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The space-borne gravitational wave (GW) detectors, LISA and TAIJI, are planned to be launched
in the 2030s. The dual detectors with comparable sensitivities will form a network observing GW
with significant advantages. In this work, we report the investigations on the three possible LISATAIJI networks for different location and orientation compositions of LISA orbit (60◦ inclination
and tailing the Earth by 20◦ ) and alternative TAIJI orbit configurations including TAIJIp (60◦
inclination and leading the Earth by 20◦ ), TAIJIc (60◦ inclination and co-located with LISA), TAIJIm (−60◦ inclination and leading the Earth by 20◦ ). In the three LISA-TAIJI configurations, the
LISA-TAIJIm network shows a best performance on the sky localization and polarization determination for the massive binary system due to their complementary antenna pattern, and LISA-TAIJIc
could achieve the best cross correlation and observe the stochastic GW background with an optimal
sensitivity.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The gravitational wave detection, GW150914, was observed by Advanced LIGO detectors at two sites Hanford, WA and Livingston, LA [1]. Two interferometers
are designed to be (closely) co-aligned interferometric
arms with a separation of 3000 km. The GW170814 and
GW170817 were the first detections simultaneously observed by triple interferometers of Advanced LIGO and
Advanced Virgo. As profits from the mis-aligned Virgo
orientation with LIGO, the source directions were well localized and the GW polarizations could be tested [2–4].
The KAGRA detector is expected to join the groundbased interferometer network in near future [5, 6]. The
detector network surrounding the Earth will improve the
angular resolution of the sky localization and parameter determination on the GW sources [6, 7]. Although
the current GW detections are all from the compact binary coalescences, Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo
are actively searching for the stochastic GW background
(SGWB) [8–13]. The detection of the stochastic relic
GW will deeply impact our understanding on the early
Universe. To distinguish cosmological imprint from the
instrument noise and astrophysical foreground, joint observation from two or more independent detectors would
be demanded.
The multiple interferometer cooperation is also
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planned in the next-generation space missions for GW
observation in the middle frequency band. The present
activities of missions for the GW detection in the middle frequency could be found in [14]. Both the BBO and
DECIGO missions proposed three constellations deploying on the Earth-like heliocentric orbit with 120◦ separations [15, 16]. The number of detectors will increase the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the detection, and the large
separations between the constellations will improve their
angular resolution of the sky localization for the sources.
The SGWB could also be expected to be observed by the
joint observation from the co-located interferometers of
the BBO or DECIGO [17, 18].
The space-borne missions targeting for the milli-Hz
low frequency band GW observation including LISA
[19], TAIJI [20], and TianQin [21] are scheduled to be
launched around the 2030s. Each of the missions will
include a triangle constellation formed by three spacecraft (S/C). The LISA and TAIJI missions are designed
to be heliocentric orbit. By assuming the TAIJI is leading the Earth by 20◦ and LISA is tailing the Earth by
20◦ , Ruan et al. [22] and Wang et al. [23] investigated
the sky localization improvement of the LISA-TAIJI network compared to the single LISA mission. Omiya and
Seto [24], Seto [25], and Orlando et al. [26] evaluated network capacities for the SGWB observation. Wang et al.
[27] and Wang et al. [28] estimated the impact of the
joint LISA-TAIJI observation on cosmological parameter determination. Wang and Han [29] demonstrated the
observation constraint on the GW polarization from the
joint observation.
Considering the orbital configuration of the TAIJI mission is not fully determined, the merits of the alternative
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LISA-TAIJI network are worth evaluating. In this work,
by using the numerical mission orbits, we investigate the
performances of three possible LISA-TAIJI network configuration for different TAIJI orbital selections as shown
in Fig. 1, a) TAIJIp which leading the Earth by ∼ 20◦
and the formation of the constellation is 60◦ inclined as
LISA, b) TAIJIm which also leading the Earth by ∼ 20◦
and the plane of the S/C has a −60◦ inclination compared to the LISA, and c) TAIJIc which is co-located
and co-aligned with LISA and trailing the Earth by 20◦ .
The deployment and observation for the TAIJI mission
from these three orbit choices are expected to be not
too much different. However, the joint observation with
LISA from alternative TAIJI mission orbit could yield
different performance for the supermassive black hole
(SMBH) binary observation, and SGWB. We evaluate
their sky localization for the SMBH binary, observations
for the alternative polarizations beyond general relativity, and the overlap reduction function for the stochastic
GW observations. In the three pairs combination, the
LISA-TAIJIm network demonstrates a best parameter
determinations for the SMBH binary observations, and
LISA-TAIJIc shows an optimal capacity for the SGWB
detection.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce three LISA-TAIJI network configurations and their
joint sensitivities. In Sec. III, we report and compare
the results of parameter determinations on the SMBH
binary from three LISA-TAIJI networks including the angular resolution and the polarization observation. In Sec.
IV, we investigate the overlap reduction functions of the
three networks for the stochastic background. We recapitulate our conclusions in Sec. V. (We set G = c = 1 in
this work except otherwise stated.).

