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ABSTRACT

We study the effect of torques on circular inspirals of intermediate-mass black hole binaries (IMBHBs) embedded in

gas discs, wherein both BH masses are in the range 102–105 M�, up to redshift z = 10. We focus on how torques

impact the detected gravitational wave (GW) waveform in the LISA frequency band when the binary separation is

within a few hundred Schwarzschild radii. For a sub-Eddington accretion disc with a viscosity coefficient α = 0.01,

surface density Σ ≈ 105 g cm−2, and Mach number Ma ≈ 80, a gap, or a cavity, opens when the binary is in the

LISA band. Depending on the torque’s strength, LISA will observe dephasing in the IMBHB’s GW signal up to either

z ∼ 5 for high mass ratios (q ≈ 0.1) or to z ∼ 7 for q ≈ 10−3. We study the dependence of the measurable dephasing

on variations of BH masses, redshift, and accretion rates. Our results suggest that phase shift is detectable even in

high-redshift (z = 10) binaries if they experience super-Eddington accretion episodes. We investigate if the disc-driven

torques can result in an observable ‘time-dependent’ chirp mass with a simplified Fisher formalism, finding that, at

the expected signal-to-noise ratio, the gas-induced variation of the chirp mass is too small to be detected. This work

shows how gas-induced perturbations of vacuum waveforms should be strong enough to be detected by LISA for the

IMBHB in the early inspiral phase. These perturbations encode precious information on accretion discs and galactic

nuclei astrophysics. High-accuracy waveform models which incorporate these effects will be needed to extract such

information.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the 2030s, the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA;
Amaro-Seoane et al. 2017; Barack et al. 2019) will be
launched into space and will follow Earth around its orbit
of the Sun. It will be sensitive to gravitational waves (GWs)
within the observed frequency range of ∼10−4–10−1 Hz. Pri-
mary source targets of LISA include the coalescence of black
hole binaries (BHBs) with primary masses 106–108 M�,
which are called supermassive BHs (SMBHs), as well as inspi-
rals of BHBs with secondary-to-primary mass ratio q = 10−6–
10−3, termed extreme or intermediate mass-ratio inspirals
(E/IMRIs; Babak et al. 2017; Amaro-Seoane 2018). Another
important source for LISA will be intermediate-mass BHBs
(IMBHBs), wherein both companions’ masses are in the range
102–105 M� (Miller & Colbert 2004).

The detection of even a single IMBH has been elusive in
the past. Currently, we have hundreds of IMBH candidates
in our local Universe (see, e.g. Mezcua 2017; Greene et al.
2020 for a review), and recently, we have detected three well-
constrained IMBHs. The first one, detected electromagneti-
cally from a survey of active dwarf galaxies, which may host
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an IMBH at their centres, is a ∼50000 M� BH termed RGG
118 at z = 0.0243 (Baldassare et al. 2015). The second one,
detected either in a large star cluster or a tidally stripped
dwarf galaxy via X-ray continuum fitting, is a ∼20000 M�
BH termed TDE J2150 (Lin et al. 2018; Wen et al. 2021).
And the last one, detected via GWs, is the ∼150 M� BH
remnant of the BHB merger event GW190521 at z = 0.82
(Abbott et al. 2020). However, we only have a single con-
tender (CR7 at z = 6.6; Hartwig et al. 2016) for IMBHs at
high redshift (z & 4) and no candidate for IMBHB in our
Universe. We may find new candidates for IMBHs and IMB-
HBs with next-generation electromagnetic (EM) surveys or
GW detectors, e.g. with the James Webb Space Telescope
(JWST; Natarajan et al. 2017; Cann et al. 2018), the square
kilometre array (SKA; Whalen et al. 2021), LISA, TianQin
(Wang et al. 2019), and TAIJI (Gong et al. 2021), among
others. LISA’s sensitivity would allow us to obtain the first
unambiguous evidence of the existence of IMBHBs, even up
to redshift z ∼ 20.

One of the most promising channels for forming tight IMB-
HBs (sub-pc separation) is through the interaction of seed
BHs. There is significant interest in the seed growth mech-
anisms in the literature due to observations of billion solar
mass SMBHs in the form of quasars as early as z & 7 (see, e.g.

© 2022 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

05
29

2v
2 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 7
 O

ct
 2

02
2



2 M. Garg et al.

Banados et al. 2018; Matsuoka et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020).
How these BH seeds form and their rapid journey to become
SMBHs is an ongoing debate in the literature. The two promi-
nent candidates for seeding models are light seeds and heavy
seeds (see, e.g. Valiante et al. 2017; Woods et al. 2019 for a
review). Light seeds are remnants of metal-free Pop-III stars
at z & 20 with masses ∼10–100 M�. These seeds can sub-
sequently accrete in the presence of large amounts of gas,
sometimes at super-Eddington rates, which could lead to the
formation of SMBHs at z ∼ 7 (Natarajan 2014; Volonteri
2010). However, maintaining super-Eddington accretion rates
for significant periods is challenging. High-redshift galaxies
tend to be clumpy, meaning that BHs only seldom inter-
sect with a gas reservoir (Smith et al. 2018). Furthermore,
feedback from accretion can quickly evacuate the typical sur-
roundings of an IMBH (Regan et al. 2019). Also, accretion
flows can self-regulate by changing their radiative efficiency
(Lupi et al. 2016; Sassano et al. 2022). Heavy seeds origi-
nate from the direct collapse BH (DCBH) scenario, wherein
pristine or low-metallicity gas halos (Loeb & Rasio 1994) or
supermassive stars (Haemmerlé et al. 2020) directly collapse
into a ∼104–106 M� mass BH. Alternatively, more massive
seeds can originate from a rapid assembly of halos (Wise et al.
2019) or a merger of gas-rich galaxies (Mayer et al. 2010, 2015;
Mayer 2017, 2019).

There are several other formation channels of tight IMB-
HBs. They could form during coalescing active dwarf galax-
ies. One other possibility for merging IMBHBs may arise in
the active galactic nuclei (AGN) discs of massive galaxies
(see, e.g. Tagawa et al. 2020), where in-situ star formation or
orbit capture of nearby stars and BHs can lead to hierarchi-
cal BH mergers (see, e.g. McKernan et al. 2012), the build-
ing blocks of which fall into the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA band
(e.g. the ∼150 M� GW190521 event; Abbott et al. 2020).
Diverse growth and binary formation mechanisms lead to dif-
ferent predictions for detection rates of coalescing IMBHBs
by LISA. Rates depend on various uncertainties in seed for-
mation and binary interactions, e.g. the efficiency of metal
enrichment of heavy seeds due to star formation feedback
(Sesana et al. 2007), delay between galaxy merger and BHB
coalescence (which is mediated by dynamical friction, stellar
hardening, gas or third-body interaction), or supernova feed-
back (Bonetti et al. 2019; Barausse et al. 2020). These models
predict the detection of ∼2–100 [yr−1] IMBHB coalescence by
LISA.

We can reasonably expect a gas-rich environment around
IMBHs for z & 1. Active dwarf galaxies tend to be gas rich,
and we have several candidates for them in the local Uni-
verse (Mezcua 2017; Greene et al. 2020). We expect gaseous
accretion discs to be able to form around nascent SMBHs
below z ∼ 10 (see, e.g. Lodato & Natarajan 2006; Regan
& Haehnelt 2009; Pfister et al. 2019), which could also be
the case for ∼104−5 M� IMBHs. Additionally, dark matter
(DM) halos could merge and enhance gas-inflow rates due to
tidal torques and shocks, justifying the presence of gas around
multiple BHs (Wise et al. 2019).

If gas is present, it can influence the orbital evolution of
the binary through dynamical friction or torques. In some
cases, particularly for small component masses, dephasing of
the inspiral due to gas can produce detectable signatures in
the GW waveform (see, e.g. Kocsis et al. 2011; Yunes et al.
2011; Barausse et al. 2014; Derdzinski et al. 2019, 2021; Zwick

et al. 2021, 2022 for E/IMRIs). However, the gas imprints are
potentially detectable for only a subset of E/IMRIs at z . 1.
Barausse et al. (2014) explored dephasing for EMRIs and
near-equal mass BH binaries embedded in a thin accretion
disc assuming a one-year LISA observation run and found
that we could detect a phase shift due to dynamical fric-
tion. However, their work neglected nuances of binary-disc
interaction, which could result in a gap/cavity formation and
torques due to gas flowing into a gap/cavity created by BHBs
(MacFadyen & Milosavljević 2008; Haiman et al. 2009; Duffell
et al. 2014; Farris et al. 2014; D’Orazio et al. 2016; Franchini
et al. 2022).

This work studies the effect of gas torques on IMBHBs em-
bedded in a thin gaseous disc, assuming a four-year observa-
tion run for LISA. We are interested in this particular system
because, if they exist, IMBHBs will spend up to ∼10 years
in the LISA band with the initial binary rest-frame separa-
tion up to a few hundred Schwarzschild radii; therefore, they
are the ‘golden’ sources for LISA (e.g. Amaro-Seoane et al.
2022). Furthermore, IMBHB’s small companion masses sug-
gest that, similar to E/IMRIs, gas effects may impart a small
but measurable contribution to the GW evolution. We only
study gas torques in line with similar studies for EMRIs in
the LISA band (Yunes et al. 2011; Derdzinski et al. 2019,
2021). We also explore whether the smaller companion (or
binary) would open a gap (or cavity) and how that would
affect the strength of the gas torque.

