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In Paper I [1], we introduced an alternative second-generation time-delay interferometry (TDI)
configuration, hybrid Relay, designed to minimize null frequencies and enhance data analysis for
massive binary black hole (MBBH). In Paper II [2], we further improved its performance in noise
characterization by replacing its null stream with a specialized stable channel, C12

3 . In this work,
we propose a novel TDI configuration, labeled PD4L, which features minimal null frequencies and
a reduced time span. Unlike the hybrid Relay or the second-generation Michelson, which require a
maximum delay of 7L (where L is the ranging time of interferometric arm), the PD4L synthesizes
data only within 3L delay. This shorter time span brings several advantages: 1) reducing margins
at boundaries of data segments, 2) mitigating frequency aliasing in the high frequency band, and
3) shortening the tail at the end of a signal. To assess its effectiveness in data analysis, we perform
parameter inference for a rapidly chirping gravitational wave signal from a MBBH. As a more
compact TDI structure, PD4L achieves more accurate parameters estimation in the frequency-
domain compared to the hybrid Relay. Additionally, PD4L’s null stream exhibits minimal null
frequencies, identical to its science channels, while maintaining a more stable noise spectrum than
the C12

3 . We further evaluate its capability in noise characterization. The results demonstrate that
although the stability of noise spectra in science channels is slightly lower compared to that of hybrid
Relay, PD4L can still reliably infer noise parameters for data durations of up to four months. These
investigations and comparisons suggest that PD4L is a promising TDI scheme, particularly for the
higher frequency band.

I. INTRODUCTION

Time delay interferometry (TDI) was developed to
suppress laser frequency noise and achieve the targeted
sensitivity for space-borne interferometers [3–5]. It is
essential for space missions such as LISA [6, 7], TAIJI
[8], TianQian [9] to detect gravitational waves (GW) in
the millihertz band. The principle of TDI is to com-
bine interferometric laser links with appropriate delays
to construct equivalent equal-arm interferometry. The
first-generation TDI was formulated to cancel laser noise
in a static unequal-arm case [4]. However, due to orbital
dynamics, second-generation TDI is required to eliminate
the effects of relative spacecraft (S/C) motions [10, 11].

The second-generation TDI configuration, Michelson,
has been widely used as a benchmark for noise suppres-
sions and data analysis. However, as we investigated in
[1, 2], its performance degrades when transitioning from
a static equal-arm scenario to a dynamic unequal-arm
configuration. To address this, we proposed alternative
TDI configuration, hybrid Relay, as a substitute to en-
hance the data analysis. One advantage of hybrid Re-
lay is its minimal null frequencies, which contribute to
greater stability in noise spectra. However, the hybrid
Relay requires data to be delayed up to seven times the
arm length, 7L (where L is the ranging time between
S/C). As a result, TDI channels with longer time spans
will introduce larger margins, leading to greater data loss
at segment boundaries. Moreover, synthesizing interfero-
metric data over an extended time span exacerbates fre-
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quency aliasing in the high frequency band. To mitigate
these disadvantages, a compact TDI configuration with
a shorter time span is desirable.

In this work, we further investigate and compare a se-
ries of alternative TDI configurations developed in [12].
The objective is to identify a TDI configuration with
minimized null frequencies and a shortened time span.
We identify a promising TDI configuration, denoted as
PD4L, which combines the first-generation TDI Moni-
tor and Beacon. PD4L has a time span of 4L (with a
maximum delay of 3L) and features null frequencies that
occur only at f = m/L, (m = 1, 2, 3...) for both ordi-
nary and optimal channels. As a second-generation TDI
scheme, its time span is shorter than that of hybrid Re-
lay or Michelson by 4L. To evaluate its suitability, we
conduct a multi-step assessment. First, we examine the
stability of its noise spectra by calculating derivatives
w.r.t. arm length variations. The results indicate that
while the science channels of PD4L exhibit slightly lower
robustness than those of hybrid Relay, it remains a vi-
able candidate. An additional advantage of PD4L is that
its null channel is more stable than C12

3 (which identified
in [13]) and is the most stable null stream identified in
our investigations so far. Second, we evaluate the sky-
averaged GW response and sensitivity. Although PD4L’s
response function is weaker than that of hybrid Relay
and Michelson in the lower frequency band, the sensi-
tivities derived from its optimal channels are effectively
identical. To further validate PD4L’s performance, we
simulate a rapidly chirping GW signal from a massive
binary black hole (MBBH) and compute its responded
waveforms in Michelson, hybrid Relay, and PD4L con-
figuration. The results demonstrate that a TDI channel
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with a shorter time span produces a smoother waveform.
We also perform parameter inferences for the chirping
signal in the frequency-domain. The findings suggest
that PD4L achieves more reliable results for the high-
frequency signals compared to the hybrid Relay. Finally,
we conduct noise parameter characterizations using dif-
ferent durations, the results show that PD4L can accu-
rately determine the parameter values over a 120-day
data span.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
introduce the second-generation TDI configurations con-
sidered in this study. Section III examines the noise spec-
tra of the TDI observables and their derivatives w.r.t. to
arm length variations. In Section IV, we compute the
GW responses and sky-averaged sensitivities. In addi-
tional, the time-domain waveforms are compared for a
quickly chirping GW signal with different TDI observ-
ables. Section V presents the parameter inference of this
chirping signal and evaluate noise characterizations using
simulated data. Finally, a brief conclusion and discussion
are given in Section VI. (Throughout this work, we set
G = c = 1 unless stated otherwise in specific equations.)