II.

ALTERNATIVE LISA-TAIJI NETWORK

A.

The LISA and TAIJI orbital configurations

The LISA mission is scheduled to be launched in the
2030s which includes three S/C forming a 2.5 × 106 km
triangle trailing the Earth by 20◦ [19]. The constellation
plane has a 60◦ inclination with respect to the ecliptic
plane as shown in Fig. 1. The TAIJI mission is proposed as a LISA-like orbital configuration with a 3 × 106
km arm length [20]. An assumed orbit for the TAIJI is
that the constellation is in front of the Earth by 20◦ and
has the same 60◦ inclination as LISA as shown in the
left plot of Fig. 1. This TAIJI orbital configuration is
labeled as TAIJIp, and multiple studies have been performed on the merits of this LISA-TAIJIp network for

the GW observations [22–24, 26, 29, 30].
The TAIJI orbital configuration could also have other
choices without (or significant) increasing the launch
budget. The first alternative is that the constellation
formation is tuned to be −60◦ inclination compared to
the LISA’s +60◦ and we label it as TAIJIm. Another
case would be that TAIJI is co-located and co-aligned
with LISA which is named as TAIJIc in this work. The
two orbital configurations are shown in the right panel of
Fig. 1. For the LISA-TAIJIc network, their orientations
of S/C formation would be co-aligned. For the LISATAIJIp, the angle between the two formations is ∼ 34.5◦
and their separation angle will be ∼ 40◦ and distance
∼ 1 × 108 km. And the angle of the orientation between
the LISA and TAIJIm is around 71◦ with their antenna
patterns better complementary to each other be shown
in Fig. 2.
In this work, by employing the numerical orbits, we
investigate the performances of three pairs of LISATAIJI networks (LISA-TAIJI, LISA-TAIJIm, and LISATAIJIc) on the detectability for SMBH binaries and the
SGWB. The numerical orbits for the TAIJIp and TAIJIc
are from our results in [23, 31], and the orbit for TAIJIm is newly obtained from our optimization method in
[31–36].
B.

Response formulation of TDI channel

For the space-borne GW missions, time-delay interferometry (TDI) is essential to suppress the laser frequency
noise and achieve targeting sensitivity. The sensitivities
for the different TDI channels have been evaluated numerically in our recent works [37, 38]. With the implementation of the TDI, the GW response is combined from
the response in each evolved single link. The response
functions to the GW tensor polarizations from general
relativity in Doppler measurement have been formulated
in [39–42]. And the response functions for the polarizations beyond the general relativity have been developed
in Tinto and da Silva Alves [43]. To keep the integrity
of the work, we reiterate the formulas of the response of
TDI to the six polarizations as utilized in [29].
The GW propagation vector from a source locating at
ecliptic longitude λ and latitude θ (in the solar-system
barycentric coordinates) will be
k̂ = −(cos λ cos θ, sin λ cos θ, sin θ).

