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Abstract

Recent developments in deep learning techniques have offered an alternative and complemen-

tary approach to traditional matched filtering methods for the identification of gravitational wave

(GW) signals. The rapid and accurate identification of GW signals is crucial for the progress of

GW physics and multi-messenger astronomy, particularly in light of the upcoming fourth and fifth

observing runs of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA. In this work, we use the 2D U-Net algorithm to identify

the time-frequency domain GW signals from stellar-mass binary black hole (BBH) mergers. We

simulate BBH mergers with component masses from 5 to 80M⊙ and account for the LIGO detector

noise. We find that the GW events in the first and second observation runs could all be clearly

and rapidly identified. For the third observing run, about 80% GW events could be identified. In

particular, GW190814, currently unknown, is a special case that can be identified by the network,

while other binary neutron star mergers and neutron star-black hole mergers can not be identified.

Compared to the traditional convolutional neural network, the U-Net algorithm can output the

time-frequency domain signal images rather than probabilities, providing a more intuitive inves-

tigation. Moreover, some of the results through U-Net can provide preliminary inference on the

chirp mass information. In conclusion, the U-Net algorithm can rapidly identify the time-frequency

domain GW signals from BBH mergers and potentially be helpful for future parameter inferences.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In 2015, the first detection of a gravitational wave (GW) signal GW150914 from a binary

black hole (BBH) merger initiated the new era of GW astronomy [1]. Moreover, it also

provided an important test for the existence of GW, which was predicted by Albert Ein-

stein in 1916 based on his general relativity [2]. On August 17th, 2017, the first detection

of a binary neutron star (BNS) merger event GW170817 [3], together with its electromag-

netic (EM) counterparts, opened the era of multi-messenger astronomy [4]. So far, the

LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA collaboration [5–7] has detected 90 GW events from compact binary

coalescences (CBCs) [8–12]. The study of GW has important applications in fundamental

physics, astronomy, and cosmology. For example, GWs could be used to test general relativ-

ity [13–20], understand the origins and distributions of astrophysical CBC sources [21–24],

and measure cosmological parameters [25–30] (especially for providing an independent mea-
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surement of the Hubble constant using the standard siren method, which is widely discussed

in the literature [31–78]).

The traditional matched filtering techniques have achieved great success in the detection

of GWs in the past years [79] and the performance of the matched filtering technique is

considered optimal. Searches with two different latencies are performed: online and offline

searches, as described in Ref. [80]. Online searches are performed in near real-time during

the data collection process, while offline searches are conducted later using the final, cali-

brated, and cleaned dataset. Online analysis allows for the rapid release of candidate-related

public alerts for searching multi-messenger counterparts. Offline analysis includes improved

background statistics and extensive data calibration, review, and adjustment. At the same

time, with relaxed latency requirements, offline analysis can perform more computationally

expensive calculations to enhance the ability to separate signals from the background noise.

Due to these factors, offline analysis is more sensitive than online analysis. Online searches

are rapid, but the ability to separate signals from the background noise are not as strong

as offline searches. Furthermore, both of these searches demand substantial computational

resources. Nevertheless, deep learning can serve as a complementary approach to validate

results generated by the low-latency workflow. In addition, because of the generalization

of deep learning [81], deep learning is hopeful to identify the GW signals beyond the GW

template, which is expected to be verified by future GW templates. More importantly, deep

learning is known for its low computational resource requirements.

Deep learning is a class of algorithms for machine learning. The basic principle of deep

learning is to use a multi-layer neural network to gradually extract features from the original

input data and make predictions. Thanks to the rapid development of graphics processing

unit technology, deep learning techniques have gradually been widely used in various fields

in recent years [82–85]. The main advantage of using deep learning to identify GW signals

is that the algorithm can be pre-trained using a library of known waveform templates and

detector noise. When running an online search, the trained network can be quickly loaded,

allowing rapid and efficient identification of GW sources.

Recently, GW astronomy based on deep learning algorithms has been intensively dis-

cussed in the literature [81, 86–121]. Among them, Refs. [81, 103–121] focused on the

identification of GW signals, and most works were based on the time domain analysis. In

fact, because the signal strength characteristic of GW is weak, it would be sub-optimal to
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use 2D data in the analysis of GW detection [103]. However, many networks work better

with 2D images. To get a higher true alarm rate, and a lower false alarm rate, we con-

duct analysis in the time-frequency domain. Therefore, the identification of time-frequency

domain analysis of GW based on deep learning is also very important, which is discussed

in Refs. [90, 122–124]. The 2D U-Net algorithm [125] has advantages in image processing,

which performs quite well in removing foreground contaminations entangled with radio tele-

scope’s systematic effects in neutral hydrogen 21 cm intensity mapping survey [126, 127].