II. TIME DELAY INTERFEROMETRY

For the fiducial second-generation TDI Michelson con-
figuration, each observable utilizes four laser interfero-
metric links from two arms. By selecting different initial
S/C and sequence, three ordinary observables (X1, Y1,
Z1) are defined as follows:

X1 :
−−−−−−−→
121313121

←−−−−−−−
131212131, (1)

Y1 :
−−−−−−−→
232121232

←−−−−−−−
212323212, (2)

Z1 :
−−−−−−−→
313232313

←−−−−−−−
323131323. (3)

In these expressions, the arrows represent the temporal
order: ”→” indicates forward-time direction, and ”←”
means the backward-time direction, which follows the
convention in [14], with arm indices modified to corre-

spond to the S/C. For instance, the term
−−−−−−−→
121313121 in

Eq. (1) describes the path S/C1 → S/C2 → S/C1 →
S/C3 → S/C1 → S/C3 → S/C1 → S/C2 → S/C1, as
depicted by the blue solid lines in left diagram of Fig.

1. The term
←−−−−−−−
131212131 in Eq. (1) corresponds to the

path represented by the dashed magenta lines, where the
temporal order from left to right moves from the latest
to the earliest time point. In this work, we focus on the
second-generation TDI schemes. For brevity, we refer to
the Michelson configuration without explicitly reiterate
second-generation.

Following this convention, three ordinary observables
of hybrid Relay (UU, VV, WW) are formulated as [1,
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FIG. 1. The geometric diagrams for X1 and UU [12, 15].
The vertical lines represent the spacecraft trajectories over
time, with i○ denoting S/Ci (i = 1, 2, 3). Additional trajec-
tories for S/C2 and S/C3 are plotted to avoid the crossings
at noninteger delay time points. The blue solid lines depict
the path of one virtual laser beam, while the magenta lines
represent the path of another beam. (Diagrams reused from
[1].)

12, 15]:

UU :
−−−−−−−→
312323213

←−−−−−−−
323121323, (4)

VV :
−−−−−−−→
123131321

←−−−−−−−
131232131, (5)

WW :
−−−−−−−→
231212132

←−−−−−−−
212313212. (6)

The geometric structure of UU is depicted in the right
diagram of Fig. 1. As shown by their diagrams, both
Michelson and hybrid Relay configurations have a time
span of 8L (L ≃ 8.33s for LISA). During the TDI pro-
cess, the maximum delay corresponds to the time interval
between the latest and the earliest data points. Since the
earliest inter-S/C interferometric links generate data at
the receiver S/C, the maximum delay is one arm shorter
than the total time span. Consequently, the maximum
delays for both Michelson and hybrid Relay are 7L.
In [12], we developed a series of second-generation TDI

observables by combining different first-generation TDI
observables. In this work, we focus on identifying TDI
observables with a shorter time span. After an initial
screening, we identify a second-generation TDI configu-
ration, labeled as PD4L, which is formed by combining
the first-generation TDI configurations Beacon (P, Q, R)
and Monitor (D, E, F) [4, 5]. Besides the PD4L has
the time span as short as 4L, another key reasons for
selecting PD4L is that all its observables, including its
null stream, exhibit uniformly minimal null frequencies
at m/L, (m = 1, 2, 3, ...). The ”4L” in its name distin-
guishes PD4L from another another TDI scheme labeled
PD in [15], which uses different time shifts. The dia-
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grams of Beacon-P and Monitor-D are shown in upper
panel of Fig. 2 [12]. The first channel of PD4L, denoted
as PD4L-1, is expressed as P(t)+D(t), and its geometric
representation is depicted in the lower plot of Fig. 2. The
paths of three ordinary channels are defined as follows:

PD4L-1:
−−→
1232

←−
212
−−→
2321

←−−
1323

−→
313
←−−
3231, (7)

PD4L-2:
−−→
2313

←−
323
−−→
3132

←−−
2131

−→
121
←−−
1312, (8)

PD4L-3:
−−→
3121

←−
131
−−→
1213

←−−
3212

−→
232
←−−
2123. (9)

Beacon-P Monitor-D

PD4L-1

FIG. 2. Geometric diagrams of TDI channels Beacon-P and
Monitor-D, and PD4L-1. The Beacon-P and Monitor-D are
the first-generation TDI channels shown in upper panel, and
the PD4L-1 is the first channel of the second-generation TDI
PD4L configuration, formed by combining P (t) +D(t).