(1)

The polarization tensors of the GW signal for the +, ×,
scalar breathing (b), scalar longitudinal (L), vector x and
y, combining with the factors of the source’s inclination
angle ι are
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FIG. 1. The diagram of LISA and TAIJI mission orbital configurations. The left panel shows the fiducial LISA-TAIJIp network
which the TAIJI has a +60◦ inclination with respect to the ecliptic plane. The right panel shows the LISA and two alternative
TAIJI orbital choices which are the TAIJIm with the −60◦ inclination and TAIJIc formation plane co-located with the LISA.
The angle between the LISA and TAIJIp formation planes is ∼ 34.5◦ , and the angle between the LISA and TAIJIm formation
planes is ∼ 71◦ .
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where ψ is the polarization angle. The response to the GW polarization p in the link from S/Ci to j will be
h
yp,ij
(f ) =

n̂ij · ep · n̂ij

2(1 − n̂ij · k̂)

h
i
× exp(2πif (Lij + k̂ · pi )) − exp(2πif k̂ · pj ) ,

where n̂ij is the unit vector from S/Ci to j, Lij is the arm
length from S/Ci to j, pi is the position of the S/Ci in
the solar-system barycentric (SSB) ecliptic coordinates.

(4)

the time shift single links,
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The first-generation Michelson TDI configuration and
its corresponding optimal channels are employed to represent the performance of each mission. The response of
the Michelson-X channel for a specific polarization p in
the frequency domain will be the sum of the responses in

where ∆ij = exp(2πif Lij ). The GW responses in the
Michelson optimal A, E, and T channels are obtained by
applying [41, 44]
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2
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,
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√
, (6)
3
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where Y and Z channels are obtained from cyclical permutation of the S/C indexes in the X channel.
C.

The sensitivity of the networks
1.

The noises in TDI

Multiple sources of noise will be involved in the process
of TDI combinations. For the Michelson-X channels, the
expression of measurements could be described as [42],
X =[D31 D13 D21 η12 + D31 D13 η21 + D31 η13 + η31 ]
− [η21 + D21 η12 + D21 D12 η31 + D21 D12 D31 η13 ]
(7)
where Dij is a time-delay operator, Dij η(t) = η(t − Lij ),
ηji are the combined observables from S/Cj to S/Ci [45–
47], and the specific expressions for this work are defined
in [38]. By assuming the dominant laser frequency noises
are sufficiently suppressed, the acceleration noise and optical path noise in ηij are incorporated in the noise estimation.
The noise budgets for the acceleration noise Sacc are
assumed to be the same for the LISA and TAIJI as specified in [19, 48],
s
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And the optical path noises Sop requirement for two missions are treated slightly different as
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And the power spectrum density (PSD) of a TDI channel
Sn,TDI is obtained by implementing the algorithm in [37,
38].

The sensitivities to the tensor polarizations from the
LISA and joint LISA-TAIJI networks for ψ = 0, ι = 0,
and f = 10 mHz are shown in Fig. 2. As we can see
in the upper left plot, the LISA has the optimum sensitivity around the normal directions of the triangular
formation plane considering its 60◦ inclination. As expected from Fig. 1, the antenna pattern of the TAIJIp is
shifted by ∼ 40◦ along the ecliptic latitude with respect
to the LISA’s. And their joint sensitivity is shown by
the upper right panel in Fig. 2. For the TAIJIm, due to
its 40◦ separation and −60◦ inclination with respect to
the LISA, its antenna pattern is not only shifted by 40◦
along the latitude, also inversed with respect to the ecliptic plane. And their joint sensitivity of the LISA-TAIJIm
is shown in the lower left panel. As for the TAIJIc case,
since the TAIJIc is co-located with LISA, the joint LISATAIJIc enhanced the LISA’s sensitivity as shown in the
lower right plot.
III.

