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Abstract

Seven years after the first direct detection of gravitational waves, from the collision of two black holes, the field of
gravitational wave astronomy is firmly established. A first detection of continuous gravitational waves from rapidly-
spinning neutron stars could be the field’s next big discovery. I review the last twenty years of efforts to detect continuous
gravitational waves using the LIGO and Virgo gravitational wave detectors. I summarise the model of a continuous
gravitational wave signal, the challenges to finding such signals in noisy data, and the data analysis algorithms that have
been developed to address those challenges. I present a quantitative analysis of 297 continuous wave searches from 80
papers, published from 2003 to 2022, and compare their sensitivities and coverage of the signal model parameter space.
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1. Introduction

Together with a young collaborator, I arrived
at the interesting result that gravitational waves
do not exist, though they had been assumed
a certainty to the first approximation. This
shows that the non-linear general relativistic
field equations can tell us more or, rather, limit
us more than we have believed up to now.

Einstein, in a letter to Born, 1936 [1].

Progress in science is rarely, if ever, a story of uninter-
rupted success; rather, a journey of trial and error, initial
presumptions giving way to new discoveries. The century-
long study of gravitational waves, from theoretical conjec-
ture in 1916 [2, 3] to direct detection in 2015 [4], certainly
follows this template. On that difficult journey, it is un-
derstandable that even Einstein at one time doubted their
existence [5]; yet it is just as well that his initial predictions
have stood. Gravitational waves – wave-like solutions to
the Einstein field equations – are fulfilling their promise to
“tell us more” about the Universe that could be achieved
through traditional astronomy. Analysis of the growing
catalogue of detections of gravitational waves from collid-
ing pairs of black holes and neutron stars [6–10] by the
LIGO and Virgo detectors [11, 12] has, e.g.: confirmed
the existence of stellar-mass black holes [4]; strengthened
links between the merger of binary neutron stars, short-
hard gamma-ray bursts, kilonovae, and the production of
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heavy elements [13]; yielded insights into the mass spec-
trum of black holes, and by inference their stellar progen-
itors [14, 15]; and opened an independent avenue towards
resolving tensions in cosmology regarding measurement of
the Hubble constant [16–18].

As well as the important discoveries and insights from
observing binary black hole and neutron star mergers, it is
hoped that the gravitational wave view of the Universe will
continue to widen in the coming years. Perhaps we will ob-
serve the gravitational aftermath of a supernova, the faint
hum of gravitational waves from rapidly-spinning neutron
stars, signatures of dark matter or particles beyond the
Standard Model, or the even fainter murmur of gravita-
tional waves from the very early Universe. It is the second
of these – the search for so-called continuous gravitational
waves – that is the subject of this review.

General relativity predicts gravitational waves from an
astronomical body only when it possesses a time-varying
quadrupole moment. As an example, if the body is not
symmetric about its rotation axis, so that the distribution
of its mass is seen to “move” when rotated, its mass quad-
rupole moment will vary with time. (Velocity perturba-
tions within the star may also give rise to a time-varying
current quadrupole moment; see Sec. 2.1.3.) While the
orbit of neutron stars or black holes around each other
presents an obvious asymmetry, the extent to which a sin-
gle neutron may sustain a non-axisymmetric shape is ex-
pected to be much smaller [19, 20]. It is assumed that all
neutron stars possess a magnetic field [21] which, so long
as it is not aligned with the star’s rotation axis, will dis-
tort the star in a non-axisymmetric way [22]. It is likely
therefore that all neutron stars radiate some continuous
gravitational waves. It remains to be discovered, however,
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Figure 1: CW signal model, illustrated by a rigidly rotating neutron star with a possible binary companion. Parameters are: frot is the
rotation frequency of the star; (ϕE , θ, ψE) orient the body frame (x, y, z) with respect to an inertial frame (X,Y, Z); (ap, P ) are the projected
semi-major axis and period of the neutron star’s orbit around the binary companion, if present; v⃗NS is the linear velocity of the neutron star,
or of the binary barycentre (BB) if a binary companion is present; n̂ is a unit vector pointing from the Solar System barycentre (SSB) to the
neutron star or BB; ι is the angle from the line of sight (parallel to n̂) to the inertial Z axis; D is the distance from the SSB to the neutron
star or BB; (α, δ, ψ) orient the wave frame (x̃, ỹ, z̃) in equatorial coordinates; r⃗(tdet) denotes the position of the detector with respect to the
SSB; (ϕr, λ, γ) orient the interferometric detector with respect to the Earth; and ζ is the angle between the interferometer arms. The CW
signal phase at the neutron star, SSB, and detector are labelled ϕ(tNS), ϕ(tSSB), and ϕ(tdet) respectively.

whether the strength of those waves – arising either from
magnetic distortion, or through some other mechanism – is
sufficient to be detectable using the instruments and data
analysis techniques available to us.

In this review I look back at the last twenty years of
searches for continuous gravitational waves (CWs). I begin
in Sec. 2 with an overview of the CW signal model. I
then discuss the many challenges faced by CW searches
in Sec. 3, and suggest metrics by which we may compare
their performance in Sec. 4. After a brief summary of
gravitational wave detectors and observations (Sec. 5), I
review CW searches performed from 2003 to 2022 in Sec. 6,
and the algorithms employed by those searches in Sec. 7.
I conclude with a summary, and suggestions for further
reading, in Sec. 8.

2. Continuous wave signal model

Figure 1 gives an overview of the CW signal model.
Gravitational waves in general relativity exist in two po-
larisations: plus and cross. A gravitational wave is mod-
elled as a time series h(t) in the calibrated output of a
gravitational wave detector:

h(t) = F+(t)h+(t) + F×(t)h×(t) . (1)

The functions F+(t) and F×(t) are the responses of the
detector to each polarisation. These depend on the po-
larisation basis (x̃, ỹ, z̃), oriented by the polarisation an-
gle ψ, and a model of the response of the detector to a
gravitational wave. An interferometric detector may be

described [23] by its location on Earth – its latitude λ,
and local sidereal time ϕr at a given reference time – the
orientation of its arms γ and the angle ζ between them.

A CW signal is described by the two functions h+(t)
and h×(t) in terms of numerous parameters (Fig. 1). Con-
ventionally the CW signal parameters are divided into:
amplitude parameters (Sec. 2.1), which control the overall
amplitude of the signal; and phase parameters (Sec. 2.2),
which control its phase.

2.1. Amplitude parameters
The basic model of a CW source is a rotating, non-

axisymmetrically-deformed neutron star which generates
gravitational waves through a time-changing mass quad-
rupole (Sec. 2.1.1). It is assumed that the non-axisymme-
try is rigid, i.e. does not change over typical observation
periods. As a result, the CW amplitude parameters of
this model may be considered independently of the precise
mechanism responsible for the deformation. Extensions to
the basic model are free precession (Sec. 2.1.2), r-mode
oscillations (Sec. 2.1.3), and accretion from a binary com-
panion star (Sec. 2.1.4).

2.1.1. Rigidly rotating stars
Provided that its internal velocities are non-relativistic,

a rigidly-rotating neutron star is described by its classical
moment of inertia tensor Iij [25–27]. A reference frame
(x, y, z) may always be found in which Iij is diagonal; the
diagonal elements are the principal moments Ixx, Iyy, and
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Table 1: CW signal amplitude parameters, for the general case, and for the biaxial, triaxial aligned, and r-mode oscillations cases. Expressions
are given for: the amplitudes C22, C21 and initial phases ΦC

22,Φ
C
21 of the l = 2,m = 2 and l = 2,m = 1 harmonics, respectively; and for the

gravitational wave luminosity ĖGW. The graphics at left illustrate the shape and orientation of the neutron star for the rigidly rotating star
cases; for the r-mode case, the pattern on the neutron star surface is proportional to the r-mode velocity perturbations [24].

Triaxial non-aligned (general case); see Sec. 2.1.1

C22 =
1

2

[
h20 cos

4 θ cos4 ψE + (hp sin
2 θ − h0 sin

2 ψE)
2 + 2h0(hp sin

2 θ + h0 sin
2 ψE) cos

2 θ cos2 ψE

]1/2
,

C21 =
1

2

[
h20 sin

2 θ sin2 2ψE +
1

4
(h0 cos 2ψE + h0 − 2hp)

2 sin2 2θ
]1/2

,

(T1.1)

tan(2ϕE − ΦC
22) =

h0 cos θ sin 2ψE

h0 sin
2 ψE − hp sin

2 θ − h0 cos2 θ cos2 ψE

,

tan(ϕE − ΦC
21) = cos θ

[
cotψE − 2hp

h0
csc 2ψE

]
,

(T1.2)

ĖGW =
π2c3

10G
(64C2

22 + C2
21)D

2f2rot . (T1.3)

Biaxial (h0 = 0); see Sec. 2.1.1

C22 =
1

2
hp sin

2 θ , C21 =
1

2
hp sin 2θ , (T1.4)

ΦC
22 = 2ϕE + π = 2Φ0 + π , ΦC

21 = ϕE +
π

2
= Φ0 + π , (T1.5)

ĖGW =
8π2c3

5G
ΘD2f2roth

2
p =

2048π6G

5c5
ΘI2zzϵ

2
pf

6
rot , Θ =

(17− 15 cos 2θ) sin2 θ

32
. (T1.6)

Triaxial aligned (θ = 0); see Sec. 2.1.1

C22 =
1

2
h0 , C21 = 0 , (T1.7)

ΦC
22 = 2(ϕE + ψE) = ϕ0 + π , (T1.8)

ĖGW =
2π2c3

5G
D2f2h20 =

32π6G

5c5
I2zzϵ

2f6 . (T1.9)

r-mode; see Sec. 2.1.3

C22 =
1

2
hα , C21 = 0 , (T1.10)

ΦC
22 = ϕ0 + π , (T1.11)

ĖGW =
1024π9G

25c7
α2J̃2M2R6f8α . (T1.12)

Izz. Examining whether or not the principal moments are
equal to each other leads to three equivalence classes:

1. Ixx = Iyy = Izz: If all three principal moments are
equal, the star is symmetric, and no gravitational
waves are emitted.

2. Ixx = Iyy ̸= Izz: If two principal moments (conven-
tionally Ixx and Iyy) are equal, the star is biaxial.
The degree of deformation along the z axis is char-
acterised by the poloidal ellipticity

ϵp =
|Ixx − Izz|

Izz
. (2)

3. Ixx ̸= Iyy ̸= Izz: If no principal moments are equal,
the star is triaxial. In addition to ϵp, the degree of
deformation perpendicular to the z axis is charac-
terised by the equatorial ellipticity

ϵ =
|Ixx − Iyy|

Izz
. (3)

The body frame (x, y, z) is related to an inertial frame
(X,Y, Z), where the star rotates about the Z axis.

The general form of the CW signal, following the no-
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Figure 2: CW signal polarisations h×(t) versus h+(t), for selected
values of C22, C21 (columns), and of ΦC

22 (rows), with ΦC
21 = 0, and

with ι = 0 (red, dotted), ι = 3π/8 (orange, dotted), ι = π/2 (black,
solid), ι = 5π/8 (purple, dashed), and ι = π (blue, dashed). Arrows
indicate the direction of time. Note that the scales of the plots in
each column are 4 to 2 to 1 (left to right).

tation of [28–30] (cf. [31]), is

h+(t) = −C22(1 + cos2 ι) cos[2ϕrot(t) + ΦC
22]

− 1

2
C21 sin ι cos ι cos[ϕrot(t) + ΦC

21] ,
(4)

h×(t) = −2C22 cos ι sin[2ϕrot(t) + ΦC
22]

− 1

2
C21 sin ι sin[ϕrot(t) + ΦC

21] .
(5)

The inclination angle ι is measured from the line of sight
(Fig. 1) and its angular momentum vector (which is as-
sumed parallel to the Z axis). The CW signal contains
two harmonics, with amplitudes C22, C21 and initial phases
ΦC

22,Φ
C
21, corresponding to the l = 2,m = 2 and l = 2,m =

1 spherical harmonic components of the mass quadrupole,
respectively. The time-dependent phase of the signal scales
as ϕrot(t) ∼ 2πfrot where frot is the rotation frequency of
the star (Sec. 2.2); the two harmonics are therefore at ap-
proximately once and twice the star’s rotation frequency.
Equations (4) and (5) give the most general form of the
signal, and may be specialised [22, 23, 32–34] to particu-
lar relationships between (Ixx, Iyy, Izz) and orientations of
(x, y, z), as discussed in this section.

Figure 2 illustrates the polarisation state of the CW
signal. We see that the C22 harmonic generates linearly-

polarised waves when ι = π/2, right-hand (left-hand) cir-
cularly-polarised waves when ι = 0 (ι = π), and ellip-
tically-polarised waves at other values of ι. In contrast,
the C21 harmonic disappears when ι ∈ {0, π}, and is lin-
early polarised (when ι = π/2) at right angles to the C22

harmonic. When both harmonics are present, emission is
still circularly polarised at ι ∈ {0, π} (as the C21 harmonic
disappears here), and is otherwise non-elliptical in nature.

