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Relativistic black hole collisions are one of the most dramatic astrophysical events that can be
imagined. They could provide the ideal condition for searching for possible new physics beyond
general relativity. However, such events are presumably rare and difficult to occur under normal
conditions. Black holes in a triple system can be accelerated to the relativistic limit and may harbor
the chance for a relativistic collision. In this paper, we study the relativistic black hole collisions
in a massive black hole background and the capabilities of several current and future gravitational

wave detectors in detecting such signals.

I. INTRODUCTION

The breakthrough in gravitational wave (GW) detec-
tion [1] has given us the opportunity to probe the nature
of gravity under conditions not possible before [2-11].
However, so far no violation of general relativity (GR)
has been identified in the detected GW signals [12-17].
Although the situation may improve with better detec-
tion sensitivity in the future, one cannot help wondering
what could be the last place to look for possible viola-
tions of GR should all other searches fail. In this regard,
relativistic black hole collision (RBHC) is the most dra-
matic astrophysical process imaginable, and they likely
have the best condition to reveal possible new physics
beyond GR.

The collision of black holes has been studied for several
decades and has been one of the earliest applications of
numerical relativity (see [18] for references). Past interest
in the collision of black holes has come from a variety of
topics, such as testing the cosmic censorship conjecture,
searching for possible trans-Planckian phenomena at the
TeV scale, and so on (see, e.g. [19-21] for reviews and
references). Through numerical simulations, it has been
shown that head-on collisions of nonspinning, equal-mass
black holes can radiate up to about 13% of the initial
ADM mass in the relativistic limit [22, 23]. More than
half of the radiated energy can be carried by the higher
order multipolar components [22, 24, 25]. Given the right
impact parameter, the radiation efficiency for grazing col-
lisions can be even higher [21, 26, 27]. The effect of other
parameters, such as spin, charge, and spacetime dimen-
sion, has also been studied [28-32]. Further discussions
of the nonlinear features involved in the head-on black
hole collisions can be found in the recent review [11] and
references therein.

Despite the reoccurring attention and some effort to
search for the head-on black hole collision signals in real
GW data [33-35], past work has mainly treated RBHCs
as gedanken experiments (see, e.g. [11, 21, 36]). The
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obvious reason is that it appears difficult for a free black
hole to acquire a large velocity under usual astrophysical
conditions. For example, the fastest stars known in the
Galaxy have velocities no greater than 1% of the speed of
light [37]. Even under very unusual conditions, the max-
imum possible astrophysical kick to a black hole is found
to be less than 10% of the speed of light [29]. With such
a low initial velocity, the energy efficiency from the head-
on collision of black holes is not very high. It has been
found that less than 0.1% of the total ADM mass will
be radiated for the head-on collision of two equal mass
non-rotating black holes falling at rest from the spatial
infinity [18, 38—41]. This is about two orders below the
efficiency of the relativistic collisions [22-27].

In this paper, we consider the possibility of having
RBHCs in a triple system. This is inspired by the fact
that some of the currently detected GW signals may
originate from black hole mergers in a massive black
hole (MBH) background (see, e.g. [42-45]). It is also
known that black holes can act as particle accelerators
and unbounded center-of-mass (CoM) energy appears to
be possible under special conditions [46-51]. It is then
natural to consider replacing the colliding particles with
black holes, assuming that the MBH has a much larger
size. This idea has previously been briefly mentioned,
but without a detailed study [52].

In the paper, we study how MBHs can act as accel-
erators for RBHCs (for inspiralling GW sources around
MBHs, see, e.g. [53, 54]). We find that it is not dif-
ficult for black holes orbiting a MBH to have relativis-
tic initial boosts. We also study the capability of sev-
eral current and future GW detectors, including Tian-
Qin [55-57], LISA [58, 59] (with a similar capability of
Taiji [60]), Cosmic Explorer (CE) [61], Einstein Tele-
scope (ET) [62, 63] and LIGO [64], in detecting the sig-
nals of RBHCs in a MBH background.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II, we
study the prospect to get a relativistic speed for black
holes moving in a MBH background. In section III, we
explain the method used to obtain the GW waveform of a
symmetric RBHCs, in which two equal mass and spinless
black holes collide with equal and opposite initial boosts.
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In section IV, we study the capabilities of several current
and future detectors to detect these signals. The paper
concludes with a brief summary in section V.

Unless otherwise specified, we use Gy = ¢ = 1
throughout the paper.