PARAMETER DETERMINATIONS FOR
SMBH BINARY COALESCENCE

As the most promising GW source for the LISA and
TAIJI missions, the SMBH binary is selected to demonstrate the performances of parameter determination from
the three LISA-TAIJI networks.
A.

Fisher information method

The Fisher information matrix (FIM) is employed in
this investigation to determine the uncertainty of parameters from GW observation [49–52, and references
therein]. For a single mission with full six links, the FIM
is combined from the three optimal channels (A, E, and
T). The FIM of the joint LISA-TAIJI network is obtained
by summing up the FIM from two missions,
!
TAIJI
X X ∂ h̃TDI ∂ h̃TDI
Γij =
,
(12)
∂ξi
∂ξj
LISA A,E,T

2.

The joint sensitivities

with

The antenna pattern of one interferometer will change
with the four geometric angles Ω(λ, θ, ψ, ι) and the frequency. For a given Ω and frequency, the sensitivities of
the LISA’s A+E+T channel and joint LISA-TAIJI network at a given mission time could be evaluated respectively by,
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(11)

(g|h)TDI = 4Re

Z

0

∞

g ∗ (f )h(f )
df,
STDI (f )

(13)

where h̃TDI is the frequency domain GW waveform responded in a TDI channel, ξi is the i-th parameter to be
determined, and STDI (f ) is the noise PSD of the corresponding TDI channel.
Considering the sky location estimation will be significantly affected by the polarization content of the source
[2–4], only tensor polarizations from GR are included for
the FIM implementation to investigate the angular resolution of the sky localization. There are 9 parameters
included describing the GW signal and TDI responses
from LISA or LISA-TAIJI network, which are ecliptic
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FIG. 2. The instantaneous sensitivities on the sky map for the LISA mission and LISA-TAIJI networks at ψ = 0, ι = 0,
and f = 10mHz. The single LISA sensitivity is shown by the upper left panel using Eq. (10). The joint LISA-TAIJI network
sensitivities are obtained by using Eq. (11). The sensitivity of the LISA-TAIJIp is shown in the upper right panel, the sensitivity
of LISA-TAIJIm is shown in the lower left panel, and the sensitivity of the LISA-TAIJIc is shown by the lower right panel.
The plots reflect the antenna pattern of the detectors considering the orientation of the S/C formations. The LISA-TAIJIm
network achieves a better averaged sensitivity to the different sky directions than the other two networks.

longitude and latitude (λ, θ), polarization angle ψ, source
inclination ι, luminosity distance D, the coalescence time
and phase (tc , φc ), the total mass of binary M and mass
ratio q. The TDI responded GW signal incorporating
two polarizations (+ and ×) could be described as
(14)

h̃GR,TDI (f ) =(F+ + F× )h̃GR ,

where hGR,TDI is the frequency domain waveform represented by IMRPhenomPv2 [53]. When the investigations on the constraint on the GW alternative polarizations are performed, additional 6 ppE (parametrized
post-Einsteinian) parameters, (β, b, αb , αL , αx , αx ), are
considered to qualify the deviations from the general relativity as developed in [54], and the waveform will be
explained in Eq. (18).
The variance-covariance matrix of the parameters is
calculated by
h∆ξi ∆ξj i = Γ−1



ij

ρ≫1

+ O(ρ−1 ) ≃

Γ−1



ij

.

(15)

The standard deviations σi and correlation σij of the
parameters for the high SNR ρ ≫ 1 will be
q
σi ≃ (Γ−1 )ii ,
(16)

σij = cov(ξi , ξj ) ≃ Γ−1 ij .