Given the advantage of U-Net in image processing and the similar challenges of identifying

the extremely faint neutral hydrogen signals and distinguishing GW signals from noise (GW

detection and neutral hydrogen 21 cm intensity mapping survey both extract weak signals

from strong background noise), it naturally motivates us to explore the potential of the 2D

U-Net algorithm in identifying time-frequency domain GW signals from BBHs.

In this work, we wish to explore the potential of the U-Net algorithm to identify the

GW signals. Different from the traditional convolutional neural network (CNN) algorithm,

the U-Net algorithm can output images rather than probabilities, enabling a more intuitive

investigation from the time-frequency domain signal. Our goal is to train the network that

can directly output the GW signal image in the time-frequency domain. Given that the

currently detected GW signals are mainly BBH mergers, we focus on the identifications

of BBH mergers. We begin by training the network using simulated BBH signals and

subsequently apply the trained network to real observations. Moreover, this is the first work

to perform time-frequency domain analysis and apply the network to the O3 observations.

Through this work, we aim to shed light on the possibility of using U-Net to identify the

GW signals from the BBH mergers. As for the BNS and neutron star–black hole (NSBH)

mergers, we leave for our future work.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the methodology used in this

work. In Sec. III, we report the identification results of the trained network in the simulation

data and the O1, O2, and O3 data. The conclusion is given in Sec. IV.
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FIG. 1: Single mass (m1, m2) and SNR of the training data. Note that we show only 3/20 data

for simplicity.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Dataset assembly

In this work, we focus on the GW signals produced by BBH mergers. We generate two

datasets of 20000 samples each for training. One is the dataset of pure background noise and

the other is the dataset of GW signal and background noise. For the simulated GW signal,

we adopt the numerical relativity waveform SEOBNRv4opt [128] (an optimized version of

SEOBNRv4 [129]) generated by PyCBC [130]. For the background noise, we select segments

of data from the publicly available O1, O2, and O3 data where no GW events were detected.

The synthetic data can be written as

s(t) = h(t) + n(t), (1)

where h(t) is the GW signal and n(t) is the background noise.

The duration of the training dataset is 8 s (we set the merger-time range for the GW
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signal to [6.75, 7.25] s) and the sampling rate is 4096 Hz. All the data are whitened and

passed through a pass filter with a frequency in the range of [30, 900] Hz. Due to the edge

effect of the pass filter, for the data in the edge 0.25 s, we set the data to zero. Subsequently,

we utilize the short-time Fourier transform and apply a Hanning window to transform the

signals into the time-frequency domain for analysis. Specifically, the window length is set to

0.1 s and the overlap is half the window length. We preprocess our data to fit the network’s

required dimensions, setting both the time and frequency bins to 160. Subsequently, we

apply maximum normalization to each image through dividing all pixel values by the image’s

highest pixel value, ensuring the maximum pixel value in each image is normalized to 1.

The simulated GW parameters are shown in Table I. Note that the distance is a fixed

value, but we rescale the simulated waveform to match SNR, which is randomly chosen in

the range of [5, 30], shown in Fig. 1. For the same SNR, the smaller-mass BBHs produce

smaller strains, and thus they are difficult to identify. In order to improve the ability of the

network to identify signals within the insensitive ranges, we train the network with more

low-mass signals (the number of 5 M⊙ is 5 times more than 80 M⊙). For SNR, we also

adopt the same treatment, we train the network with more low-SNR signals (the number of

SNR = 5 is 5 times more than SNR = 30).

Here we emphasize that the detections of BNS mergers are also important, particularly for

the observations of the follow-up electromagnetic counterparts, which could greatly advance

the fields of multi-messenger astronomy and the standard siren cosmology. In this work, we

only consider the BBH mergers for two reasons. First, in order to ensure the robustness of

the algorithm, we need as many verification sets as possible. Given that the current detected

CBCs by LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA are mainly BBH mergers, they serve as suitable candidates

for testing and validating our methods. Second, due to the extended duration of BNS

merger detections compared to BBH mergers, the data dimension is relatively high. Without

employing PCA for dimensionality reduction, the dataset requirements would experience

exponential growth. Consequently, BNS mergers should be treated with dedicated networks

and separately with BBH [116, 131].
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TABLE I: Distribution of simulated GW waveform parameters. Note that other parameters not

mentioned are set to zero for simplicity.