For the classical Sagnac and Michelson TDI configura-
tions, three ordinary observables (a, b, c) could be trans-
formed to three (quasi-)orthogonal observables (A, E, T)
[16, 17], AE

T

 =

−
1√
2

0 1√
2

1√
6
− 2√

6
1√
6

1√
3

1√
3

1√
3


ab
c

 . (10)

This transform is applicable when the real part of the
cross spectral density (CSD) between two ordinary chan-
nels could dominates their imaginary part, as we exam-
ined in [2]. Fig. 8 in Appendix A illustrates the real and
imaginary components for the PD4L, Michelson and hy-
brid Relay. The orthogonal transformation is expected to
be suitable for PD4L, given that the imaginary parts of
its CSDs are two orders of magnitude lower than the real
parts. The A and E channels serve as science channels,
effectively respond to GWs, while the T channel func-
tions as a null stream, primarily dominated by noises in
the low frequency band.

In addition to T channels, which are formed by com-
bining three ordinary channels, specific null streams have
been developed. Notable examples include the fully sym-
metric Sagnac ζ in first-generation TDI [4] and ζ1 in
second-generation TDI [10]. Hartwig and Muratore [13]
further developed additional second-generation TDI null
streams and analyzed their noise spectra. Among these,
C12

3 exhibits minimal null frequencies and was employed
in [2] to characterize instrumental noise parameters com-
bining with science channels of hybrid Relay. The path
of C12

3 is expressed as [13, 18]:

C12
3 :
−→
121
←−
13
−→
32
←−
21
−→
13
←−
313
−→
31
←−
12
−→
23
←−
31. (11)

Its time span is 2L, and its geometry is illustrated in
Fig. 3 of [2]. To clearly compare the the three TDI
configurations and C12

3 , a checklist is provided in Table
I.

III. NOISE SPECTRA OF TDI

The Michelson TDI observables can effectively sup-
press laser frequency noises [15, 19–23, and references
therein] and mitigate clock noise [24, 25]. The perfor-
mance of hybrid Relay in suppressing these two types
of noises has been evaluated in [1]. The capabilities of
PD4L for laser noise suppression and clock noise mitiga-
tion are qualified in Appendix B. In this section, we focus
on the noise spectra, including acceleration noise and op-
tical metrology system (OMS) noise. Their budgets are
setup as [6, 7],

√
Sacc = 3

fm/s2√
Hz

√
1 +

(
0.4mHz

f

)2
√
1 +

(
f

8mHz

)4

,

√
Soms = 15

pm√
Hz

√
1 +

(
2mHz

f

)4

.

(12)
The followings calculations assume identical amplitudes
for each type of instrumental noises.
The noise PSDs of the optimal TDI channels from

three TDI configurations are presented in the first row
of Fig. 3. The results for the A, E, and T channels are
arranged from left to right, respectively. To clearly dis-
play the values at characteristic frequencies, the x-axis
is using u = fL, which is dimensionless (where f is fre-
quency and L is the nominal arm length in seconds). A
logarithmic scale is utilized for the range u < 0.1, while
a linear scale is used for higher frequencies. As shown
in the first two plots, the science channels for Michelson
configuration exhibit null frequency at u = m/4, where
m is positive integer. In contrast, the alternative sci-
ence channels, AUU8L/EUU8L and APD4L/EPD4L, have
null frequencies only at u = m. The PSDs of the null
streams from three TDI configurations, as well as C12

3 ,
are shown in the upper right plot. Among these null
channels, TPD4L and C12

3 exhibit the fewest null frequen-
cies at u = m. The null frequencies in TX1 occur at u =
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TABLE I. Checklist of selected TDI channels. The first column lists the names of the TDI channels. The second column
presents the paths of TDI observables, while the third column details links associated with these paths. The fourth column
indicates the time span of each channel, defined as the interval from latest (virtual) interferometry time to the initial time of laser
emission (where L is the arm length). The fifth column specifies the maximum delay, defined as the time difference between
the latest and the earliest data points required to synthesize inter-S/C interferometric measurements. The transform from
ordinary channels to the optimal channels is applicable to all three TDI configurations using Eq. (10), with their corresponding
optimal/orthogonal observables listed in the sixth column with subscripts. The final column displays the null frequencies in
the A/E channel, where m is a positive integer.

channel TDI path links time span max delay optimal channels fnull in A/E

(m is positive integer)

X1
−−−−−−−→
121313121

←−−−−−−−
131212131 16 8L 7L

Y1
−−−−−−−→
232121232

←−−−−−−−
212323212 16 8L 7L (AX1, EX1, TX1) m/(4L)