The uncertainties of the sky localization is evaluated by
q
2 .
(17)
∆Ω ≃ 2π| cos θ| σλ σθ − σλθ

The Monte Carlo simulation is performed for parameter determination by 1000 sources. The (λ, θ) are randomly sampled in the sky sphere, ψ is sampled in [0, 2π]
uniformly, cos ι is sampled randomly in [−1, 1], the merge
time tc is randomly in one year. The m1 = 105 M⊙ , q =
1/3 at redshift z = 2 is employed as we used in [23, 29].
Considering that the SNR is mainly contributed from in
the binary coalescing stage, the 30 days observation before the merge is simulated to perform the investigation.

B.

Sky localization of the networks

The cumulative histograms of SNR from the LISA and
LISA-TAIJI networks are shown in the left panel of Fig.
3. Compared to the single LISA mission,
three LISA√
TAIJI networks achieved more than 2 SNR as expected
since the TAIJI is more sensitive to LISA in the selected
GW frequency band. In the three networks, the LISATAIJIc has a larger range of the SNR distribution with
a longer tail, because the co-aligned detectors are sensitive/insensitive to the same directions and leaving the
common optimal/blind areas. The LISA-TAIJIm shows
the most concentrated SNRs values compared to the two
other networks since their joint antenna pattern is better complementary and has more averaged sensitivities
to the sky areas as shown in Fig. 2.
The angular resolutions of the sky localization from
the LISA and LISA-TAIJI networks are shown in the
right panel of Fig. 3. For the LISA-TAIJIc network, the
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FIG. 3. The cumulative histograms of SNR (left panel) and angular resolutions of the sky localization
(right panel) from the
√
LISA and three LISA-TAIJI networks. Three LISA-TAIJI networks could achieve more than 2 SNR of LISA mission. In
the three networks, the SNR from LISA-TAIJIm has the most concentrated distribution because of the most averaged antenna
pattern as shown in Fig. 2. The distribution of SNR from LISA-TAIJIc has a long tail since the two missions have the same
insensitive areas. On the right plot, the resolution of sky localization by LISA-TAIJIc is approximately twice better than the
single LISA as the attribute to the SNR increase. The angular resolution of the LISA-TAIJIp is better than LISA-TAIJIc since
the long baseline separation. The performance of LISA-TAIJIm is better than LISA-TAIJIp because the angle of the LISA and
TAIJIm formation planes is 71◦ and their orientation could better compensate for each other’s antenna pattern.

uncertainties of sky localization are improved by more
than 2 times compared to the single
√ LISA mission which
should due to the more than 2 times SNR from the
network to the LISA. Compared to the LISA-TAIJIc,
the joint observation from LISA-TAIJIp demonstrate the
more than 2 orders improvement on the localization resolution which should attribute to the long baseline separations between the LISA and TAIJIp. On the other
side, the LISA-TAIJIm yield a better capability on locating the source than LISA-TAIJIp because the TAIJIm’s formation plane is 71◦ with respect to LISA’s and
its antenna pattern could better compensate the LISA’s
insensitive directions.
C.

Observation for GW polarizations

The detector responded GW signal is modified as follows to incorporate alternative polarization beyond general relativity [29, 54],

h̃ppE,TDI (f ) = (F+ + F× )(1 + cβub+5
2 ) + αb Fb + αL FL
b

+αx Fx + αy Fy ] h̃GR e2iβu2 ,

(18)
where c is the function of b is defined by Eq. (11) in
the Erratum [55] of [54], h̃GR is the GW waveform from
GR in frequency domain, and u2 ≡ (πMf )1/3 . In this
investigation, we choose b = −3 which correspond to the
massive graviton theory [56–62], and set β = 0.01 which
is from the rough boundary constrained in [63]. Although

this specific selection could not represent all other gravity
theories, we have demonstrated that the measurement on
the (b, β) values could also be similarly improved by the
LISA-TAIJI network for other values [29]. The other four
ppE parameters tuning the amplitudes of the alternative
polarizations are set to be zeros, (αb , αL , αx , αy ) =
(0, 0, 0, 0).
The constraints on the ppE parameters α for the scalar
(upper panel) and vector (lower panel) polarizations are
shown in Fig. 4. Similar to the results achieved for
the sky localization, the
√ constraint on α from the LISATAIJIc is more than 2 times better than single LISA
which is an attribute from the increase of SNR. The
LISA-TAIJIp, with large separation, could resolve other
parameters of the sources and then help improve the
constraint on the polarization significantly. And LISATAIJIm could achieve the best constraints on the polarizations in the three LISA-TAIJI configurations as the
benefit of better antenna pattern cooperation.

