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Gravitational waves from binary black hole merger leave permanent imprint on space-time, called
gravitational wave memory. Amounts of memory events can form a “stochastic gravitational wave
memory background” (SGWMB). Here we find that SGWMB can be described as a Brownian motion. The power spectral density (PSD) of SGWMB corresponding to a set of binary black hole
coalescence is proportional to 1/f 2 where f is the frequency of the background. And the strength
of the SGWMB PSD depends on the event rate of the binary black hole coalescence. Not like
the stochastic non-memory gravitational wave background of a set of binary black hole coalescence
whose PSD has a upper frequency bound due to the merger frequency, SGWMB can expand to much
higher frequency because of the Brownian motion behavior. Consequently SGWMB dominates the
stochastic gravitational wave background in the relatively higher frequency band. If not counting
SGWMB properly ones may confuse it with the stochastic non-memory gravitational wave background. Investigating SGWMB properly may let LIGO to detect the population of supermassive
binary black hole systems. Also SGWMB provides a brand new mean to detect gravitational wave
memory and it opens a new window to explore the gravity theory.

Introduction.— Gravitational wave (GW) memory is an
important prediction of general relativity [1–6], which
can be related to the asymptotic symmetry and soft theorem [7–10]. The detection of GW memory may reveal
fundamental issues of physical laws [11–16] through infrared triangle [17]. The pulsar timing arrays (PTAs)
may detect GW memory generated by the mergers of supermassive black hole binaries [18–21]. But the rates of
detectable mergers are expected to be too low for practical detection [22, 23]. For LIGO-like detectors, the quasidirect behavior of GW memory makes the detection of
a single event extremely hard [24] (but see Ref. [25] for
special data analysis technique). Multiple events are consequently needed for GW memory detection [24]. Accurate waveform models [26–33] may optimistically help the
multiple events method realize the GW memory detection in the coming years [34–36].
Even though there is no clear detection of GW memory, the existence of GW memory is a certain prediction of general relativity [5]. The nature of a single
GW memory event has been extensively studied. But
the superposition of multiple GW memory events has attracted much less attention before. A stochastic background of GW memory could be formed by composing multiple GW memory events [37]. Moreover, the
stochastic background of GW memory may be detected
even though the detection of a single event is impossible. For an example the usual non-memory stochastic gravitational wave background [hereafter we call it
non-memory SGWB to distinguish the stochastic gravitational wave memory background (SGWMB) which represents the memory part of SGWB] is much easier for PTA
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to detect than single event of binary black hole (BBH)
merger [38].
Similar to the stochastic gravitational wave background generated by the non-memory gravitational wave
part, the SGWMB can be analyzed through GW energy
density [37]. The GW energy density analysis method is
valid for those superposition whose waveforms have overlap. Due to the burst behavior of GW memory event,
consecutive GW memory events may not have overlap
[39]. Specifically, the GW memory events produced by
BBH merger typically do not overlap. In the following
we will show that the stochastic gravitational wave memory background composing non-overlaping GW memory
events can be described by a Brownian motion. Based
on our Brownian motion model, we find that the power
spectrum index of SGWMB is -2 which is characteristically different to that of the non-memory GW part background of compact binary coalescence. Our Brownian
motion model of SGWMB is similar but different to the
analysis method used in the Ref. [39].
Compared to the corresponding non-memory GW, the
SGWMB got by GW energy density analysis admits
lower frequency [37]. Differently, the SGWMB described
by our Brownian motion model has both lower and
higher frequency than the corresponding non-memory
GW. Consequently the SGWMB described by our Brownian motion model extends the frequency range of the
GW background of compact binary coalescence to higher
bound. The SGWMB can provide a new mean for GW
memory detection. In addition, LIGO-like detectors and
space based detectors may provide information on the
event rate of supermassive BBH coalescence through SGWMB detection.
From a single event of gravitational wave memory to a
background.— Bursts of GWs, especially those from BBH
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FIG. 1: Three examples of the detector responses to SGWMB.
Wave strain respect to time is plotted. From left to right,
the panels respectively show the SGWMB corresponding to
SOBH, IMBH, and SMBH binaries.