LISA will be able to detect massive BHBs with high signal-
to-noise ratios (SNRs; Amaro-Seoane et al. 2017) and this
should allow us to run highly accurate parameter estimation
pipelines to recover binary parameters and potentially learn
about the environment in which these systems are evolving
(see, e.g. Cardoso & Maselli 2020). The detection of envi-
ronmental signatures in GWs will allow us to better resolve
the presence of gas around BH binaries in regions that are
currently electromagnetically unresolvable, which could con-
strain the growth of IMBHs, at least those that merge with
another. Moreover, such measurements could complement the
detection of EM counterparts (see, e.g. Baker et al. 2019),
which should also occur when gas is present and can help
with the binary localisation. For example, an ‘EM chirp’ is
caused by the production of a characteristic X-ray light curve,
which can occur either due to the variable accretion in the
inspiral (Farris et al. 2015; Tang et al. 2018) or due to rel-
ativistic Doppler modulations and lensing effects (Haiman
2017). There will be exciting synergies of LISA with the next-
generation X-ray detector Athena (Piro et al. 2022) and the
radio detector SKA (Tamanini et al. 2016). Furthermore, gas
imprints on GW waveforms could constrain gas torques on
the binary. These torques have a nonlinear dependence on
disc parameters, e.g. studies predict both inward and out-
ward torques (Duffell et al. 2020; Muñoz et al. 2020; Tiede
et al. 2020; Derdzinski et al. 2019, 2021). The presence of
gas could also induce biases and degeneracies in the binary
parameter estimation from LISA data, which we address.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we pro-
vide the basics of GWs and discuss IMBHBs, which will be
detectable by LISA. Section 3 describes the accretion disc
model we use and the assumptions we have on our fiducial
binary. Section 4 studies the migration of IMBHBs under the
influence of gas torques in the regime wherein a gap or cavity
is carved in the disc. In Section 5, we compute the dephasing
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The imprint of gas on GWs from LISA IMBHBs 3

on the GW signal induced by gas and we show how this scales
with the accretion rate on to the binary. We also explore the
effect of gas on parameter estimation, and we determine for
which critical accretion disc parameters the dephasing is de-
tectable. We discuss the findings in Section 6 and summarize
the key takeaways of this work in Section 7.

2 A PRIMER ON GW AND IMBHBS IN THE LISA BAND

In this section, we lay out the essential framework and ter-
minology necessary for our analysis. Let us first consider two
non-spinning BHs in vacuum, with a rest-frame primary mass
Mp and secondary massMs ≤Mp (withMtot ≡Mp+Ms), re-
volving around each other in circular orbits with a rest-frame
separation r. Their rest-frame orbital angular frequency is
Ω ≡

√
GMtot/r3, where G is the gravitational constant. GWs

radiated due to their interaction have a rest-frame frequency
fr, which is two times the orbital frequency:

fr =
1

π

(
GMtot

r3

) 1
2

. (1)

At Earth, fr is redshifted to an observed frequency f via
the relation fr = f(1 + z). If circular inspirals of BHBs are
driven solely by GWs, then their orbital evolution rate is
given by (Peters 1964)

ṙGW = −64

5

G3

c5
qM2

pMtot

r3
, (2)

where q ≡Ms/Mp ≤ 1 is the mass ratio and c is the speed of
light in vacuum. We are assuming zero eccentricity for this
work. We neglect higher-order post-Newtonian (PN) terms
for the present work because, as we will show later, gas sig-
natures on the GW waveform are more prominent when the
binary separation is more than a few tens of Schwarzschild
radii. Using this rate, we can calculate the total number of
orbits spent by a binary between two separations, rmax and
rmin, as

Norb =
1

2

∫ rmin

rmax

dr
fr

ṙGW
. (3)

The GW strain amplitude h depends upon the binary’s
redshift and chirp mass M ≡ (M2

pq)
3/5/M

1/5
tot . The depen-

dence on the chirp mass is due to Eq. (2), and M is also the
best measured binary parameter (see, e.g. Cutler & Flana-
gan 1994). We can also express M in terms of fr and its
rest-frame time derivative ḟr (Abbott et al. 2016):

M =
c3

G

(
5

96
π−

8
3 f
− 11

3
r ḟr

) 3
5

. (4)

The sky- and polarization-averaged strain h of a source at
the comoving coordinate distance r(z) (see, e.g. Ryden 2016)
is given by (Sesana et al. 2005)

h =
8π

2
3

10
1
2

(GM)
5
3

c4
fr

2
3

r(z)
. (5)

We analyze GWs until the separation reaches the innermost

stable circular orbit (ISCO) of the primary BH, i.e. rISCO ≡
3rs, where rs ≡ 2GMp/c

2 is the Schwarzschild radius of the
primary BH (or until the binary leaves the LISA band, if
rISCO has not been reached yet). Another important quantity
is the total number of cycles spent by a source at a given
observed frequency f (Sesana et al. 2005):

n ≈ f2

ḟ
. (6)

In practice, we can observe the true GW cycles only for
f > fknee ≡ n/τ , where τ is the mission lifetime. Otherwise,
binary spans maximum n = fτ orbits.

We can only observe IMBHBs whose GWs characteristic
strain hc is above the LISA sensitivity curve in the observed
GW frequency domain. The characteristic strain is a visual-
ization aid, which modifies the observed GW amplitude by
taking into account how signal adds up as a source spends
more time in the detector (Moore et al. 2014). Effectively,
the SNR of a given source is given by the area between hc

of a source and the detector sensitivity. For this work, we
assume that the LISA arm length is 2.5 × 1011 cm, and its
mission lifetime τ = 4 years, and use the sensitivity curve
presented in Robson et al. (2019).

Now we have all the tools to define the characteristic strain

hc =


h
√
fτ, f ≤ fknee,

h
√
n, fknee < f ≤ fISCO,

0, fISCO < f,

(7)

where fISCO is the observed frequency when the secondary
BH is at the primary BH’s ISCO. If we hope to distinguish
environmental effects on the GW signal, then we need to
have a sufficient SNR, which can be computed between two
observed frequencies fmin and fmax as

SNR =

√
2 · 4

∫ fmax

fmin

df ′
h2

c(f ′)

St(f ′)f ′2
, (8)

where St(f) (with units Hz−1) is the LISA sensitivity profile
given by Robson et al. (2019). The pre-factors 2 and 4 come
from currently planned six links for LISA and one-sided spec-
tral noise density normalization, respectively. As customary,
we adopt a detectability threshold of SNR ≥ 8 (same as in
Bonetti et al. 2019; Barausse et al. 2020).

Our fiducial binary consists of two IMBHs with primary
masses in the range 102–105 M� and mass ratios between
10−3–10−1. This is motivated by results of the Millennium
simulation suite (Fakhouri et al. 2010), which finds that
unequal-mass ratio mergers are more likely than equal-mass
ones. We focus on results for q = 0.1 as a reference because
the corresponding binaries will have higher SNR.

In Fig. 1, we show hc for IMBHBs with Mp = 104 M� and
q = 0.1, in the four-year observation window of LISA for three
redshifts, z = 5, 10, and 15, until their respective ISCO
frequencies. We also mark when binaries are one day, one
month, and one year away from reaching rISCO. There is more
frequency chirp towards the end of their evolution because of
the stronger radiation of energy. Furthermore, higher-redshift
binaries spend less time in the band with relatively lower hc

and this translates to lower Norb as well as SNR. We also

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2022)
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Figure 1. Characteristic strain hc for IMBHBs with Mp = 104 M�
and q = 0.1 for redshifts z = 5 (solid red), 10 (dashed green),
and 15 (dot-dashed blue), during the last four years before reach-

ing rISCO. For comparison, we have included hc for Mp =

104 M�, q = 0.01, and z = 10 (dotted green). We have also
marked when these binaries are 1 day (•), 1 month (�), and 1 year

(F) away from rISCO. The grey curve marks the LISA sensitivity

curve.

show the case Mp = 104 M�, q = 0.01, and z = 10, which
has weaker strain, yet still attains substantial SNR.

In Fig. 2, we compute the total number of orbits NLISA and
the SNR in the LISA observation window for different sys-
tems relevant to IMBHBs.1 We assume rmin (fmax) in Eq. (3)
(Eq. 8) to be rf (ff), which is the separation (observed fre-
quency) when a binary leaves the LISA band or, if the sep-
aration reaches rISCO before then, is rISCO (fISCO) and rmax

(fmin) to be ri (fi), which is the minimum separation (maxi-
mum observed frequency) between when a binary enters the
LISA band, or when the binary is traced back four years from
rf (ff). The first (second) pair of plots shows NLISA (SNR)
as a function of redshift and primary mass (for a fixed mass
ratio; top panel) or mass ratio (for a fixed primary mass; bot-
tom panel). We only show these quantities for redshifts 1–10,
although binaries may merge at z > 10 (especially for seed
BHs). However, as we will show in Section 5, this redshift
range is the most relevant for detecting possible environmen-
tal effects.

For these parameters, IMBHBs spent at most ∼ 10 years
in the LISA band, which we computed by integrating Eq. (2).
Moreover, for the given redshift range, binaries with Mp .
103.75 M� and q = 0.1 merge outside the band yet still at-
tain significant SNR in the LISA observation window, which
allows us to analyze their properties. Almost all IMBHBs
for the range of given parameters are detectable except for
primary masses below ∼ 103.25 M�, mass ratios ∼0.1, and
redshifts above ∼6.

In the next section, we discuss the accretion disc solutions
we use to study the effects of gas on BH binaries.

1 Our SNR estimates are consistent with Amaro-Seoane et al.
2017.

(a)

(b)

Figure 2. (a) Total number of orbits and (b) accumulated SNR in
the LISA band for two different parameter combinations relevant

for IMBHBs. In each pair of plots, in the top panel, we fix q = 0.1
and vary Mp from 103 to 105 M� and z from 1 to 10, and in the
bottom panel, we keep the primary mass Mp = 105 M� constant
and increase q from 10−3 to 10−1 and z from 1 to 10. The bottom

panel has a LISA non-detectability region (SNR< 8) shaded with
diagonal cyan lines.