Z1
−−−−−−−→
313232313

←−−−−−−−
323131323 16 8L 7L

UU
−−−−−−−→
312323213

←−−−−−−−
323121323 16 8L 7L

VV
−−−−−−−→
123131321

←−−−−−−−
131232131 16 8L 7L (AUU8L, EUU8L, TUU8L) m/L

WW
−−−−−−−→
231212132

←−−−−−−−
212313212 16 8L 7L

PD4L-1
−−→
1232

←−
212
−−→
2321

←−−
1323

−→
313
←−−
3231 16 4L 3L

PD4L-2
−−→
2313

←−
323
−−→
3132

←−−
2131

−→
121
←−−
1312 16 4L 3L (APD4L, EPD4L, TPD4L) m/L

PD4L-3
−−→
3121

←−
131
−−→
1213

←−−
3212

−→
232
←−−
2123 16 4L 3L

C12
3

−→
121
←−
13
−→
32
←−
21
−→
13
←−
313
−→
31
←−
12
−→
23
←−
31 12 2L L m/L

m/4, and more null frequencies appear in TUU8L. The
calculations are implemented by using a random time
point from a numerical orbit [26] [27], and the instan-
taneous arm length are [L12, L21, L13, L31, L23, L32] ≃
[8.296, 8.297, 8.275, 8.277, 8.313, 8.313] s.

The noise spectra are functions of instrumental noises
(acceleration noise and OMS noise) and arm lengths be-
tween the S/C. Therefore, although the instrumental
noises are assumed to be stationary, the noise PSDs will
change with orbital evolution due to variations in the arm
lengths resulting from orbital dynamics. To evaluate the
stabilities of noise spectra, their derivatives w.r.t. three
arm lengths are calculated. The second to fourth rows in
Fig. 3 show the derivatives w.r.t L12, L13, and L23, re-
spectively. During the calculation, the deviations in Lij

and Lji are treated as equal, and ∂ lnSn

∂Lij
includes the ef-

fects of deviations in both Lij and Lji, even though they
could be slightly different in a realistic case. Generally,
the curves exhibit sharp peaks around their null frequen-
cies because the noise spectra at these frequencies are
significant low and highly sensitive to changes in the arm
lengths. The downward spikes are primarily caused by
sign reversals during the process of taking the absolute
values.

For two science channels, A and E, their derivatives are
shown in the first two columns. The spectra of X1 and
UU8L (with 8L time span) are more robust than PD4L
in the lower frequency band (u < 0.1). Their derivatives,
∂ lnSn

∂Lij
, are consistently below 0.2 for all three arms as

indicated by the dashed curves. In contrast, the PD4L
shows notable differences for varying arm length changes

in this band. One reason for this is that a shorter time
span results in lower noise PSDs in low frequency range
in science channels, as shown in the first row of Fig. 3.
These deviations are relatively pronounced in its TDI
channels compared to those with higher PSDs. In the
high frequency range (u > 0.1), the stability of TDI chan-
nels varies significantly for each case. Michelson observ-
ables are less favored due to their unstable spectra ,which
are strongly affected by its null frequencies. The science
channels of hybrid Relay are more stable, with deriva-
tives amplitudes ranging in ∼[0.1, 1], except around the
null frequencies. The stability of science channels for
PD4L depends on the changes in different arms and the
frequency band. The fluctuations around the null fre-
quencies could be higher than those of the hybrid Relay,
but it may also be lower than hybrid Relay in the mid-
dle frequencies between two null frequencies. The noise
spectrum of EPD4L remains highly stable when the L12

and L23 change.

The evaluations of the null streams are shown in the
right column of Fig. 3. As indicated by the dashed blue
curves, TX1 is significantly unstable, which could poten-
tially undermine the accuracy of data analysis [1, 2, 28].
Its derivatives exhibit large variations with respect to dif-
ferent arms, especially in the lower frequency band. For
the other null channels, the derivatives w.r.t. the three
arms are nearly identical. Among these null streams,
TPD4L is the most stable across the target frequency
range (except at null frequencies), as shown by the sold
green curves. TUU8L is stable for u < 0.1, but becomes
unstable at higher frequencies. C12

3 is generally stable
across frequency band as shown by the red curve, but its
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FIG. 3. The noise PSDs (first row) and their derivatives w.r.t the arm lengths (second to fourth rows) for optimal observables
of selected TDI configurations. The results for the A, E, and T channels are arranged from left to right columns. The specific
null stream, C12

3 , is plotted together with other three T channels for comparison. As their noise PSDs shown in the first row,
two science channels, A and E, are identical for each TDI configuration. The Michelson configuration has null frequency at
u = m/4 (m = 1, 2, 3...), while the science channels of hybrid Relay and PD4L, as well as TPD4L and C12

3 exhibit null frequencies
at u = m. The second to fourth rows show the derivatives w.r.t the L12, L13, and L23, respectively. Although the PSDs of
A and E are identical, they are affected differently by the changes in arm lengths. The most significant divergences in the
derivatives appear around the null frequencies because of the very low PSDs. Therefore, the Michelson (dashed blue curves) is
the most unstable configuration at higher frequencies due a large number of null frequencies. The science channels of hybrid
Relay (dashed orange curves) are more stable benefiting from fewer null frequencies. The channels of PD4L (solid green curves)
show varied stability depending on the changes in arm lengths and frequency band. At lower frequencies, the science channels
of PD4L are relatively unstable compared to other two configurations. The fluctuations around null frequencies could be higher
than those of hybrid Relay, but it may also be lower than hybrid Relay in the middle frequencies between two null frequencies.
The noise spectrum of EPD4L remains highly stable when the L12 and L23 change. Its T channel, TPD4L, is the most robust
one among the selected null streams as shown in left column. The C12

