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GW241011 and GW241110 both exhibit extremely asymmetric masses, high primary spins, and
significant spin—orbit misalignment, which challenge the formation of first-generation binary black
hole mergers formed from stellar collapse. This implies that these two gravitational wave events
might originate from the hierarchical merger mechanism, with at least one of the black holes being the
remnant of a previous merger. Here we investigate the origin of hierarchical mergers for GW241011
and GW241110 using the merger entropy index which measures the efficiency of entropy transfer
for binary black hole mergers in general relativity. We find that GW241011 is consistent with
hierarchical mergers in dense star clusters. The origin of GW241110 remains under debate due to
its large distribution uncertainty, which leads to method-dependent inference and should be taken
into account when interpreting this event in terms of hierarchical mergers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) Collab-
oration reported a pair of gravitational-wave (GW)
events discovered in late 2024, GW241011_ 233834 (here-
after GW241011) and GW241110_124123 (hereafter
GW241110), identified as asymmetric and high-spin bi-
nary black hole (BBH) mergers [1]. In particular,
GW241011 with a high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of
~36 exhibits precisely measured source properties: the
mass ratio and primary dimensionless spin magnitude
of GW241011 are well constrained to ¢ = 0.3070:53
and x; = 0.7f8j83, respectively, with the primary mass
of m; = 19.673% My (see Table1 in Abac et al. [1]).
GW241110 has similar characteristics to GW241011,
however, it exhibits larger uncertainties due to its lower
SNR: m; = 17.2¥59 My, ¢ = 0451932 and y; =
0.6170-3% for which equal mass ratios and low primary
spins cannot be fully excluded. Both events have non-
negligible primary spin—orbit misalignment, with the
misalignment angle of GW241011 being ~30° and that
of GW241110 being more than 110°.

The extreme asymmetric masses, high primary spins,
and significant spin—orbit misalignment of GW241011
and GW241110 challenge the formation of first-
generation (1G) BBH mergers formed from the collapse
of stars, either originated from isolated binary evolu-
tion [2-19] or dynamical formation [20-51]. Instead,
these source properties are consistent with second (or
higher) generation mergers, referred to as hierarchical
mergers, with at least one of the black holes (BHs) be-
ing the remnant of a previous merger, which typically
arises from dynamical formation in dense star clusters
and active galactic nucleus disks [52-68]. In particular,
the remnant spin of equal-mass, non-spinning BH merg-
ers is expected to be clustered at x = 0.7 [69]. Regarding
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the mergers of 2G+1G, they naturally have an advantage
at approximately a 2 : 1 mass ratio (higher-generation
mergers might have more extreme mass ratios).

Generally, the possibility of a hierarchical merger ori-
gin of a GW event, and therefore, its progenitors can be
assessed employing hierarchical Bayesian analysis or ma-
chine learning techniques by comparing the source pa-
rameter distribution with the astrophysical population
model. A recent typical example is GW231123 [70] with
exceedingly massive components and high spins, imply-
ing that it is highly likely to have originated from hierar-
chical mergers (although still debated, see [71-88]). How-
ever, for a preliminary screening, it is only necessary to
determine whether an event has the possibility of having
a hierarchical merger origin. The density estimation and
comparative analysis of multi-dimensional parameters in-
crease the complexity and computational cost, although
they are essential for detailed and accurate analysis [89—
93]. The merger entropy index, depending primarily on
the masses and spins of BBHs to measure the efficiency
of entropy transfer in BBH mergers, compresses multidi-
mensional parameters related to mass and spin into one
dimension [94]. It offers an efficient criterion to probe the
formation channels of BBH mergers, especially for the
hierarchical merger scenario [95]. Motivated by this, we
timely apply the merger entropy index to investigate the
possibility of a hierarchical merger origin of GW241011
and GW241110.