mergers, cause a small permanent change of metric and
leave a permanent imprint on space-time [5]. Based on
Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) balance relation [31, 32] we
can calculate the GW memory of a BBH merger event if
only the binary parameters are known [33]. Using spinweighted −2 spherical harmonic functions Y−2lm to decompose the GW memory h ≡ h+ − ih× , we have
h(q, M, χ
~ 1, χ
~ 2 , dL , ι, φc ) ≡
∞ X
l
X

hlm (q, M, χ
~ 1, χ
~ 2 , dL )Y−2lm (ι, φc ),

(1)

l=2 m=−l

where q, M , χ~1,2 and dL are the mass ratio, the total
mass, the spins and the luminosity distance of the binary,
ι is the inclination angle of the orbital plane, and φc is
the gravitational wave phase at merger. In [33] we have
shown that the memory can be well approximated as
h(q, M, χ
~ 1, χ
~ 2 , dL , ι, φc ) ≈ h20 (q, M, χ
~ 1, χ
~ 2 , dL )Y−220 (ι).
(2)
GW background means a lot of GW signals acting on
the detector. We can express the SGWMB as
M=

∞
X
j=1

ℜ[(F + (θj , φj , ψj ) + iF × (θj , φj , ψj ))×
h(qj , Mj , χ
~ 1j , χ
~ 2j , dL , ιj , φcj )]

(3)

where j is the index denoting the j-th memory signal,
and F +,× are the pattern functions of the detector.
Brownian motion model of SGWMB.— When GW memory relating to a binary black hole merger happens relatively fast respect to a SGWMB detection, we can approximate such an individual memory signal as a step
function of time [19]. Consequently the SGWMB (3) behaves as a sum of a lot of step functions respect to time.
The amplitude and the sign of each step function are
determined by the property of the corresponding binary
[33]. We treat the parameters of each binary merger as
random variables which reduce a random amplitude and
a random sign of the corresponding step function.

1
F + (θ, φ, ψ) ≡ − (1 + cos2 θ) cos 2φ cos 2ψ
2
− cos θ sin 2φ sin 2ψ,
1
F × (θ, φ, ψ) ≡ + (1 + cos2 θ) cos 2φ sin 2ψ
2
− cos θ sin 2φ cos 2ψ.

(4)

(5)

All kinds of detection scheme including pulsar timing array, space based interferometry and ground based interferometry admit similar pattern function to the above
one upto minor changement [40]. Uniform distribution is applied to the parameters ι, θ, φ, ψ, φc . Three
types of BBH have been considered here including Stellar
Original Black-hole (SOBH), Intermediate Mass Blackhole (IMBH), and SuperMassive Black-hole (SMBH),
whose total mass range are respectively set as about
(101 , 102 )M⊙ , (102 , 105 )M⊙ , and (102 , 107 )M⊙ . The parameters q, M, χ
~ 1, χ
~ 2 , dL are set according to the specific event rate of the binary merger events. In Fig. 1,
a combination of M33.A and M43.A of Ref. [41, 42],
µ = 0.01, α = 0.1, q = 1 case of Ref. [43] and LS-stalled
model of Ref. [44] are used for respectively SOBH, IMBH
and SMBH binaries.
As we mentioned before, SGWMB behaves as a sum
of a lot of step functions with random amplitude and
random sign. Such behavior is nothing but an onedimensional Brownian motion M(t). Apparently we have
M(0) = 0 and hM(t)i = 0 where h·i means the ensemble average. Since M(t1 ) − M(0) and M(t2 ) − M(t1 ) are
independent (t1 6= t2 ), we have
h[M(t1 ) − M(0)][M(t2 ) − M(t1 )]i =

hM(t1 ) − M(0)ihM(t2 ) − M(t1 )i = 0.

(6)

Consequently we have hM(t1 )M(t2 )i = hM2 (t1 )i. The
random amplitude and the random sign of the step functions are reduced from the independent random parameters of the binary mergers. Although the number of
parameters is not huge, we can still assume the distribution of the step function is Gaussian [33]. Consequently
we have
hM2 (t)i = 2Dt,

(7)

where D corresponds to the strength of the diffusion corresponding to the Brownian motion. We have checked
the behavior of the Brownian motions shown in Fig. 1.
All of them satisfy the above relation which verifies our
assumption. By numerical simulation, we get D to be
3.16 × 10−50 , 8.42 × 10−47 , and 1.73 × 10−42 for SOBH,
IMBH, and SMBH respectively in Fig. 1.
Let us assume the variance of each memory step function mentioned above is σ and the average time between
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two consecutive memory step function is ∆t. We could
write D as [45]
D=

