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Atom interferometers (AIs) as gravitational-wave (GW) detector had been proposed a decade
ago. Both ground and space-based projects will be in construction and preparation in a near future.
In this paper, for the first time, we investigate the potential of the space-borne AIs on detecting
GW standard sirens and hence the applications on cosmology. We consider AEDGE as our fiducial
AI GW detector and estimate the number of bright sirens that would be obtained within a 5-years
data-taking period. We then construct the mock catalogue of bright sirens and predict their ability
on constraining such as the Hubble constant, dynamics of dark energy, and modified gravity theory.
The preliminary results show that there should be of order O(30) bright sirens detected within 5
years observation time by AEDGE. The bright sirens alone can measure H0 with precision 2.1%,
which is sufficient to arbitrate the Hubble tension. Combining current most precise electromagnetic
experiments, the inclusion of AEDGE bright sirens can improve the measurement of equation of
state of dark energy, though marginally. However, by modifying GW propagation on cosmological
scales, the deviations from general relativity (modified gravity theory effects ) can be constrained
at 5.7% precision level, which is two times better than by 10-years operation of LIGO, Virgo and
KAGRA network.
I.

INTRODUCTION

The laser interferometer (LI) experiment of gravitational waves (GWs) conducted by LIGO/Virgo has
achieved great success in the past five years. Up to now,
LIGO has reported more than 50 confirmed GW events
produced by the merger of the binary black holes (BBH),
of the binary neutron stars (BNS), and of the neutron
star-black hole binary (NS-BH) [1–5]. Especially, the first
joint observation of GW from a BNS with its electromagnetic counterpart (EM) has opened the new era of multimessenger astronomy [2, 6, 7]. GWs as the novel signal
play significant roles in modern cosmology, astrophysics
and fundamental physics (see reviews [8–16], and a very
recent review of the progress in GW physics [17]). In the
next few years, the second generation ground-based GW
detector network HLVKI (consisting of advanced LIGOHanford, advanced LIGO-Livingston, advanced Virgo,
KAGRA and LIGO-India) will be in operation. On a
longer timescale, around the 2030s the third-generation
ground-based detectors such as Einstein Telescope (ET) 1
and Cosmic Explorer (CE) 2 , and the space interferometer LISA 3 will start to work. During the same time,
Chinese space-based GW detectors like Taiji [18, 19] and
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Tianqin [20] would also be launched. We expect a joint
network of LI GW experiments from ground to space in
the coming two decades.
For ground-based detectors typically their sensitive frequencies are f > 10 Hz, while for space-based experiments f < 0.1 Hz. Atom interferometers (AIs) are the
candidates to probe GW in the Deci-Hz gap between
LIGO/Virgo and LISA. The concept of AI GW detector
has been proposed a decade ago [21–24]. The groundbased AI detector projects such as MAGIS [25] in US,
ZAIGA [26] in China and AION [27] in UK are in preparation. The space-based AEDGE [28] has been proposed
as a long-term plan.
AIs can be used as probes for both dark matter and
gravitational waves (see the introductions in [25, 27, 28]).
Several specific research of AIs such as the localization
of GW sources [29] and the constraints of the deviations from general relativity (GR) [30] have been investigated. The GW frequency range of AIs between 0.01
and a few Hz is ideal for observation of mergers involving
intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs) with masses in
the range 100 to 105 solar masses. However it can also observe the early stage of the inspiral of the BBH and BNS
(see examples in [29, 30]. Take the space-borne AEDGE
as an example, the motion of the detectors around the
Sun as well as in Earth orbit would provide a very precise angular localization thus providing early warning of
possible upcoming multimessenger events. There could
be significant synergies between AEDGE measurements
and observations in other frequency ranges by such as
LISA, LIGO and ET.
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In this paper, to fill the gap in cosmological applications of AIs, we would like to investigate the potential
of the standard sirens detected by AIs GW detector in
cosmology and modified gravity theory. We focus on the
bright sirens, i.e., BNS associated with a EM counterpart. The coincidence of GW and EM observations is the
most straightforward way to obtain both the luminosity
distance and redshift information thus constructing the
dL − z relation for the cosmological constraint. We use
the space-borne AEDGE as our default AI GW detector. The basic design of AEDGE requires two satellites
operating along a single line-of-sight and separated by a
long distance. The payload of each satellite will consist
of cold atom technology as developed for state-of-the-art
atom interferometry and atomic clocks [28]. This project
assumes a minimum data-taking time of 3 years, which
requires a mission duration of at least 5 years, while 10
years would be an ultimate goal. As a first step, we
would like to see how many BNS and the joint GW+EM
events can be detected by AEDGE in the future, and
with these events how precisely one can measure the cosmological parameters such as the Hubble constant and
constrain the feature of dark energy and deviations from
GR.
The structure of this paper is as follows. In section II we construct the catalogue of the bright sirens by
AEDGE in 5-years operation time and Hubble diagram is
built accordingly. We then apply the mock bright sirens
to several applications in cosmology in section III. We are
pretty interested in the measurement of Hubble constant,
the constraints of the dynamics of dark energy, and the
modified gravity. Finally, we draw the conclusions and
give some discussions in IV.
II.