II. INITIAL BOOST

The key difference between the collision of black holes
and particles in a MBH background is that the black
holes experience two stages of acceleration:

e First stage: The acceleration is caused by the MBH
when the two small black holes reach the collision
region. In this stage, the small black holes can be
treated as point particles (The exact mass of the
MBH is not needed here but we always assume that
it is many orders greater than those of the small
black holes).

e Second stage: The acceleration is caused by the
mutual gravitational attraction of the two small
black holes when they are close enough to each
other.

In this section, we study the initial boost that the two
small black holes can acquire during these two stages of
acceleration.

For the first stage, there has been much study on the
motion of particles in a black hole background; see, e.g.
[52, 65-67]. As a proof of principle study, we assume that
the two small black holes move in the equatorial plane of
the MBH with opposite orbital angular momenta, and we
further assume that the collision occurs at the periastron
of one of the small black holes. In the following, we recall
some basic results on the motion of a test body in the
Kerr background, mostly following [52, 68].

In the usual Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the Kerr
metric is given by
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where A = 12 — 2Mr 4+ d?, ¥ = r2 + a®cos? 0, and M
and a are the mass and specific angular momentum of
the background MBH, respectively. The radial equation
for a unit mass test body on an equatorial orbit is:
d
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are the energy and angular momentum of the test body,
respectively. In this section, we always assume L > 0
and let —M < a < M. So, prograde orbits correspond
to a > 0 and retrograde orbits correspond to a < 0.
From (2), it is clear that the motion is allowed only for
V > 0. The potential can be written as V = rV , with

V= (B - —r)r—r)r—rs), (&)

where the roots r,, r, and r3 are fully determined by M,
a, E and z. Because V|],—o = 2Mz? > 0, the cases with
E > 1 cannot have bound orbits, while for the cases with
E < 1 to have bound orbits, the three roots of V=0
must all be positive. In this paper, we do not expect that
an unbound black hole has a significant velocity at spatial
infinity. So, we always assume E < 1, where F < 1
corresponds to bound orbits and E = 1 corresponds to
an unbound parabolic orbit.

For an elliptical bound orbit, we can assume 7, > 7, >
r3 > 0 without loss of generality. In this case, 7, and 7,
are the radii of the periastron and apastron of the bound
orbit, respectively, and they are related to the semi-latus
rectum p and eccentricity € as
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In order for the small black holes to have a large initial
boost, one would like to minimize r, as much as possible.
For each fixed value of r3, r, > 73 corresponds to a stable
bound orbit, while r, = r3 corresponds to a marginally
stable orbit [68]. So, the minimal value allowed for r, is
achieved when r, = r3, leading to
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where =z and p are implicitly determined by a and e,
through (7) and

(a + Ex)? 82
1-E2  1-é&’ ©)

The result is plotted in FIG. 1.

One can see that for orbits with fixed eccentricity, the
periastron of a retrograde orbit is always higher than that
of a prograde orbit. So, the lowest collision location in
the MBH background is determined by the periastron of
the retrograde orbit. Furthermore, for retrograde orbits
with fixed eccentricity, the periastron always decreases
with the magnitude of the spin of MBH, reaching the
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FIG. 1. The closest periastron for marginally stable elliptical
orbits, varing with eccentricity and the specific angular mo-
mentum of the background MBH. Note a < 0 corresponds to
retrograde orbits and a > 0 corresponds to prograde orbits.

minimum radius at a = 0. So, in order to maximize the
initial boost for the collision, the best scenario is when
the background MBH is not rotating.

For a = 0, we can note two extreme cases:

e ¢ = 0: This corresponds to two black holes colliding
in a circular orbit on the static MBH background.
For this case, r;"" = 6M .

e ¢ = 1: This corresponds to two black holes colliding
in an extremely eccentric orbit on the static MBH

background. For this case, r;,“i“ =4M .

For the second case, it appears unnatural for two black
holes to be simultaneously placed in the same extremely
eccentric orbit. So we turn to an alternative scenario:
the collision of two black holes in the vicinity of MBH by
falling from infinity.

The latter case corresponds to an unbound parabolic
trajectory, for which we have £ = 1. Restoring the ro-
tation of the background MBH, the turning point of the
trajectory satisfies the equation

2Mr? — (2® + a® + 2az)r + 2Ma2” = 0. (10)

Trajectories with the closest periastron are also
marginally stable. The two repeated roots of (10) are

r;‘]i“:x:2M—a+2\/m' (11)

The result is illustrated in FIG. 2.