Table 1 lists expressions for C22, C21, ΦC
22, and ΦC

21 [29,
30]. I have given these expressions in terms of the following
quantities (cf. [23, 31]):

h0 =
4π2G

c4D
Izzϵf

2 , f = 2frot , (6)

hp =
16π2G

c4D
Izzϵpf

2
rot . (7)

Equation (6) is familiar from [23] as the characteristic CW
amplitude in the most commonly assumed triaxial aligned
case (see below). Note that h0 is occasionally re-defined in
terms of ϵp [e.g. 23, 31]; in this review I define h0 solely as
in Eq. (6), and introduce hp as the equivalent amplitude
in terms of ϵp. Similarly, in this review f (often referred to
as the “gravitational wave frequency” in the context of the
triaxial aligned case) is always equal to twice the rotation
frequency frot.

The top panel in Table 1 is for the general case of a
triaxial non-aligned star, where Ixx ̸= Iyy ̸= Izz, and the
body frame (x, y, z) is orientated arbitrarily with respect
to the inertial frame (X,Y, Z). This orientation is specified
by three Euler angles ([28–30], see Fig. 1): ϕE 1 specifies
an initial rotation about z, θ gives the inclination of z
with respect to Z and ψE

2 gives the orientation of the
x–y plane about z with respect to the X–Y plane.

A triaxial non-aligned star may in general radiate CWs
at both f = 2frot and frot, depending on their respective
amplitudes C22 and C21 [Table 1, Eqs. (T1.1)]. Figure 3
shows C22, C21 as functions of θ and ψE , for 5 choices of
h0, hp: h0 only, h0 = 2hp, h0 = hp, hp = 2h0, and hp only.
(The h0, hp are normalised so that h20 + h2p = 1.) We see
that C22, C21 exhibit periodicities over θ, ψE , with peri-
ods [29, 30] depending on the relative contribution to the
CW signal from equatorial (h0 ∝ ϵ) and poloidal (hp ∝ ϵp)
deformations. The gravitational wave luminosity from a
triaxial non-aligned star is given by Eq. (T1.3); for equiva-
lent amplitudes (C22 ≈ C21), the f harmonic is much more
efficient at radiating energy than the frot harmonic [36].
(Note that, as C22, C21 ∝ 1/D, ĖGW is independent of
distance.)

When h0 is zero, C22, C21 are independent of ψE (Fig. 3,
rightmost column). This gives the case of a biaxial star

1I use ϕE for this angle in preference to the ϕ0 of [28–30] to avoid
confusion, since this convention differs from other conventions [e.g.
23, 35] which also use ϕ0 or similar notations.

2I use ψE for this angle in preference to the ψ of [28, 29] and the
λ of [30], to avoid confusion in Fig. 1 with the polarisation angle and
the detector latitude respectively.
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Figure 3: CW signal amplitudes C22 (top row), C21 (bottom row) as functions of θ, ψE for selected values of h0, hp (columns).

Figure 4: C22, C21, and Θ for a biaxial star as functions of θ.

(2nd panel, Table 1), which is only deformed poloidally.
Here the amplitudes C22 and C21 [Eqs. (T1.4)] simplify
to expressions involving only hp and θ. Figure 4 plots
C22, C21 (normalised by hp/2) as a function of θ. Emission
at frot is maximal at θ = π/4, but disappears at θ = π/2;
emission at f , however, grows monotonically with θ. The
gravitational wave luminosity is proportional to a quantity
Θ(θ) [Eqs. (T1.6)], plotted in Fig. 4, and is maximal when
Θ = 1 at θ = π/2.

When one of the body frame axes (conventionally z)
aligns with the inertial frame Z axis, θ = 0 and the star
rotates about a principal moment of inertia. Such a triaxial
aligned star emits only at f (3rd panel, Table 1); C21 =
0, and C22 is given in terms of the familiar h0. Were
such a star also biaxial, rotations about z = Z would be
axisymmetric, and there would be no CW emission.

Different conventions exist for defining an overall initial
phase. For the biaxial case, Eq. (T1.5) (Table 1) relates
ϕE [30, Eqs. (A9), (A12), and (A16)] to the Φ0 of [23].
Note that ϕE+π/2 and Φ0 differ by a factor of π, consistent
with the overall negative sign of Eqs. (4) and (5) compared
to [23, Eqs. (21) and (22)]. For the triaxial aligned case,
Eq. (T1.5) relates ϕE to the ϕ0 of [35].

Equations for the CW amplitudes are often conveniently
written with fiducial values for their respective factors. In
this review I include a comprehensive set of such expres-
sions, with consistent fiducial values for each factor across
all expressions.3 (A Python package [37] also exists for
creating and manipulating these type of equations.) Due
to typical rounding of fiducial values to a few significant
figures, these expressions are less accurate than their ex-
act equivalent equations. Fiducial equations in terms of
D, Izz, f, frot are given for h0, hp:

h0 = 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
ϵ

1.05×10−6

)
×
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

)(
f

300 Hz

)2

,

(8)

hp = 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
ϵp

1.05×10−6

)
×
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

)(
frot

150 Hz

)2

;

(9)

for ϵ, ϵp:

ϵ = 1.05×10−6

(
300 Hz
f

)2(
1038 kg m2

Izz

)
×
(

D

1 kpc

)(
h0

10−25

)
,

(10)

ϵp = 1.05×10−6

(
150 Hz
frot

)2

×
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

)(
D

1 kpc

)(
hp

10−25

)
;

(11)

3Due to the similarities between Eqs. (6) and (7), and the consis-
tent choice of fiducial values (e.g. frot = 150 Hz, f = 2frot = 300 Hz),
the fiducial equations for h0, ϵ will usually be similar to those for
hp, ϵp; nevertheless I include both sets of expressions for clarity.
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and for the gravitational wave luminosity:

ĖGW = 1.37×1030
(

ϵ

1.05×10−6

)2

×
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

)2(
f

300 Hz

)6

W ,

(12)

ĖGW = 1.37×1030
(
Θ

1

)(
ϵp

1.05×10−6

)2

×
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

)2(
frot

150 Hz

)6

W .

(13)

Upper limits on the gravitational wave amplitude may
be derived by assuming that gravitational radiation is driven
by the rotation of the star [38]. As angular momentum
is carried away by gravitational waves, the rotational ki-
netic energy of the star decreases, and hence its rotation
frequency decreases over time. It follows that the gravi-
tational wave luminosity can be no greater than the time
derivative of the star’s rotational kinetic energy, and this
therefore limits the gravitational wave amplitude.

The rotational kinetic energy of a triaxial star is

Erot = 2π2
[(
Ixx sin

2 ψE + Iyy cos
2 ψE

)
sin2 θ

+ Izz cos
2 θ
]
f2rot . (14)

In the limit of small ϵ, ϵp, however, we may approximate
Ixx ≈ Iyy ≈ Izz, and hence Erot ≈ 2π2Izzf

2
rot. The upper

limit is then implied by

ĖGW ≤ −Ėrot = −4π2Izzfrotḟrot , (15)

where ḟrot = dfrot/dt is the (first) spindown or time deriva-
tive of frot. Equation (15) defines the spindown upper limit
on gravitational wave amplitude. Substituting Eqs. (12)
and (13) into Eq. (15) gives fiducial equations in terms of
ḟrot and ḟ = 2ḟrot for h0, hp:

h0 ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
300 Hz
f

) 1
2

×
(

ḟ

−4.61×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2 (

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

,

(16)

hp ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
150 Hz
frot

) 1
2
(
1

Θ

) 1
2

×
(

ḟrot
−2.31×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2 (

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

;

(17)

and for ϵ, ϵp:

ϵ ≤ 1.05×10−6

(
300 Hz
f

) 5
2
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

) 1
2

×
(

ḟ

−4.61×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2

,

(18)

ϵp ≤ 1.05×10−6

(
150 Hz
frot

) 5
2
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

) 1
2

×
(
1

Θ

) 1
2

(
ḟrot

−2.31×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2

.

(19)

Given an observed value hobserved of either h0 or hp, the
maximum fraction of energy lost in gravitational waves is

ĖGW

Ėrot

=

(
hobserved

hspindown

)2

, (20)

where hspindown is the right-hand side of either Eqs. (16)
or (17) respectively.

The fiducial equations above may be applied when ḟrot
is known, e.g. through electromagnetic observations of a
pulsar. When ḟrot is unknown, it may be inferred from
the following relations [38, 39]:

τ =
1

n− 1

(
frot

−ḟrot

)
, n =

frotf̈rot

ḟ2rot
, (21)

=
1

n− 1

(
f

−ḟ

)
, n =

ff̈

ḟ2
. (22)

The characteristic age τ is usually approximated by the as-
tronomical age of the star in question, e.g. a neutron star
born in a supernova. The braking index n appears when
Eq. (15) is rearranged to solve for ḟrot ∝ fnrot. From the-
ory, we expect n = 5 when energy is lost purely through
for gravitational wave emission from a mass quadrupole
[Eq. (T1.3)] and n = 3 when energy is lost solely through
electromagnetic radiation. (In practice, values of n mea-
sured for known pulsars vary widely, as discussed in [40–
43].)

Substituting Eq. (21), (22) into Eqs. (16)–(19) gives
fiducial equations in terms of τ and n for h0, hp:

h0 ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
516 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(

4

n − 1

) 1
2
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

,

(23)

hp ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
516 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(

4

n − 1

) 1
2
(
1

Θ

) 1
2
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

;

(24)
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and for ϵ, ϵp:

ϵ ≤ 1.05×10−6

(
300 Hz
f

)2(
516 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

) 1
2
(

4

n − 1

) 1
2

,

(25)

ϵp ≤ 1.05×10−6

(
150 Hz
frot

)2(
516 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

) 1
2
(

4

n − 1

) 1
2
(
1

Θ

) 1
2

.

(26)

2.1.2. Free precession
Free precession of a biaxial neutron star occurs when

the star’s moment of inertia changes with time, which (as-
suming conservation of angular momentum) causes its an-
gular velocity to also change with time. With reference
to Fig. 1, while the angular momentum vector remains
aligned with the Z axis, the angular velocity vector does
not, and moreover exhibits a superimposed rotation about
the star’s axis of symmetry (the z axis). The general effect
of this rotation on the CW waveform [23, 33, 44–46] is the
addition of the (generally small) precession frequency to
the CW harmonic frequencies frot and f . The precessional
rotation does not modify the mass quadrupole, and hence
does not appear in the harmonic amplitudes (Table 1).

2.1.3. r-mode oscillations
Neutron stars may exhibit various perturbations from

their equilibrium shape. The energy dissipated as the per-
turbation decays is described by the quasi-normal modes
of the star [47]. r-mode oscillations are one of a family of
quasi-normal modes, which exist only when the star is ro-
tating, as it is the Coriolis force acting to restore the star
to its equilibrium shape.

Long-lived CW emission may by driven by r-modes [24,
48] through the Chandrasekhar-Friedman-Schutz instabil-
ity [49, 50], as follows (cf. [51]). An oscillation may prop-
agate either in the same direction as the rotation of the
star, or in the opposite direction. An oscillation prop-
agating counter to the rotation of the star, but with a
slower absolute angular frequency, will still appear to be
co-rotating to a inertial observer. Because the mode ro-
tates counter to the star, it contributes negatively to the
star’s angular momentum in the co-rotating frame. On
the other hand, because the mode co-rotates with the star
to a inertial observer, it contributes positively to the star’s
angular momentum in the inertial frame, and will hence
radiate gravitational wave with positive angular momen-
tum. The negative angular momentum of a mode which
loses positive angular momentum in gravitational waves
therefore become more negative over time, resulting in a
positive feedback loop which promotes the growth of the
mode over time. Eventually, in real stars, the mode is ex-
pected to saturate due to viscous or other effects, which
have been extensively studied in [52–63].

Some important differences distinguish CW emission
from r-modes (bottom panel, Table 1) and from a rigidly
rotating star. CW emission from r-modes is predominately
through a time-varying current quadrupole, as opposed to
a mass quadrupole; this leads to a different basis for the
wave frame (x̃, ỹ, z̃) (Fig. 1) than for a rigidly rotating star.
Data analysis algorithms designed for the model of Fig. 1
are still applicable, however, with a simple reinterpretation
of the polarisation angle ψ [64, Eq. (18)]. In addition, the
gravitational wave luminosity [Eq. (T1.12)] of a current
quadrupole scales more steeply with frequency, leading to
a characteristic braking index of n = 7 instead of 5. Fi-
nally, the gravitational wave frequency is approximately
fα ≈ 4frot/3, with corrections depending on the nuclear
equation of state of the neutron star [65, 66].