3 is generally stable across the frequency band, but its
level is worse than that of TPD4L.

level of stability is lower than that of TPD4L. IV. RESPONDED GW BY TDI

The sky-averaged response of a TDI channel to GW is
calculated by using

RTDI(f) =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
2

−π
2

|FGW
TDI (f)|2 cosβdβdλ, (13)
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FIG. 4. The average GW response (upper row) and sensitivities (lower row) of selected TDI channels. The left column shows
results for science A channels, and the right column depicts the null streams. The spikes in sensitivities are caused by numerical
error at their null frequencies. In the lower right plot, the curves of TUU8L, TPD4L and C12

3 are overlapping.

where (λ, β) are the ecliptic longitude and latitude. The
responses are normalized by u2, R = RTDI(f)/u

2, and
are shown in the upper panel of Fig. 4. The correspond-

ing average sensitivities are calculated by using
√

Sn,TDI

RTDI

and presented in the lower panel. The science and null
channels are shown in the left and right columns, respec-
tively. Since the average responses and sensitivities of
the A and E channels are identical, only A channels are
presented. As shown in the upper left plot, the average
responses of AUU8L and APD4L are smoother than the
Michelson in the higher frequency range (u > 0.1), ben-
efiting from fewer null frequencies. At lower frequencies
for u < 0.1, the response of APD4L is approximately two
orders of magnitude lower than that of AX1 or AUU8L.
This indicates greater suppression of GW signals during
the TDI process of PD4L. This reduction is due to the
shortening of the time span from 8L to 4L, which leads to
greater signal cancellation in the long-wavelength regime.
However, as shown in the lower left plot, the average sen-
sitivities of three science channels are essentially identi-
cal. This is because the lower GW response in PD4L is
counterbalanced by the lower noise PSD, as compared
in the first plot of Fig. 3, resulting in an equal average
sensitivity as other two TDI configurations. The trade-
off for using PD4L is that its TDI process may require a

higher precision interpolation algorithm compared to the
Michelson or hybrid Relay configuration [29, 30].

The responses and sensitivities of four noise streams
are shown in the right column of Fig. 4. As seen in
the upper plot, the responses of TPD4L and C12

3 are the
smoothest, represented by the solid green and red curves.
And the amplitude of TPD4L is higher than that of C12

3

across the full frequency band. In contrast, the responses
of TX1 and TUU8L, due to their higher number of null
frequencies, exhibit significant fluctuations in the high
frequency band. The lower right plot of Fig. 4 presents
the average sensitivities of four channels. TX1 appears to
be more sensitive at low frequencies for u < 0.1. How-
ever, this improvement is correlated with its E channel
as analyzed in [2, 31]. The other three null channels ex-
hibit nearly identical sensitivities, as indicated by their
overlapping curves.

TDI operations are applied for a rapidly chirping sig-
nal generated by a MBBH with masses m1 = 3× 104M⊙
and m2 = 1× 104M⊙ at redshift z = 0.2. The goal is to
compare the responses of different TDI observables to a
high-frequency signal. The merging signal is shown in the
first row of Fig. 5. The blue and orange frames indicate
the time span of TDI operation for 8L (Michelson or hy-
brid Relay) or 4L (PD4L), respectively. The three pairs
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FIG. 5. A merging GW signal from a MBBH (m1 = 3 × 104M⊙, m2 = 1 × 104M⊙ at z = 0.2) and the corresponding
waveforms in TDI channels. The first row shows the original waveform, with the blue and orange frames illustrate time span
of TDI operation for 8L (Michelson and hybrid Relay) and 4L (PD4L) configurations. The three pairs of frames, from left to
right, illustrate: 1) margin effects at the data boundary, 2) frequency aliasing at high frequency band, and 3) tails effects at
the end of the signal. (Note that realistic TDI involves responded GW across multiple inter-S/C links.) The middle and lower
rows display the responded waveforms in selected TDI channels. The merger signal arriving at the solar-system barycenter is
set to be t = 0, and the signal later reaches the detector in this simulation. The middle left plot depicts the waveforms in the
Michelson optimal channels (AX1, EX1, TX1), and the middle right plot displays waveforms from hybrid Relay (AUU8L, EUU8L,
TUU8L). The lower left plot illustrates the waveforms for PD4L configuration, and the waveform in null stream C12

3 is shown
in the lower right panel. Compared to these waveforms, TDI observables with shorter time spans yield smoother waveforms
with shorter tails at the end of signal.

of frames from left to right illustrate three key aspects:

• Data Margin: TDI channels with shorter span gen-
erate data earlier and reduce margin effects at the
data boundary. For example, in Michelson TDI,
the first data point is generated at ∼ 8L after the
S/C initially emits the laser signal, whereas PD4L
advances this to ∼ 4L.