σ2
,
2∆t

(8)

which can be deduced from standard Brownian motion
theory.
Combine the results of Ref. [32] and Ref. [33] the amplitude of the step function, which corresponds to a single
GW memory event, can be expressed as
M +
F (θ, φ, ψ)Y−220 (ι)[0.0969 + 0.0562χup+
DL
0.0340χ2up + 0.0296χ3up + 0.0206χ4up](4η)1.65 ,
(9)
p
3
χup ≡ χeff +
1 − 4ηχA ,
(10)
8
χeff ≡ (m1 χ
~ 1 + m2 χ
~ 2 ) · N̂ /M,
(11)

A=

χA ≡ (m1 χ
~ 1 − m2 χ
~ 2 ) · N̂ /M,

(12)

where N̂ is the direction the orbital angular momentum
1 m2
of the binary and η ≡ mM
is the symmetric mass ratio.
2
Regarding to SGWMB, parameters m1,2 , χ
~ 1,2 , DL , ι, θ,
φ, and ψ are random variables. Consequently we have
σ 2 = hA2 i − hAi2 .

(13)

Since the parameters m1,2 , χ
~ 1,2 , DL , ι, θ, φ, and ψ are
independent with each other, we can treat them individually:
A = Abbh Aang ,
M
[0.0969 + 0.0562χup+
Abbh ≡
DL
0.0340χ2up + 0.0296χ3up + 0.0206χ4up](4η)1.65 ,
+

Aang ≡ F (θ, φ, ψ)Y−220 (ι).

(14)

(15)
(16)

The last equation is because the h× part of GW memory
in the source frame always vanishes [32, 33].
Especially, the distributions of ι, θ, φ, and ψ are always
uniform which makes hAang i = 0 and consequently hAi =
0. After further calculation, we get the corresponding
variance as
2
hA2ang i − hAang i2 ≡ σang
=

1
.
20π

(17)

The distributions of m1,2 , χ
~ 1,2 , and DL are determined
by the event rate of the binary systems. When the event
rate information of the binary systems is given, we can
calculate the rest part of σ
2
σbbh
≡ hA2bbh i − hAbbh i2 , µbbh ≡ hAbbh i,
q
q
1
2
2
σ = σang σbbh
+ µ2bbh = √
σbbh
+ µ2bbh .
20π

(18)
(19)

Corresponding to Fig. 1, the above theoretical predictions (8) and (19) to the diffusion strengths of SOBH,

IMBH, and SMBH are respectively 3.16 × 10−50 , 8.41 ×
10−47 and 1.73 × 10−42 . Our theoretical results are almost the same to the direct numerical simulation results
which validates our theory for GW memory background.
Similar to the description of usual stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB), we investigate the
power spectral density (PSD) of M(t)
2
Z T
1
(20)
e−2πif t M(t)dt
T →∞ T
0
Z Z
1 T T
dt1 dt2 cos(2πf (t1 − t2 ))hM(t1 )M(t2 )i
= lim
T →∞ T 0
0
(21)


D
sin(2πf T )
(22)
= lim 2 2 1 −
T →∞ π f
2πf T
D
= 2 2.
(23)
π f

S M (f ) ≡ lim

Equivalently we can also use the characteristic strain
to describe the SGWMB [46]
s
2
p
σbbh
+ µ2bbh
1
M
.
(24)
hc (f ) = 2f S M =
π
20πf ∆t
Detectability of SGWMB.— Besides the newly proposed
SGWMB in the current work, the stochastic gravitational
wave background [46, 47] may originated from compact
binary coalescence [48] and the cosmological perturbation
in the early universe. Due to the unknown detail of the
cosmological perturbation, the related power spectrum of
the SGWB from the cosmological perturbation may be
big or small for detection in the near future [49–51]. Compact binary coalescence may produce both non-memory
SGWB and SGWMB. The dominate one between the
non-memory SGWB and the SGWMB is easier to be detected.
The power spectrum of the non-memory SGWB due to
the compact binary coalescence can be divided into three
parts which admit different power index [48, 52]. These
three parts are highly related to the inspiral, merger and
ringdown stage of a BBH system. As shown in Fig. 2
the transition frequencies for SOBH, IMBH and SMBH
are respectively about thousands Hz, several Hz and mini
Hz. Differently the power spectrum of the SGWMB always admit power index -2 as shown in (23). So we can
expect that the non-memory SGWB may dominate in
some frequency region, while the SGWMB may dominate in other frequency region. We plot our calculation
results in Fig. 2, from which we can see that the SGWMB
dominate in the relatively high frequency region.
Based on the above finding, we do not expect that pulsar timing array can detect SGWMB without a specially
designed algorithm which can extract SGWMB buried
in the total SGWB data. On the contrary, the future
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FIG. 2: The characteristic strains of SGWMB for several different typical event rates of BBH coalescence are compared.
Together with the SGWMB, representative SGWB originated
from usual non-memory part of GW of BBH coalescence are
shown as the dashed lines. The expected detection limit of
LISA for SGWB based on 4 years observation is shown as the
blue line. The existing limits from LIGO, Cassini and pulsar
timing array observations are shown as the stars.