Fiducial equations relevant to r-mode emission are given
for: the CW amplitude4

hα = 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
α

3.44×10−4

)
×
(

J̃

1.64×10−2

)(
M

1.4M⊙

)(
fα

200 Hz

)3

×
(

R

11.7 km

)3

;

(27)

a dimensionless amplitude α which sets the magnitude of
the r-mode velocity perturbation field,

α = 3.44×10−4

(
200 Hz
fα

)3(
11.7 km

R

)3

×
(
1.64×10−2

J̃

)(
1.4M⊙

M

)
×
(

D

1 kpc

)(
hα

10−25

)
;

(28)

and the gravitational wave luminosity

ĖGW = 6.07×1029
(

α

3.44×10−4

)2
(

J̃

1.64×10−2

)2

×
(

M

1.4M⊙

)2(
R

11.7 km

)6(
fα

200 Hz

)8

W .

(29)

In these equations, M and R are the mass and radius of
the neutron star, and J̃ is determined by the neutron star
equation of state [64]. Further expressions give hα, α in

4The CW amplitude for r-mode emission is generally labelled h0
in the literature; in this review I use hα for clarity.
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terms of the spindown ḟα = 4ḟrot/3:

hα ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
200 Hz
fα

) 1
2

×
(

ḟα
−1.37×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2 (

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

,

(30)

α ≤ 3.44×10−4

(
200 Hz
fα

) 7
2
(
11.7 km

R

)3

×
(
1.64×10−2

J̃

)(
1.4M⊙

M

)

×
(

ḟα
−1.37×10−12 Hz s−1

) 1
2 (

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

;

(31)

and in terms of braking index n = 7 and characteristic age
τ = (fα/− ḟα)/(n− 1):

hα ≤ 10−25

(
1 kpc
D

)(
773 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(

6

n − 1

) 1
2
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

,

(32)

α ≤ 3.44×10−4

(
200 Hz
fα

)3(
11.7 km

R

)3

×
(
1.64×10−2

J̃

)(
1.4M⊙

M

)(
773 kyr

τ

) 1
2

×
(

6

n − 1

) 1
2
(

Izz
1038 kg m2

) 1
2

.

(33)

2.1.4. Accretion from a binary companion
If a neutron star is in orbit about a companion star, it

may accrete matter from its companion at certain times
during the lifetime of the binary system. This behaviour is
observed e.g. in low-mass X-ray binaries. The accretion of
matter transfers angular momentum to the neutron star,
causing it to spin faster [67]. If, however, the accreted mat-
ter builds a non-axisymmetric deformation – a “mountain”
– on the neutron star, it will radiate rotational energy as
gravitational waves and spin down again [36, 68–74]. If
these two processes are in balance with each other, the
neutron star will maintain a near-constant spin frequency.
This torque balance equilibrium has been proposed to ex-
plain the observed narrow distribution of the rotation pe-
riods of millisecond pulsars [75–82].

CW emission from a mountain on an accreting neu-
tron star is generally assumed to follow the triaxial aligned
model (Sec. 2.1.1). By equating the rotational kinetic en-
ergy gained through accretion to the energy lost through
CW emission, the torque balance equilibrium implies an
upper limit on h0, analogous to the spindown upper limit.
Following [83], fiducial equations for the torque balance

upper limit on h0, ϵ are

h0 ≤ 10−25

(
300 Hz
f

) 1
2
(
1.4M⊙

M

) 1
4 ( rm

11.7 km

) 1
4

×
(

R

11.7 km

) 1
2
(

FX/X
1.3×10−6 erg cm−2 s−1

) 1
2

,

(34)

ϵ ≤ 1.05×10−6

(
300 Hz
f

) 5
2
(
1038 kg m2

Izz

)
×
(
1.4M⊙

M

) 1
4 ( rm

11.7 km

) 1
4

(
R

11.7 km

) 1
2

×
(

FX/X
1.3×10−6 erg cm−2 s−1

) 1
2
(

D

1 kpc

)
.

(35)

Here rm is the radius at which the spin-up torque due to
accretion is applied to the neutron star, X is the fraction of
the maximum accretion luminosity which is radiated away
as X-rays, and FX is the observed X-ray flux.

2.2. Phase parameters
The phase of a CW signal is the function ϕrot(t) that

appears in Eqs. (4) and (5). Given the common assump-
tion of a triaxial aligned star (Sec. 2.1), where CW emis-
sion is at the f harmonic only, the phase is most commonly
written as ϕ(t) = 2ϕrot(t). The instantaneous frequency
(of the f harmonic) of the CW signal f(t) is

f(t) =
1

2π

dϕ(t)

dt
. (36)

Determining the CW signal phase involves considering time
standards at three locations: at the neutron star (Sec. 2.2.1,
at the Solar System barycentre (SSB; Sec. 2.2.2), and at
the detector (Sec. 2.2.3.

2.2.1. Time at the neutron star
At the neutron star, where time is measured by tNS,

the CW signal frequency f(tNS) is generally modelled as a
Taylor series, truncated to terms of order tsmax

NS :

f(tNS) =

smax∑
s=0

f (s)
tsNS

s!

= f + ḟ tNS +
1

2
f̈ t2NS + . . .

(37)

Note that the instantaneous frequency f(tNS) is distinct
from the frequency parameter f ≡ f(tNS = 0). It is com-
mon to write ḟ ≡ f (1), f̈ ≡ f (2), etc.

The f (s) coefficients represent the intrinsic frequency
evolution of the star, e.g. as it spins down due to energy
lost through CW emission. The CW phase at the neutron
star is then given by

ϕ(tNS) = 2π

∫
dtNS f(tNS)

= 2π

smax∑
s=0

f (s)
ts+1
NS

(s+ 1)!
.

(38)
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Note that Eq. (38) does not include the initial phase ϕ0,
which (counter-intuitively) is considered an amplitude pa-
rameter; see Sec. 2.1, and also Sec. 3, Eq. (54).

2.2.2. Time at the Solar System barycentre
The reference frame associated with the SSB takes the

standard celestial sphere reference frame but centres it at
the SSB (Fig. 1). The unit vector n̂ points from the SSB
to the neutron star, or to the binary barycentre (BB) if a
binary companion is present, and defines the sky position
of the source. It may be written in terms of the source’s
right ascension α and declination δ:

n̂ =
(
cosα cos δ, sinα cos δ, sin δ

)
. (39)

At the SSB, where time is measured by tSSB, we must ac-
count for the motion of the neutron star relative to the
SSB; given a gravitational wavefront emitted by the neu-
tron star at time tNS, at which time tSSB does the same
wavefront arrive at the SSB? The relationship between the
two timescales may be written as

tSSB = ∆R(tNS)+∆D(tNS)+∆E(tNS)+∆S(tNS) . (40)

The term ∆R(tNS), also known as the Rømer delay,
accounts for the changing distance the gravitational wave
must travel due to the orbit of the neutron star in a binary
system around the BB. The effect of the Rømer delay is
to Doppler-shift the CW signal frequency as the neutron
star moves first towards, and then away from the detector.
For circular orbits [84, 85],

∆R(tNS) = ap sin
2π(tNS − tasc)

P
. (41)

Here ap = (a/c) sin i is the semi-major axis of the orbit
(in units of 1/c) projected onto the line of sight by i, the
inclination angle of the orbit; P is the orbital period; and
tasc the time at which the neutron star passes through the
ascending node5 of the orbit. For eccentric orbits, see the
expressions given in [85].

The term ∆D(tNS) accounts for the distance from the
SSB to the neutron star (or BB if a binary companion if
present), as well as any relative motion of the neutron star
(or BB) relative to the SSB. For a simple linear motion,
where the neutron star (or BB) is initially at a distance D
from the SSB and moves with velocity v⃗NS, we have [23]

∆D(tNS) = γNStNS +
1

c

∣∣Dn̂+ γNSv⃗NStNS

∣∣ , (42)

where γNS = (1− |v⃗NS|/c)−1/2. If |v⃗NS| is small compared
to c, γNS ≈ 1 and

∆D(tNS) ≈ tNS +
D

c
, (43)

5The ascending node is the point in the neutron star’s orbit where
it passes through the plane of the sky (which intersects the BB,
perpendicular to n̂), in the direction away from Earth; see Fig. 1.

i.e. the CW arrives at the the SSB a time D/c after it was
emitted. Most CW searches assume that |v⃗NS| is small
enough so that this approximation holds. The effect of
radial motion (v⃗NS ∥ n̂) is additional Doppler motion of
the signal; this effect may be accounted for by redefining
the frequency parameters [Eq. (37)] as being observed at
the SSB, instead of being intrinsic to the star [23]. As a
consequence, for sufficiently large radial motion, the in-
trinsic spindown of the neutron star may be observed at
the SSB as a spinup, i.e. ḟ > 0. To account for this pos-
sibility, many CW searches cover a small positive range of
frequency derivatives [e.g. 86–88]. The robustness of CW
searches to proper motion (v⃗NS ⊥ n̂) is studied in [89].

The terms ∆E(tNS) and ∆S(tNS) denote the Einstein
and Shapiro delays, respectively, associated with the bi-
nary system [90]. The Einstein delay collects the effects of
gravitational red-shift and time dilation due to motions of
the binary stars; the Shapiro delay accounts for the delayed
propagation of the gravitational wave through the curved
space-time of the binary system. These effects are absent
for isolated (i.e. single) neutron stars; for binary systems
with circular orbits, ∆E(tNS) = 0 [90], and ∆S(tNS) is
small enough to be negligible [84].

2.2.3. Time at the detector
Similar to Eq. (40), we can relate tSSB to the time

measured at the detector on Earth, tdet:

tSSB = tdet +∆R⊙(tdet) + ∆E⊙(tdet)−∆S⊙(tdet) . (44)

Here the Solar System Rømer delay ∆R⊙(tdet) accounts
for the propagation time of the gravitational wave from
the SSB to the detector:

∆R⊙(tdet) =
r⃗(tdet) · n̂

c
, (45)

where r⃗(tdet) is the vector from the SSB to the detector,
accounting for both the sidereal and orbital motion of the
Earth (Fig. 1). The Solar System Einstein and Shapiro
delays ∆E⊙(tdet) and ∆S⊙(tdet) quantify, respectively, the
effect of gravitational red-shift and time dilation due to
motions of the Earth and other Solar System bodies, and
the delayed propagation of the gravitational wave through
the curved space-time of the Sun [90–92].

2.2.4. Determining the phase
Given gravitational wave data is timestamped by tdet,

we must use the equations in Secs. 2.2.1– 2.2.3 to deter-
mine tNS as a function of tdet. For negligible linear motion
of the neutron star (|v⃗NS| ≪ c), and circular binary orbits,
Eq. (40) simplifies to

tSSB = t0 + tNS +∆R(tNS) , (46)

where the constant D/c has been absorbed into a reference
time t0. Equating to Eq. (44) gives

tNS +∆R(tNS) = tdet − t0 +∆R⊙(tdet)

+ ∆E⊙(tdet)−∆S⊙(tdet) . (47)
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Figure 5: Typical modulations of the CW signal frequency for an
isolated neutron star as a function of time. Top: daily modulation
(blue) due to the rotation of the Earth. Middle: yearly modulation
(red) due to the orbit of the Earth. Bottom: long-term decrease
(yellow) due to the spindown of the star.

For isolated stars, ∆R(tNS) = 0 and Eq. (47) gives tNS

directly in terms of functions of tdet; otherwise, Eq. (47)
must be numerically inverted to determine the function
tNS(tdet). Finally, the CW phase is

ϕ(tdet) = 2π

smax∑
s=0

f (s)
tNS(tdet)

s+1

(s+ 1)!
. (48)

Figure 5 illustrates the typical timescales of modula-
tions for the CW phase of an isolated star. On timescales
of a day, the dominant modulation is from Doppler modu-
lation due to the Earth’s sidereal rotation. Over the course
of a year, the dominant modulation is Doppler modulation
due to the Earth’s orbit. And over many years of obser-
vation, we expect a steady spindown in frequency as the
neutron star loses energy.

2.2.5. Approximate phase
While the full phase expression of Eq. (48) is required

to accurately track the CW phase over long observation
times, it is often useful (see e.g. Sec. 4.2) to consider a
simpler, approximate form of the phase [23, 85, 93].

We first discard the Einstein and Shapiro delay terms
∆E⊙(tdet),∆S⊙(tdet), as they are always small compared
to the other terms in Eq. (47). We then expand Eq. (48),
and discard any terms of order f (s)ts−n+1

NS ∆n
R···, where

n > 1, and ∆R··· is any of the Rømer delay terms. This is
because, over the time-span of an observation T , f (s) typ-
ically scales with T−s−1, ts−n+1

NS scales with T s−n+1, but

the oscillatory Rømer terms remain of order unity. Terms
of order f (s)ts−n+1

NS ∆n
R···, therefore, scale as T−n, and are

small enough to be neglected when n > 1. Finally, if
∆R(tNS) is present, we assume that the orbital motion is
slow compared to gravitational wave transit time across
the orbit, and we can therefore approximate ∆R(tNS) ≈
∆R(tdet). Applying these approximations yields:

ϕ(tdet) ≈ 2π

smax∑
s=0

f (s)
{
(tdet − t0)

s+1

(s+ 1)!