3 ACCRETION DISC MODEL

We explore the effects of gas on the dynamics of our systems
of interest. This is a relevant study for IMBHs embedded
in gas-rich galactic nuclei, which is likely to be the case for
primary MBHs in the mass range accessible to LISA and even
more so at high redshift, where galaxies are increasingly gas-
rich.

To this aim we adopt the thin accretion disc model de-
tailed in Appendix A, which follows the canonical model from
Shakura & Sunyaev (1973). The disc is radiatively efficient,
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optically thick, and geometrically thin, such that the aspect
ratio h/r < 1, where h is the disc height and r is the distance
to the central BH of mass M . Assuming a steady-state solu-
tion, the disc has a constant mass accretion rate Ṁ = 3πνΣ,
where Σ(r) is the surface density profile and ν is the kine-
matic viscosity, for which we assume a turbulent viscosity
prescription: ν ≡ αcsh, where α < 1 is the viscosity coeffi-
cient and cs is the speed of sound. The disc has a Mach num-
ber profile Ma = vφ/cs = r/h, where vφ =

√
GM/r is the

azimuthal velocity. We compute solutions of the disc model
with three different single IMBHs of masses M = 103, 104,
and 105 M� embedded at the centre of the disc and produce
profiles for the disc surface density Σ and the Mach num-
ber Ma over the range of 10–1000 rs of the central body for
α = 0.01 and Ṁ = 0.1ṀEdd, where ṀEdd is the Eddington
accretion rate2 assuming a radiative efficiency η = 0.1. While
most of the observational evidence suggests α ∼ 0.1 (see King
et al. 2007 and references therein), magneto-hydrodynamical
(MHD) simulations suggest α ∼ 0.01 (see, e.g. Hawley et al.
2011), which we also choose. Furthermore, we will show in
Section 4 and Appendix B that the most direct consequence
of a different α is whether a gap/cavity opens for a particular
set of system parameters. For higher α, we expect faster vis-
cous refilling leading to less likelihood of gap/cavity and more
likelihood of stronger Type-I torque. Therefore, the choice of
a lower α makes our results in Section 5 conservative esti-
mates.

In Fig. 3, we show the Σ andMa radial profiles with respect
to the Schwarzschild radius of the central BH. Note that the
profiles have a relatively weak dependence on r and Mp, and
they can be defined by fiducial values:

Ma0 = 80,

Σ0 = 2× 105 g cm−2. (9)

The Mach number depends on the accretion rate, and typ-
ically we expect higher Mach numbers (or thinner, denser
discs) for more massive central BHs as per Fig. 3. The volu-
metric density ρ = Σ/(2h) ≈ 10−5 g cm−3 at rISCO is around
one order-of-magnitude higher than the expected value from
the survey of Seyfert galaxies (as inferred from fig. 8 in Jiang
et al. 2019a). Therefore, our disc solutions are reasonable.
Moreover, we will show in the following section that the gas
torques directly scale with the accretion rate Ṁ ; hence, exact
values of Ma and Σ are not crucial. In the next section, we
study the evolution of a BH binary due to being embedded
in a gas accretion disc.

2 ṀEdd = (4πGMpmp)/(σTηc), where σT is the Thomson cross

section and mp is the proton mass.

Figure 3. Fiducial radial profiles of the Mach number Ma and

surface density Σ for three different α discs with central BH masses

103 (solid red), 104 (dashed green), and 105 M� (dot-dashed blue).

4 MIGRATION

We expect either one or both components of a BHB embedded
in a gas disc to experience torques via an exchange of angular
momentum with nonaxisymmetric perturbations (Goldreich
& Tremaine 1980; Ward 1997). Here we introduce the various
regimes of gas response to an embedded perturber (and re-
sulting torques), which depend primarily on the binary mass
ratio. In all cases we define torques in the limit that the bi-
nary mass is much greater than the enclosed disc mass.

In the limit of small secondary mass (q � 1), the Type-I
torque exerted by the gas on the secondary can be analytically
expressed by

Γlin = Σr4Ω2q2M2
a, (10)

assuming the gas is isothermal (and neglecting factors of a
few which arise due to disc gradients), which has been tested
in 3D simulations by Tanaka et al. (2002).

For higher mass ratios, the secondary will begin to repel the
gas along its orbit as it sheds its orbital angular momentum
by launching spiral density waves, carving out a low-density
region, referred to as the ‘gap’. It is assumed that, in the
limit that the secondary mass is small compared to the disc
mass, the secondary is not able to perturb directly the gas disc
anymore, so that its orbit is tied to the viscous diffusion in the
disc (Lin & Papaloizou 1986). Therefore, in the latter regime,
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6 M. Garg et al.

which is termed ‘Type II’, the torque on the secondary is
equal to the viscous torque

Γvis = Ṁr2Ω = 3παΣr4Ω2M−2
a . (11)

When the secondary BH is more massive than the local
disc, torques weaken by a factor that depends on disc mass
(Syer & Clarke 1995). This becomes a substantially weaker
torque than the Type-I regime for higher mass ratios. How-
ever, recent works show that the Type-II torque can be more
accurately expressed by the linear torque with a correction
factor that takes into account the gap structure (Fung et al.
2014; Kanagawa et al. 2018):

Γgap =
1

1 + 0.04(q2M5
aα−1)

Γlin. (12)

Under standard assumptions, Type-II torques are weaker
than the Type-I torque. However, numerical simulations show
that once a gap is carved gas can still flow through it from
the disc, generating new contributions to the net torque on
the secondary. These non-linear gas dynamics effects can even
lead to changes in the sign of the net torque (Duffell et al.
2014). Since their description is beyond the capabilities of an
analytical models such as that employed here, we will neglect
them. The mass ratio above which the Type-II regime occurs
depends non-trivially on the disc parameters. We address this
nuance in Appendix B.

For mass ratios above q = 0.04 (D’Orazio et al. 2016),
torques exerted by the binary typically clear out the inner
disc gas, carving out a central cavity.3 Gas still flows near
the BHs (via streams, Farris et al. 2014) and can torque the
binary with a strength that usually depends on the accretion
rate into the cavity (Muñoz et al. 2019; Moody et al. 2019;
Duffell et al. 2020; Dittmann & Ryan 2022). Circumbinary
disc (CBD) simulations that directly measure the steady-
state gas torque on the binary (not only the secondary) typ-
ically express it in terms of the viscous torque ΓCBD = ξΓvis,
where we introduce a fudge factor ξ, which depends on the
binary mass ratio or disc parameters (see, e.g. Duffell et al.
2020).

In both the Type-II and cavity regimes, the torque on the
secondary or the binary scales with the viscous torque (this
is less obvious with the gap-corrected expression in Eq. 12,
though we show this in Fig. 4). In other words, torques scale
with the disc’s accretion rate times some factor ξ that is sen-
sitive to disc characteristics. Simulations in both regimes find
that the torque strength and direction (i.e. the value and sign
of ξ) has a nontrivial dependence on disc parameters, partic-
ularly the Mach number and accretion rate/viscosity (Duf-
fell et al. 2014, 2020; Tiede et al. 2020; Dittmann & Ryan
2022) as well as numerical sink prescriptions (Dittmann &
Ryan 2021). For example, the parameter study by Duffell
et al. (2020) (which covers the gap-to-cavity transition with
high-resolution, 2D hydrodynamic simulations) finds that for
Ma = 10 and mass ratios above q = 0.05, ξ ≈ 0.6. For
smaller q, or for higher values of viscosity or Mach number

3 Thermodynamics and initial conditions of the binary may affect

the mass ratio for gap-to-cavity transitions, including at which

separation it forms (as shown by Souza Lima et al. 2020 for a fixed
mass ratio of q = 0.05 and various disc parameters).

explored in similar studies, |ξ| . 2 (as inferred from Fig. 3
of Dittmann & Ryan 2022). For higher Mach numbers (or
equivalently smaller aspect ratios), torques become increas-
ingly negative (Tiede et al. 2020). Together, these studies
find that 0.1 . |ξ| . 2 and suggest that even higher values
of ξ may arise in more realistic discs where Ma ∼ 100 (see
Fig. 3), provided that the scaling of torque with Mach num-
ber persists beyond the currently explored regime. Therefore,
we will consider two limiting cases to bracket the possibilities
for both Type-II and cavity regime torques:

Γgas = ξΓvis, (13)

with ξ = 0.1 and ξ = 10. Both Type-II and cavity torques
are affected by the gas diffusion into the gap and cavity, re-
spectively. The uncertainty in ξ arises from a similar physi-
cal process, namely the nonlinear gas flow around the BHs.
For this reason, we use the same fudge factor in ΓCBD and
Eq. (13).

For our system parameters, we found that we always expect
a gap/cavity to open and influence the binary evolution (see
Appendix B for a detailed discussion) and, therefore, we are
in the Type-II/cavity regime with the effective gas torque
Γgas. Furthermore, most of the mass ratios of our interest are
less than 0.04, where the gap-to-cavity transition happens.
Hence, we are primarily in the Type-II regime rather than
the cavity regime.