II. MERGER ENTROPY INDEX

The merger entropy index (Zgpm), which is bounded
between [0, 1] according to general relativity [94],

T ASBBH
7 == — 1
BBH = g g o (1)

where ASppy = Sf — (51 + 52) is the increase of entropy
during the BBH merger process derived from the second
law of thermodynamics; and S; is the entropy of the BH,
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with the primary, secondary, and remnant BH labeled as
i =1, 2, and f, respectively, in the merger. The entropy
of a Kerr BH [96] based on the Hawking area theorem [97]
is given by [98]

5= 20w 1+ VT ), @

where m and x are the mass and spin of the BH.

Here, we use two types of BBH populations, for
comparison, to compute Zgpy in the astrophysical sce-
nario: (1) the CLUSTER MONTE CARLO (CMC) cat-
alog [99, 100], which contains a suite of 148 cluster
simulations; and (2) the parametric population (PP)
model [101, 102], for which we set the synthesis start-
ing from the GWTC-3 distribution [103] with an escape
speed of ~100kms~!. We calculate Zggy of GW241011
and GW241110 from the GW posterior data sets [1] la-
beled as “Mixed.”

We perform the Zggy comparison between GW sources
and population models using two methods, for reference:
(1) the likelihood analysis, which measures the overall
degree of matching between the probability density dis-
tribution functions of Zggy for the data and model; (2)
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test [104], which measures
the maximum vertical distance between the empirical cu-
mulative distribution functions of Zggy for the data and
model. We transform the KS statistic (D) which re-
flects the inherent difference to the similarity (1 — D)
between the two distributions following Chen and Jani
[95]. We then normalize the matching-degree and simi-
larity of Zggu between 1G BBH mergers and hierarchical
mergers, under a given GW source and population model.
We note that we neglect observational selection effects,
because it has been verified that the inclusion of selection
effects does not significantly affect the content of the rel-
evant property range of the GW sources here (see further
details in Appendix D of Abac et al. [1]).

III. HINTS TO HIERARCHICAL MERGERS

Figure 1 shows the distribution characteristics of
GW241011 and GW241110 in terms of merger entropy
index, mass ratio, and primary spin, compared with the
1G BBH mergers and hierarchical mergers from the CMC
catalog and the PP model for reference. The contours in
both first-generation mergers and hierarchical mergers of
the CMC catalog are consistent with those of the PP
model, although the latter does not fully incorporate the
complexity of the physical processes governing the forma-
tion of higher-generation mergers in dense star clusters
(see Discussion section in Li and Fan [102]). Both ¢-
Ispu and x-Zgpm contours of GW241011 could exclude
its origin as a first-generation merger. The ¢-Zggy con-
tours between GW241110 and the first-generation merg-
ers from population models have obvious differences,
while their xy-Zgpg contours are chaotic, resulting in no

TABLE I. Model comparison results.

Event Method CMC PP
1G nG 1G nG
lik. 0 1 0 1
GW241011 KS 0.30 0.70 0.30 0.70
lik. 1 0 1 0
GW241110 g 026 074 039 061

Note. The values are the normalized matching-degrees from
the likelihood analysis and similarity from the KS test, of the
merger entropy indices from GW sources between first-generation
mergers and hierarchical mergers labeled as “nG.

model being able to form a relatively more effective cov-
erage for it. Regarding GW231123 for comparison, it is
similar to GW241011 in exhibiting good differentiation
between first-generation mergers and hierarchical merg-
ers like GW241011, although its contour shape is more
similar with GW241110.

Figure 2 illustrates the properties of merger entropy
indices from GW241011 and GW241110, with respect to
the 1G BBH mergers and hierarchical mergers from the
CMC catalog and the PP model. The Zggy distributions
from GW observations and astrophysical models both ex-
hibit the characteristic of a “unimodal concentratio”. The
Ippu distribution of first-generation mergers is highly
concentrated with the peak of ~0.2 for the CMC catalog
and ~0.17 for the PP model, corresponding to the fastest
increase rate of its cumulative distribution. In contrast,
Ippyu of hierarchical mergers is relatively more dispersed
and preferentially distributed toward larger values, with
the peaks at ~0.23 and ~0.19, respectively. The 90%
credible intervals combining the two types of popula-
tion models are bounded between [0.14,0.21] for first-
generation mergers and [0.09,0.29] for hierarchical merg-
ers. Iy of GW241011 is highly concentrated to sig-
nificantly lower values than those from first-generation
mergers, due to its precisely, extremely unequal-mass
components. This is because more unequal-mass BBHs
are more inclined towards smaller Zggy, while higher
spin are inclined towards larger Zggy. As a result, Zgpy
from GW241110 (and also GW231123 [70]) is distributed
more evenly with a tendency toward large values, due
to, however, their low mass ratios and high spins both
having larger uncertainties, which is similar with that
of hierarchical mergers. Consequently, the cumulative
trend on hierarchical mergers is similar to that of the
observed GW sources (although this is not case for the
first-generation mergers from the PP model compared to
GW241011), and there is a difference in the upward slope
at IBBH ~ 0.2.