One can see that, as for bound orbits, retrograde and
prograde trajectories also have different values for r;,“in.
The lowest collision location in the MBH background is
again determined by the retrograde trajectories, and for
which the lowest periastron is achieved when a = 0. In
this case, the two black holes that fall from infinity will
have the opportunity to collide at r;‘“i“ = 4M, which
is the same as the bound orbit case with a — 0 and
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FIG. 2. The periastron radius of parabolic orbits around Kerr
black holes. The black curve denotes the closest periastron for
all possible values of L, and the other colored curves denote
orbits with various fixed values of L. Note a < 0 corresponds
to retrograde trajectories and a > 0 corresponds to prograde
trajectories.

e — 1. For these reasons, we will focus on the non-
rotating MBH background from now on. As a result, we
will not consider cases that have a nearly infinite collision
energy, which relies on having a nearly extremal MBH
background [46-48, 50-52]. We hope to investigate these
cases in the future.

To quantify the boost, we need to find the momentum
of each of the small black holes observed by a local static
observer at the collision location. This can be done by
splitting the four momentum of each of the small black
holes as follows.

dxt
pPH EmOT =ETH 4+ PyS*, (12)
T

where my is the rest mass of the black hole, T* is the unit
time-like vector of the observer, S* is a unit space-like
vector orthogonal to T#, and £ and P, are the energy
and momentum of the black hole as seen by the local
observer, respectively.

For the cases we are focusing on,
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From £ = mg + P§, one can obtain the boost ratio:
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min

For the marginally stable orbits needed to reach r;"™"

have E = /8/(9 — €2) .
Let us consider in more detail the special cases of sym-
metric collision, in which the two small black holes have

we



equal masses, zero spins, moving oppositely in a same
bound orbit or an unbound parabolic trajectory in the
non-rotating MBH background:

e If the two black holes are on a circular bound
orbit, then the maximal possible boost ratio is
Py/mg = 0.58, corresponding to a speed v ~ 0.5,
when the orbit has the minimal possible radius
r = 6M , which is the Innermost Stable Circular
Orbit (ISCO) of the Schwarzschild MBH.

e If the two black holes are on an eccentric orbit or
an unbound parabolic trajectory and collide at the
periastron, then the maximal possible boost ratio
is Py/mo = 1, when the lowest periastron is reach
at r, = 4M , corresponding to a speed v ~ 0.7.

So, limited to the symmetric collision described above,
the maximal possible boost ratio from the first stage is
Po/mo =1.

The acceleration of the first stage ends when the two
small black holes reach the region where their mutual
attraction starts to dominate their acceleration along the
collision axis. Because the MBH is assumed to be many
orders more massive than the small black holes, one can
approximate the background spacetime as flat for the
second stage of acceleration. We further assume that the
two small black holes are approximately infinitely apart
when they first enter the mutual attraction region.

Because of the large speed of the small black holes at
the beginning of the second stage, there is no reliable
analytical method to estimate the additional boost that
the small black holes can acquire. For example, if one
were to use the post-Newtonian (PN) theory, then the
acceleration of each small black hole along the collision
axis is given by [69, 70],
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Here, the coordinates are chosen so that the two black
holes, each of which has a rest mass mg, move toward
each other along the Z axis, with their locations given
by 7+ (t) = £r(t)2, and v(t) = dr(t)/dt. The speed of
light, ¢, is explicitly shown to indicate the correspond-
ing PN order for each term in the equation. It is clear
that in order for the 1PN terms (those proportional to
c%) to be smaller than the Newtonian term, one must

have v << /2/17 a2 0.34, which is significantly smaller
than the speed that the small black holes can have at
the beginning of the second stage. For this reason, we
will not attempt to do any precise calculation for the
second stage but instead, use the Newtonian potential as

an order of magnitude indicator showing how much grav-
itational potential energy can be converted into kinetic
energy during the second stage of acceleration.

The second stage ends when an encompassing apparent
horizon forms around the two small black holes. For dif-
ferent momentum, the encompassing horizon forms when
the two small black holes are at different proper distances
apart,

L P P \?
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where Lp is the proper distance between the two small
black holes, both having momenta P, at the formation
of an encompacing apparent horizon. The above formula
has been fitted from Fig. 1 of [71], where P/(2mg) €
[0,1.8]. Using the final relativistic mass (m2 4+ P?)!/? in
the Newtonian potential, the final momentum P can be
approximately related the momentum P, at the begin-
ning of the second stage as

m3 + P?