The binaries are primarily inspiraling due to the emission of
GWs, which for comparison can be expressed as an effective
GW torque on the secondary BH,

Γsec
GW =

1

2
qMprṙGWΩ, (14)

or on the binary:4

Γbin
GW =

1

2

qMp

1 + q
rṙGWΩ. (15)

Since we are considering mass ratios in the range 10−3–
10−1, 1 + q ' 1 and Γbin

GW ≈ Γsec
GW (even for q = 0.1). Thus,

we will simply use ΓGW to denote the effective GW torque
and use the expression given in Eq. (14). In the top panel of
Fig. 4, we show Γvis with respect to ΓGW for three primary
BH masses, 103, 104, and 105 M�, with a binary mass ratio
q = 0.1. We also indicate at which rest-frame separation re-
spective binaries enter the LISA band at different redshifts.
In the bottom panel, we show Type-II/cavity gas torques,
Γgap and ΓCBD (for ξ = 1, i.e. Γvis), with respect to ΓGW at
the LISA entry as a function of the mass ratio. We use the
full Mach number and surface density radial profiles shown
in Fig. 3.

Fig. 4 suggests that, irrespective of the mass ratio, Γgap ≈
0.1Γvis.

5 Also, when IMBHBs with q = 0.1 at z = 5 enter the
LISA band, we have Γvis/ΓGW ≈ 10−7, which further implies
Γgap/ΓGW ≈ 10−8. The ratio between the gas torque and

4 By replacing the secondary mass in Eq. (14) by the reduced mass

µ ≡ qMp/(1 + q) of the binary.
5 A similar torque strength is measured in simulations for low q

by Derdzinski et al. (2019), who also consider gas effects on GW

sources.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 4. (a) Γvis normalized by ΓGW as a func-

tion of binary separation for three different primary
masses Mp = 103 (solid red), 104 (dashed green), and

105 M� (dot-dashed blue) with a mass ratio q = 0.1. We
also mark at which separation each system will enter the LISA

band for three redshifts z = 1 (•), z = 5 (�), and z = 10 (F). (b)

Type-II/cavity gas torques Γgap (dotted orange) and ΓCBD (for
ξ = 1, long-dashed cyan) with respect to ΓGW at the LISA entry

as a function of the mass ratio for a primary mass of 105 M�
and redshift z = 5. In both panels, we employ the full Mach
number and surface density radial profiles shown in Fig. 3. In the

top panel, Γvis/ΓGW ∝ Ṁ ∝ Mp for the fixed mass ratio and

separation normalized by the Schwarzschild radius of the primary
BH.

the GW torque reduces exponentially as binaries approach
merger. However, this does not directly tell us if we can detect
gas-related observables using LISA, because in principle even
small deviations are detectable in events with high SNR (as
we will show in Section 5).

In the following section, we discuss the gas imprints on the
GW waveform and recovered binary parameters, that result
from a thin gas accretion disc.

5 OBSERVABLES AND CRITICAL PARAMETERS

We first compute the GW phase shift due to the presence of
an α-disc and then extrapolate it to super-Eddington rates.
Then we discuss the statistical significance of gas-induced
bias on the estimate of the binary chirp mass. We conclude
this section by computing the limiting values of the surface
density and the speed of sound required for an accretion disc

in our model to make dephasing due to gas detectable by
LISA.

5.1 Dephasing due to gas

The phase shift δφ is the absolute difference of the GW phase
with or without the influence of a gas disc. The total phase
of GW in radians for a circular binary evolving between two
separations rmin and rmax is given by

Φ = 2π

∫ rmin

rmax

dr
fr

ṙ
, (16)

where here ṙ is a general orbital evolution rate, which is ṙGW

in a vacuum. It can also be interpreted as the total number
of orbits spent by a BHB between separations rmax and rmin

with the relation Norb = |Φ|/4π.
The presence of gas affects the orbital evolution, and up

to leading order we can take ṙ = ṙGW + ṙgas with6 ṙgas =
2Γgas(1+q)(qMp)−1r1/2(GMtot)

−1/2, given that ṙgas � ṙGW

as per Fig. 4. Therefore, the phase shift due to gas in the
LISA observation window becomes

δφ = |Φ(ṙGW)− Φ(ṙGW + ṙgas)| ≈ 2π

∫ rf

ri

drfr
ṙgas

ṙ2
GW

, (17)

where we have used ṙgas � ṙGW to simplify this expression.
For LISA to observe this phase shift, we compute a mea-

sure of the detectability of the dephasing (which is analogous
to the SNR of the difference between the vacuum and gas-
affected waveforms), following Kocsis et al. (2011):

SNRδφ =

√
2 · 4

∫ ff

fi

df ′
2h2

c(f ′)(1− cos δφ)

St(f ′)f ′2
. (18)

As before, we use SNRδφ ≥ 8 as a phase shift detectability
threshold. Four parameters – Mp, q, z, and Ṁ – determine
how Γgas varies throughout the binary evolution. To better
understand the dependence on each parameter, we fix one
of these four variables at a time, to quantify the dephasing
due to gas in the LISA band for its four-year observation
window. While the direction of the gas torque would decide
whether a binary gains or loses orbits, the absolute change in
the number of orbits will be the same as per Eq. (17). One
can also convert the phase shift to the percentage change in
the total number of orbits by

δN [%] = 100× δNLISA

NLISA
, (19)

where δNLISA = δφ/4π is the change in the total number of
orbits and NLISA is given in Fig. 2.

5.1.1 Varying MBH primary masses, binary mass ratios,
and redshifts

We compute phase shifts for the BH binary parameters shown
in Fig. 2, assuming the fiducial values for the Mach number

6 Derived by equating the gas torque to the time derivative of the

angular momentum of the reduced mass due to gas and ignoring

mass accretion term.
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and surface density given in Eq. (9). In Fig. 5, we show the
dephasing in the LISA band, which we denote with δφGas,
for both ξ = 0.1 and ξ = 10. For ξ = 0.1, we can infer that
our modelled gas effects are not strong enough to be detected
in signals from sources with mass ratios & 0.05 and redshift
& 3. For ξ = 10, binaries with q . 0.1 need to be at redshift
z . 5 to have SNRδφ ≥ 8 and for low mass ratios, LISA can
observe phase shifts up to z ∼ 7. The range of detectable
dephasing for ξ = 0.1 is δφ ∼ 0.014 − 0.96 radians7, which
corresponds to maximum δN [%] ∼ 10−4. For ξ = 10, observ-
able phase shifts are δφ ∼ 0.029− 96 radians with maximum
δN [%] ∼ 10−2. In other words, the signal from the binary
will be shifted by a fraction of an orbit to several orbits, de-
pending on the gas torques. For high SNR sources, such phase
shifts are detectable assuming we have sufficiently accurate
waveforms (we discuss the importance of this assumption in
Section 6).

5.1.2 Varying the MBH primary masses, the binary mass
ratios, and the accretion rates

We calculate dephasing for similar binaries as in the previous
section, but this time, we only consider redshift z = 10. We
are interested in studying binaries at high redshift because
the remnant BH could be a building block of supermassive
quasars observed at z ∼ 7, as discussed in the introduction.
However, Fig. 5 shows that, for our Eddington-limited α-disc,
dephasing is too weak to be detectable for redshifts higher
than z ∼ 7. Assuming that the gas torque scaling with Ṁ
continues into the super-Eddington regime, we strengthen the
phase shift by increasing Ṁ from 0.1ṀEdd to 100ṀEdd. This
is equivalent to increasing the surface density or decreasing
the Mach number (see Appendix A for the Ṁ dependence on
disc parameters). High accretion rates are indeed expected at
high redshift, as BH seeds may require either continuous Ed-
dington accretion or episodes of super-Eddington accretion to
reach the mass of observed quasars at z ∼ 7 (see, e.g. Mayer
2013, 2019). Furthermore, local observations of active dwarf
galaxies are consistent with super-Eddington rates (see, e.g.
Mezcua 2017), which should be more likely at high redshifts.

We show our results in the form of colour-coded density
plots in Fig. 6 for both ξ = 0.1 and ξ = 10 fudge factors.
Phase shifts are only observable for ξ = 10, for which they
fall in the range of δφ ∼ 0.051 − 15 radians with maximum
δN [%] ∼ 10−2. We can infer from this figure that LISA can
only observe dephasing for high-redshift binaries only if we
have super-Eddington accretion rates. We caution that the
disc geometry changes in the super-Eddington regime (see,
e.g. the slim disc solution by Abramowicz et al. 1988 or Jiang
et al. 2019b, wherein they reach Ṁ = 150ṀEdd) and the
resulting torques may change as well. For instance, in the
quasi-Keplerian isothermal slim disc model, the aspect ratio
h/r is larger by a factor of

√
6 than the thin disc.8 The slim

disc viscous torque Γvis,slim = 4πr2αph is then smaller by a

7 Note that the each tile is an average value between dephasing
corresponding to two adjacent set of parameters, hence the maxi-

mum value seen on the plot is less than 0.96 radians.
8 It follows from the relation Ω2h2 = 6(p/ρ) = 6c2s in Abramowicz

et al. (1988), where p is the total pressure.

(a)

(b)

Figure 5. For the same binary parameters as in Fig. 2, accumulated
phase shifts δφgas during the LISA observation window, for the
fudge factors (a) ξ = 0.1 and (b) ξ = 10, Ma = 80 and Σ =

2×105 g cm−2. Both panels have a LISA non-detectability region

(SNRδφ < 8) shaded with diagonal cyan lines. For reference, we
have extended mass ratios up to unity in both pair of plots in the

bottom panels.

factor of 2/3
√

6 than the thin disc Γvis for the same viscos-
ity prescription, α, and Ṁ , which suggests our estimates in
the super-Eddington regime could be off by a factor of order
unity. Moreover, an additional cooling mechanism may occur
in the slim disc model that would reduce h/r, and the corre-
sponding torque needs to be determined by a high-resolution
simulation. Nevertheless, these estimates could give us an
order-of-magnitude idea about the gas-induced phase shift.