CONSTRUCTION OF BNS BRIGHT SIRENS

Following [31–33], we adopt the formation rate of massive binaries Rm by assuming a exponential time delay
distribution P (td , τ ) = τ1 exp(−td /τ ) with an e-fold time
of τ = 100 Myr [31],
Z ∞
dtf
Rm (zm ) =
Rf (zf )P (td ) .
(1)
dzf
dz
f
zm
Here tm (or the corresponding redshift zm ) and tf are
the look-back time when the systems merged and formed.
td = tf − tm is the time delay. Rf is the formation rate
of massive binaries and we assume it is proportional to
the Madau-Dickinson (MD) star formation rate [34],
ψMD = ψ0

(1 + z)α
,
1 + [(1 + z)/C]β

(2)

with parameters α = 2.7, β = 5.6 and C = 2.9. The
coefficient ψ0 is the normalization factor which is determined by the BNS rate we set at z = 0. We adopt
Rm (z = 0) = 920 Gpc−3 yr−1 which is the median rate
estimated from the O1 and O2 LIGO/Virgo observation

run [3] and assume a Gaussian distribution of the mass
of neutron stars. It is also consistent with the first half
O3 run [4]. Then we can convert the merger rate per
volume in the source frame to merger rate density per
unit redshift in the observer frame
Rz (z) =

Rm (z) dV (z)
,
1 + z dz

(3)

where dV /dz is the comoving volume element.
Having the BNS merger rate Rz (z) in Eq. 3, we can
first sample of the BNS mergers from redshift 0 to 0.5
in a Monte-Carlo way. For every merger, we assign the
sky location (θ, φ) and inclination angle ι from isotropic
distribution. The polarization ψ, component masses of
BNS are drawn from the uniform distribution, i.e., ψ ∈
[0, 2π) and m1 , m2 ∈ [1, 2]M . Then we can calculate
the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in the inspiral phase
Z
5 (GMc )5/3 F 2 fmax f −7/3
2
df
ρ =
,
(4)
6 c3 π 4/3 d2L (z) fmin
Sn (f )
where Mc = (m1 m2 )3/5 /(m1 + m2 )1/5 (1 + z) is the redshifted chirp mass. dL is the luminosity distance. Sn (f )
is the one-sided noise power spectral density (PSD) of
detector. The factor 2F 2 is to characterize the detector
ι)
response, F 2 = (1+cos
F+2 + cos2 ιF×2 . F+ and F× are
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the antenna response functions to the + and × polarizations of GW. For the bounds of the frequency in Eq. 4
we choose the lower and upper limits of the frequency
to be the minimum and maximum sensitive frequency of
AEDGE [28] since AEDGE’s sensitive frequency mainly
falls in the mid-frequency deciHz band, which is the early
inspiral phase of the BNS.
To calculate the explicit form of the antenna response
functions F+ (t, θ, φ, ψ) and F× (t, θ, φ, ψ), we follow [29]
and consider the single-baseline detector AEDGE measuring the gravitational stretching and contraction along
its baseline direction. Thus the detector response tensor
Dij from the baseline direction unit vector ai (t) is
Dij =

1
ai (t)aj (t) .
2

(5)

Then the GW strain tensor can be decomposed in terms
of
×
hij (t) = h+ (t)e+
ij + h× (t)eij ,

(6)

+,×
here eij
are the polarization tensors with e+
ij = X̂i X̂j −
×
Ŷi Ŷj , and eij = X̂i Ŷj + Ŷi X̂j . The basis is [35, 36],

X̂ =(sin φ cos ψ − sin ψ cos φ cos θ,
− cos φ cos ψ − sin ψ sin φ cos θ,
sin ψ sin θ) ,

(7)

Ŷ =(− sin φ sin ψ − cos ψ cos φ cos θ,
cos φ sin ψ − cos ψ sin φ cos θ,
cos ψ sin θ) .