5L, (17)
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Combined with (16), one can find the following approxi-
mate relation,

m% ~ 0.55 4 0.41 (%) ¥ 0.46<%)2 . (18)

In this case, P/mg ~ 0.94 for Py/mo = 0.58, and P/mg =
1.42 for Py/mg = 1.

In the rest of the paper, we will focus on the case of the
unbound parabolic trajectory for which the boost from
the first stage of acceleration is given by (14) with £ = 1,
and the final boost after the second stage of acceleration
is roughly in the range P/mg € [0.55,1.4].

III. WAVEFORM

Due to the symmetry of the collision, the amplitude of
GW is zero along the axis of collision and is maximal on
the transverse plane that intersects the axis at the colli-
sion point. For simplicity, we assume that the collision
is located on the line connecting the center of MBH and
the detector, so that the detector is in the plane where
the amplitude of GW is maximal (See Fig. 3).

BH
MBH

i

Detector

Rt B

FIG. 3. An illustration of the detection scenario considered
in this paper.



Apart from giving the small black holes the needed
initial boost, the background MBH also affects the prop-
agation of the GWs resulting from the collision. Since
the background MBH is assumed to be many orders of
magnitude more massive than the small black holes, the
geometric optics approximation can be used for the ra-
diated GWs [72]. In the leading order, the amplitude of
GW is not affected by the MBH, but there is a gravita-
tional redshift to the GW frequency,

fo(1- 2 e

Tp
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where the MBH is assumed to be located at redshift z,
fo is the frequency observed by a local static observer at
the collision point, and f is the GW frequency observed
by a distant observer at redshift 0.

With this in mind, we take the following steps to con-
struct the waveform:

f

e Step 1: The initial waveform of the collision is cal-
culated at the location of the collision. Since the
size of the collision region is many orders of mag-
nitude smaller than the radius of the MBH, we ap-
proximate the background as a flat spacetime for
this step.

e Step 2: The waveform is redshiftted as in (19) to
give raise to the signal that reaches the detector.

In the rest of the section, we explain in more detail how
step 1 is achieved.

To obtain the waveforms at the collision location, we
use the close limit approximation approach (CLAP) orig-
inally proposed to describe the head-on collision of static
black holes that start from a close distance apart [18].
The method is based on the observation that, after a
common horizon forms around the small black holes, the
spacetime outside the horizon evolves as a perturbed sin-
gle black hole. The method has been shown to make
predictions that match the numerical relativity results
quite well [41, 73, 74]. It has also been generalized to
describe the collision of black holes that have initial mo-
menta [71, 75, 76]. However, when comparing the radi-
ated energy predicted by CLAP (e.g. [76]) with that by
more recent numerical relativity simulations (e.g. [22]),
we note that there is a significant difference. For exam-
ple, when P/mg = 1, corresponding to P/Mapym =~ 0.55
in FIG.1 of [76] and 8 ~ 0.7 in FIG. 3 of [22], the radiated
energy predicted by [22] is approximately 5 times that of
[76]. If both calculations are correct, it indicates that a
significant part of the radiated energy, some of which is
possibly generated before the formation of the common
horizon, is not taken into account by CLAP. Therefore,
when using the waveform calculated using CLAP to as-
sess the detectability of RBHCs, the results should be
considered pessimistic.

In the following, we describe the detailed steps of
CLAP used in this paper. There is not much new here,
but it could be helpful for the reader to clearly see how
various ingredients of CLAP are grouped together. We
mainly follow the presentation of [77, 78] for the Zer-
illi equation, [18, 79] for the Misner initial data, and
[75, 76, 80] for adding the correction of initial boost.

A. The Zerilli equation

After the formation of a common horizon, the evolu-
tion of spacetime outside the horizon is described by the
perturbation of a single black hole, which in this paper
is a Schwarzschild black hole with the metric,

1
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where X (r) =1 —2m/r, and m is the ADM mass of the
black hole. The metric can be split as

ds® = gapda®da® + r’Qpde?da? (21)

where z¢ = (t,r) and 2 = (,¢). Qap is the metric
of a unit two-sphere. The covariant derivatives associ-
ated with g.p and Q4p will be denoted as V, and V 4,
respectively.