This section shows that the dephasing is detectable for bi-
naries embedded in a gas disc, when in the sub-Eddington
regime. If ξ = 0.1, then phase shifts are detectable up to
z ∼ 3 but only for small mass ratios q ∼ 10−3. For ξ = 10,

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2022)
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6. Same as Fig. 5, but at a fixed redshift (z = 10) and

varying the accretion rate.

dephasing is observable until z ∼ 5 for q ∼ 0.1 and z ∼ 7 for
q ∼ 10−3. In other cases, it is not detectable because either
the inspiral is too fast or the gas torques are too weak. For
our fiducial model, dephasing is undetectable for high-redshift
(e.g. at z = 10) IMBHBs. If these binaries are accreting at
super-Eddington rates and the scaling of gas torques with Ṁ
still applies in this regime, then dephasing can be detectable.

5.2 Bias in the chirp mass estimate

This section explores the bias in the recovered chirp mass
M from the signal data if we assume a vacuum circular bi-
nary model and ignore any gas effects. We are interested in
performing this analysis to gauge how careful one needs to
be while running parameter estimation pipelines to extract
binary parameters without taking into account the presence

of gas. Similar work has been presented by Chen & Shen
(2019) and Antoni et al. (2019) for LIGO sources and by Ca-
puto et al. (2020) for both LISA-LIGO multi-band sources
and LISA-only IMBHBs. While Caputo et al. (2020) con-
sider a similar mass range as in this work, they only consider
redshifts z = 0.1 and z = 0.5. Furthermore, they study de-
phasing from gas accretion on to BHBs, not due to torques.
Therefore, our analysis provides a novel estimate of bias in
the chirp mass for IMBHBs under the influence of gas torques
at high redshifts.

Under the stationary phase approximation, we expect gas
to only affect the phase (with phase shift δφ) and not the
amplitude strain h. However, gas can perturb the frequency
evolution rate, which can be interpreted as a change in the
chirp mass. The rest-frame time derivative of the rest-frame
frequency fr is

ḟr =
1

π

(
GMtot

r5

) 1
2
(
−3

2

)
ṙ. (20)

Plugging Eq. (20) into Eq. (4) yields

M =
c3

G

(
− 5

64
(GMtot)

− 4
3 r3ṙ

) 3
5

. (21)

The interesting part here is that the radial dependence of
the chirp mass is M ∝ r3ṙ. For the case of a circular BH
binary evolution in a vacuum, where ṙ = ṙGW ∝ r−3, the ap-
parent chirp mass is separation-independent. In the presence
of gas, however, we have ṙ = ṙGW + ṙgas, where, under the
assumptions of this work, ṙgas ∝ r due to Γgas. Therefore, we
expect the apparent chirp mass to be separation-dependent
(and, consequently, time-dependent). In the presence of gas,
the apparent chirp mass at a given separation r is

Mgas(r) =Mtr

(
1 +

ṙgas

ṙGW

) 3
5

, (22)

whereMtr is the true chirp mass (i.e. for a binary in vacuum).
By affecting the number of orbits a binary spends at each

frequency, the gaseous disc affects the characteristic strain
hc,gas ≡ hce

iδφ. Assuming hc,gas as an observed characteristic
strain and the vacuum model as the underlying model, we
are interested in calculating the bias in chirp mass estimate,
which illustrates the importance of the systematic error due
to not considering gas with respect to the statistical uncer-
tainty in the recovery of the source chirp mass. Because of
h2

c,gas = h2
c , we have the same SNR of the observed signal as

in Eq. (8).9

To demonstrate this effect, we pick a high SNR source for
which dephasing is detectable in Fig. 5. Our fiducial binary
parameters are Mp = 105 M�, q = 0.1, and z = 1. The
fiducial gas parameters areMa = 80 and Σ = 2×105 g cm−2,
and we consider the stronger gas torque, Γgas = 10Γvis.

The frequency evolution rate ḟr depends upon ṙ according

9 This is valid in the limit of Γgas/ΓGW � 1.
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Figure 7. The effect of gas on the frequency evolution rate ḟr of a

GW waveform due to gas, quantified by δḟr,Gas[%] (bottom panel)
for a binary with Mp = 105 M�, q = 0.1, and z = 1, with gas

parametersMa = 80 and Σ = 2×105 g cm−2. We also mark with

a red square when this binary enters the LISA band. Furthermore,
the top panel shows the accumulated SNR of the event throughout

the binary evolution until rISCO.

to Eq. (20). Hence, we can express the gas-effective ḟr,gas in
terms of the vacuum ḟr,GW (Eq. (20) for ṙ = ṙGW) as

ḟr,gas = ḟr,GW

(
1 +

ṙgas

ṙGW

)
. (23)

We can quantify the percentage difference between ḟr,gas

and ḟr,GW by defining

δḟr,Gas[%] = 100× ḟr,gas − ḟr,GW

ḟr,GW

= 100
ṙgas

ṙGW
. (24)

In Fig. 7, we show δḟr,Gas[%] in terms of the binary radial
separation for our fiducial system parameters. This figure il-
lustrates that gas effects on the waveform become weaker
while the accumulated SNR becomes higher towards the
merger. Therefore, if we consider the whole signal data,
the louder late-stage inspiral part, wherein we expect near-
vacuum quantities, will further suppress any non-vacuum sig-
natures.

To compute the bias in chirp mass estimate, we use the
Fisher information matrix analysis (Cutler & Vallisneri 2007).
To simplify the analysis, we assume that the strain is solely a

function of the chirp mass,10 i.e. h ≡ h(M), and the analysis
is performed after collecting full data for the given binary in
the LISA observation window of four years. The late-stage
inspiral part of the data would allow us to get the true chirp
mass (Mtr), as non-vacuum effects will be heavily suppressed.
This also reduces the Fisher matrix to one element. Taking
the Gaussian distribution for the parameter M, an inherent
assumption of the Fisher analysis, the mean of the distribu-
tion would be the true chirp mass:

µM =Mtr = (M2
pq)

3
5 /M

1
5

tot. (25)

The inverse of the variance is the only element of our Fisher
information matrix, which is the inner product of the partial
derivative of the strain with respect to the chirp mass:

σ−2
M =

(
∂h∗

∂M

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂h∗∂M

)
,

= 2 · 4
∫ fmax

fmin

df ′

(
˜∂h∗
∂M (f ′) ∂̃h

∂M (f ′)
)

St(f ′)
, (26)

where h̃ is the Fourier transform of h. This relation is only
valid for large SNR, which we liberally define as at least 8,
to drop O(SNR−2) terms. Calculating the partial derivatives
using Eq. (5), we obtain

∂h∗

∂M =
∂h

∂M =
5

3

1

Mtr
h. (27)

After taking the Fourier transform and using the relation
h̃2 = f−2h2

c . the inverse of the variance becomes

σ−2
M = 2 · 4

∫ fmax

fmin

df ′
(

5

3

)2
h2

c(f ′)

St(f ′)f ′2
1

M2
tr

. (28)

In the above equation, we are using gas-free quantities due
to our assumption that the vacuum model is the true model.
The SNR-weighted apparent chirp mass between two frequen-
cies is given by

Mgas =

√√√√√2 · 4
∫ fmax

fmin
df ′

h2
c(f ′)

St(f ′)f ′2
M2

gas(f ′)

2 · 4
∫ fmax

fmin
df ′

h2
c(f ′)

St(f ′)f ′2

. (29)

Finally, the bias in the chirp mass estimation can be ex-
pressed as

∆M[σ] =
Mgas −Mtr

σM
, (30)

where Mgas and σM are calculated between observed fre-
quencies fmin = fi and fmax = ff . As customary, ifMgas is at
least 2σM away fromMtr then the gas induced bias is statis-
tically significant. This criterion is equivalent to ∆M[σ] ≥ 2.

We find that ∆M[σ] . 10−4 for both set of binary/disc
parameters in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. Therefore, we can infer that

10 This should be reasonable as the chirp mass is the leading or-

der effect in the BHB evolution (see, e.g. Sathyaprakash & Schutz

2009).
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gas induces statistically insignificant bias when we recover the
source chirp mass for an alpha disc and for an extrapolated
super-Eddington disc (at z = 10). The systematic error due
to gas is negligible due to weak torques, and within the vari-
ance of the chirp mass measurement. However, if the source
has higher SNR, the bias will become more significant. One
can perform a more rigorous time-binning analysis to find
signatures of gas in the parameter estimation (see, e.g. Gair
et al. 2010).

One could also analyze only the beginning of the signal,
during which gas effects are most important as per Fig. 7.
This analyses could occur if one performs parameter esti-
mation ‘on the fly’ during the event observation, which will
happen during EM counterpart searches. Conversely, it could
also be considered a way to search for gas signatures after
the parameters are constrained post-merger. Hence, we con-
sider the early inspiral signal until the SNR accumulates to
8, which occurs within the first ∼ 3 years of the event to
enhance the gas-induced deviation in the GW waveform. We
still find similar bias in chirp mass estimate as the entire sig-
nal because the relatively lower SNR of the early inspiral part
also increases the measurement error, which compensates en-
hanced impact of the gas.

This section illustrates one does not need to consider the
gas-induced bias in chirp mass estimate during parameter
estimation because for all our system parameters, ∆M[σ]�
2.

5.3 The hottest and densest discs

In this section, we are interested in computing the minimum
surface density ΣMin and the minimum speed of sound cs,Min

(or, alternatively, minimum temperature11) that would lead
to an SNRδφ ≈ 8. In other words, we are looking for the crit-
ical gas values for distinguishing between purely GW-driven
inspiral and gas-affected evolution. The reason for this exer-
cise is to compute how strong the gas torque needs to be to
make dephasing detectable. Additionally, since the phase shift
scales with disc parameters via δφ ∝ Γvis ∝ Ṁ ∝ αΣM−2

a

then a detectable dephasing could be traced back to a con-
straint on the local gas quantities. One can also compare the
limiting values of density and temperature to what is ex-
pected in galactic nuclei or the centres of gas-rich halos that
may host these BH mergers.