+
(tdet − t0)

s

s!

[
∆R⊙(tdet)−∆R(tdet)

]} (49)

= 2πf(tdet − t0)
[
∆R⊙(tdet)−∆R(tdet)

]
+ 2π

[
ftdet +

1

2
ḟ t2det +

1

6
f̈ t3det + . . .

]
.

(50)

In Eq. (50), the instantaneous frequency f(tdet − t0) is
usually replaced by a constant fmax, the maximum fre-
quency of the signal over the observation, thereby giving
the maximum modulation from the Rømer terms.

3. Challenges of continuous wave searches

The fundamental challenge of CW searches lies in ex-
tracting a very weak signal from comparatively noisy data.
While gravitational wave signals from the mergers of bi-
nary black holes and neutron star are strong enough to, on
occasion, be discernible to the naked eye [e.g. 7, 94], CW
signals are comparatively much weaker. We must there-
fore apply data analysis techniques to the data. All such
techniques rely on the idea of matched filtering : we formu-
late a model for the CW signal (Sec. 2), apply that model
to the data, and compute a detection statistic which tells
us which of two hypotheses are favoured: the signal hy-
pothesis, that the data contains a CW signal matching our
model; or the noise hypothesis, that it does not.

A first challenge is breaking the following circular de-
pendency: how we can detect an unknown CW signal,
when we must first know its model parameters, in order to
apply the model to the data, in order to detect the signal
in the first place? It is here that the distinction between
amplitude and phase parameters made in Sec. 2 becomes
important. To see why, we first express the detector re-
sponse functions F+(t), F×(t) using two new functions6,
a(t) and b(t) [23]:

F+(t) = a(t) cos 2ψ + b(t) sin 2ψ ,

F×(t) = b(t) cos 2ψ − a(t) sin 2ψ .
(51)

By combining Eqs. (1), (4), (5) and (51), we see that the
component h2m(t) of h(t) associated with each harmonic

6Note that, in contract to the definitions given in [23], I have
absorbed the factor of sin ζ into the definitions a(t), b(t).
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(frot, and f) may be written as the linear product of four
amplitudes A2m

i and four basis functions h2mi (t) [23]:

h(t) =

2∑
m=1

h2m(t) =

2∑
m=1

4∑
i=1

A2m
i h2mi (t) . (52)

The basis functions are:

h2m1 (t) = a(t) cosmϕrot(t) , h2m2 (t) = b(t) cosmϕrot(t) ,

h2m3 (t) = a(t) sinmϕrot(t) , h2m4 (t) = b(t) sinmϕrot(t) .
(53)

The amplitudes are:

A2m
1 = A2m

+ cosΦC
2m cos 2ψ −A2m

× sinΦC
2m sin 2ψ ,

A2m
2 = A2m

+ cosΦC
2m sin 2ψ +A2m

× sinΦC
2m cos 2ψ ,

A2m
3 = −A2m

+ sinΦC
2m cos 2ψ −A2m

× cosΦC
2m sin 2ψ ,

A2m
4 = −A2m

+ sinΦC
2m sin 2ψ +A2m

× cosΦC
2m cos 2ψ ,

(54)

where

A22
+ = −C22(1 + cos2 ι) , A21

+ = −1

2
C21 sin ι cos ι ,

A22
× = −2C22 cos ι , A21

× = −1

2
C21 sin ι .

(55)

The A2m
i are functions of the four model parameters intro-

duced in Sec. 2.1: the CW amplitude C2m and phase ΦC
2m,

inclination angle ι, and polarisation angle ψ. Because h(t)
is linear in the A2m

i , we conjecture that we can analyti-
cally determine best-fit values for the amplitudes, without
having to know them a priori.

When only one harmonic is present, the four ampli-
tudes may indeed be found analytically, by choosing the
values which maximise the likelihood function. This func-
tion gives the probability of the observed data, given a
choice of CW signal model; it is generally computing by
subtracting the CW model waveform from the data, and
then computing the probability that what remains is pure
noise following an assumed distribution (e.g. a Gaussian).
The matched filter computed using the maximum likeli-
hood estimators of the four amplitudes is known as the
F-statistic [23] (see also Sec. 7.1.3). In terms of detec-
tion power – the ability of a statistic to correctly pick the
signal and/or noise hypotheses where appropriate – the
maximum likelihood approach of the F-statistic compares
favourably to the theoretically more powerful approach of
Bayesian marginalisation [95, 96]. When both harmonics
are present, we may apply the F-statistic to each har-
monic individually [23], although this ignores degeneracies
between the A2m

i , e.g. the common dependence on ι and
ψ [29–31].

While we are fortunate in that we can find best-fit val-
ues for the amplitude parameters (via the A2m

i ) without
prior knowledge, we are out of luck when it comes to the
phase parameters (Sec. 2.2): the neutron star’s intrin-
sic frequency f and spindowns ḟ , f̈ , etc.; its position on
the sky α, δ; and, if relevant, its velocity v⃗NS and binary

(circular) orbital parameters ap, P, tasc. Given the nonlin-
ear dependence of h(t) on these parameters, there is little
prospect of analytically finding their best-fit values. We
must therefore resort to numerical methods, as follows.

A CW search is, in essence, a process of numerical max-
imisation over the phase parameters. We pick values for
the phase parameters, apply the CW signal model given
by those parameters to the data, and compute a detection
statistic e.g. the F-statistic. We continue to pick sets of
phase parameter values until, by trial and error, we find a
combination where the detection statistic strongly favours
the signal hypothesis. While this process sounds straight-
forward enough, in reality we must now confront several
further challenges:

1. What values for the phase parameters should we
pick? In other words, what is the parameter space –
the subset of the space spanned by the phase param-
eters – from which we should sample vectors of phase
parameter values? What motivates the choice of a
particular parameter space? For example, should we
search for CW signals at low frot, where most of the
known pulsar reside [97]; or at high frot, where the
gravitational wave amplitude ∝ f2rot is largest?

2. How many phase parameter vectors should we sam-
ple? We assume that, given the parameter space we
have selected, at least one vector within that space
will yield a model that fits any signal present in the
data very well – otherwise the model is at fault – but
we do not know the best-fit vector a priori. More-
over, the probably of us picking the exact best-fit
vector is vanishingly small. But can we assume that
we will eventually, given enough trials, pick a vector
which is “close enough” to the best-fit vector, such
that the detection statistic will still favour the sig-
nal hypothesis? If so, how do we quantify what we
mean by “close enough”? And how many vectors do
we need to sample in order to guarantee that we’ll
eventually pick one “close enough” to the best-fit vec-
tor?

3. Suppose we know how many phase parameter vec-
tors to sample from the parameter space. Is it realis-
tic to compute a detection statistic for every vector?
Each computation must take a finite amount of time.
Given that CW signals are weak, we expect that we
will need to analyse as much available data as possi-
ble in order to accumulate signal power versus noise.
Can we compute all the required detection statistics
in a finite amount of time, using currently-available
computer technology? If not, does there exist a sub-
optimal detection statistic which is either computa-
tionally cheaper to compute, or required the com-
putation of few values (i.e. allows us to relax what
we require as “close enough” to the best-fit vector)?
Will this sub-optimal statistic still allow us to make
a detection?

4. Suppose that we can compute (possibly sub-optimal)
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detection statistics for all the phase parameter vector
we are required to sample (in order to guarantee that
at least one is “close enough” to the best-fit vector).
Since we have computed multiple detection statis-
tics, we are no longer considering a binary choice
of one signal hypothesis versus one noise hypothe-
sis; instead we must weigh multiple signal hypoth-
esis, one for each detection statistic. How do we
determine whether any of the signal hypotheses are
favoured strongly enough to claim a detection? We
might choose e.g. to set a threshold value on the de-
tection statistics, and only consider detection statis-
tics above the threshold as signifying a detection.
We must then contend with the law of large num-
bers, however: as the number of detection statistics
increases, eventually one is guaranteed to pass the
threshold, even if there is no signal present in the
data. How can we make decisions using the detection
statistics, e.g. by setting a threshold, while avoid-
ing (with high confidence) the possibilities of falsely
claiming a detection, or of falsely rejecting one?

4. Continuous wave search performance measures

One of the challenges of CW searches, as outlined in
Sec. 3, is deciding on the parameter space of signals to
cover, and the detection statistic to compute. As we will
see in Sec. 6, these aspects of CW search design must typ-
ically be balanced against each other. Due to limited com-
putational resources, we must typically either choose a sen-
sitive (but computationally expensive) detection statistic
over a limited (but computationally cheaper) parameter
space; or a wide (but expensive) parameter space and a
sub-optimal (but cheaper) detection statistic.

In Sec. 6, I examine the performance of CW searches
through the lens of this trade-off. I quantify searches ac-
cording to the following metrics: sensitivity depth (Sec. 4.1),
and parameter-space breadth (Sec. 4.2).

4.1. Sensitivity depth
The CW search sensitivity depth [98, 99] is a signal-to-

noise ratio. As a measure of signal strength, an upper limit
at confidence C is computed on the gravitational wave am-
plitude of the signal, typically h0. The upper limit hC0 is
computed using a variety of methods [99–101], which gen-
erally follow this procedure:

1. Decide on a criterion for detecting CW signals us-
ing a given search algorithm. Common practise is to
take the maximum detection statistic Xmax found
by a search as indicating the most promising detec-
tion candidate. Then, apply the algorithm to many
synthesised data sets containing only noise, take the
Xmax found from each data set, and set a threshold
X∗ such that only a fraction A of the Xmax satisfy
Xmax > X∗. Here A is the false alarm probability :

the probability that we would falsely claim a detec-
tion by finding a Xmax > X∗, despite the data con-
taining no signal. It is typically small; conventionally
CW searches establish a A = 1% false alarm thresh-
old. (Note that this threshold is established using
the maximum of many detection statistics computed
by the search; the probability of a single detection
statistic exceeding the threshold is therefore ≪ A.)

2. Given a fixed h0, draw random sets of values for the
CW signal model parameters. Amplitude parame-
ters (other than h0) are drawn from their natural
priors; phase parameters are drawn from the search
parameter space.

3. For each set of model parameter values, synthesise
a CW signal time series h(t) in software using the
given parameter values. Add to each h(t) a real-
istic representation of the detector noise, either by
using real detector data, or by synthesising station-
ary Gaussian noise with power spectral density Sh

(which may be assumed constant over the narrow
bandwidth of CW signals).

4. Analyse each noisy h(t) time series using the CW
search algorithm in question. For each noisy h(t), de-
cide whether the synthesised CW signal would have
been detected using the criteria established previ-
ously, i.e. is the Xmax found from the search of each
noisy h(t) greater than X∗? The fraction of CW sig-
nals considered detected is the detection confidence
C. (The quantity 1−C is the false dismissal probabil-
ity : the probability that we would dismiss claiming
a detection because Xmax < X∗, despite the data
containing a signal.) The h0 fixed in step 2 is then
interpreted as an upper limit hC0 with C confidence;
if the data contains a signal with amplitude h0, we
would have confidence C of detecting it.

5. Adjust h0 and repeat steps 2– 4 above until C con-
verges to the desired confidence; typical choices are
90% or 95%. Given that CW signals have yet to be
detected, published CW searches typically quote up-
per limits hC0 as a function of search frequency f as
their primary scientific result.

The sensitivity depth takes the ratio of an upper limit,
given by hC0 , to an estimate of the noise in the detector,
given by Sh. It is defined as:7

D =

√
Sh/Hz

hC0
. (56)

Note that Sh is defined as the single-sided power spectrum,
over the same frequency band as the CW signals used to
determine hC0 , and taking the harmonic mean of the data
over time (and over multiple detectors). Averaging over

7The depth is conventionally defined as
√
Sh/h0 and therefore has

the same units as
√
Sh, typically Hz−1/2. In this review I explicitly

normalise Sh by units of Hz, so that D is a dimensionless quantity.
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time gives a representative value of the detector power
spectrum, whose value over short time periods may vary
over the course of an observation. Non-Gaussian “glitches”
in the noise of short (≲ 1 s) duration generally do not im-
pact long-duration continuous wave searches, unless they
are sufficiently short and loud (resembling a Dirac delta
function) that their Fourier transform contaminates a wide
frequecy band [102, 103].