Due to the symmetry of the collision, we only need
to consider the even-parity perturbation of the metric,
which is given by

hay = Y _BEY™ . hap =) il"YE",
Im Im
hap = 12Y (K"™QapY"™ + G"Vig) . (22)
Im

Here, Alm  jlm K!™ and G'™ are functions of z.
Y!™(f,$) are sphereical harmonics, from which one
can construct the even-parity vector harmonics, Y}‘m =
VY™ and the even-parity tensor harmonics,

1
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The perturbation is governed by the Zerilli equation,
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Here, ¢ = g 9yr and n = (1 —1)(I +2)/2 f(lm and A7
are gauge invariant combinations of A, jim = Kim, and
G'™, see [77] for detailed definitions.

Once U™ is found by integrating (24), the relevant
part of the waveform in the transverse and traceless gauge
can be obtained as [78],

\I/lm|r—>oo 32 1
+\lm __ Im
(hT)'™ = D, [892 + l(l+ 1)] Yy (27)
where Dy is the luminosity distance of the MBH. Af-
ter being redshifted according to (19), the above formula
gives the waveform that will be used to assess the capa-
bilities of different detectors.

B. The Misner initial data

To numerically integrate (24) for a general perturba-
tion, one needs to set the initial value for W™ (¢ = 0,7)
and U (t = 0, 7), where the dot means a time derivative.

To see how the initial values are determined, note that
under the 34 1 decomposition with Gaussian normal co-
ordinates, the four dimensional spacetime metric can be
written as (see, e.g., [81]),

ds? = —dT? + 7;;dr'da? (28)

where 4,7 = 1,2,3. On any hypersurface with constant

T, the three dimensinal metric 7;; obeys the constraint
equations,

SR+ K? - K;; K"

Dj(K" —

0 (29)
YIK) = 0 (30)
where 3R and K;; are the scalar curvature and the ex-
ternal curvature tensor of the hypersurface, respectively,
K = K;;v", and D; is the covariant derivative. Assum-
ing that the 7' = 0 hypersurface is conformally flat, with
Yij = (I>4’Ayij, Kij = q)_QKij, then (29) and (30) can be
written as
D'K;; = 0, (31)
A 1
D'D;i® = —~0"KYK,j,
8

where ®* is the conformal factor, 4;; is the flat metric,

(32)

and D' is the flat space covariant derivative.

The initial formulation of CLAP [18] uses the Misner
initial data [79], which is a solution of the constraint
equations (29), (30), (31), (32), with K;; = K,;; = 0,
and describes two equal mass and initially static black
holes,

= 'yijdzid:cjh:o
= a®Plisner [A1° + dn” + sin® nd¢?] , (33)

where (u,n, ¢) are bispherical coordinates and

2
dSMisner

n=—oo

®Misner — Z !
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The ADM mass of Misner data m’ is denfined as
m' = 4a¥i(po), (35)

where X1 (p0) = Yo, (sinhnug)~!. The proper distance
between the two black holes is [41]

Lp = 243 (po) , (36)
where Xo(po) = 14200 > 0y s - Lhe rest mass of

one of the black hole is [82]

DITE
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In our calculation, we will always truncate the summa-
tion in 3q(uo) and Xa(po) to n = 1000 for both defini-
tions. One can check that Lp/m’ increases monotonically
with pg, with Lp/m’ — 0 as po — 0, and Lp/m’ — py
as o — +00.

Introducing spherical coordinates through the follow-
ing coordinate transformation,

“ Coshqucosn’ tonf = ?,inn7 (38)
cosh 1 — cosn sinh p

the Misner metric can be written as
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Here X5 = 1+ m//(2R) and Pj(cosf) is the Legendre

functions. One can further introduce the Boyer-Lindquist
radial coordinate with the transformation,

:£(1+\/)T1)2, (42)

where X1 =1 —2m//r. As a result,
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where ((s) is Riemann’s ¢ function. Using 1/|1n uol| as a
small expansion parameter, F* can be written as

ad I\ 141
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With a coordinate transformation t* = /X1, the com-
plete four dimensional metric takes the form

d 2
d52|t:0 = 7X1dt2 + .F4 [XL +

Tzdﬂz} . (46)
1

which obeys 0;g;,,[t=0 = 0 . Compared with (22), the
two nonzero terms in (25) can be found as

16 T m’
plm — LGNS
T =\ ar R

m 16 ™ m’
Kim = St /21 " 1m(ﬁ)l“ . (47)

This determines \Illm|t:0. Together with \illm|t:0 =0, we
have initial data to describe the collision of two initially
static black holes.