Again, we assume Γgas = 10 Γvis to be the effective
gas torque during the binary evolution. Because SNRδφ ∝
δφgas ∝ Γgas ∝ ΣM−2

a , increasing the surface density or de-
creasing the Mach number would increase SNRδφ.12 In Fig. 8.
we show ΣMin and cs,Min (when the binary enters the LISA
window) for the same IMBHBs as in Fig. 2.

We can infer from this figure that, to detect phase shifts
due to gas in binaries with redshifts > 7, we need to have
extremely high density Σ & 107 g cm−2 or speed of sound cs &
3 × 108 cm s−1. This translates into having accretion rates
larger than 10ṀEdd for η = 0.1. The higher speed of sound
arises from our disc model assumption that a higher Ṁ , which

11 See Eq. (A3) for the relation between the speed of sound and

temperature.
12 This is assuming that the radiative efficiency η does not change,
and that the gas torque always scales with Ṁ .

(a)

(b)

Figure 8. For the same binaries as in Fig. 2: (a) the minimum
surface density and (b) the minimum speed of sound (when the

binary enters the LISA window) of a thin accretion disc required

to make the gas-induced dephasing detectable by LISA by having
SNRδφ ≈ 8.

leads to stronger torques, requires higher disc temperature
(or, lower Mach number).
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6 DISCUSSION

The detection of environmental signatures in GW waveforms
from massive BHBs will be a unique opportunity to probe
the surroundings of massive BHs, which we know very lit-
tle about. Uncertainties remain in the disc’s accretion flow,
especially at super-Eddington rates, and the exact gas con-
figuration and its properties are unknown in this regime. In-
ferring gas parameters – mainly density and temperature –
from GWs could constrain accretion models at small scales
(sub-pc separation). Most large-scale simulations of galactic
nuclei and/or of galaxy formation in a cosmological context
in the literature (see, e.g. De Rosa et al. 2019; Amaro-Seoane
et al. 2022 and references therein) do not spatially resolve
accretion on to the BHs. Instead, they assume some pre-
scription within an unresolved region around the BH, which
is usually larger than or equal to the BH’s Bondi radius
(rBondi ≡ 2GMBH/c

2
s ). Yet, the gas responsible for de-phasing

in this work is at a smaller (∼ 100 rs ∼ 10−4rBondi) scale
which is unresolvable in the EM domain. However, to con-
strain accretion flows at small scales using gas-induced de-
phasing in the GW waveform, we first require a model to con-
nect phase shift to the accretion rate Ṁ and then a prescrip-
tion to relate Ṁ to crucial disc parameters: density, temper-
ature, and α. In practice, we can only measure these param-
eters in a specific combination depending on the disc model,
which leads to degeneracies. State-of-the-art MHD simula-
tions of accretion discs around a 5× 108 M� SMBH suggest
that inner disc densities are ∼ 104−6 g cm−2 (Jiang et al.
2019b). However, it is unclear if we can extrapolate this to
discs around IMBHs. Present or future work that predicts gas
densities near coalescence of BH seeds or active dwarf galax-
ies (e.g. some future high-resolution simulation) could help
constrain gas imprints in GW detections by LISA.

Conventionally, it is assumed that GWs heavily dominate
the gas effects when binaries are in the late phase of the
GW-drive inspiral (less than ∼100 rs). Indeed, the amount of
gas contained within the binary orbit at those separations is
several orders of magnitude lower than the binary mass (in
our case, the enclosed gas mass is ∼10−4 M� within 100 rs

for a ∼105 M� binary). However, recent works have shown
that gas torques may be stronger than previously anticipated
(MacFadyen & Milosavljević 2008; Haiman et al. 2009; Duffell
et al. 2014; Farris et al. 2014; D’Orazio et al. 2016; Kanagawa
et al. 2018; Duffell et al. 2020; Muñoz et al. 2020; Tiede et al.
2020; Derdzinski et al. 2019, 2021). Haiman et al. (2009) were
amongst the first who argued that the gas torques can even
become comparable to the GW torque in the LISA band for
∼ 105 M� BHBs. Some of these works also predict both in-
ward and outward migration, as well as fluctuating torques on
massive BHBs, so that the overall outcome seems to be depen-
dent on gas parameters and is not yet fully understood. Fur-
thermore, more work is needed to model the late stage of in-
spiral in simulations that include both gas-driven torques and
orbital energy dissipation by GWs (Derdzinski et al. 2021).
Even if the orbital decay rate might be already controlled by
GW emission in this relatively late stage of binary evolution,
detecting deviations in a GW waveform due to gas would offer
a unique opportunity to constrain gas-driven torques at sub-
pc scales. Our work is thus an attempt to explore these effects
in a region of parameter space, that of IMBHBs, which, given

their low masses, will spend more time in this late inspiral
stage and have relatively high SNR.

Our results also have implications for IMBH seed growth
models. For instance, ∼105 M� IMBHs in the local Universe
can either be the remnant of gas-deficient heavy seeds formed
by direct collapse or the end point of repeated mergers and
accretion phases of light seeds occurring in a gaseous environ-
ment (Mezcua 2019). Therefore, the detection of gas-induced
signatures in GWs from coalescing BHs at high redshift with
masses consistent with light seeds could lend support to the
latter seeding model for IMBHs. Theoretical models of the
growth of light seeds such as Sassano et al. (2021) predict
mean BH accretion rates of ∼10−2–10 M� yr−1 at z ∼ 8–

10 and for a 105 M� BH, this is equivalent to ∼1–104 ṀEdd.

This suggests that our scaling of Ṁ in Section 5 is reasonable
and that, in principle, one could extend that to even higher
accretion rates. However, direct radiation-MHD simulations
of the accretion flow around an IMBH under the conditions
of galactic nuclei at high redshift will be ultimately needed to
calibrate phenomenological recipes for accretion in the super-
Eddington regime.

The environment at high redshift (when galaxies are still
in their early stages and are presumably more gas-dominated
than at low redshift) does differ from that of the local Uni-
verse. Regan & Haehnelt (2009) show that, at z ∼ 15, it is
difficult to have a gravitationally stable gas disc at the centre
of a DM halo. Yet at z ∼ 7–11, there are a handful of obser-
vations and multiple candidates of full-fledged galaxies (see,
e.g. Bouwens et al. 2015; Oesch et al. 2016, 2018), which, in
principle, suggest the possibility of a steady-state AGN ac-
cretion disc configuration at their galactic nuclei as it occurs
for galaxies at lower redshift. We also have several observa-
tions of AGN up to z ∼ 7 (Padovani et al. 2017). Indeed,
according to Mayer & Bonoli (2019), a merger of two gas-
rich galaxies at z > 6 leads to a formation of a gas accretion
disc with gas surface density ∼ 105−6 g cm−2 at the centre,
which is a similar value as in our disc solutions (see Fig. 3). If
halos hosting BHs merge, or if one halo forms multiple inter-
acting BHs (Regan et al. 2020), the interaction between BHs
and gas should be more dynamic. In this case, gas torques
on a binary are uncertain but likely stronger than in the
steady-state, sub-Eddington, low-mass discs we consider in
this study. Therefore, at earlier stages of galaxy formation,
our dephasing could be an underestimate. However, higher-
strength torques could lead to weaker gas imprints due to
faster BH binary coalescence.

Our results in Fig. 8 show that if LISA is indeed able to
detect dephasing in high-redshift IMBHBs, then we could in
principle measure the BH accretion rate. Depending upon
which birth environment we consider for a given BH seed
could provide us with information on accretion and feedback
scenarios. Also, the lack of a detected dephasing (Section 5.1)
places constraints on the accretion rates and strength of the
gas torque. If LISA detects an IMBHB and finds that there is
a dephasing, then in principle, it can be associated with the
gas torque the binary experiences during its evolution. Fur-
thermore, if this gas torque scales with Ṁ (as it does in our
model via the viscous torque), then the observed phase shift
is a direct measurement of the accretion rate Ṁ . However, if
there is no dephasing, then either there is no gas or the gas
torque (or Ṁ) is weak. Moreover, if we detect an EM counter-
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part of this GW event, then this implies accretion on to the
BHs. If there is no associated dephasing, then this is an upper
constraint on the local gas properties under the assumptions
of our model as per Fig. 8.

In the low-redshift Universe (z . 3), there are now sev-
eral candidates for accreting IMBHBs in the centres of dwarf
galaxies (see, e.g. Mezcua 2017; Greene et al. 2020). If any
of these are in binaries that fall into the LISA band (at sep-
aration below . 100 rs), gas signatures could be present in
the waveform. However, constraining the accretion rates and
understanding the gas disc parameters remains challenging.
Some studies find observational signatures of radiatively inef-
ficient accretion flows (Wang et al. 2013; Mościbrodzka et al.
2014), in which case the gas density and torques should be
weak. Also, generally dwarf galaxies have low central den-
sities, and indeed most of them do not have bulges (which
suggests that it is difficult to form an IMBHB), although a
few active ones appear to have a mass concentration at their
centre.