Since a smaller hC0 implies a more sensitive search, D
increases with search sensitivity. By factoring out the per-
formance of the detector, i.e. its noise power spectrum, D
quantifies the contribution of the CW search algorithm to
the overall search sensitivity. Typically, D is found to be
approximately constant for a given CW search, provided
we exclude frequency bands where Sh is degraded by ex-
cessive detector noise, e.g. instrumental line artefacts.

Sensitivity depth serves as a useful measure for qualita-
tively comparing the sensitivities achieved by different CW
searches and algorithms. This comes with the following
caveat, however: a strictly “apples-to-apples” comparison
is difficult to achieve in practise, for the following reasons:

• When computing hC0 , the criteria for considering a
CW signal detected (step 1 of the upper limit pro-
cedure) often varies between searches. For example,
a CW signal may be considered detected only after
more sensitive follow-up studies of candidates found
by the initial search. This makes it challenging to
model the statistical properties of the detection cri-
teria (as discussed in [99]) and thereby determine its
false alarm probability A. It is generally assumed
that A is both small and weakly dependent on the
choice of detection criteria, e.g. X∗ scales weakly
with A and the number of computed detection statis-
tics [101]. The overall A of a CW search is rarely
quantified explicitly, however, which makes a strictly
equitable comparison of search sensitivities at equal
false alarm rates difficult to achieve.

• The population of signals sampled from in determin-
ing hC0 (step 2 of the upper limit procedure) also
varies. For example, searches using the PowerFlux
algorithm (Sec. 7.2.4) traditionally fix the inclina-
tion angle ι, in addition to h0, and report two val-
ues of hC0 for circular (most sensitive/best case) and
linear (least sensitive/worst case) polarisations. An-
alytic scaling to convert upper limits of this type
to so-called population-averaged upper limits (where
cos ι is sampled uniformly from [−1, 1]) were pro-
posed in [101], while [104] suggests that such scaling
must depend on the data being analysed.

• There are different approaches to determining the
confidence C (steps 3– 4 of the upper limit pro-
cedure). Searches using the PowerFlux algorithm
determine an upper limit on h0 on individual sig-
nals, rather than over a population of signals, us-
ing Feldman-Cousins confidence intervals; the largest

(worst case) upper limit found for an individual sig-
nal is then selected to represent the population as
a whole (see discussion in [101]). Even when the
population-averaged procedure is followed, various
approaches are used to find hC0 at the desired C,
usually motivated to reduce computational cost: e.g.
linear or spline interpolation of hC0 as a function of
C. (A Bayesian approach, which fits a sigmoid curve
to a Boolean array of detections as a function of h0,
is proposed in [105].)

• The CW data analysis community has historically
not converged to a consistent choice of confidence
C at which to set upper limits (step 5 of the upper
limit procedure), with both 90% and 95% being com-
mon choices. (Though perhaps a consensus is now
emerging; of the 17 papers reviewed in Sec. 6 which
analysed data from the LIGO-Virgo 3rd observing
run, only one paper [106] set upper limits at 90%
confidence, with the remainder choosing 95%.)

• Finally, choosing an appropriate value for Sh is not
entirely straightforward [99]. Unless we have per-
formed the analysis ourselves, we are unlikely to have
access to the original data set used in the analysis,
and it may be impractical to reconstruct the origi-
nal data set without access to the software and con-
figuration details used in its preparation. We must
therefore rely on generic sensitivity curves [107–113]
which give representative Sh for each data set. In
addition, computation of Sh over an appropriate fre-
quency band can be sensitive to choices of windowing
and/or averaging over frequency.

For these reasons, comparisons of the D achieved by dif-
ferent CW searches or algorithms should not be taken too
seriously beyond the first one or two significant figures.

4.2. Parameter-space breadth
To complement D as a measure of CW search sensitiv-

ity, in this review I introduce the breadth B as a measure
of CW parameter-space coverage:

B =

∫
P
dp⃗
√
g(p⃗) . (57)

where P represents that CW search parameter space, from
which parameter vectors p⃗ ∈ P are drawn. The func-
tion g(p⃗) is the determinant of the parameter-space metric
gij(p⃗) [114, 115]. The metric gij(p⃗) provides a distance
measure on the parameter space, as follows: suppose a CW
signal is present in the data with best-fit parameters p⃗, and
we attempt to match that signal to a model waveform with
parameters p⃗+∆p⃗. The mismatch µ = gij(p⃗)∆pi∆pj mea-
sures how much signal power we expect to lose; if ∆p⃗ = 0⃗,
we have perfectly matched the signal and expect the de-
tection statistic to be at its optimal maximum; for ∆p⃗ ̸= 0⃗
we expect the detection statistic to be reduced by a factor
≈ 1− µ for small µ [35, 93].
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The metric gives a quantitative measure of how “close”
(cf. Sec. 3) signals are to each other in parameter space,
in the context of recovering signal power. Its determi-
nant quantifies the “density” of parameter space: denser
regions being where signals are “closer” to each other than
in sparser regions. The breadth B is therefore a measure of
the number of CW model waveforms (or templates) needed
to properly search a given parameter space. That said, I
do not attempt to rescale B to give actual template counts
for a given CW search, as I consider that to be an imple-
mentation detail of the algorithm in question. Ideally, the
algorithm would use the minimum number of templates
needed to cover the parameter space, while guaranteeing
that the mismatch remains under a pre-established maxi-
mum [116, 117].

It has been shown [35] that, for observing time-spans
longer than a day, the CW parameter-space metric is largely
independent of the amplitude parameters of the CW sig-
nal. We therefore require only the CW phase to compute
the metric; indeed, it is sufficient to use the simplified, ap-
proximate phase given by Eq. (50) (Sec. 2.2.5). Using the
phase metric approximation [35, 118], the metric is then
computed from

gij(p⃗) =
1

T

∫
T

dt
∂ϕ(t)

∂pi

∂ϕ(t)

∂pj

∣∣∣∣
p⃗

− 1

T 2

[ ∫
T

dt
∂ϕ(t)

∂pi

∣∣∣∣
p⃗

][ ∫
T

dt
∂ϕ(t)

∂pj

∣∣∣∣
p⃗

]
, (58)

where we integrate over the observation spanned by T .
In computing the parameter-space breadth, I will as-

sume the parameter-space metric of a fully-coherent CW
signal, i.e. one where ϕ(tdet) is matched to the data across
the entire observation. Not all detection statistics obey
this criteria, however; indeed a common trade-off made
by sub-optimal detection statistics is to relax this restric-
tion. The purpose of B, however, is to quantify the size
of the parameter space of the CW signal model, whereas
the size of the CW search (in terms of the number of tem-
plates it searches) is considered an implementation detail
of the search. As discussed in Sec. 3, a CW data ana-
lyst must often decide whether to prioritise sensitivity or
parameter-space coverage in their CW search design; a
particular choice of trade-off is then reflected in the D and
B achieved for that search. An optimal choice could be
to choose a detection statistic which balances sensitivity
(thereby increasing depth) with computational efficiency,
allowing a wider parameter space to be searched (thereby
increasing breadth).

In the following sections I give formulas for B over the
frequency and spindown (Sec. 4.2.1), sky (Sec. 4.2.2), and
binary orbital parameter spaces (Sec. 4.2.3). I use Eq. (50)
as a suitable approximation to the metric, with f(tdet −
t0) set to f , so that B is correct when integrated over
frequency. This means, however, that the breadth of the
sky and binary orbital parameter spaces scale with f , and
therefore we must defer integration over f until the end.

I therefore define raw breadths B, which have not been
integrated over f , in the following sections. These factors
will be assembled to find the overall breadth B in Sec. 4.2.4.

4.2.1. Frequency and spindown parameter space
The phase metric over the frequency and spindown pa-

rameters is [39, 119]

gf(r),f(s) =
4π2(r + 1)(s+ 1)

(r + 2)!(s+ 2)!(r + s+ 3)!
T r+s+2 , (59)

where f (r), f (s) are the rth, sth spindown parameters re-
spectively. Note that gf(r),f(s) is independent of the f (s).
The square root of the determinants of this metric, up to
the 2nd spindown, are

Bf =
√
g(f) =

πT√
3
, (60)√

g(f, ḟ) =
π2T 3

6
√
15
, (61)√

g(f, ḟ , f̈) =
π3T 6

360
√
105

, (62)

Note that Eq. (59) assumes the observation runs over tdet ∈
[0, T ], while Eqs. (60)– (62) are independent of this choice.
Equation (60) immediately gives the raw frequency breadth
Bf . In order to separate out the contributions from each
spindown parameter, I define their (raw) breadths as ratios
to the breadth of the preceding spindown, as follows:

Bḟ =
1

Bf

∫
dḟ

√
g(f, ḟ) =

πT 2

6
√
5

∣∣∣ḟ] , (63)

Bf̈ =
1

Bḟ

∫
dḟ

∫
df̈

√
g(f, ḟ , f̈) =

πT 3

60
√
7

∣∣∣f̈] . (64)

Here I adopt the notation of [85]: for a parameter p with
parameter space [p0, p1] ∪ [p2, p3] ∪ . . . , define∣∣∣pq] ≡ pq1 − pq0 + pq3 − pq2 + . . . . (65)

The breadths in f (s) [Eqs. (60), (63), (64)] scale as T s+1,
consistent with the typical spacings ∆f (s) ∝ T−s−1 used
to construct a rectangular search grid in these parameters.

4.2.2. Sky parameter space
The metric over the sky arises from the Solar System

Rømer delay ∆R⊙(tdet) [Eq. (45)]. I approximate the de-
tector position vector r⃗(tdet) with a Ptolomaic-like orbit
(cf. [119]), where the Earth’s orbit is circular and co-planar
with its equator. I also ignore the relative phase differences
between the Earth’s sidereal and orbital motions, which
should be immaterial over observation times much greater
than a day. With these assumptions the sky component of
the CW phase simplifies to

ϕsky(tdet) = 2πf cos δ
[
τs cos(α− Ωstdet)

+ τo cos(α− Ωotdet)
]
, (66)
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where τs ≈ 2.13×10−2 lt-s is the radius of the Earth, τo ≈
4.99×102 lt-s is the orbital radius of the Earth around
the Sun, and Ωs ≈ 7.27×10−5 Hz, Ωo ≈ 1.99×10−7 Hz
are the respective sidereal and orbital angular frequencies.
Combining Eqs. (57), (58), and (66), and noting that τs ≪
τo and Ωo ≪ Ωs, we arrive at the following expression for

Bsky =
8

3
π3f2τ2o

{
1− sinc2 ΩoT

− 2 sinc2
ΩoT

2
+ 2 sinc(ΩoT ) sinc

2 ΩoT

2

+
4τs
τo

sinc
ΩsT

2
+O

[(
τs
τo

)2]}1/2

, (67)

where sinc(x) = sin(x)/x. Note that Bsky converges to
8π3f2τ2o /3 for ΩoT ≫ 1, i.e. once the observation time
spans many years. For CW searches which cover patches
of the sky, I rescale Bsky by the fraction of the sky covered,
thereby assuming that the template density is isotropic
over the sky for long observations.

4.2.3. Binary orbital parameter space
The phase metric over the binary orbital parameters is

derived in [85, 120]. In calculating the breadth, I use the
“long-segment” approximation to the metric, where T ≫
P , and thus assume that the CW signal is observed over
many orbital periods. The metric is most conveniently
parameterised by ap, the angular frequency Ωp = 2π/P of
the orbit, and tasc. It is given by Eq. (71) of [85], and the
square root of its determinant is√

g(ap,ΩP , tasc) =

√
2

3
π3f3a2pΩPT . (68)

When tasc is known, the (raw) breadth Bbin is

Bbin =

∫
dap

∫
dΩP

∫
dtasc

√
g(ap,ΩP , tasc)

= −
(
2

3

)3/2

π5f3
∣∣∣a3p]∣∣∣P−2

]∣∣∣tasc]T , (69)

where the bounds of the integral over ΩP are expressed in
terms of P for convenience.8 When tasc is unknown, we
must search over its full range [0, P ]; the breadth is then

Bbin =

∫
dap

∫
dΩP

∫ 2π/ΩP

0

dtasc

√
g(ap,ΩP , tasc)

= −2

(
2

3

)3/2

π5f3
∣∣∣a3p]∣∣∣P−1

]
T .

(70)

The TwoSpect algorithm (Sec. 7.2.6) conventionally
searches over a fixed range of frequency modulation depth

8Note that the sign of
∣∣∣P−2

]
,
∣∣∣P−1

]
is negative, hence the overall

minus sign in Eqs. (69), (70) respectively.

∆fobs = fapΩP instead of a fixed range of ap. The ap-
propriate formula for its breadth is found by substituting
ap = ∆fobs/fΩP in Eq. (68) and integrating over ∆fobs:

Bbin =

∫
d∆fobs

∫
dΩP

∫ 2π/ΩP

0

dtasc

√
g(ap,ΩP , tasc)

=
1

2

(
2

3

)3/2

π3f
∣∣∣∆f3obs]∣∣∣P]T . (71)

4.2.4. Assembling the overall breadth
Given the raw breaths defined in Sec. 4.2.1– 4.2.3, the

overall breath is then found by multiplying these factors
and integrating over f :

B =

∫
df
∏

B··· , (72)

where the product is taken over those B··· relevant to a
particular search.