(8)
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Then the observed waveform is given by
h(t) ≡ Dij hij = h+ (t)F+ (t) + h× (t)F× (t) ,

(9)

×
with F+ (t) = Dij (t)e+
ij and F× (t) = Dij (t)eij . Since
the atom GW detector reorients and/or moves along
the orbit around the Earth, the observed waveform and
phase are modulated and Doppler-shifted, yielding important angular information. Without loss of generality,
we can parameterize the detector location on the orbit
by a unit vector r0 (t) = (cos φa (t), sin φa (t), 0), where
φa (t) = 2πt/TAI + φ0 is the azimuthal orbit angle around
the Earth. TAI is the AEDGE orbit period. The baseline
direction of AEDGE is a0 (t) = (− sin φa (t), cos φa (t), 0).
Now we should transform the Earth polar coordinate of
r0 (t) and a0 (t) to the Sun’s polar coordinate as




cos φEa (t) − sin φEa (t) 0
rAI (t) =  sin φEa (t) cos φEa (t) 0
0
0
1


cos θinc 0 − sin θinc
 · r0 (t) .
1
0
· 0
sin θinc 0 cos θinc

(10)

The baseline direction a(t) is transformed similarly. The
azimuthal angle of the Earth’s orbit around the Sun is
φEa = 2πt/(1yr) + φ00 . θinc is the inclination. We adopt
a similar setup for AEDGE with MAGIS [25, 30], i.e.,
the detector consists of two satellites in identical circular
geocentric orbits with an inclination θinc = 28.5◦ at an
altitude of 24 × 103 km and forming a baseline of 44 × 103
km with TAI = 10 hours.
Now the derivation of the antenna response functions
is straightforward. For every sampled BNS mergers we
calculate the SNR from Eq. 4 and select the BNS GW
events with a threshold SNR>8. The histogram of the
selected BNS GW events is shown in the left panel of
Fig. 1, we can see within 5-years observation AEDGE
can detect about 7819 BNS GW cases (1564/yr) from
redshift 0–0.34, which can be compared to the second
generation ground-based detector network HLVKI with
86/yr from redshift 0–0.15 [32, 33].
To use the BNS GWs as the bright sirens, we need to
select the events with EM counterparts from these BNS
GWs. We adopt the similar strategy as in [33] and consider the GW+EM counterpart as a temporal coincidence
of the GW event with a short GRB. A GRB detected in
coincidence with a GW signal requires that the peak flux
is above the flux limit of the satellite. Considering the
working time of AEDGE we select the THESEUS mission [37, 38] as the GRB satellite to predict the coincidences between GW events and GRBs. To calculate the
probability of detecting a GRB counterpart, we first assume the Gaussian structured jet profile model for GRB

L(θV ) = Lc exp(−

2
θV
),
2θc2

(11)

here L(θ) is the luminosity per unit solid angle, θV is the
viewing angle. Lc and θc are the structure parameters
that define the sharpness of the angular profile. The
structured jet parameter is given by θc = 4.7◦ [39]. We
then assume a standard broken power law form for the
distribution of the short GRB
(
(L/L∗ )a , L < L∗
Φ(L) ∝
(12)
(L/L∗ )b , L ≥ L∗
where L is the isotropic rest frame luminosity in the 110000 keV energy range and L∗ is a characteristic luminosity that separates the low and high end of the luminosity function and a and b are the characteristic slopes
describing these regimes, respectively. We set a = −1.95,
b = −3 and L∗ = 2 × 1052 erg sec−1 [40]. Now from
the BNS GW candidates we can sample the GW+GRB
events from the probability distribution Φ(L)dL. The
details of the calculation can be found in [33].
Figure 1 shows one realization of the GW detections
and GW-GRB coincidences for 5-years observation of
AEDGE assuming a GRB detector with the characteristics of THESEUS. The number of the useful bright sirens
is drastically limited by the detections of GRB and only
around 32 GW-GRB cases can be observed by THESEUS
with its X-Gamma ray Imaging Spectrometer (XGIS).
This result can be compared to HLVKI network with
Fermi-GBM satellite for which only 14 GW-GRB cases
can be detected in 10 years [32, 33].
Having the sampled GW-GRB candidates we can construct the Hubble diagram of future bright sirens by
5-years observation of AEDGE. We assume the fiducial cosmological model to be the ΛCDM model with
H0 = 67.72 km s−1 Mpc−1 and Ωm = 0.3104, corresponding to the mean values obtained from the latest Planck TT,TE,EE+lowE+lensing+BAO+Pantheon
data combination [41]. We also fix the present CMB temperature TCMB = 2.7255 K, the sum of neutrino masses
Σν mν = 0.06 eV, and the effective extra relativistic degrees of freedom Neff = 3.046, as in the Planck baseline
analysis. We assign three contributions to error of the luminosity distance, i.e., the instrumental error, the weak
lensing and the peculiar velocity of the source galaxy.
For weak lensing we adopt the analytically fitting formula [42, 43]


∆dL (z)
dL (z)




= 0.066

lens

1 − (1 + z)−0.25
0.25

1.8
.