• Frequency Aliasing, longer-span TDI configura-
tions will more easily cross the periods of signal and
experience more significant frequency aliasing..

• Tail Effects, more compact TDI configurations will
more quickly pass through the end of signal and
result in shorter tails at the end.

We emphasis that realistic TDI is more complex, involv-
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ing GW responses across multiple inter-S/C links rather
than the simplified waveform presented here. The re-
sponded waveforms in the orthogonal channels of Michel-
son, hybrid Relay and PD4L, as well as the null stream
C12

3 , are presented in the second and third rows of Fig.
5. In this simulation, the merge time arriving at solar-
system barycenter is set to be t = 0. Due to the source
direction and detector location setups, the merger ap-
pears later in the TDI channels.

Comparing the waveforms in these TDI channels with
different time span, the waveforms of Michelson observ-
ables exhibit irregular amplitudes and phases variations
around the merging due to aliasing and modulations near
null frequencies. In right plot of second row in Fig.
5, the waveform amplitudes of hybrid Relay experience
less modulation compared to Michelson, benefiting from
fewer null frequencies. However, the phases remain ar-
rhythmic due to mixed phase contributions across dif-
ferent periods. In contrast, the waveforms in PD4L ob-
servables (lower left plot) are noticeably smoother since
aliasing effects are mitigated with shorter range. Addi-
tionally, PD4L waveforms have shorter tails at the end,
as this configuration is 4L more compact than Michelson
and hybrid Relay. With minimal null frequencies in all
three orthogonal channels, the PD4L waveforms main-
tain better phase coherence. In the lower right plot, the
TDI C12

3 effectively captures high frequency signals. Ben-
efiting from its minimal null frequencies and shortest 2L
time span, the waveform in C12

3 exhibits the smoothest
phase evolution and the shortest tail compared to other
three TDI configurations.

These comparisons suggest that TDI configurations
with shorter time spans are better suited for processing
the data, particular in the high frequency band. The re-
sulting smoother waveforms facilitate signal modeling in
the frequency-domain. In the next section, we perform
parameter inference for this chirp signal and compare the
performance of different TDI configurations.

V. PARAMETER INFERENCE WITH
SIMULATED DATA

In this section, two types of inferences are conducted:
1) inferring the parameters of the chirp signal described
in Section IV to compare the capabilities of TDI con-
figurations in analyzing high-frequency signals, 2) esti-
mating the amplitudes of noises components using pure
noise data to assess the performance in noise character-
ization. The parameter inferences are performed using
simulated data with different TDI configurations. Time-
domain noise data for each ordinary TDI observable are
generated using SATDI [32], incorporating acceleration
noise and OMS noise under assumptions of Gaussian and
stationary properties. For each TDI configuration with
three ordinary data streams, the corresponding (quasi-
)orthogonal data are obtained by applying transforma-
tion of Eq. (10).

For the first type of inference, the GW signal is injected
into the simulated data. The signal corresponds to a spin-
less MBBH with component massesm1 = 3×104M⊙ and
m2 = 104M⊙ in the source frame at redshift z = 0.2.
This corresponds to a luminosity distance of dL = 1012.3
Mpc [33, 34]. The signal lasts for 3 hours before its co-
alescence, with the frequency evolving from 0.01 Hz to
0.3 Hz in the detector frame. This short duration and
high-frequency range are deliberately chosen to assess
the TDI performances for high-frequency signals. The
source direction is set with ecliptic longitude λ = 4.6032
rad and ecliptic longitude β = π/10 rad, and the polar-
ization angle is chosen as ψ = 0.55 rad. The inclination
angle between the binaries’ rotation axis and the line-
of-sight is set to ι = π/3. The merger time, tc = 0,
corresponds to the moment the merger reaches the solar-
system barycenter, with a reference phase ϕc. The time-
domain waveform is generated using the SEOBNRv4HM
model [35]. During the inference, we infer the redshifted
chirp massMc = (m1m2)

3/5/(m1+m2)
1/5 and mass ra-

tio q = m2/m1 instead of inferring individual component
masses. And we also estimate the time shift ∆tc rela-
tive to the merger time. The frequency-domain waveform
is generated from a reduced-order version of the SEOB-
NRv4HM [36]. Nine parameters are inferred [Mc, q, dL,
ι, λ, β, ψ, ∆tc, ϕc].
For noise characterization, we infer 12 parameters de-

scribing the amplitudes of acceleration noises and OMS
noises with PD4L configuration. As specified in Eqs.
(12), six parameters for acceleration noise amplitudes are
set to be Aaccij = 3, where ij represents the pair of S/Ci
facing to S/Cj. Another six parameters for amplitudes of
OMS noise are set to be Aomsij = 15. And their square
values are estimated during the characterization. The
priors for the acceleration noise amplitude, A2

acc, are uni-
formly distributed within a range of [0, 40], and the priors
for the OMS noises amplitude, A2

oms, are set in the range
[50, 300]. The inference is performed in the frequency-
domain with a low-frequency cutoff at 0.03 mHz and a
high-frequency cutoff at 0.1 Hz.
The parameter estimation is performed using the