The gas torque expression we use in this study is Γgas =
ξΓvis = ξṀr2Ω, which, for a constant accretion rate, de-
pends upon the radial separation and orbital frequency as
Γgas ∝ r1/2 ∝ f−1/3. Therefore, the dephasing δφ, which de-
pends upon ṙgas ∝ r1/2Γgas, has a frequency dependence of
δφ ∝ f−13/3. This frequency scaling is not degenerate with
any standard PN order (Blanchet et al. 1995; Will & Yunes
2004) and a high-SNR event should be able to distinguish it
from PN corrections. However, attributing this dephasing to
just the impact of gas torques is not possible unless we better
understand different environmental effects on GWs, for exam-
ple, the accretion on to the BHs (Caputo et al. 2020), effects
of the thermal torque (Hankla et al. 2020), the presence of
DM halos overdensities (Kavanagh et al. 2020), and possible
third-body interactions (see, e.g. Samsing & D’Orazio 2018;
Bonetti et al. 2019; Zwick et al. 2021; Rozner & Perets 2022),
among others. Ideally, we should consider all of them in or-
der to obtain a comprehensive picture, but we leave that to
future work.

6.1 Caveats

A critical assumption for our detectability estimates in Sec-
tion 5 is that we will have accurate enough GW waveforms
for the source such that we can measure phase shifts of or-
der radians. In reality, this will be challenging because when
IMBHBs enter the LISA band, they will have non-negligible
eccentricity and effective spin. Currently, vacuum waveform
models do not span the whole range of possible spins and ec-
centricities. A tiny mismatch in the modelling of a waveform
can induce dephasing of several orders of magnitude, mak-
ing it difficult to constrain the actual gas-induced dephasing
(see, e.g. Porter & Sesana 2010; Huwyler et al. 2012). There-
fore, our results underline the necessity of developing accurate
waveform catalogs in order to probe source environments.

Spin and eccentricity were both not considered in our work,
while they could both play a role in the dynamics of the
IMBHs during the early phase of the inspiral, in turn af-
fecting the environmental signatures on the waveforms. The
spin-orbit coupling occurs at 1.5 PN order (Cutler & Flana-
gan 1994), whereas we assume a Newtonian treatment of the
dynamics. Most AGN/SMBHs observed by X-ray reflection
method are close to maximally spinning (Reynolds 2021),

which could be the case also for active dwarf galaxies. For
maximally spinning BHs, the total orbital angular momen-
tum (= µΩr2) of a BH binary with q ∼ 0.1 (hence in the
cavity regime) is about hundred times the absolute sum of
individual spin angular momenta contributions at 1.5 PN or-
der (= (vφ/c)

3(G/c)[M2
p + (qMp)2]) at ri, where gas effects

are strongest in the LISA band. For q ∼ 10−3, for which we
expect a gap, the ratio of orbital angular momentum to the
secondary BH spin angular momentum is close to a million.
Therefore, naively we expect properly aligned spin(s) to affect
the gas torques in the cavity regime more substantially than
the Type-II regime. Moreover, a recent 3D general relativis-
tic MHD simulation shows that the mini discs around BHs
when the binary carves out a cavity are more massive around
spinning BHs, suggesting that gas torques may change for
spinning BHs (Combi et al. 2021). A moderate eccentricity
could persist in the LISA band (see, e.g. Souza Lima et al.
2020; Cardoso et al. 2021; D’Orazio & Duffell 2021), which
could affect the gas flow around the IMBHBs, and therefore
the magnitude and direction of torques they are subject to.

We only consider the quadrupole mode in this work. How-
ever, higher-order modes affect the GW emission for the non-
spinning systems with mass ratios & 0.25 (see, e.g. Pekowsky
et al. 2013; Capano et al. 2014). Therefore, including higher-
order modes is an essential next step to get more accurate
results.

Another critical assumption in this work is the linear ad-
dition of the orbital evolution rate due to GWs and gas
(ṙ = ṙGW + ṙgas). While this should be reasonable for low
mass ratios (q ∼ 10−3; as suggested by Derdzinski et al.
2021), for which the gas torques do not evolve significantly
due to the GW-driven inspiral, it is less certain for higher
mass ratios. Tang et al. (2018) suggest that gas morphology
changes drastically as BHBs approach coalescence. Therefore,
high-resolution numerical simulations are needed to check the
validity of the linear addition of orbital evolution rates. Mo-
rover, if this assumption breaks down, then this will further
affect phase accumulation and parameter estimation.

Even in the simple case of non-spinning IMBHBs on circu-
lar orbits treated here, deviations from standard linear torque
theory may arise, such as torque variability on sub-orbital
time-scales or sign changes (as shown in Derdzinski et al.
2019, 2021). These will lead to more complex yet informative
signatures (Zwick et al. 2022), whose detectability in a pop-
ulation of IMBHBs with varying properties and redshift will
be studied in future work.

In Fig. 6, we consider super-Eddington accretion rates. The
critical assumption is that an IMBHB evolution event inside
a LISA four-year observation window coincides with a super-
Eddington accretion episode. While there is no work which
address this directly, Massonneau et al. (2022) show that the
duty cycle13 of such an episode for a central BH could be
as small as ∼ 0.01 if the AGN feedback for higher accretion
consists of both jet-like outflows and thermal energy release,
or it could be as high as ∼ 0.1 if the AGN feedback only re-
leases thermal energy. This makes the detection of dephasing
by LISA in high-redshift IMBHBs highly unlikely, unless the
accretion episode is triggered due to a merger of galaxies, in

13 The fraction of the time BH accretes at super-Eddington rates
in their simulation over 282 million years.
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which case the BHB formation can occur in the presence of
a large amount of gas. However, in the case of dwarf galax-
ies, AGN activity due to galaxy mergers seems to be not as
correlated as for the massive galaxies (Stierwalt et al. 2021).

6.2 Comparison to previous work

Most of the work on the dephasing in the LISA band due to
environmental effects is focused on EMRIs rather than near-
equal mass ratio BHBs. The primary motivation for this was
that EMRIs spend many more orbits away from the merger
in the LISA band, where it does not significantly chirp, and
GWs do not entirely overwhelm non-vacuum effects, allow-
ing the gas to impart detectable dephasing in the waveform.
Also, only recently we have found strong evidence for the ex-
istence of IMBHs, which suggests a more likely possibility of
IMBHBs. This work has shown that, if they exist, IMBHBs
have a similarly high number of cycles as EMRIs and enough
SNR to observe dephasing in the LISA band.

The earlier work on dephasing is by Yunes et al. (2011) and
Kocsis et al. (2011), who consider EMRIs and study them
assuming only a one year LISA observation window with dif-
ferent final separations. We computed dephasing assuming
their LISA and binary parameters (their model IIα) using our
setup in this work and found the same order-of-magnitude de-
phasing for the merger in the LISA band. Recent studies by
Derdzinski et al. (2019) and Derdzinski et al. (2021) have sim-
ilar LISA specifications as in this work, and their gas torque
is close to 0.1Γvis. They also obtain detectable dephasing only
if the surface density is larger than ∼ 104 g cm−2 for a 10−3

mass ratio binary.
Comprehensive work by Barausse et al. (2014) is devoted

to BHB evolution in a thin disc and the impact of self-gravity,
migration, and dynamical friction on the GW waveform.
While mainly focusing on EMRIs, they argue that their re-
sults can be extrapolated to near-equal massive BHBs to ob-
tain order-of-magnitude estimates. The effect of self-gravity
is not relevant in our case, as BHBs are much more massive
than the enclosed gas mass. In the migration case, they con-
sider both Type-I and Type-II migration only for a β thin
disc model (Sakimoto & Coroniti 1981), which has a higher
surface density than the α disc, and showed that while the
gas torques could be important with respect to GW torques,
massive binaries will destroy the disc, hence it is not relevant.
This is based on a classical argument that the gas does not fol-
low the binary till the merger, which has been recently shown
not to be the case in numerous CBD simulations discussed
before. Furthermore, while they did mention the possibility
of a CBD formation around a massive BH, they conclude
that the Type-II torque is only important outside the LISA
band. However, their detectability threshold (i.e. gas effects
are only relevant if the gas-to-GW torque ratio Γgas/ΓGW

is unity) sets the bar too high as the impact of weaker gas
torques (Γgas/ΓGW � 1) can also become significant if added
over many cycles in the LISA band as shown in this work. For
the regime of dynamical friction, they compute phase shifts
for BHBs, which are fully embedded in a thin disc, in their
last year before reaching ISCO in the LISA band. For our
fiducial parameters, dynamical friction suggests a phase shift
of ∼ 50000 radians using their methodology, which is much
higher than what we show in Fig. 5. However, we caution
that the dynamical friction estimate is not fully applicable in

this case. In fact, the gas mass within the orbit of the BHBs
at sub-pc scale separations is always much smaller than any
of the two BH masses, so that the disturbance that the sec-
ondary BH induces in the background cannot be treated as
a small density perturbation as assumed in Chandrasekhar’s
theory (Chandrasekhar 1942). Also, our BHB is not fully sub-
merged in the disc but instead creates a gap/cavity and leads
to a much weaker gas imprint.

7 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we study gas effects on IMBHBs (where
both companions have masses in the range of 102–105 M�)
via GWs. Our fiducial binary consists of two non-spinning
IMBHs in a circular orbit. We analyse this binary from the
moment it enters the LISA frequency band, which occurs
at a rest-frame binary separation of around 100 times the
Schwarzschild radius of the primary BH, to when it exits
the LISA band or the binary separation reaches the ISCO of
the primary BH. IMBHBs at redshifts 1–10 with mass ratios
10−3–10−1 spend ∼103–105 orbits with SNR ∼ 5–350 in the
LISA band (see Fig. 2). Therefore, if they exist, most of the
IMBHBs in this parameter space will be detectable by LISA
(assuming a detectability threshold of SNR ≥ 8). We embed
this binary at the centre of a thin gas disc (see Appendix A for
details) with a viscosity coefficient α = 0.01 and an accretion
rate Ṁ = 0.1ṀEdd. For central BH masses of 103–105 M�,
fiducial values of the Mach number Ma and surface density
Σ of the disc are 80 and 2 × 105 g cm−2, respectively (see
Fig. 3). We consider various masses, mass ratios, and red-
shifts relevant for IMBHBs. We itemize our findings below.