space-based detector like LISA may detect SGWMB of
supermassive BBH because the SGWMB is stronger than
the corresponding non-memory SGWB. In order to indicate such detectability we plot the power-law integrated
(PI) curve of LISA [53–55] together with the kinds of
non-memory SGWB in Fig. 2. Possibly even the transition behavior of the power spectrum from non-memory
background to memory background can be detected.
The strength of the non-memory SGWB has been constrained by several experiments. Pulsar timing array
(PTA) has limited the characteristic strain of the nonmemory SGWB less than about 3 × 10−15 at a reference
frequency about 10−8 Hz [56]. Cassini data has been applied to limit the characteristic strain of the non-memory
SGWB and constrain the amplitude to less than 2×10−15
at reference frequency about 0.3mHz [57]. The O3a data
of LIGO can limit the characteristic strain of the nonmemory SGWB to less than about 1.3 × 10−24 at reference frequency about 25Hz [54]. We plot these limit
points in Fig. 2.
Outstandingly we find that the SGWMB strength
for supermassive black hole binary is stronger than the
non-memory SGWB limit got by LIGO [54]. We have
tested several different event rates including all cases in
Ref. [58], LS-Stalled and HS-Stalled cases in Ref. [44],
and all three cases in Ref. [59] whose diffusions are D =
2.53 × 10−44 , D = 8.75 × 10−45 , and D = 1.57 × 10−44
for popIII, Q3-delay, and Q3-nodelay models respectively
[60]. All of these event rates predict that the SGWMB
are stronger than the non-memory SGWB limit got by
LIGO as shown in Fig. 2. We do not think this finding
means that supermassive BBH merger has been ruled

out by LIGO detection. Firstly, the data analysis done
by LIGO science collaboration focused only on the nonmemory SGWB. More detail analysis is needed for the
SGWMB proposed here. Secondly, the averaged event
rate for supermassive BBH are between 1 to 200 per year.
While the observation time of LIGO is less than three
years in total. Maybe more observation time is needed
for LIGO detectors to reveal SGWMB of supermassive
BBH.
Implication of SGWMB detection.— GW memory is
an outstanding prediction of general relativity. But
single GW memory event is extremely hard to detect
[19, 20, 25, 33, 37, 61–67]. The newly finding SGWMB
provides an alternative way to detect GW memory. From
our Brownian motion model, we are sure that the power
spectrum index of the SGWMB is always -2 which is independent of the gravity theory. Different gravity theory
may result in different strength of SGWMB which can
be tested through detection.
Similar to the usual non-memory SGWB, SGWMB
also encodes the information of the tensor +/×, vector
x/y and breathing/longitudinal polarizations [68]. Methods designed for SGWB [69] to extract those information
could be applied to SGWMB straightforwardly. Such information can also be used to test gravity theory.
The merger rate of supermassive BBH is highly uncertain. Especially, people are still debating what kind
of mechanism drives the supermassive BBH to pass the
final parsec. The PTA observation sensitivity gradually
increases. But the corresponding SGWB detection of supermassive BBH is still missing. And more even PTA
detected the corresponding SGWB, we are still not sure
that the BBH merges or not. This is because inspiral only
binary produce the dominate part of the non-memory
SGWB. In contrast, the detection of SGWMB indicates
the merger of BBHs without ambiguity.
Our calculation shows that both LISA and LIGO are
promising to detect SGWMB. For LISA the frequency
range is optimal for the SGWMB of supermassive BBH.
So we expect LISA is ideal for SGWMB detection. For
LIGO, the sensitivity is good enough for SGWMB detection. But more observation time or more exhaustive
data analysis technique is needed.
In the coming years, no matter LISA or LIGO detected
SGWMB the first detection of GW memory will be realized. And more the merger rate of supermassive BBH
will be determined. On the contrary, if no SGWMB was
found either general relativity or the theory of supermassive BBH merger should be checked carefully.
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