Bayesian algorithm. The likelihood function is given by
[37, 38]:

lnL(d|θ⃗) =
∑
fi

[
−1

2
ñTC−1ñ∗ − ln (det 2πC)

]
. (14)

where ñ is the frequency-domain noise data vector. In
the case for analyzing MBBH, it represents the data af-
ter the chirp signal has been subtracted. The matrix C
is the noises correlation matrix for the three orthogonal
channels:

C =
Tobs
4

SAA SAE SAT

SEA SEE SET

STA STE STT

 , (15)

where Tobs is the data duration. The inference is per-
formed using the nested sampler MultiNest [39, 40].
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FIG. 6. Inferred parameter distributions from three TDI combinations. The gradients represent the 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ confidence
regions from darker to lighter. The grey dashed lines indicate the simulated parameter values. The green regions show the
distribution obtained from two science channels of hybrid Relay (AUU8L, EUU8L), and the blue areas indicate the distribution
with the additional C12

3 channel (AUU8L, EUU8L, C
12
3 ). The magenta contours display the results from three optimal channels

of PD4L (APD4L, EPD4L, TPD4L).

Three combinations of TDI observables are used to
estimate the parameters of the MBBH source: 1) em-
ploying two science channels from hybrid Relay (AUU8L,
EUU8L), 2) combining two science observables of hybrid
Relay and null stream C12

3 (AUU8L, EUU8L, C
12
3 ), as we

proposed for optimal noise characterization in [2], and 3)
utilizing three orthogonal observables from PD4L config-
uration (APD4L, EPD4L, TPD4L). The parameter distri-
butions inferred from these three cases are shown in Fig.

6. The distributions obtained from (AUU8L, EUU8L) and
(AUU8L, EUU8L, C

12
3 ) are represented by the green and

blue regions, respectively. Those two results are largely
consistent, with only minor differences for the distance
and inclination parameters. However, both distributions
barely include the true values of extrinsic parameters in
the 3σ regions. The parameter distributions inferred
from (APD4L, EPD4L, TPD4L) are represented by ma-
genta contours, and all true values are within the 2σ re-
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gions. Additionally, the marginalized distributions from
the PD4L observables are closer to Gaussian shapes com-
pared to the other two combinations, suggesting that the
signal is better modeled, even though the same algorithm
is used.

The results for noise characterization are shown in Fig.
7. Data from three durations are utilized using the op-
timal channels of PD4L (APD4L, EPD4L, TPD4L). The
blue, magenta, and green regions represent the parame-
ters distributions for the 120-day, 150-day and 180-day
durations, respectively. Since acceleration noises from
paired test masses on an interferometric link are corre-
lated, their quadratic sums, Aaccij +Aaccji, are shown in
the left plot. As expected, the uncertainties decrease
as the duration increases. The values of acceleration
noise parameters are effectively captured within the 2σ
regions for all three durations. The distributions of six
OMS noise parameters, A2

OMSij , are shown in the right
plot. For the 120-day duration, the simulated values are
well encompassed within the 3σ regions. However, for
the 150-day and 180-day durations, the true values are
not fully included in 3σ regions. This indicates that the
noise characterization capability of PD4L combination
is slightly weaker than the combination (AUU8L, EUU8L,
C12

3 ), which accurately determined the parameters with
a 180-day data [2]. This difference should be due to the
noise spectra of (APD4L, EPD4L) being less robust com-
pared to those of (AUU8L, EUU8L), as shown in Fig. 3.

The current simulation and analysis do not account for
data gap. The LISA mission is expected to have a duty
cycle of >82% [7]. If the data is divided into chunks
shorter than ∼4 months due to gaps, the PD4L should
still meet the requirement for accurate noise characteriza-
tion. Giving its superior performance in processing GW
signals in the higher frequency band, the PD4L configu-
ration could be a viable alternative TDI configuration.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we introduce a second-generation TDI,
PD4L, which features minimal null frequencies and oper-
ates over a shorter time span of 4L – half that of the fidu-
cial Michelson or hybrid Relay with 8L. This compact de-
sign brings three primary advantages: 1) the data margin
required for TDI operation is reduced by 4L compared
to Michelson or hybrid Relay; 2) aliasing in the high fre-
quency band is mitigated; and 3) the tail at the end of a
signal is shortened. These benefits make the PD4L con-
figuration particularly advantageous for high-frequency
signal analysis in the frequency domain. However, two
disadvantages are also identified: 1) both GW signal and
noise suppression are more pronounced in the low fre-
quency band, which may demand higher precision during
interpolation to reconstruct data values at any time de-
lay; 2) the noise spectra in two science channels are less
stable than those of hybrid Relay, which constrains the
duration over which noise characterization reliable.

