to pre-
mature convergence. The results for stage–2 show the
importance of restricting the search range in Mc along
with tc. We see that, this leads to a significant improve-
ment in the semi-coherent F-statistic value and that it
can often exceed the value at the true location. This is
a positive indicator that PSO was able to successfully
converge to the global maximum. Finally, we see how
the search range is narrowed down by several orders of
magnitude at the beginning of stage–3, thus allowing the
fully-coherent F-statistic to be computed successfully.
Tables IV to VI present the estimated parameters and

their relative errors for the three cases. It can be seen
that the method was able to estimate the intrinsic pa-
rameters with very high accuracy. For example, in Case
A, the relative error in Mc is less than 0.01% and tc is
determined with an accuracy of ≈ 100 sec. The sky lo-
calization is accurate to within 0.2 deg2, and the relative
errors for eccentricity and chirp mass are less than 1% in
all cases.

TABLE IV. Case A search results. The leftmost column lists
the true parameters of the injected signal. The second col-
umn lists the estimated values found from stage–3 and the
third column presents the relative error between the true and
estimated values of each parameter.

Parameter True value Estimated value Relative error
tc/yr 3.500000 3.499997 0.0000899%
Mc/M⊙ 70.3032 70.3101 0.00986%
δµ 0.1585 0.5797 265%

θ/rad 0.7854 0.7909 0.696%
ϕ/rad 2.1216 2.1291 0.354%

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.010000 0.009953 0.473%
DL/Mpc 920.9084 397.4851 56.8%
ι/rad 0.5329 1.2719 139%
ψ/rad 1.2501 -0.5077 141%
ϕc/rad 0.8419 0.1554 81.5%

Case B and Case C differ from Case A primarily in
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FIG. 3. Part of the PSO results about tc (top row) and Mc (bottom row). In each panel, the red circle marks the true values
of the parameters and their fitness, dots with different colors come from different search ranges of tc. The black dots represent
the PSO results from the range of tc that encloses its true value. From left to right are stage–1, stage–2, and stage–3.

TABLE V. Case B search results. The leftmost column lists
the true parameters of the injected signal. The second col-
umn lists the estimated values found from stage–3 and the
third column presents the relative error between the true and
estimated values of each parameter.

Parameter True value Estimated value Relative error
tc/yr 3.5000000 3.5000142 0.000405%
Mc/M⊙ 54.3572 54.3617 0.00838%
δµ 0.0400 0.5721 1330%

θ/rad 0.7854 0.7898 0.558%
ϕ/rad 2.1216 2.1192 0.112%

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.01000 0.009970 0.300%
DL/Mpc 603.5043 513.3089 14.9%
ι/rad 0.5329 0.7259 36.2%
ψ/rad 1.2501 0.4386 64.9%
ϕc/rad 0.8419 0.4058 51.8%

the injected values of the chirp mass. This design allows
us to validate our method at different points within its
search range. The parameters tc, θ, ϕ, and e0, as well as
the extrinsic parameters (except DL), remain the same
as in Case A. The parameter DL is adjusted to achieve
the desired SNRs of the injected signals. As shown in
Tables V to VI, the relative errors in the intrinsic pa-
rameters are consistent with those in Case A, despite the
noise realizations being independent draws based on the
LISA instrumental noise PSD.

TABLE VI. Case C search results. The leftmost column lists
the true parameters of the injected signal. The second col-
umn lists the estimated values found from stage–3 and the
third column presents the relative error between the true and
estimated values of each parameter.

Parameter True value Estimated value Relative error
tc/yr 3.500000 3.5000039 0.0001126%
Mc/M⊙ 28.1923 28.1932 0.00315%
δµ 0.07692 0.41195 4355%

θ/rad 0.7854 0.7864 0.129%
ϕ/rad 2.1216 2.1228 0.0575%

e0(fgw = 0.01Hz) 0.0100 0.009961 0.388%
DL/Mpc 123.9608 74.1714 40.2%
ι/rad 0.5329 1.1470 115%
ψ/rad 1.2501 -0.3975 132%
ϕc/rad 0.8419 0.7437 11.7%