IV.

OVERLAP REDUCTION FUNCTION OF
THE LISA-TAIJI NETWORK

The response of the detector network to the stochastic
background GW signal will depend on the positions and
orientations of the interferometers. Flanagan [64] evaluated the sensitivities of the ground-based GW interferometers to the stochastic background. An overlap reduction
function is introduced to indicate the cross-correlation
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FIG. 4. The cumulative
histograms of the constraints on the scalar and vector polarizations. The results from the LISA-TAIJIc
√
is more than 2 times better than the single LISA which is an attribute from the increase of SNR. The LISA-TAIJIp could
resolve other parameters of the sources and then help improve the constraint on polarizations significantly. And LISA-TAIJIm
achieve the best constraints on the polarizations in the three LISA-TAIJI configurations as the benefit of the better antenna
pattern cooperation.

between a pair of detectors [65]. Whelan et al. [66] calculated the overlap reduction functions for the two LIGO
detectors and GEO. Omiya and Seto [24], Seto [25], and
Orlando et al. [26] specify the overlap function of the
LISA-TAIJIp network for optimal TDI channels and alternative GW polarizations. Schmitz [18] review the detectability of the ground- and space-based detectors for
the stochastic GW background.
For a single LISA-like mission with full six measurement links, three equivalent interferometers from optimal TDI channels could be formed. The observation
from these TDI channels could also be used to detect
the stochastic GW background [67]. And the motion of
the detectors may also help to resolve the background,
especially for the anisotropic signal [17]. The LISA and

TAIJI could form an ideal network to separate the cosmological SGWB signal from other stochastic processes such
as the instrument noise and astrophysical foreground.
To characterize the cross-correlation between LISA
and different TAIJI orbital configurations, their overlap
reduction functions are calculated for different polarizations,



Z
X
X
κ
a
b
γab,p (f ) =
dn 
FTDI,p
(f, n) 
FTDI,p
(f, n)
4π
A,E,T

A,E,T

(19)
a
where FTDI,p
is the response function to the polarization
p (tensor, vector, scalar breathing mode, and scalar longitudinal mode) in the TDI channel from the mission a,
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and κ is the normalization factor to make γab = 1 when
the two detectors are co-aligned and co-localized. The
polarization angle ψ is set to be zero, and inclination ι is
set to be optimal for each polarization mode.
The overlap reduction functions for the different LISATAIJI networks for different polarizations are shown in
Fig. 5. Since the orientations of the LISA and TAIJIc
are aligned and locations of them are at the same place,
the overlap function of the LISA-TAIJIc network is unity
for the frequency lower than 10 mHz which indicates the
strong correlation between the LISA and TAIJIc detectors, and the network is optimal for the SGWB observation for all polarization modes. Considering the 1 × 108
km separation between LISA and TAIJIp/TAIJIm, the
overlap reduction functions quickly are close to zero
around a critical frequency fcrit ≃ c/(2 × 1 × 108 km) ≃
1.5 mHz [17], and oscillate and decay with the frequency
increase. The γab from the LISA-TAIJIp pair is higher
than the value of the LISA-TAIJIm because the orientation of the LISA is more aligned with the TAIIJIp (34.5◦ )
than the TAIJIm (71◦ ) to make TAIJIp has a stronger
correlation with the LISA. Therefore, in the three LISATAIJI networks, the LISA-TAIJIm is the relatively worst
configuration for the SGWB detections.
There is a trade-off for a LISA-like GW detector network to observe the compact binary system and SGWB.
A long baseline for detectors deployment will promote
the parameter resolutions. However, the frequency for
the detectable SGWB band will be lowered,
fcrit =