Parameter Uniform distribution

Component masses m1,m2 ∈ [5, 80] M⊙

Right ascension φ ∈ [0, 2π]

Declination θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2]

Polarization angle ψ ∈ [0, 2π]

Injection SNR SNR ∈ [5, 30]

B. U-Net architecture

The typical use of convolutional networks is on classification tasks, where the output of

the image is a single class label. However, in many visual tasks, it is not enough to assign a

single class label to an entire image. Instead, the desired output should include pixel-level

localization, where a class label is assigned to each individual pixel. The U-Net algorithm

can achieve this through semantic segmentation, which is an approach for identifying the

class of an object for each pixel. The approach is particularly useful for tasks such as object

detection, where the precise location and shape of the object of interest need to be identified.

The U-Net network is a CNN originally developed for biomedical image segmentation

[125]. While based on CNN, it has undergone significant structural modifications. Unlike

the standard CNN architecture, U-Net includes many feature channels in the upsampling

part,1 allowing the network to propagate contextual information to higher resolution layers

through a series of transpose convolutions.2 The main idea behind U-Net is to add successive

1 It refers to any technique that allows an image to be changed to a higher resolution. The simplest way is

resampling and interpolating: rescale the input image to a desired size, count the pixels at each point, and

use interpolation methods such as bilinear interpolation to interpolate the remaining points to complete

the upsampling process.
2 Each convolutional layer is composed of a specified number of kernels. Each kernel multiplies the input

feature values with weights and adds the biases to obtain outputs. Different kernels get different parameter

values after training.
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FIG. 2: The training process of CNN with U-Net architecture. Here each color represents a

structure in the U-Net network, where yellow cubes represent the convolutional layers and ReLU

sections, red cubes represent pooling layers in down-sampling, blue cubes represent the transposed

convolutional layers, and grey cubes represent connection layers. The visualization is made with

the PlotNeuralNet library [132].

layers to the traditional contracting network, replacing the convergence operation with an

upsampling operation. This leads to an increase in output resolution, as these layers produce

a U-shaped structure that is almost symmetric with the contracted part.

The network architecture is illustrated in Fig. 2. It consists of a contracted path (left side)

and an extended path (right side). The contracting path follows the typical architecture of

a convolutional network. It consists of the repeated application of a 3 × 3 convolutions

(unpadded convolutions), each followed by a rectified linear unit (ReLU) and a 2 × 2 max

pooling3 operation with stride 2 for downsampling. At each downsampling step, we double

the number of feature channels. Every step in the expansive path consists of an upsampling

3 This layer scans the data according to a specified stride within a window of a certain length. Then, it

outputs the maximum value of the data in each scanning window.
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of the feature map followed by a 2×2 convolution that halves the number of feature channels,

a concatenation with the corresponding cropped feature map from the contracting path, and

two 3× 3 convolutions, each followed by a ReLU. The cropping is necessary due to the loss

of border pixels in every convolution. At the final layer, a 1× 1 convolution is used to map

each 64-component feature vector to the desired number of classes. In total, the network

has 3 convolutional layers.

The flowchart of network is shown in Fig. 3. Whenever a time-frequency domain image is

sent to the network, it outputs a noise-reduced image. If the image includes a GW signal, the

signal will be highlighted; otherwise, the image will appear almost blank, with pixel values

close to zero, rather than exactly zero. For large test datasets, we analyze by extracting the

maximum pixel value from each image and comparing it with a predetermined threshold.

Images with maximum values exceeding this threshold are considered to contain a GW

signal, whereas those below are deemed signal-free.

FIG. 3: Flowchart of network used in this work. The observed signal [133] (GW signal+noise or

noise only) is processed by the U-Net algorithm. If the GW signal is present, the GW signal image

will be outputted. If there is no signal, an empty signal image will be outputted.

C. Training

During the training process, the coefficients of the neural network are determined. To

assign initial random values to the CNN parameters, we use the “Xavier” initialization,

which is designed to keep the scale of gradients roughly the same in all layers. Then, we

use the binary cross-entropy loss function to evaluate the deviation between the predicted

values and the actual values in the training data.

The key component of CNN is the convolutional layer, which applies a set of filters to the
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TABLE II: Description of the hyperparameters in the U-Net architecture design.