It is remarkable that, although the above derivation
requires pg — 0, CLAP has been shown to agree well
with numerical relativity for po < 2 [75, 76].

)

C. Adding the correction of initial boost

The correction of a non-zero momentum to the initial
data can be added following [75, 76]. In the flat space
with the metric 4;; and Cartesian coordinates {z’,y’, 2},
a solution of (31) that describes a black hole with mo-
mentum P can be written as [75]

KOH@(R/ )

[QP(mJ) (87 — ning) P*ny | , (48)

R/Q
where R’ and 7! are the length and unit vector of the
radial coordinate R’ and P? are the components of the
constant momentum P, with D;P* = 0. The indices
are raised and lowered using 4;;. For the initial data
describing two black holes boosted toward each other,
one can write

Ryv = Ryn(R*.P)+ R, —P),
R* = {a',y,7 £ L/2}, (49)

where positive P is assumed to be in the positive 2’ di-
rection, and L is the distance between the centers of the
two black holes in the 4;; space

coth
Ho m' .

L=
25

(50)
Keeping only corrections to the linear order in P, there
is no correction to the right hand side of (32) or ¥'™|,_,

except that the ADM mass of the whole spacetime should
be modified as [80],

11/ P L2
G Go) @
" [ o5 m’ (51)
Note that we have only kept the leading correction term
in the above formula and found good agreement with the

numerical results in [76]. All other corrections from the
momentum correction will only come through \i/lm\t:o.

From (48) and (49), we can obtain the complete form
of the extrinsic curvature Kj;;, written in terms of the
Boyer-Lindquist coordinates used in (43). In the process,
we assume R >> L and R >> m, and the conformal
factor in (40) is approximated as ® ~ 1 + g%. Note we
have replaced the ADM mass m’ with m. Using (25) and
the time derivative of the four metric g, at ¢t = 0,

8gOV
ot
8;? o = —2/X (MK, (52)

where X (r) =1 — 2m/r, we find that

. 16/ZLP/X(r 3m  5L%°m
e L (N L

|t:O = 07

r3(3m + 2r) 4r 5613
00— 2L*P\/aX(r) (|, 3m  3L%m
T 3r3(m+3r) 3r) T 88r3 )’
(60) _ L5P /7 35m + 88r 53
v, I'EE] 447"6 3m +20r)’ (53)
(6,0)

where for \Il|t
the order (L/r)

we have omitted all terms higher than

D. Result

The waveform obtained using the above procedure is
illustrated in Fig. 4. In the figure, P/mgo = 0.94 corre-
sponds to the case when the two small black holes col-
lide at the ISCO of the background Schwarzschild MBH,
while P/mg = 1.42 corresponds to the case when the two
small black holes collide at the periastron of the clos-
est scattering orbit. The two waveforms are similar, but
there is a notable difference between their peak ampli-
tudes.

0.25

F‘/ma=0.94
F’/mo= 1.42

0.15 -

0.05 -

29
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-0.15 . . . .
180 200 220 240 260 280 300

FIG. 4. Waveform numerically calculated for two different
values of initial boost, as observed by an observer fixed at
r = 200m.

A comparison of the radiated energy of the (2,0), (4,0)
and (6,0) modes is given in Fig. 5. Unfortunately, the



result for the (4,0) and (6,0) modes appears to be ill
behaved for large values of P/mg. The line for the (4,0)
mode starts to bend down for P/mg = 1, and that for the
(6,0) mode starts to bend down for P/mg 2 0.75. This
is counterintuitive, because we expect the contribution
of higher modes to become more and more significant as
the value of P/mg increases. The cause of the problem
could be twofold. Firstly, the numerical result of [76] used
to verify (51) only contains the contribution of the (2,0)
mode, so the contribution of the higher modes has not
been adequately taken into account in (51). Secondly, the
present calculation only considers the linear order con-
tribution of the initial momentum correction to (31) and
(32), which is not adequate when the initial momentum
becomes large. Despite this problem, one can still see
that for P/mg < 1 the radiated energy of the (6,0) mode
is more than 2 orders of magnitude smaller than that of
the (4,0) mode, while the latter is more than 2 orders of
magnitude smaller than that of the (2,0) mode. It will be
interesting to see if more realistic collision scenarios, such
as when the two small black holes have unequal masses,
non-zero spins, and a non-zero impact parameter, will
increase the relative contribution of higher modes.

log(E/m)
|
|
|
\
|

TT
> AN
|

P/m 0

FIG. 5. A comparison of the radiated energy of the (2,0),
(4,0) and (6,0) modes.