(13)

We consider a delensing factor, i.e., the use of dedicated
matter surveys along the line of sight of the GW event in
order to estimate the lensing magnification distribution
and thus remove part of the uncertainty due to weak
lensing, which can reduce the weak lensing uncertainty.
Following [44] we adopt a phenomenological formula
Fdelens (z) = 1 −

0.3
arctan(z/z∗ ) ,
π/2

(14)
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FIG. 1: A realization of the mock catalogue of 5 years detections of BNS GW (left) and GW-GRB standard sirens
(StS) (right) from AEDGE assuming a GRB detector with the characteristics of THESEUS.

For the peculiar velocity uncertainty, we use the fitting
formula [45],


p 2

hv i
c(1 + z)2
∆dL (z)
= 1+
,
(16)
dL (z) pec
H(z)dL (z)
c
here we set peculiar velocity value to be 500 km/s, in
agreement with average values observed in galaxy catalogs. Finally the instrumental error due to the parameter
estimation from the matched filtering waveform, is estimated as ∆dL /dL ∼ 1/SNR [46, 47]. In this paper we
consider the BNS associated with a short GRB which is
usually beamed within an angle of about 25◦ . The correlation between distance and inclination is substantially
broken, so the above estimate becomes accurate [35]. The
final uncertainty of the luminosity distance is just the
sum of the above errors in quadrature. We construct the
Hubble diagram of bright sirens from future AEDGE in
Fig. 2.
III.

COSMOLOGICAL APPLICATIONS

Gravitational waves as the standard sirens have many
applications in cosmology. In this paper we focus on
using bright sirens to measure the Hubble constant, constraining the dynamics of dark energy, and testing the
validity of GR. To measure the cosmological parameters,
StS is very analogous to the SNe Ia as the standard candles. The dL − z relation of standard sirens does not
rely on the calibration and the underlying physics is very
clear, which is the great advantages over SNe Ia. This
feature of StS makes it a perfect probe of the expansion
of our Universe and hence to measure the cosmological
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where z∗ = 0.073. The final error from weak lensing is




∆dL (z)
∆dL (z)
= Fdelens (z)
.
(15)
dL (z) delens
dL (z) lens
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FIG. 2: The Hubble diagram of one realization of mock
bright sirens from AEDGE.
parameters especially for Hubble constant and equation
of state of dark energy. On the other hand, StS is very
sensitive to the propagation of GW when considering
the modified gravity theories. So that we can test GR
from the propagation of GWs across cosmological distances [32, 48–62]. In a general modified gravity theory
the linearized evolution equation for GWs traveling on
an FRW background is [53]
h̃00A + 2[1 − δ(η)]Hh̃0A + [c2T (η)k 2 + m2T (η)]h̃A = ΠA , (17)
h̃A are the Fourier modes of the GW amplitude and
A = +, × labels the two polarizations. H = a0 /a is the
Hubble parameter in conformal time and the primes indicating derivatives with respect to conformal time η. The
function δ(η) is introduced to modify the friction term
in the propagation equation, thus denoting the effects of
modified gravity theory. cT corresponds to the speed of
gravitational waves. In theories of modified gravity the
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tensor mode can be massive, with mT its mass. In GR
we have δ = 0, cT = c, and mT = 0. The detection
of GW170817/GRB170817A puts a very tight constraint
(cT − c)/c < O(10−15 ) [7]. In this paper we only consider
the extra δ in the friction term. Then it is possible to
show that standard sirens do not measure the usual electromagnetic luminosity distance but a gravitational-wave
luminosity distance [48, 49],
dgw
L (z)

=

dem
L (z) exp

 Z
−
0

z


dz 0
0
δ(z ) .
1 + z0

(18)

em
We can use the the difference between dgw
L (z) and dL (z)
as a smoking gun of the modified gravity theories.
Now we can apply the mock bright sirens by AEDGE
to some cosmological applications. As in [33] we consider
four parameterizations for dark energy model and/or
modified gravity theory as follows:

• We assume the baseline ΛCDM model with a cosmological constant (w = −1). We would like to investigate how precisely the bright sirens of AEDGE
can constrain the Hubble constant H0 and the dark
matter density parameter Ωm .
• We extend the baseline ΛCDM model and assume a
constant equation of state of dark energy w, which
is denoted as wCDM.
• We consider further the dynamics of dark energy
and assume a Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL)
form w(z) = w0 + wa z/(1 + z) for the equation
of state [63].
• We assume a phenomenological parameterization of the modified GW propagation Ξ(z) ≡
n
em
dgw
L (z)/dL (z) = Ξ0 + (1 − Ξ0 )/(1 + z) , which is
denoted as MG.
We also include the traditional EM data sets as comparison. We use the CMB data from latest Planck [41].
For BAO we adopt the isotropic constraints provided
by 6dFGS at zeff = 0.106 [64], SDSS-MGS DR7 at
zeff = 0.15 [65], and “consensus” BAOs in three redshift slices with effective redshifts zeff = 0.38, 0.51, and
0.61 [66–68]. We use the Pantheon data [69] as the latest compilation of SNe Ia. For every models we consider
different data sets combinations, i.e., AEDGE standard
sirens alone, Planck+BAO+Pantheon, and finally all together. To get the posteriors of these cosmological parameters, we run Markov-Chain Monte-Carlo (MCMC)
by the package Cobaya [70, 71]. The marginalized statistics of the parameters and the plots are produced by the
Python package GetDist [72]. The contour plots of the
cosmological parameters are shown in Fig. 3. Note that
we just show the constraints of the important parameters
in every models. The detailed result for every parameters
is shown in Tab. I.

IV.

CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, for the first time, we consider the atom
interferometer as a novel GW detector and investigate
its potential to detect bright sirens and hence the applications on cosmology and modified gravity theory. We
choose the space-borne AEDGE as our fiducial AI detector and assume a five-years data-taking period. Based
on current knowledge of the BNS merger rates and GRB
model, we estimate the number of bright sirens that
AEDGE will detect within five years in the future. We
then apply these bright sirens to several cosmological applications, such as the measurement of Hubble constant,
the constraint of dynamics of dark energy and the deviations from GR.
As a preliminary investigation, our results show there
should be around 32 bright siren detections within 5 years
observation time by AEDGE. Though about 7819 BNS
cases should be observed, the joint GW-GRB events are
drastically limited by the EM counterpart detectability.
Note we only consider GRB as the EM counterpart in
this paper. By these 32 bright sirens alone, Hubble constant can be measured with a precision of 2.1%, which is
sufficient to arbitrate the current tension between local
and high-z measurements of H0 [73]. While it requires
more than 50 events for this level of precision by HLV
(LIGO+Virgo) network [73]. Adding AEDGE to current Planck+BAO+Pantheon datasets we can improve
the measurement of H0 from 0.6% to 0.5%. For the dynamics of dark energy, AEDGE itself can not put a tight
constraint for the equation of state. This is due to the
number and redshift range (only up to 0.25) of the events.
However, the inclusion of AEDGE will still improve the
constraints of w and wa though marginally. When constraining the MG effects from the propagation of GW,
AEDGE 5-years bright sirens with current most precise
EM experiments can measure Ξ0 at 5.7% precision level,
which is two times better than by 10-years operation of
HLVKI network [32].
In addition to BNS bright sirens, MBHBs are also accompanied by the EM counterpart and they are the main
targets of LISA [43, 74]. We have also done the simulations of MBHBs observed by AEDGE. However, only
very late pre-merger stage can enter the frequency band
of AEDGE. From the calculation of fisher matrix, the
uncertainties of the waveform parameters including the
luminosity distance and that related to the localization
are very large, which makes it impossible to apply the
MBHBs standard sirens in this paper.
Though the number of BNS bright sirens is very limited, the dark sirens including BNS, BBH without EM
counterparts should provide us with a huge amounts
of cases. From the fisher matrix calculation, we have
checked that the precision of the sky localization of BNS
and BBH source measured by AEDGE is much higher
than LI detectors (like LIGO and ET). This is due to
the fact that from AEDGE we can observe the BNS and
BBH systems in the inspiral stage for a long time before
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FIG. 3: The constraints of the selected parameters in every DE/MG models. Contours contain 68 % and 95 % of
the probability.
they merge. Also the single baseline orbits around the
Earth and the Sun, causing it to reorient and change position significantly during the lifetime of the source, and
making it similar to having multiple baselines/detectors,
thus more angular information would be encoded [29].
We can anticipate a decent estimation of the redshift in
a statistical method. We leave this for future research.
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