It is informative to divide B into factors which arise
from each component of the parameter space (frequency,
spindown, sky, binary orbit), so that we can see the relative
contribution of each component to the overall breadth. I
define the factors of B as follows. Let k be the exponent
of f in each raw breadth B··· relevant for a search – except
for Bf , where we set k = 1 to account for integration over
f . Let κ be the sum over all k. When integrated over f ,
B will contain a factor K =

∣∣∣fκ]/κ. We now define

Bf = BfK
1/κ , B··· =

B···

fk
Kk/κ ; (73)

each B··· weights B··· by its contribution to the integration
over f . When multiplied together, these factors will give
B consistent with Eq. (72).

As an example, consider a CW search over the fre-
quency, sky, and binary orbital parameters; we therefore
require Bf [Eq. (60)], Bsky [Eq. (67)], and Bbin [either
Eq. (69) or (70)]. The exponents of f that appears in Bsky

and Bbin are k = 2, k = 3 respectively, and for Bf we set
k = 1; hence κ = 6. The component breadths are therefore

Bf = Bf

(∣∣∣f6]/6)1/6 ,
Bsky =

Bsky

f2

(∣∣∣f6]/6)2/6 ,
Bbin =

Bbin

f3

(∣∣∣f6]/6)3/6 ,
(74)

and B is given equivalently by

B =

∫
df BfBskyBbin = BfBskyBbin . (75)

4.2.5. Hidden Markov models
The parameter-space breadth [Eq. (57)] is intended to

be agnostic to the implementation details of a CW search,
to enable a fair comparison of CW searches which cover

15



the same parameter space using different algorithms. One
particular CW search algorithm, however, requires special
consideration.

In place of the Taylor series representation of the CW
signal frequency f(t) [Eq. (37)], Hidden Markov models
(HMMs) represent the frequency f(t) as an unobserved
(hidden) state variable over a time-frequency representa-
tion of h(t), typically discretised into N frequency bins
and M time steps. The Viterbi algorithm is then used to
determine the most likely sequence of hidden states – i.e.
the CW frequency as a function of time – based on a set
of observables – a detection statistic computed for each
frequency bin and time step.

A fuller description of the Viterbi algorithm is deferred
until Sec. 7.2.7. For now, we note that the Viterbi algo-
rithm is efficient at considering a very large number of
possible CW frequency paths: NδnM , where δn is the
number of possible paths the CW frequency may take be-
tween successive time steps. Given that M is typically of
order 10–104, by this measure the parameter space covered
by a CW search using the Viterbi algorithm may be thou-
sands of orders of magnitude greater than a comparable
search which models the CW frequency as a Taylor series.
On the other hand, many of these paths represent small
deviations – by a frequency bin here or there – from a CW
frequency path that otherwise follows a Taylor series, and
one might argue whether it is fair to count these deviations
as completely different paths.

As a compromise, I account for the increased param-
eter space coverage of HMM searches using the Viterbi
algorithm as follows. Suppose e.g. that the CW frequency
is allowed to jump by ±1 bins per time step; i.e. δn = 3.
Given a frequency bin n at time step m, at the previous
time step m−1 the CW frequency may pass through 3 fre-
quency bins n− 1, n, n+1; at the next previous time step
m − 2 the CW frequency may pass through 5 frequency
bins n− 2, n− 1, n, n+1, n+2; and so on. In general, the
parameter-space volume encompassing the possible CW
frequency paths increases by δn − 1 between time steps.
Calculating this volume over all M time steps and normal-
ising by M defines the HMM breadth factor

BHMM =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

1 +m(δn− 1)

=
1

2
(Mδn−M − δn+ 3) .

(76)

This definition is consistent with the spirit of the parameter-
space breadth, in that it seeks to quantify the volume
of the parameter space, while the placement of templates
within that space is considered an implementation choice.
Note that BHMM = 1 when either M = 1 or δn = 1, i.e.
when the CW frequency follows a single path consistent
with the Taylor series model.

Table 2: Data collection runs of the LIGO and Virgo gravitational
wave detectors, 2002–2020. Columns are: detector generation, run
label, start date, end date, time-span, and number of CW searches
reviewed in Sec. 6 which used data from the run. (Some CW searches
use data from more than one run, which is accounted for in column 6.)

Gen. Obs. Start End T CW
days #

0.5G S1 23 Aug 2002 9 Sep 2002 17 2
0.5G S2 14 Feb 2003 14 Apr 2003 59 4
0.5G S3 31 Oct 2003 9 Jan 2004 70 1
0.5G S4 22 Feb 2005 23 Mar 2005 29 5
1G S5 4 Nov 2005 1 Oct 2007 696 14
1G VSR1 18 May 2007 1 Oct 2007 136 1
1.5G VSR2 7 Jul 2009 8 Jan 2010 185 9
1.5G S6 7 Jul 2009 20 Oct 2010 470 22
1.5G VSR3 11 Aug 2010 19 Oct 2010 69 2
1.5G VSR4 3 Jun 2011 5 Sep 2011 94 6
2G O1 12 Sep 2015 19 Jan 2016 129 57
2G O2 30 Nov 2016 25 Aug 2017 268 79
2G O3 1 Apr 2019 27 Mar 2020 361 116

– a 1 Apr 2019 1 Oct 2019 183
– b 1 Nov 2019 27 Mar 2020 147

5. A brief history of gravitational wave data

This section summarises the development of interfero-
metric gravitational wave detectors, and the data collected
by them, over the last two decades.

Kilometre-scale gravitational wave observatories have
been in operation for nearly 20 years, and have completed
13 data collection runs to date (Table 2). The first few
runs of the Initial LIGO [121] detectors – the 0.5 gen-
eration (0.5G) in Table 2 – were generally short (a few
months or less) with their primary aim being to fully com-
mission the instruments and gain experience in analysing
their data. This effort culminated in the 1st generation
(1G) of the Initial LIGO and Virgo [122] detectors at their
inaugural design sensitivities. A period of further sensi-
tivity improvements followed – the 1.5 generation (1.5G)
Enhanced LIGO [123] and Virgo+ [124] detectors – before
an extended shutdown period for significant upgrades, in
order to achieve sensitivities capable of detecting binary
black hole/neutron star mergers.

The commencement of the 1st observing run (O1) of
Advanced LIGO [11] – and the first detection, the binary
black hole merger GW 150914 [4] two days into the run
– began the current era of 2nd-generation (2G) detectors
and the beginning of gravitational wave astronomy. Ad-
vanced Virgo [12] joined the end of the 2nd observing run
(O2), in time to detect the first binary neutron star merger
GW 170817 [7]. LIGO and Virgo commenced joint obser-
vations with the 3rd observing run (O3).

KAGRA [125], the first kilometre-scale interferometer
to use cryogenic cooling to reduce detector noise, first col-
lected data in 2020, and has recently joined the 4th ob-
serving run (O4), currently underway, alongside LIGO and
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Virgo. A third instrument of the LIGO Observatory is un-
der construction in India [126].

Several sub-kilometre-scale detectors have also existed
at various times; given their limited sensitivity to gravita-
tional wave signals, their primary focus has been technol-
ogy development. Of these detectors, GEO-600 [127, 128]
has been in operation the longest at ≈ 16 years, and has
opportunistically collected ≈ 10 years of data9 in case of
a spectacular gravitational wave event.

6. Continuous wave searches, 2003–2022

In this section, I review searches for CW signals in the
LIGO and Virgo data. I select searches for review that
satisfy the following criteria:

1. Per the subject of this review, I review only searches
for CWs from rapidly-spinning neutron stars. This
excludes several recent searches [e.g. 129, 130] for
beyond Standard Model particles such as ultra-light
bosons and dark photons. These phenomena are ex-
pected to produce signals that follow the same CW
signal morphology as for rapidly-spinning neutron
stars, and are therefore amenable to the same CW
search techniques.

2. I select only searches which generally assume the CW
signal model described in Sec. 2. I have included
searches which use an HMM to tracking a wandering
CW signal frequency, but excluded searches which
assume an unmodeled, stochastic signal [e.g. 131,
132].

3. Finally, I select only searches which set upper limits
on h0 or an equivalent amplitude, so that the sensi-
tivity depth D may be computed.

These criteria select 297 searches from 80 published arti-
cles. They include searches performed by the joint Contin-
uous Wave Working Group of the LIGO Scientific Collab-
oration, Virgo Collaboration, and KAGRA Collaboration,
as well as by other CW research groups.

The intention of this review is to show the development
of the field of CW data analysis over time, and illustrate
how the challenges outlined in Sec. 3 have been addressed.
It does not attempt an “apples-to-apples” comparison be-
tween CW search designs or algorithms, i.e. comparing
one choice of search design or algorithm against another,
while keeping all other choices the same. As the field has
developed, CW analysts will have faced constraints on re-
sources – e.g. time, people power, computing power –
and made practical choices of search design and algorithm
within those constraints. Controlling for those choices eq-
uitably is impractical. As discussed in Sec. 4.1, the vari-
ous differences in determine hC0 upper limits does not eas-
ily allow a precise comparison of sensitivities. Comparing

9See https://gwosc.org/timeline/show/history/G1_SCI/
770000000/501462418/

searches simply by breadth assumes that there is a uniform
probability of CW detection per unit parameter space, and
therefore broader searches should rank higher. In fact,
there are good reasons to target more limited parameter
spaces based on promising astrophysically-motivated pri-
ors for CW detection.

Figure 6 plots, for the selected CW searches, their sen-
sitivity depths D against their parameter-space breadths
B. (The raw data for this plot is provided in Table A.3.)
The searches are divided in seven categories, commonly
used in the literature, based on their astronomical targets:

1. Targeted searches for known pulsars (“Pulsars T” in
Fig. 6). These searches10 assume that the CW sig-
nal is phase-locked to the electromagnetic emission
from the pulsar, and so that ϕrot(t) is given by the
pulsar’s electromagnetic ephemeris. The phase pa-
rameter space is therefore a single point. Canoni-
cal targets are the Crab and Vela pulsars, and PSR
J0537−6910 [106, 133–135].

2. Narrow-band searches for known pulsars (“Pulsars
NB” in Fig. 6). These searches also target known
pulsars, but relax the assumption that the electro-
magnetic and CW phases are phase-locked, and al-
low frot, ḟrot, etc. to deviate from their electromag-
netically-measured values by a small fraction [136].
Narrow-band searches cover small parameter spaces
in the frequency and spindown parameters.

3. Directed searches for central compact objects (CCOs),
suspected to be young neutron stars born in core-
collapse supernovae. These searches typically require
only a single point in the sky parameter space: some
CCOs are observed as bright, well-localised X-ray
emission from the centre of the remnant, and in any
case the size of the remnant can usually be consid-
ered small compared to the sky parameter resolu-
tion. CCOs are not, however, observed as pulsars,
and their rotational frequency evolution is therefore
unknown. The searches must therefore cover broad
ranges of frequency and (1st, sometimes 2nd) spin-
downs. The most promising CCOs for CW detection
– based on their likely ages (young) and distances
(close), and the likelihood that the CCO is a neutron
star – are in the supernova remnants Cassiopeia A
(Cas A) and Vela Jr. [87, 137]

4. Directed searches for low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs).
Here, the accretion of matter onto the neutron star
from a binary companion may build up an observable

10In this review I count a survey of known pulsars from a particular
paper and analysis pipeline as one “search”, and define its breadth
as equal to the number of upper limits it outputs. (I do not count
upper limits which assume restricted priors on ι and/or ψ based on
electromagnetic observations.) For example, the most recent known
pulsar survey [133] used three analysis pipelines, which are counted
as separate searches. The Bayesian analysis pipeline (Sec. 7.1.4)
produced 470 upper limits from 236 pulsars at 2 harmonics (with 2
upper limits excluded), and hence has a breadth of 470.
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Figure 6: Sensitivity depth lgD versus parameter-space breadth lgB for 297 CW searches. Colours denote classification into seven search
categories (see Sec. 6): targeted (“Pulsars T”) and narrow-band (“Pulsars NB”) searches for known pulsars; directed searches for central
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search (Table 2). The lines represent the weight w used to calculate the weighted volume V for each detector generation; see Sec. 6 for details.

non-axisymmetry (Sec. 2.1.4). Based on the torque
balance upper limit [Eq. (34)], which scales with the
observed X-ray flux, Scorpius X-1 (Sco X-1) is the
most promising LMXB for CW emission, and has
been the primary target of searches to date [138,
139]. Its sky position is well defined, but its spin
frequency is unknown [140], and searches must cover
(roughly in order of increasing range) P , tasc, ap,
and f . Other LMXBs, where the spin frequency is
known from X-ray outbursts, require smaller param-
eter spaces [141]. An additional challenge is that,
due to the time-varying accretion torque, f is likely
to wander stochastically over long timescales [142].