Hyperparameter Description Prior value Optimum value

η learning rate for optimizer 10−3, 10−4, 10−5, 10−6 10−5

ω weight decay for optimizer 10−4, 10−5, 10−6, 10−7 10−5

nfilter initial number of convolution filters 16, 32 32

b batch size 32,64 32

Ω optimizer for training Adam, NAdam NAdam

input. The network consists of a series of stacked layers. In the first convolutional layer, we

set the number of convolution kernels to 32. The kernel size determines the convolutional

field of view and is fixed at 3 × 3. To maintain the output dimensionality, we employ the

same padding method for both convolutions and transpose convolutions to handle sample

boundaries. The stride determines the kernel traversal step size on the images. We use the

default stride settings of 1 in convolutions and 2 in transpose convolutions.

Our selected U-Net architecture is trained end-to-end to the signal identification using

the simulated data introduced in Sec. IIA. The details of the hyperparameters used in this

work are listed in Table II. The prior value is the value we used during the training process

which can get a high true alarm rate with a threshold to be 0.5, and the optimum value is

the value we finally selected which has the best ROC. The NAdam optimizer4 is used in the

analysis with the default TensorFlow parameters [134]. The hyperparameters are carefully

fine-tuned to optimize the network. The batch size is optimized to 32 and the number of

initial convolution filters is optimized to 32, both of which are limited by the GPU memory.

The learning rate5 is set to 10−5, and weight decay is 10−4. We set dropout to be 0.2 and

4 In the process of deep learning backpropagation, the optimizer guides each parameter of the loss function

(objective function) to update the appropriate size in the right direction, so that the updated parameters

make the value of the loss function (objective function) approach the global minimum continuously.
5 In machine learning and statistics, the learning rate is a tuning parameter in an optimization algorithm

that determines the step size at each iteration while moving toward a minimum loss function.
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TABLE III: GW events that are not considered in this work.

Name Event type

GW170817 BNS

GW190425 BNS

GW190814 NSBH

GW190917 114630 NSBH

GW191219 163120 NSBH

GW200105 162426 NSBH

GW200115 042309 NSBH

GW200210 092254 NSBH

use batch normalization6 to make the mean and variance of the input data distribution of

each layer in U-Net within a certain range. The total number of trainable parameters is

3.1 × 106. We apply a ReLU activation in every convolution. At last, we adopt the 200

epoch calculation scheme to improve our results.

At the end of every epoch, the performance of the network during the training is evaluated

by average accuracy for the networks on each mini-batch. The training process is done within

6 hours on 4 NVIDIA GeForce RTX A6000 GPUs, each with 48 GB of memory.

The identification times for 173 GW signals7 is 0.1868 s, meaning that the identification

time for each GW signal is about 1 ms. On the other hand, compared to the matched

filtering method, U-Net can save computation resources.

6 In the training process of each batch after the data passes through the activation layer, the activation

value of each batch of data is normalized. In other words, the average value of the sample data of each

batch is normalized to 0 and the variance is normalized to 1. The purpose of this step is to make the result

of batch normalization the same as the original input data, which maintains the possibility of retaining

the original structure.
7 Note that we consider the GW signals from both LIGO Hanford and LIGO Livingston. We consider 86

GW signals for LIGO Hanford and 87 signals for LIGO Livingston.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Simulation results
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FIG. 4: Network robustness on m with repect to SNR. Note that we consider the equal-mass

BBH mergers.

We first study the ability of the network in GW detections considering the single mass m

and SNR. In the training dataset, we consider the equal-mass BBH mergers, the BH mass

is sampled in the range of [5, 80] M⊙, and SNR is sampled in the range of [5, 30]. After 100

epochs of training, the accuracy of the test dataset is 90%. In order to show the ability of

the network, we show the results in Fig. 4 with m and SNR in the ranges of [5, 80] M⊙ and

[4, 32], respectively. We find that the network performs well in the high-mass and high-SNR

regions, but not well in the low-mass and low-SNR regions. Therefore, for the lower-SNR

region (4 < SNR < 5), the network also performs not well. The prime cause is that the

network is more effective for handing short signals. As the mass decreases, the GW signals

last longer and become buried within the characteristics of the random noise. In other words,

because SNR is integrated throughout the GW signals, at the same SNR, short signals have
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TABLE IV: Testing the robustness of networks to GW signals added to noise at different times .

Time (s) True alarm probability

6.75 0.9840

6.90 0.9880

7.00 0.9910

7.10 0.9884

7.25 0.9754

higher strain values than those of long signals. Therefore, it is easier to identify the short

signals. For the high-mass and low-SNR regions, the network performs better. Concretely,

the network performs well when the single mass is higher than 9 M⊙ and SNR is greater

than 8.