Table I presents the model comparison results with the
normalized matching-degree (from the likelihood analy-
sis) and similarity (from the KS test; hereafter these two
normalized judgment values will be collectively referred
to as scores, and the total score from first-generation
mergers and hierarchical mergers will be 1) of the merger
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FIG. 2. Probability density distributions (left) and cumulative distributions (right) of the merger entropy indices of GW241011
and GW241110, compared to those of merging BBHs in dense star clusters from the CMC catalog [99, 100] and the PP

model [101, 102]. The legend is the same as Figure 1.

entropy indices for GW241011 and GW241110, between
first-generation mergers and hierarchical mergers. The
results of GW241011 show that both the likelihood and
KS tests have higher scores of matching with hierarchi-
cal mergers (the likelihood scores of 1 and the KS scores
of 0.70), while scores of matching with merging first-
generation BBHs are lower (the likelihood scores of 0 and
the KS scores of 0.30), suggesting that GW241011 is sig-
nificantly inclined towards a hierarchical merger origin.

Regarding GW241110, its KS test results also support
that this event is more in line with the characteristics of
hierarchical mergers (the KS score of 0.74 for the CMC
catalog and 0.61 for the PP model). However, the likeli-
hood analysis results of GW241110 with the scores of
1 show that it matches perfectly with first-generation
mergers and has a score of 0 with hierarchical mergers.
This opposite result reflects: (1) the larger distribution
uncertainties of GW241110 [1], and (2) the conflict be-



tween the “holistic view” (the likelihood analysis) and
the “detail view” (the KS test). The likelihood analy-
sis focuses on overall goodness of fit but the distribu-
tion peak of first-generation mergers is too sharp, which
leads the vast majority of Zggy values of GW241110 to
fall in the high probability distribution region of first-
generation mergers, indicating a tendency toward first-
generation mergers. In contrast, the KS test centers
on extreme value differences but a “heavy tail” exists
in Zggy of GW241110, which results in the cumulative
distribution shape of GW241110 being closest to that
of hierarchical mergers, suggesting it matches with hier-
archical mergers. Moreover, the matching trend of the
merger mechanism between the CMC and PP models for
the two GW events is consistent, highlighting the robust-
ness of the model conclusions [99-102].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We investigate the origin of hierarchical mergers for
GW241011 and GW241110 [1] using the merger entropy
index (Zgpn) which measures the efficiency of entropy
transfer in BBH mergers [94, 95]. We adopt two types
of BBH populations, the CMC catalog [99, 100] and the
PP model [101, 102] for comparison, and the same re-
sults from the two models highlight the consistency of
the model conclusions. We perform the Zggy compar-
ison between GW sources and population models using
two methods, the likelihood analysis and the KS test,
respectively.

The analysis results of GW241011 show that both the
likelihood and KS tests have a higher degree of match-
ing with hierarchical mergers (see Table I), suggesting
that GW241011 is strongly favored to originate from the
hierarchical merger mechanism. The KS test results of
GW241110 support that it is consistent with the charac-
teristics of hierarchical mergers, while its likelihood anal-
ysis results indicate that GW241110 might match those
o first-generation mergers. This is because of the large

uncertainty of GW241110 due to its lower SNR and the
different emphases of the statistical methods, highlight-
ing that these effects should be taken into account when
interpreting this event in terms of a hierarchical merger
origin.
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