5. Searches directed at interesting regions of the sky
(“Regions” in Fig. 6). These searches focus on multi-
ple astronomical objects concentrated in a particular
region of space, generally chosen for its prospects of
containing young neutron stars [143]. These include
the Galactic centre [144], globular clusters, and star-
forming regions. Searches must cover a wide range
of frequencies and spindowns, and possibly multiple
sky positions.

6. All sky searches for isolated neutron stars (“All sky
1” in Fig. 6). These searches target unknown, iso-
lated neutron stars in the Galaxy. There are ex-
pected to be 108–109 such stars [145], of which only
≈ 103 are observed as pulsars [146]. It is hoped
that a sub-population of these neutron stars will be
strong gravitational wave emitters, known as gravi-
tars [147–150]. Searches cover a 4-dimensional pa-
rameter space: sky, frequency, and spindowns [86,
88].

7. All-sky searches for neutron stars in binary systems
(“All sky 2” in Fig. 6). These searches target un-
known Galactic neutron stars in binary systems, and
cover a 6-dimensional parameter space of the sky,
frequency, and binary orbital parameters [151, 152].
It is assumed, based on known pulsar observations,
that the orbits will be close to circular, and so we
can avoid the additional computational expense of
searching over the higher-dimensional eccentric or-
bital parameters.

Figure 6 illustrates that CW searches generally trade-off
between high sensitivity, or broad parameter-space cover-
age. The seven search categories group searches along a
spectrum of trade-offs between depth and breadth: tar-
geted searches achieve the greatest sensitivity depth over
a limited parameter space, which all-sky searches for bi-
nary systems cover the widest parameter spaces at lim-
ited sensitivity depths, and generally the other categories
fall somewhere in between. (An exception are the LMXB
searches performed in [141] where, due to the known spin
frequencies of the targets, the parameters spaces are rel-
atively small and more closely resemble the narrow-band
pulsar searches.) Noting the data used by each search
(Table 2), we see that search depth has typically increased
with time; given that D factors out improvements in de-
tector sensitivity (i.e. Sh), this represents an improvement
in CW search techniques themselves. To date, the deep-
est CW search is a targeted pulsar search of S5 data [30],
while the broadest search is an all-sky search for binary
neutron stars in O3 data [152].

The parameter spaces of the (targeted, narrow-band)
known pulsar searches have remained similar from run to
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run (Fig. 6), as they scale with the number of known
pulsars within the sensitive band of the detectors frot ≳
50 Hz; this population of relatively fast-spinning pulsars
has grown modestly over time. Similarly, searches for
the LMXBs Sco X-1 and XTE J1751−305 (green mark-
ers with lgB ≳ 9) have covered generally the same pa-
rameter spaces, as e.g. for Sco X-1 the uncertainties in its
orbital parameters from electromagnetic observations have
remained broadly similar over time [153–156]. In contrast,
parameter-space coverage of all-sky isolated searches ini-
tially saw dramatic increases, from lgB ≈ 18 in the S2
run to ≈ 30 by the 1G detector era (Tables 2, A.3), where
searches in subsequent runs have clustered. The CCO, re-
gional, and all-sky binary searches have seen more mixed
evolution in parameter-space coverage, due to different tar-
gets and search design choices; e.g. CCOs have typically
been targeted using either fully-coherent searches over a
limited data sets, or searches of all the data from a run
using computationally cheaper, less sensitive algorithms.

Given the inverse correlation between depth and breadth,
we might suppose that their product – a sensitivity depth-
parameter space volume – might serve as a useful figure
of merit for CW searches. Given the very different scales
of D and B, however, it seems naive to simply multiply
them. Instead, I define a weighted volume

V = DwB . (77)

The weight w is chosen separately for each detector genera-
tion (as defined in Table 2) as follows. For a given detector
generation, select the two searches with: the maximum D,
and the maximum B. Then, define w as

w = − logBmax D − logBmax B

logDmax D − logDmax B , (78)

where ·max D and ·max B denote a quantity from the search
with the maximum D and B respectively. Geometrically,
a line drawn on Fig. 6 with slope −1/w and appropriate
intercept would pass through both the maximum D and
maximum B searches selected to calculate w.

For each detector generation, lines are drawn in Fig. 6
with slopes −1/w. The intercepts of each line are chosen
such that the line passes through the search with the max-
imum V for that detector generation; note that this search
is not necessarily either of the searches with the maximum
D and B used in compute w. The weights found for each
detector generation are given in the legend of Fig. 6. We
see that w increases with each generation, reflecting the
general trend that CW searches have increased more in
depth than in breadth over time.

We should be cautious about using V as a single rank-
ing measure to decide which CW search is “best”. In addi-
tion to the many difficulties to fairly comparing searches
(as discussed above in this section, and in Sec. 4.1), we note
the following properties of w. First, w is defined separately
for each detector generation, and hence follows changes in
CW search design and algorithm over time, rather than

giving a time-independent “best” ranking. Second, w is
defined by two extreme searches within a detector gener-
ation cohort – those with the maximum D and maximum
B. The V computed for each search, therefore, depends on
which other searches are present in the cohort; addition
of new searches with greater D or B would change w and
therefore the V of all searches. Consistent with the spirit
of this review, we interpret V as representing the general
trend in CW search performance over time and within de-
tector generation cohorts.

Figure 7 plots the weighted volume V of each CW
search against time. We can see a marked increase in vol-
ume from 2003 to 2010, corresponding to the initial 0.5–
1.5G detectors, followed by a plateau from 2010 to 2016 as
the detectors upgraded to the 2G generation. Since 2016
V has continued to increase, albeit more moderately. To-
gether with Fig. 6, this suggest that CW searches were
initially driven by increasing parameter-space coverage in
the 1G detector era, but have increasingly been driven by
improving sensitivity depth (albeit at a slower rate) in the
2G detector era.

We also see an increased concentration in number of
searches performed in the 2G detector era. This reflects
increased activity within the Continuous Wave Working
Group and from other CW research groups, as well as a
growing diversity of CW search algorithms and astronom-
ical targets. It also suggests a shorter cadence from the
acquisition of data to the submission of searches for pub-
lication, driven by deepening experience of the field with
all aspects of search design and execution. Higher quality
data with greater incentives to perform analyses, more fre-
quent observing runs, and shorter proprietary periods for
LIGO and Virgo data sets may also be relevant factors.

In addition to an increasing density of searches, we also
see a broader range in the V of searches performed in the
2G detector era. In the early years of the field, many CW
searches were the first of their kind, and therefore faced
little competition. As the number of searches increases,
there is likely a desire for each search to differentiate it-
self from other searches in terms of design and algorithm
choices. There is a tradition of multiple CW pipelines cov-
ering similar parameter spaces [e.g. 100], in order to guard
against software bugs in one pipeline preventing a detec-
tion. This essential redundancy must nonetheless be bal-
anced against putting too many resources into analysing
identical parameter spaces, and practical concerns such as
being able to publish searches which are sufficiently novel.

The broadened range of V in the 2G detector era sug-
gests that, in seeking to differentiate searches from each
other, CW analysts are not solely driven by maximising
the obvious metrics of sensitivity depth and parameter-
space breadth, but also by other considerations. These in-
clude focusing on parameter spaces which are interesting
for astrophysical reasons, if not for their size. For exam-
ple, both the Crab pulsar [157] and PSR J0537−6910 [106,
158] has received special interest in recent years as po-
tential sources of r-mode emission; in particular, obser-

19



2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Journal Received Date

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

W
ei

gh
te

d
V

ol
u

m
e

lg
V

S1

S2 S4

S5

VSR1
S6

VSR2

VSR4

O1

O2
O3

Pulsars T

Pulsars NB

CCOs

LMXBs

Regions

All sky 1

All sky 2

S1

S2

S4

S5

S6

VSR1

VSR2

VSR4

O1

O2

O3

0.5G

1G

1.5G

2G

Figure 7: Weighted sensitivity depth-parameter space volume V of 297 CW searches versus time (given by the journal submission date of
the article presenting each search). Colours and markers have the same meanings as in Fig. 6. Vertical lines (with labels on the left) indicate
the end date of each data collection run listed in Table 2.

vations of PSR J0537−6910 suggest that, in between fre-
quent glitches, its spindown rate is consistent with a brak-
ing index of n = 7 which would be consistent with r-
modes [159, 160]. Another factor is the expansion of the
CW signal space beyond the model of Sec. 2, e.g. by using
HMMs (Sec. 7.2.7) which permit the CW signal frequency
to randomly wander. Such considerations are not easily
captured by the simple metrics used in this section.

7. Continuous wave search algorithms

In this section, I review the algorithms and pipelines
used in the CW searches examined in Sec. 6. Following the
spirit of the previous section, I aim to qualitatively com-
pare the different algorithms to illustrate general principles
and trends. I refer the reader to the cited references for
technical descriptions of each algorithm.

Given a model for the CW signal waveform (Sec. 2),
the optimal algorithm is to simply match filter the whole
data set against the model over the parameter space of
interest. While this approach is possible when all phase
parameters of the signal are well known, such as for tar-
geted and narrow-band searches for known pulsars, it is
otherwise not achievable over any wide parameter space.
Let us demonstrate this concretely by attempting to per-
form an all-sky search of 1 year of data, covering typical
ranges of f ∈ [50, 1000] Hz and ḟ ∈ [−10−8, 0] Hz s−1.
Applying for formulae for parameter-space breadth given
in Sec. 4.2, we calculate Bsky = 9.9×1012, Bf = 4.0×1010,
Bḟ = 2.3×1006, and B = 9.2×1029. Let us assume that
B gives the rough order of magnitude for the number of
matched filters we must apply to the data to cover this pa-
rameter space. On contemporary computer hardware, it
takes ≈ 8.1×10−4 s to apply one matched filter to a year’s

worth of data [161]. The computational cost of our search
is therefore ≈ 2.3×1019 yr. We could then complete the
search with ∼ 5 billion computers running for ∼ 5 billion
years – just in time before the Sun becomes a red giant
and engulfs the Earth. . .

Given this obvious impracticality, CW search algorithms
designed to cover wide parameter spaces all follow a hier-
archical structure [118, 162, 163]. To start, the whole data
set (with time-span T ) are partitioned in time into N seg-
ments, each of which span a coherence time Tcoh ≪ T .
In the first, coherent stage of the hierarchical pipeline,
matched filters covering the phase parameter space of in-
terest are applied to each segment individually. The num-
ber of matched filters required generally scales with T δ̃

coh,
with δ̃ ≳ 6 [164]. (Consider the powers of T in the breadth
formulae given in Sec. 4.2.) This steep scaling is too com-
putationally expensive for a fully-coherent search, but we
can choose Tcoh to be short enough to make the computa-
tional cost manageable.

In the second, semi-coherent stage of the hierarchical
pipeline,11 an algorithm is selected to apply to the matched
filter results from the N segments. Over the same phase
parameter space as the coherent stage, this algorithm adds
together N matched filter results from the N segments in
a manner consistent (to a degree specified by the algo-
rithm) with the CW signal waveform over the whole data
set. In general, semi-coherent algorithms do not require
the phase of the CW signal ϕ(tNS) [Eq. (38)] to be con-

11This stage is sometimes referred to as the “incoherent” stage;
the term “semi-coherent” is also often used to describe a hierarchical
pipeline as a whole. In this review I use “semi-coherent” to refer
specifically to the algorithm used in the second stage, and “hierar-
chical” to refer to the pipeline as a whole. See [165] for a study of
hierarchical pipelines with more than two stages.
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sistent over all segments; instead, they require only that
the frequency of the CW signal f(tNS) [Eq. (37)] be con-
sistent. Put another way, the phase is allowed to jump by
some random offset from segment to segment, while the
frequency remains consistent across segments:

ϕ(t)N+1 = ϕ(t)N + ϕrandom ,

2πf(t)N+1 =
dϕ(t)N
dt

+
dϕrandom

dt

=
dϕ(t)N
dt

+ 0 = 2πf(t)N ,

(79)

where ·N+1 and ·N label the (N+1)th and Nth segments
respectively.

Relaxing phase consistency between segments reduces
sensitivity, and makes the detection statistic computed by
the semi-coherent algorithm more susceptible to instru-
mental line artefacts at near-constant frequencies [166].
The significant benefit of this approach, however, is that
the computational cost of the semi-coherent stage no longer
scales as T δ̃ = N δ̃T δ̃

coh, but as N η̂T δ̂
coh with η̂ ≪ δ̂ ≲

δ̃ [164]. This saves a factor ∼ N δ̃−η̂T δ̃−δ̂
coh in computational

cost compared to a fully-coherent analysis, which is gen-
erally substantial enough to make hierarchical searches of
year-long data sets tractable. Indeed, given the constraint
of a fixed computing budget [164], a hierarchical search is
often more sensitive than a fully-coherent analysis, simply
because it is computationally cheap enough to be able to
analyse all available data; a fully-coherent search, on the
other hand, would be forced to analyse only a subset of
the data, due to its steep computational cost scaling with
T , and would thereby degrade in sensitivity.