We second test the robustness of networks where GW signals are added to noise at

different times. We select several fixed signal added times [6.75, 6.9, 7, 7.1, 7.25] s to test

whether the network can identify signals with different added times. We generate nearly

20,000 samples. The true alarm probability is shown in Table IV. We use the maximum

pixel value in the image predicted by the network to compare with a threshold which is set

to 0.5. We also generate nearly 20,000 pure noise samples and the false alarm probability is

0.0038.

By training the network with the LIGO noise data in O1, O2, and O3, we use the test

dataset for the final evaluation of the network. In Fig. 5, we show the receiver operating char-

acteristic (ROC) curve, which illustrates the diagnostic ability of a binary classifier system

[135]. When the discrimination threshold changes, the ROC curve reflects the proportion

of positive samples correctly identified (True alarm probability) versus the proportion of

negative samples incorrectly identified (False alarm probability) [136]. In this work, when

the true alarm probability of O3 test data exceeds 0.94, the threshold is 0.51. In addition,

the false alarm probability of the network is better than 0.1%, which is comparable with the

network in the recent literature [113, 115, 137].
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FIG. 5: Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve of the network trained by the LIGO noise

data in O1, O2, and O3.

B. Robustness test of U-Net

In the process of identifying GW signals, as a typical non-stationary noise for GW de-

tectors, glitches often have a great impact on the matched filtering method. Glitches may

also have an impact on the false alarm rate of U-Net. Hence, in this subsection, we test the

impact of the glitches on the false alarm rate of the network which is not trained on glitches

before.

We choose the blip glitches as the representative of the glitches. Blip glitches are very

short-duration transients (O(10) ms) and have a wide frequency bandwidth (O(100) Hz)

[138]. We choose the blip glitches for two reasons, (i) the blip glitches is common in the

GW data, and (ii) the blip glitches in the time-frequency domain is similar to the high-mass

BBH mergers, and thus it can be mistaken for a real GW signal [138, 139].

We used the trained network to identify the blip glitches. Concretely, we chose the blip-
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like glitches from the LIGO data. Then we placed the glitches at different times and used

the trained network to identify them. As mentioned above, if the network does not identify

the signal, an empty signal image will be outputted. We randomly tested 200 glitches and

6 glitches were identified as signals. In other words, the false alarm rate is about 3% for the

blip-like glitch. In Fig. 6, we show three typical blip-like glitches at different times and the

prediction results of U-Net. The blip glitches are relatively similar to the waveform of GW

at the merge-time, and both resemble the shape of a chirp signal. This might be the reason

behind the high false alarm rate.
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FIG. 7: The time-frequency representation of GW signals of O1 and a portion of O2 identified by

the trained network, with the remaining O2 signals presented in Appendix A. In the event names,

H and L represent the signals from LIGO Hanford and LIGO Livingston, respectively.

C. Application to the real observations

We apply the trained network to the O1 and O2 data. In this subsection, we shall report

the identification results. We test the real GW events by placing the signal around 7 s to

make it easier to confirm the results. For each GW event, we identify the GW signals from

LIGO Hanford and LIGO Livingston. Due to the low SNR of some GW signals, there will

be missed detections during identification. Hence, we adopt the form of the union of LIGO
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FIG. 8: The time-frequency representation of GW signals of O3 identified by the trained network

are partially presented, with the remaining O3 signals presented in Appendix A. Note that in

order to clearly show the identified results of O3, for each GW signal, we set the lower limit of the

colorbar to 0, and the upper limit of the colorbar is determined by the maximum value of each

event. For clarity, we only show the GW signals from 6 s to 8 s. For each GW signal, we only show

the better-identified signal from LIGO Livingston or LIGO Hanford for simplicity.

Hanford and LIGO Livingston, i.e., we consider the signal identified as long as it is detected

by either of the two detectors. Note that in the present work, we consider the identification

of the GW signals from BBH mergers, so GW events involving NSs are not considered in

this work (summarized in Table III).