To qualify the performance of PD4L, we simulated a
rapidly chirping signal and compared the response across
different TDI observables. Subsequent parameter infer-
ences results demonstrate that PD4L outperforms the
hybrid Relay in terms of accuracy. Given that the hy-
brid Relay already surpasses the Michelson configuration
[1, 2], we deduce the PD4L provides the best capability
among these three TDI configurations for analyzing high
frequency signals, specifically in the band u = fL > 0.1.
On the other hand, despite the relatively lower noise sta-
bility of PD4L’s science channels than that of hybrid Re-
lay, and its somewhat limited noise characterization ca-
pability, its T channel, TPD4L, emerges as the most stable
null stream identified in our investigations to date.
While our current GW signal inferences are performed

in the frequency domain, we acknowledge that our cur-
rent frequency-domain model may not be optimally
match signal though the Fourier transform of a finite
time-domain data. Tail effects and aliasing introduced by
TDI operations could not be well accounted for, poten-
tially leads to biases into parameter estimation. A more
compact TDI configuration mitigate, rather than com-
pletely resolves, these effects compared to longer-span
TDI schemes. In a recently work, Garćıa-Quirós et al.
[41] demonstrated a GPU-accelerated parameter infer-
ence utilizing time domain responses, which could help
address the shortages in the frequency-domain models.
In Wang [12], we developed a variety of TDI config-

urations by combining the first-generation observables,
identifying some of those with minimized null frequen-
cies across time spans of 4L, 6L, and 8L. We selected
the hybrid Relay and PD4L as representative configu-
rations for the 8L and 4L spans, respectively. Notably,
PD4L’s null stream exhibits the same minimal frequen-
cies as its science channels, a unique feature among the
TDI configurations we examined. In a forthcoming work
[42], we will systematically analyze the differences and
correlations between these configurations.
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Appendix A: Orthogonalizatble of TDI
configurations

The covariance matrix of noises from three ordinary
channels (a, b, c) of a TDI configuration can be expressed
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as  Sa Sab Sac

Sba Sb Sbc

Sca Scb Sc

 ≃
 Sa Sab Sab

Sab Sa Sab

Sab Sab Sa

 , (A1)

where Sa represents PSD of data stream a, and Sab de-
notes cross spectral density (CSD) of data stream a and
b. In a realistic scenario, the CSDs of Sab and Sba are
complex conjugates. However, the orthogonal transform
remains valid if the real part of the CSD dominates the
imaginary part. Fig. 8 illustrates the CSDs of first two
ordinary channels in the Michelson, hybrid Relay, and
PD4L configurations. The real components are shown
by the solid curves, and the corresponding imaginary
parts are shown by the dashed curves with the same
colors. As observed, the real components are orders of
magnitude higher than their imaginary components in all
three CSDs. Therefore, the approximation of the (quasi-
)orthogonal transformation using (10) is applicable for
these three TDI configurations.

Appendix B: laser noise and clock noise suppression

As a second-generation TDI configuration, it is es-
sential for PD4L to sufficiently suppress the laser fre-
quency noise. Assuming a laser stability of 30 Hz/

√
Hz,

this corresponds to a noise PSD of 1 × 10−26/Hz. The
ranging error between S/C is modeled with a PSD of

10−15 Hz
f s/

√
Hz and an additional bias of 3 ns (0.9 m)

[23, 48]. Based on these noise assumptions, the residual
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FIG. 8. The real (solid curves) and imaginary (dashed
curves) components of CSDs between two ordinary TDI chan-
nels for selected configurations. Each pair of solid and dashed
curves represents the respective real and imaginary parts of
a CSD. The real components are several orders of magnitude
higher than the imaginary parts, ensuing the validity of the
transformation from ordinary channels to (quasi-)orthogonal
channels.

laser noise in PD4L-1 is evaluated and presented by the
orange curves in the upper panel of Fig. 9. For com-
parison, secondary noises sources, including acceleration
noise and OMS noise, are also plotted (blue curves). As
we can read from the plot, the residual laser noise in
PD4L is orders of magnitude lower than the secondary
noises.
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The clock noise in PD4L-1 is assessed assuming a clock
noise of 4×10−27/f in fractional frequency deviations. As
shown in lower panel of Fig. 9, clock noise in TDI observ-
able exceeds secondary noise at lower frequencies. How-
ever, after applying the subtraction method proposed in
[25], the residual clock noise (green curve) is well below
secondary noise level. Therefore, the PD4L TDI config-
uration meet the fundamental requirement for effective
noise suppressions.
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FIG. 9. The spectra of residual laser noise (upper panel)
and clock noise (lower panel) in the PD4L-1 channel. The
secondary noises, including acceleration noise and OMS noise,
are shown in blue for comparison. In the upper plot, residual
laser noise arising from ranging errors and orbital dynamics is
several orders of magnitude lower than the secondary noise. In
the lower plot, the clock jitter noise is shown by orange curve,
while the green curve represents the residual clock noise after
applying the subtraction method from [25].
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