Moreover, the relative errors in DL exceed 10% across
all three cases with relatively low SNRs, posing a chal-
lenge for distance measurement of these sources using
GW alone. However, this may be mitigated by the high
estimation accuracy achieved in θ and ϕ, making it pos-
sible for electromagnetic follow-up to pinpoint their host
galaxies.
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FIG. 4. As in Fig. 3, the PSO results about δµ and θ.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have presented a hierarchical search method for
SmBBH signals in noisy LISA data that shows promising
performance for an SNR range of ≈ 11 to ≈ 14 for 2.5 yr
of a single TDI combination. The method uses a hierar-
chy consisting of partitioned parameter search ranges and
semi-coherent F-statistic with different numbers of seg-
ments. The search for the global maximum of the semi-
coherent F-statistic in each search range is performed us-
ing PSO. By employing frequency-domain responses and
GPU parallel computing to accelerate the code, we were
able to efficiently search for single GW signals within a
reasonable timeframe of 2.5 days. We validated the re-
liability of this pipeline using simulated data containing
noise based on instrumental design power spectral den-
sity of LISA. Our results demonstrate that it is possible
to address the data analysis challenges posed by SmBBH
signals and produce highly accurate estimates of intrin-
sic parameters. In particular, the time of coalescence can
be localized within ≈ 100 sec and the sky location can
be estimated within ≈ 0.2 deg2, which is more than ad-
equate to enable multi-messenger and multi-wavelength
astronomy for SmBBH sources.

LISA can also measure the orbital eccentricity dur-
ing inspirals of the SmBBH with a relative error of 1%,
providing the ability to distinguish between their origin
from binary star evolution or the dynamical interactions
in dense star clusters. However, our waveform model does
not include higher-order modes that would be present in

a system with high orbital eccentricity. In addition, our
waveform model does not include the spins of the individ-
ual black holes, which may be important in some cases.
We will address these limitations, including the use of
multiple TDI combinations, in future studies.

Finally, the signals we simulated all merged shortly
outside the observation time window, whereas in reality,
some sources may merge within the window, while others
may merge long after the window. This implies that the
search range for the merger time should be expanded,
and the problem of multiple sources overlapping should
also be addressed.
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FIG. 5. As in Fig. 3, the PSO results about ϕ and e0.

Appendix A: Gravitational Waveforms

In this paper, we employ the restricted post-Newtonian
waveforms in the frequency domain, where “restricted”
means that we neglect higher-order amplitude modula-
tion and focus only on the post-Newtonian effects in the
phase:

h(f) = Af−7/6e−iΨ(f) (A1)

where (for f > 0):

A = −
√
5/24(M5/6

c )/(π2/3DL) , (A2)

Ψ(f) = 2πftc − ϕc −
π

4
+

3

128
(Mcπf)

−5/3
6∑

k=0

αkx
k/2

− ϕp(t(f))− ϕD(t(f)) + ϕe(f) .
(A3)

The details of the parameters, including the coefficients
αk, can be found in [81–84]. In addition, for simplic-
ity, we have omitted certain parameters, such as the spin
of the individual black holes, from the waveforms in the
current paper, resulting in a total of ten parameters rep-
resented by Θ.

Appendix B: Relationships between extrinsic
parameters and intrinsic Parameters

In Sec. II A, the fully-coherent F-statistic is obtained
by maximizing the log-likelihood ratio function over

ΘE = {ai}, which are time-independent reparameteri-
zations of {DL, ψ, ι, ϕc} as follows [85]:

a1 =
1

DL

(
cos 2ψ

1 + cos2 ι

2
cosϕc − sin 2ψ cos ι sinϕc

)
,

a2 = − 1

DL

(
sin 2ψ

1 + cos2 ι

2
cosϕc + cos 2ψ cos ι sinϕc

)
,

a3 = − 1

DL

(
cos 2ψ

1 + cos2 ι

2
sinϕc + sin 2ψ cos ι cosϕc

)
,

a4 =
1

DL

(
sin 2ψ

1 + cos2 ι

2
sinϕc − cos 2ψ cos ι cosϕc

)
.

(B1)

Once the maximum likelihood estimate of the intrinsic
parameters (ΘI) is obtained, ai can be determined by
Eq. 10. Subsequently, the corresponding maximum like-
lihood estimate of {DL, ψ, ι, ϕc} can be obtained by the
following relationship,

DL =
2

A
,

ι = arccos

 −A×

A+ +
√
A2

+ −A2
×

 ,

ψ =
1

2
arctan

(
A+a4 −A×a1

−(A×a2 +A+a3)

)
,

ϕc = arctan

(
c(A+a4 −A×a1)

−c(A×a3 +A+a2)

)
,

(B2)
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where:

A+ =
√

(a1 + a4)2 + (a2 − a3)2 +
√
(a1 − a4)2 + (a2 + a3)2 ,

A× =
√

(a1 + a4)2 + (a2 − a3)2 −
√
(a1 − a4)2 + (a2 + a3)2 ,

A = A+ +
√
A2

+ −A2
×,

c = sgn(sin(2ψ)) .
(B3)
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