IV. DETECTION CAPABILITY

In this section, we study the capability of several cur-
rent and future detectors in detecting RBHC signals, in-
cluding TianQin [10], LISA [83] (with a similar capability
of Taiji [60]), CE [84], ET [85], and LIGO [64]. For LIGO,
we will always assume the O4 sensitivity.

Before delve into any further details, we note that there
is a theoretical upper bound on the masses of MBHs
grown through the luminous accretion of gas [86]. If other
non—luminous means such as black hole merger cannot
significantly alter such a bound, we expect all the MBHs
in the Universe to be no more massive than the order
O(10') M. Consequently, if we want the small black
holes to be 5 to 6 orders less massive than the back-
ground MBH, the masses of the small black holes can at

most be of the order O(10°) M. In the following cal-
culations, however, we will keep the possibility open for
having more massive MBHs in the Universe and let the
mass range of small black holes be limited only by the
capabilities of detectors.

Firstly, we look at the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and
the detection horizon. The expected SNR can be esti-
mated as

SNR(h) = /(h]h), (54)

where the inner product is defined as

Fhigh 0% *
(pl) = 2/f p (f)Q(fzqz}z)ﬂ(f)q (f)

Here S(f) is given by the sensitivity of the relevant de-
tector, which we obtain from the references cited above.

In Fig. 6, we plot the detection horizon of different
detectors assuming the threshold SNRyy,, = 8 for RBHC
at ISCO and closest parabolic orbit separately, where the
corresponding momentum after first stage of acceleration
is Py/mg = 0.58 and Py/my = 1. One can see that, with
an ideal source, TianQin can detect RBHC at a redshift
of about 9, LISA to about 16, CE to about 6, ET to
about 5, and LIGO to about 0.5. Noteably, both TianQin
and LISA reach their farthest detection distances with
sources having masses near 1.5 x 10° M, indicating that
there is a physical chance for space-based detectors to
detect RBHCs even if the masses of the most massive
MBHs are bounded at O(10') M.

df.  (55)
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FIG. 6. Detection horizon for different detectors in detecting
RBHCs, where 8 = /2.

In Fig. 6, the detection horizons for signals with
Py/mo = 0.58 are greater than those for signals with
Py/mo = 1. This is unexpected. To see the dependence
more clearly, we plot in Fig. 7 the detection horizon of
TianQin for more values of Py/mg. One can see that
for a given detector, the greater the value of Py/my,
the smaller the value of mg with which the maximum
horizon is reached. In addition, the maximum horizon



for different values of Py/mg does not grow monoton-
ically with Py/mg. For example, the maximum hori-
zon for Py/mg = 1 is apparently smaller than those for
P()/mo = 0.5 and P()/m() = 0.75.

10 T T T T T

0 Sy
10° 10* 10° 108 107 108 10°
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FIG. 7. The detection horizon of TianQin for different values
of Py/myg for parabolic orbits.

Secondly, we consider the expected precision of the pa-
rameters, 0% € {myg, P, D}, where myq is the rest mass
of the small black holes, P is the final momentum after
the two stages of acceleration, and Dy, is the luminosity
distance of the source,

A9

0t =
,ﬁa

AP & T, (56)

where I'~! is the inverse of the Fisher Information Matrix
(FIM),

T, — ( Oh

e Oh ) . (57)

ao0®

The projected relative precision for measuring the rest
mass my is plotted in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9. For CE and ET,
a relative precision of the order O(107%) is possible for
part of the parameter space, while for LIGO, a relative
precision of the order O(1072) is possible. For TianQin
and LISA, a relative precision of the order O(1072) is
possible for a significant part of the parameter space.
For LISA, it is even possible to get a relative precision
of the order O(10~3). For both ground- and space-based
detectors, there is a drastic decrease in the relative pre-
cision near P/mg =~ 1.35. This might have been caused
by the degeneracy between the mass and the momentum
near this particular value of the momentum. However,
more research is needed to determine the exact cause.