• IMBHBs embedded in a thin gas disc are expected to
be in a Type-II/cavity migration regime due to secondary
BH/binary opening a gap/cavity during its evolution in the
LISA band (see Section 4 and Appendix B).
• In the Type-II/cavity regime, we find the gas torque

scales with the viscous torque and the exact scaling 0.1 .
ξ . 10 depends non-linearly on the disc and binary parame-
ters (see Section 4).
• Gas-induced dephasing in the GW waveforms is de-

tectable by LISA for a subset of IMBHBs. For ξ = 0.1, up
to z ∼ 3 for q . 0.05. For ξ = 10, until z ∼ 7 for low mass
ratios q ≈ 10−3 or up to z ∼ 5 for q ≈ 0.1 (see Fig. 5). The
maximum observable phase shift is ∼96 radians, or ∼15 GW
cycles over an observation of ∼80000 cycles.
• Scaling our disc solutions to super-Eddington accretion

rates will make phase shifts for high-redshift binaries de-
tectable (see Fig. 6). While our disc solutions are no longer
applicable, our inference should give an order-of-magnitude
estimate.
• Using the simplified Fisher information matrix analysis,

we find that gas signatures on the recovered chirp mass of our
fiducial binary induce insignificant statistical bias irrespective
of the accretion rate (see Section. 5.2).
• If LISA indeed detects dephasing due to gas in GW wave-

forms of high-redshift IMBHBs, then this places a lower con-
straint on the disc surface density Σ & 107 g cm−2 or the
speed of sound cs & 3 × 108 cm s−1 under our model’s as-
sumptions (see Fig. 8).
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APPENDIX A: ACCRETION DISC SOLUTION

We adopt a geometrically thin, steady-state, sub-Eddington,
Keplerian accretion disc model around a single IMBH. The
model follows the inner disc equations in Derdzinski & Mayer
2022, similar to the model in Sirko & Goodman (2003). It
is essentially a solution of the Shakura & Sunyaev (1973)
thin disc equations that includes gas and radiation pressure.
As in Shakura & Sunyaev (1973), we adopt the turbulence-
motivated viscosity prescription, where the kinematic viscos-
ity ν = αc2s Ω−1 is parametrized by the coefficient α < 1.

The effective temperature at the disc surface arises from
internal heating via viscous dissipation and is related to the
constant accretion rate Ṁ via

σT 4
eff =

3

8π
Ω2Ṁ ′, (A1)

where σ is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and Ṁ ′ = Ṁ(1−
(rmin/r)

1/2), which arises from applying a zero-torque bound-
ary condition at the disc inner radius rmin (this ensures that
the viscous torque goes to zero at rmin). Assuming the disc
is in a steady state, the surface density is dependent on the
rate of viscous inflow:

Σ =
Ṁ ′

3πν
. (A2)

The speed of sound depends on both gas and radiation
pressure:

c2s =
pgas + prad

ρ
=

kB

µmH
Tmid +

1

3
arad

T 4
mid

ρ
, (A3)

where mH is the mass of hydrogen, kB is the Boltzmann con-
stant, arad is the radiation density constant, and we take the
mean molecular weight µ for an ionized gas to be 0.62.

Assuming that energy transport from the disc midplane to
the surface is radiative, the midplane temperature is

T 4
mid =

(
3

8
τopt +

1

2
+

1

4τopt

)
T 4

eff , (A4)
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where τopt = (1/2)κΣ is the optical depth. The Rosseland
mean opacity κ is computed by a piecewise function following
the form

κ = κ0ρ
aT b (A5)

where κ0, a, and b are defined over regimes of ρ and Tmid

following the fits from Bell & Lin (1994). In the regions of in-
terest for IMBHs, the relevant sources of opacity are electron
scattering and bound-free + free-free transitions.

The scale height h depends on the speed of sound by

h =
cs
Ω
, (A6)

which also determines the structure and volume density at
each radius by

ρ =
Σ

2h
. (A7)

This gives us a system of five equations with five variables:
ρ(r), Σ(r), Tmid(r), h(r), and cs(r), which can be solved nu-
merically at each radius r given a choice of central mass Mp,
accretion rate Ṁ , and viscosity coefficient α.

The disc can be described by a azimuthal Mach number
Ma = vφ/cs, where vφ is the azimuthal velocity. This can also
be written in terms of the disc scale height: Ma = r/h. For
simplicity, we describe our disc parameters with the surface
density Σ and the corresponding Mach number Ma, which
are both used typically in migration torque expressions. Ra-
dial profiles of these quantities are shown in Fig. 3 up to
1000 rs for α = 0.01, Ṁ = 0.1ṀEdd, and central masses
M = 103, 104, and 105 M�. Note that the gas temperature
implied by the accretion rate is primarily in the regime where
bound-free and free-free scattering dominate the opacity. For
the highest IMBH mass, the inner region of the disc transi-
tions to electron scattering (the transition is sharp due to the
adoption of piecewise opacity laws).

These profiles are used to inform the torque strengths and
gap/cavity opening estimates in Figs. 4. Given that the ra-
dial and BH mass dependence of Σ andMa is relatively weak,
in calculations where the system parameters are interpolated
across IMBH masses, we use the constant normalizations de-
fined in Eq. 9.

APPENDIX B: TYPE-I OR TYPE-II MIGRATION?

In this section, we are interested in finding the mass ratio at
which a given binary transitions from the Type-I to Type-II
migration regime. Therefore, we study three conditions dis-
cussed in the literature to determine when to expect the sec-
ondary BH to open up an annular gap in a gas disc and
whether it will influence the binary evolution.

First, we consider the standard Crida et al. (2006) crite-
rion for gap opening14. This arises from comparing gravity,
viscosity, and pressure, and expresses the fact that the gap is
opened when the gravitational torque exerted by the smaller
companion on the surrounding disc mass, which tends to push

14 This criterion has been further verified by Duffell & MacFadyen
(2013) for our choice of α = 0.01.

matter to larger distances, cannot be compensated by pres-
sure and/or viscous forces. It can be formulated as
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h

r

(
3

q

) 1
3

+
50ν

qΩr2
. 1 =⇒ 3

4

1
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(
3

q

) 1
3

+
50α

qM2
a

. 1. (B1)

For our fiducial parameters α = 0.01 and Ma = 80, above
criterion is satisfied for any q & 10−4. Therefore, for our
system parameters, we always expect a gap. However, even
if a gap is initially opened it may not be maintained during
migration or not sustained against viscous refilling. Hence,
we need to consider different time-scales.

The second condition expresses that it is still possible for
the secondary BH to escape the gap. Therefore, for the BH
to not cross its Horseshoe radius RHS ≡ 2.4r(q/3)1/3 (defined
as the gap width following Paardekooper & Papaloizou 2008;
Malik et al. 2015; Müller et al. 2018), its crossing time-scale
tcross ≡ RHS/|ṙ| (which represents the time taken by the sec-
ondary companion to migrate RHS) should be more than the
gap-opening time-scale tgap (Hourigan & Ward 1984). We de-
fine tgap as 10 times half of the libration time15 (Masset 2008).
Therefore, the estimate of the gap-opening time-scale is

tgap = 10× 2

3

r

RHS
t0 =⇒ tgap ≈ 8.6

( q

0.1

)− 1
3
t0, (B2)

where t0 ≡ 2π/Ω is the the orbital time period. It is impor-
tant to note that this time-scale only indicates the time taken
to clear out the gap, which could be much shorter than the
time required to reach a steady-state gap formation. How-
ever, for our fast in-spiraling GW-driven binary, we can take
this as a relevant gap-opening time-scale. Also, for a GW-
dominated binary, we can approximately take ṙ = ṙGW even
in the presence of gas due to weak gas torques as per Fig. 4.
This condition can be expressed as

tgap < tcross, (B3a)

=⇒ 1.59× 10−4
√

1 + q
( q

0.1

) 1
3

(
r

100rs[Mp]

)− 5
2

< 1.

(B3b)

The above criterion is satisfied for any mass ratio q we con-
sider in this work for separations r & 5rs[Mp].

The third condition states that, even if a gap can be opened
according to equation (B1), it can be refilled by viscous diffu-
sion. For it to not refill the gap, tgap should be smaller than
the viscous diffusion time-scale tvis ≡ R2

HS/ν which quantifies
the time taken to smooth out density gradients for a gap of
width RHS. Therefore, this condition is

tgap < tvis, (B4a)

=⇒ 1.42× 10−4
( q

0.1

)−1
(
Ma

80

)−2 ( α

0.01

)
< 1. (B4b)

This criterion is sensitive to both mass ratio and disc pa-
rameters. For α = 0.01 and Ma = 80, it is satisfied for any
q & 10−5. This is in agreement with Duffell & MacFadyen
(2013), who show that even a small secondary BH can open

15 Libration time is the time taken by a perturber to remove 10 per
cent of the disc mass inside its horseshoe radius RHS.
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a gap given suitable disc parameters. But for a higher vis-
cosity coefficient or a lower Mach number, Type-I to Type-II
transition happens for relatively higher mass ratios.

For our systems of interest both Eqs (B3b) and (B4b) are
always satisfied. Therefore, we do expect a gap to open, be
maintained during the secondary BH migration and sustained
against viscous refilling. Hence, binaries are in the Type-II
regime for q < 0.04 or, in the cavity regime for higher mass
ratios.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by

the author.
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