0.5 mHz
c
c
=
ǫ ≃
2d
2 × 2AU sin 2
sin 2ǫ

(20)

where c is the speed of the light here, d is the distance
between two detectors, ǫ is the separation angle formed
by the two lines connecting the Sun and detector. On
the other side, the angle between the constellation plane
also changes with the separation angle as shown in Fig.
6. The orientation of the plane with an angle closing to
90◦ would be helpful to resolve the source parameters.
The composition with an inversed inclination, a +60◦ together with a −60◦ inclination, could more cooperative
than the two missions with a same inclination for a separation angle small than 90◦ . For the BBO or DECIGO
mission, the constellations are planned to be separated
by 120◦, and there would be two options for their orientation deployment, 83◦ or 51◦ with respect to another
formation plane as tagged in Fig. 6.

V.

CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigate the performances of three
possible LISA-TAIJI networks on the sky localizations
and polarization observations from the supermassive
black hole binary and capacity of the stochastic gravi-

tational wave background detections. For the observation of the binary system, compared to the single LISA
mission, the co-located and co-aligned LISA-TAIJIc net√
work ordinarily increase the SNRs by a factor of 2.
With a large separation, the joint observations from LISA
and TAIJIp significantly improve parameter determinations of the sources than the LISA-TAIJIc. The LISATAIJIm network demonstrates a better detectability to
resolve the sky localization and polarizations than the
LISA-TAIJIp network as a profit of more mis-aligned
orientation and complementary antenna pattern. For
the detectability for the stochastic gravitational wave
background, the LISA-TAIJIc would have optimal performance as the benefit of the aligned orientation and colocation, the TAIJIm present the worst correlation with
the LISA due to the least aligned orientation with the
LISA in the three TAIJI orbital configurations.
One lesson from this investigation for different LISATAIJI networks is that the parameter resolution of the
compact binary coalescences will be impacted by the
SNR, distance of detector separation, and the cooperative orientations of the detectors. The next generation
space GW detectors, both DECIGO and BBO, proposed
LISA-like heliocentric orbit with multiple constellations
and is targeting to detect the relic GW left by the Big
Bang, intermediate mass black holes, etc [15, 16]. The
parameter resolution improvements have been performed
for the compact binaries in [15] as the results of the multiple interferometers and long-baseline. The orientations
of the constellations are also worth to be evaluated for
the targeting sources.
Beyond the LISA-like orbital formation, various space
missions are proposed to arrange S/C equally on a planet
orbit in order to observe GW in the µHz GW band, for
instance, ASTROD-GW [68], Folkner mission [69], µAres
[70], etc. The ASTROD-GW is initially proposed to deploy 3 S/C around the Lagrange points L3, L4, and L5
of the Sun-Earth system, and an extended deployment
could be 6 S/C to form two triangular interferometers to
enhance the sensitivity to the SGWB [68]. The µAres will
place the two orthogonal triangle interferometers with
respect to the Mars (or Earth/Venus) orbit. The tradeoff of detectability from various deployments could also
be explored to balance the GW observations from the
compact binary systems and resolve the stochastic background.
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FIG. 5. The overlap reduction functions of three LISA-TAIJI networks for different polarization modes. The overlap function
of the LISA-TAIJIc network is unity for the frequency lower than 10 mHz which is optimal for the SGWB observation. The
overlap functions of the LISA-TAIJIp/TAIJIm are close to zero around 1.5 mHz due to their d = 1 × 108 km separations
(fcrit ≃ c/(2 × 1 × 108 km) ≃ 1.5 mHz). The LISA-TAIJIm pair has the worse cross-correlation than the LISA-TAIJIp because
of the more mis-aligned orientation.
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