The projected relative precision for measuring the mo-
mentum P is plotted in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11. For CE and
ET, a relative precision of the order O(1073) is possible
for part of the parameter space, while for LIGO, a relative
precision of the order O(1071) is possible. For TianQin
and LISA, a relative precision of the order O(1072) is
possible for part of the parameter space. Similarly to the
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FIG. 8. The projected relative precision dmg for ground-based
detectors, CE, ET and LIGO. The source is assumed to be at
z = 0.09.
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FIG. 9. The projected relative precision dmyg for space-based
detectors, TianQin and LISA. The source is assumed to be at
z=2.

case of dmyg, for both ground- and space-based detectors,
there is a drastic decrease in the relative precision 6 P
near P/mgy = 1.35. Again, this might have been caused
by the degeneracy between the mass and the momentum
near this particular value of the momentum, but more
research is needed to determine the exact cause.

The projected relative precision for measuring the mo-
mentum Dy, is plotted in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13. For CE
and ET, a relative precision of the order O(10~%) is possi-
ble for part of the parameter space, while for LIGO, a rel-
ative precision of the order O(1072) is possible. For Tian-
Qin and LISA, a relative precision of the order O(10~3)
is possible for part of the parameter space. For LISA,
it is even possible to get a relative precision of the order
O(10™%). In contrast to the cases of dmg and JP, there
is not much decrease in the relative precision § D, near
P/mg =~ 1.35.
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FIG. 10. The projected relative precision § P for ground-based
detectors, CE, ET and LIGO. The source is assumed to be at
z = 0.09.
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FIG. 11. The projected relative precision 6 P for space-based
detectors, TianQin and LISA. The source is assumed to be at
z=2.
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FIG. 12. The projected relative precision 6D, for ground-
based detectors, CE, ET and LIGO. The source is assumed
to be at z = 0.09.
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FIG. 13. The projected relative precision § Dy, for space-based

detectors, TianQin and LISA. The source is assumed to be at
z=2.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have studied the intriguing scenario
of RBHCs taking place in a MBH background. The two
small black holes are expected to undergo two stages of
acceleration before collision: the first caused by the back-
ground MBH and the second caused by their own mutual
attraction.

Focusing on the special cases that the two small black
holes move in the equitorial plane of the MBH and that
the collision occurs at the periastron of one of the small
black holes, we find that the largest boost can be achieved
when the background MBH is not rotating. When the
two small black holes are on a common circular orbit but
move in opposite directions, the largest boost is about
P/mg = 0.94 when the two small black holes are on the
ISCO of the MBH. When the two small black holes are
on a common eccentric orbit but move in opposite di-
rections, the largest boost is about P/mg ~ 1.42 when
the eccentricity of the orbit approaches 1. One can get
the same largest boost P/mg & 1.42 if the two small
black holes are on the same lowest scattering trajectory
(assuming E = 1) of the MBH but move in opposite
directions.

We use CLAP to calculate the waveform of the colli-
sion. We find that the difference caused by different ini-
tial boosts is most noticeable near the peaks and troughs
of the wavefroms. In addition, we find that for P/mgy < 1,
the radiated energy in the (4,0) and (6,0) modes is several
orders of magnitude smaller than that in the (2,0) mode.
It will be important to find out if more realistic collision
scenarios, such as unequal masses, non-zero spins, and a
non-zero impact parameter for the small black holes, can
help significantly increase the relative contribution of the
higher modes.

We have studied the capability of several current and
future detectors in detecting the RBHC signals, includ-
ing TianQin, LISA (Taiji), CE, ET and LIGO. For future
space-based detectors, the detection horizon can reach



redshift z ~ 8 (TianQin) and z =~ 14 (LISA). For fu-
ture ground-based detectors, the detection horizon can
reach the redshift z &~ 5. For LIGO (assuming O4 sen-
sitivity), the detection horizon can reach the redshift
z ~ 0.5. For TianQin, the expected relative precision
of parameter estimation can reach the order O(1072),
O(1072), O(1073) for (mg, P,Dy), respectively. With
favorable source parameters, LISA can achieve the rel-
ative precision of parameter estimation at the order
0(1073), 0(107%), O(10=%) for (mg, P,Dyr), respec-
tively. For future ground-based detectors, the expected
relative precision of parameter estimation can reach the
order O(107%), O(1073), O(10~%) for (my, P, D1), re-

11

spectively. LIGO is about 2 orders of magnitude worse
than CE or ET.
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