In Fig. 7, we show the time-frequency representation of GW signals of O1 and O2 iden-

tified by the trained network. We can see that all the GW events are identified by the

network. In fact, we also test the network by identifying BNS mergers and find that the
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FIG. 9: The time-frequency representation of GW signals of the GW191204 171526 (chirp mass

Mchirp = 19.21 M⊙) and GW190519 153544 (chirp mass Mchirp = 100 M⊙) identified by the

network.
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FIG. 10: The time-frequency representation of GW signal of the GW190814 identified by the

network.

network is unable to identify them, which is consistent with our expectations. From the

figure, we can also see that the identified signals obtained from the network are also differ-

ent for different GW events. The prime cause is that the time-frequency signals of GW for

different chirp masses are different. This also means that the time-frequency representation

of GW signals identified by U-Net may be used to preliminarily determine the chirp masses

of the GW sources. Previous work shows that the prior selection of the GW parameter has

an important impact on the Bayesian inference [140]. Our results show that the network

can not only rapidly and accurately identify the GW signals, but also provide great help for

the later Bayesian inferences.

Subsequently, we apply the trained network to the identification of the O3 data. In Fig. 8,
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we show the time-frequency representation of GW signals of O3 identified by the trained

network. We can see that the trained network shows a strong ability to identify GW signals.

The identified ability of O3 is better than that of O2 because we use the background noise of

O3 to train. 58 GW signals are clearly identified through the network. Note that for O3, we

consider a total of 73 GW signals for analysis and only show the identified results. About

80% (79.3%) GW signals of O3 could be rapidly and accurately identified. In Fig. 9, we show

the time-frequency GW signals of the GW191204 171526 (chirp mass Mchirp = 19.21 M⊙)

and GW190519 153544 (chirp mass Mchirp = 100 M⊙) identified by the trained network.

We could see that the lower-mass GW signals have a longer duration in the time-frequency

representation, so they exhibit a shape similar to a “tail”. While the higher-mass GW signals

have a shorter duration and therefore appear as a sharp peak. It also means that the trained

network shows the potential of providing mass priors. But when the network cuts out noise,

it also cuts out part of the signal. Signals without a small tail may still have a small chirp

mass. Here we want to emphasize that if we could see a long tail almost to the far left of the

picture like GW190728 064510 (chirp mass Mchirp = 8.6 M⊙) and GW191103 012549 (chirp

mass Mchirp = 8.34 M⊙) in Fig. 11, and GW191204 171526 (chirp mass Mchirp = 8.55 M⊙)

and GW191216 213338 (chirp mass Mchirp = 8.33 M⊙) in Fig. 12, a prior judgment can be

made that the chirp mass of this kind of signal is below 10 M⊙. If we could see a tail but

not long like GW190412 (chirp mass Mchirp = 13.3 M⊙) in Fig. 11, another prior judgment

can be made that the chirp mass of this kind of signal is below 35 M⊙.

Our results show the potential of the U-Net algorithm in identifying time-frequency GW

signals and providing mass priors in the future. In addition, we also use the trained network

to identify BNS mergers, NSBH mergers, and some uncertain events. We find that our

network can not identify BNS and NSBH mergers, which is also in line with our expectations.

However, GW190814 (the lightest BH or the heaviest NS) [141] is a special event that is

successfully identified by our network, as shown in Fig. 10.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we use the U-Net algorithm to identify time-frequency GW signals of LIGO

O1, O2, and O3 observations. We trained the network using the dataset of pure background

noise signals and the dataset of GW signal and background noise signal. In the test dataset,
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the false alarm probabilities for O1, O2, and O3 are all better than 0.1%. The trained

network is then used to identify the real observations. The time-frequency representation of

GW signals of O1 and O2 are all identified. Moreover, due to the fact that the time-frequency

representation of GW signals for different chirp masses are different, the identified time-

frequency representation of GW signals by U-Net can be used to preliminarily determine

the chirp masses of the GW sources. For O3, the trained network could identify about

80% GW events. Our results show that the U-Net algorithm could rapidly identify the

time-frequency representation of GW signals from BBH mergers and provide rapid prior

information for the Bayesian inferences. In addition, GW190814 is a special event that

can also be identified by the network (other BNS mergers and NSBH mergers cannot be

identified).
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FIG. 11: Same as Fig. 7, but for the remaining time-frequency representation of GW events from

GW170809 to GW170823.
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FIG. 12: Same as Fig. 8, but for the remaining time-frequency representation of GW events from

GW190719 215514 to GW191105 143521.
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FIG. 13: Same as Fig. 8, but for the remaining time-frequency representation of GW events from

GW191109 010717 to GW200216 220804.
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FIG. 14: Same as Fig. 8, but for the remaining time-frequency representation of GW events from

GW200219 094415 to GW200322 091133.
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