In the remainder of this section I review the algorithms
typically employed at the coherent (Sec. 7.1) and semi-
coherent (Sec. 7.2) stages of a hierarchical pipeline. Other
algorithms and applications are briefly mentioned in Sec. 7.3.

7.1. Coherent matched filtering algorithms
Figure 8 plots D and B for each search against the co-

herence time Tcoh used in the first coherence stage. (Where
a search uses more than one coherence time, the maximum
Tcoh,max = maxTcoh is shown.) We immediately see that
search sensitivity increases with longer coherence times,
but parameter-space coverage decreases due to the steep
increase in computational cost with Tcoh. The four coher-
ent algorithms labelled in the figure are described in the
remainder of this section.

7.1.1. Frequency-domain power
Over a “short enough” time Tcoh, the CW signal fre-

quency is approximately constant. In this case, the sim-
plest coherent algorithm is to compute the discrete Fourier
transform of a data segment, and then compute the power
(i.e. the sum of the squares of the real and imaginary
Fourier components) of the bin where the CW signal is ex-
pected to be. The condition for Tcoh to be “short enough”
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so that the CW signal power is concentrated in one bin is,
more precisely,12

T 2
coh ≤ 6

√
5µTcoh

πmax{f}max{τs, ap}max{Ω2
s,Ω

2
P }

(80)

where: µTcoh
sets the fraction of signal power we are pre-

pared to lose for a particular choice of Tcoh; max{f} is the
maximum frequency over the parameter space; max{τs, ap}
is the maximum of the Earth’s radius (Sec. 4.2.2) and
the searched binary orbit projected semi-major axis (if
any); and max{Ω2

s,Ω
2
P } maximises the square of either the

Earth’s sidereal angular frequency or (if any) the searched
angular frequency of a binary orbit.

Gravitational wave data, divided into segments of time-
span Tcoh as above and Fourier transformed, serves as a
common input data product, not only for semi-coherent
algorithms that sum power in each segment, but also for

12Equation (80) is derived in [85] for any Rømer delay, and imple-
mented as given in the function XLALFstatMaximumSFTLength() of
the LALSuite [167] software package.

21



algorithms such as the F-statistic (Sec. 7.1.3). Common
file formats are the Short Fourier Transform (SFT; [168])
format, and the Short FFT DataBase (SFDB; [169]).

7.1.2. 5-vectors algorithm
The 5-vectors method [170, 171] is based on the follow-

ing property of the CW signal; when the phase parame-
ters of the signal are fully specified (i.e. we know precisely
the function h+(t), h×(t) in Eq. (1)), one is left with only
the modulation from the detector responses F+(t), F×(t).
These functions are periodic, with angular frequencies of
Ωs and 2Ωs. Their effect on a CW signal with known an-
gular frequency 2πf(t) is to generate four side-bands, at
2πf(t) ± Ωs, 2πf(t) ± 2Ωs, resulting in five harmonics in
total. The 5-vectors method sums these 5 harmonics, with
appropriate weights derived from F+(t), F×(t).

To date, the 5-vectors method has been mostly used as
a fully-coherent algorithm for targeted and narrow-band
searches for known pulsars. The phase demodulation of
the signal using the known h+(t), h×(t) is accomplished ef-
ficiently using the Band-Sampled Data (BSD; [172]) frame-
work, which provides band-limited data, heterodyned at
regular intervals (typically 10 Hz), and down-sampled to
speed up further computations. The method was extended
in [173] to perform directed searches for LMXBs.

7.1.3. F-statistic
The F-statistic is the log-likelihood function of the ob-

served data given a CW phase modulation, maximised over
the four amplitudes of Eq. (52); see Sec. 3. It is exten-
sively studied in a series of papers [23, 174–177], the first of
which is colloquially referred to by CW analysts as “JKS”.
It has been employed in a wide variety of CW searches:
for known pulsars (as a full-coherent search), directional
targets such as CCOs and LMXBs (both fully-coherently
and as the first stage of a hierarchical pipeline), and all-sky
searches (as part of a hierarchical pipeline).

The F-statistic has the following statistical properties.
In the absence of a signal, and assuming Gaussian noise,
the value of 2F follows a central chi-squared distribution
with four degrees of freedom. When a signal is present, 2F
follows a non-central chi-squared distribution with four de-
grees of freedom and non-centrality parameter ρ2. Here,
ρ2 is the optimal signal-to-noise ratio when signal and tem-
plate are perfectly matched [23]. Due to these useful prop-
erties, explicit values of the F-statistic quoted in the lit-
erature are usually values of 2F and not values of F .

Several implementations of software to compute the F-
statistic have been developed. A time-domain implemen-
tation [178] uses the “resampling” technique first proposed
in [23]. This technique uses the Fast Fourier Transform
to simultaneously compute N values of 2F at regularly-
spaced frequencies. The computational cost of resampling
scales as O(logN), whereas computing each value of 2F
individually would scale as O(N). The LALSuite [167]
software package contains an independent implementation
of the “resampling” technique [161, 179–181] which takes

frequency-domain SFT data files as input. LALSuite also
contains another frequency-domain technique, known as
“demodulation”, which efficiently computes individual 2F
values [161, 182, 183].

For neutron star sources in binary orbits, we must de-
modulate the signal phase according to ∆R(tNS) (Sec. 2.2.2).
An alternative technique [184] is to compute the F-statistic
omitting ∆R(tNS) from the phase; the signal is then split
into multiple side-bands according to the Jacobi-Anger ex-
pansion [cf. 185]. A subset of the side-bands may then be
added together to recover the F-statistic.

7.1.4. Bayesian inference
Bayes’ theorem gives the probability of a model, given

some observed data – the posterior probability – from the
following ingredients: a prior probability for the model, the
likelihood of the data given the model, and the evidence
(or marginal likelihood). Provided that the prior proba-
bility distributions are consistent with the population of
signals one expects to detect, Bayesian inference provides
the most powerful detection statistic [95]. The F-statistic,
for example, does not satisfy this criteria; the maximisa-
tion over the Ai amplitudes implicitly assumes unphysical
prior distributions for the underlying model parameters h0
and cos ι [96].

A Bayesian inference pipeline is used to perform sur-
veys of the known pulsars. The relative flexibility of Bayesian
inference, compared to ad-hoc constructed statistics, per-
mits the use of the complicated pulsar timing model [92,
186], including eccentric binary orbits and irregular tim-
ing noise [187, 188]. The pipeline first heterodynes the
data at the prescribed CW phase inferred from the pulsar
ephemeris, then computed posterior probabilities on the
four physical amplitude parameters h0, cos ι, ψ, ϕ0.

The first implementation of the pipeline [189] com-
puted the posterior probability using a Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC). A more efficient implementation [190] uses
nested sampling [191]. It is able to search over small ranges
of the phase parameters, quantify detection significance,
and perform model comparison. It can also search at both
harmonics of the CW signal [30], and model gravitational
wave polarisations predicted by theories of gravity other
than general relativity [192]. This implementation is part
of LALSuite [167]. A third generation of the pipeline [193]
is written in Python, and can use a variety of Bayesian
inference solvers via [194].

7.2. Semi-coherent algorithms
Figure 9 plots D versus B, as in Fig. 6; here, how-

ever, we highlight the 13 semi-coherent algorithms used
by the searches, by plotting polygons whose vertices are
the searches. The polygons illustrate the area in B–D
space each algorithm is demonstrably capable of operat-
ing over; this gives some idea of the typical configurations,
and the flexibility thereof, for each algorithm. For exam-
ple, the Viterbi HMM algorithm (Sec. 7.2.7) is capable of a
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wide variety of configurations due to its computational effi-
ciency; while the TwoSpect algorithm (Sec. 7.2.6), which is
specialised for neutron stars in binary systems, can be con-
figured for both all-sky surveys (higher B) and directed tar-
gets (lower B). Many algorithms have a traditional focus
on a particular parameter space. The following algorithms
have typically been used for all-sky searches for isolated
neutron stars: coincidence (Sec. 7.2.1), SkyHough and Fre-
quencyHough (Sec. 7.2.2), StackSlide, Global Correlation

Transform (Sec. 7.2.3), and PowerFlux (and its loosely
coherent extension; Sec. 7.2.4). CrossCorr (Sec. 7.2.5)
focuses on LMXBs, Sco X-1 in particular, while Bina-
rySkyHough (Sec. 7.2.2) is designed for all-sky searches
for neutron star in binaries. Relatively newer algorithms,
such as Weave (Sec. 7.2.3) and the SOAP HMM algorithm
(Sec. 7.2.7) have only been used in a few searches to date.

Figure 10 plots the maximum coherence time Tcoh,max

typically chosen for each semi-coherent algorithm. (A re-
minder that Tcoh,max is the maximum Tcoh used by a given
search, in cases where more than one coherence length is
employed.) Seven of the 13 semi-coherent algorithms use
power (Sec. 7.1.1) as the first-stage coherent algorithm;
four of the 13 use the F-statistic (Sec. 7.1.3); and two
of the 13 may use either. For semi-coherent algorithms
using power, Tcoh = 30 min is a popular choice of co-
herence time as it satisfies Eq. (80) up to f ≲ 2 kHz,13
and for that reason is the standard choice of time-span for
SFTs. Longer coherence times are possible when summing
power at lower frequencies; on the other hand, searches
over binary orbit parameters may require shorter SFTs if
ΩP < Ωs [Eq. (80)]. Semi-coherent algorithms which use
the F-statistic are generally not restricted by Eq. (80),
except that computational cost scales steeply with Tcoh.

The remainder of this section outlines the semi-coherent
algorithms referenced in Figs. 9 and 10. In essence, each
algorithm ultimately performs the same task: to correctly
demodulate the CW signal frequency, while allowing some
flexibility in the CW signal phase per Eq. (79). That said,

13This is the upper frequency limit on CW searches imposed by
the 4 kHz sampling rate of the calibrated h(t) data prepared by the
LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration.
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the algorithms vary considerably in their conceptual basis
and design choices.

7.2.1. Coincidence-based algorithms
The simplest method of stitching together the N seg-

ments is to not do so; coincidence-based algorithms do not
attempt to add together results across segments from the
coherent stage. Instead, each segment is treated as an
independent search, and coincidences are sought between
significant candidates from each segment [178]. Candi-
dates may be considered coincident e.g. by binning their
parameters over a grid, thereby collecting candidates with
similar parameters [195].

The coincidence method is potentially less sensitive
than other semi-coherent methods. For example, a weaker
signal may become detectable by building up signal power
over segments, whereas it could be lost if it fails to pass a
per-segment threshold. This method does have the advan-
tage, however, of sparing the computational expense the
second semi-coherent stage. Moreover, it can be applied
to data in (relatively) real time – as soon as Tcoh worth of
data is collected and prepared – rather than having to wait
until the end of the run for all the data to be collected.
The coincidence method has been used in all-sky searches
for isolated pulsars.

7.2.2. Hough transform algorithms
The Hough transform [196] is a pattern recognition al-

gorithm originally developed to find particle tracks in bub-
ble chamber photographs. Let us suppose we are analysing
a two-dimensional image (x, y) in search of straight line
patters, i.e. of the form y = mx+c. The Hough transform
is a one-to-many mapping from (x, y) to the set {(m, c)} of
every line that passes through (x, y). Now suppose there is
a straight line artefact y = m0x+ c in the image; as each
point (x, y) along the line is mapped, their correspond-
ing sets {(m, c)} will intersect at the true parameters of
the line (m0, c0). Such intersections may be found by bin-
ning mapped sets {(m, c)} over a grid in (m, c), and seeing
which bins accumulate the most counts.

The Hough transform has generally been applied to all-
sky CW searches. Because it is a two-dimensional trans-
form, one must select two dimensions from the (at least)
four dimensions of the all-sky parameter space to apply the
transform on. This had lead to two implementations: Sky-
Hough [197, 198], which applies the Hough transform to
the sky parameter space at fixed frequency and spindown;
and FrequencyHough [199, 200], which applies the Hough
transform to the frequency–spindown parameter space at
fixed sky position. Aside from this choice, the two imple-
mentations operate in a similar manner, as follows.

A Hough transform pipeline starts with matched fil-
ter results, for each segment, from the first coherent stage;
these are usually power, although [201] used the F-statistic.
They then require each matched filter result pass a thresh-
old and be a local maxima with respect to neighbouring
filters. This selects a collection of points in the domain of

the Hough transform, known as a peak map. The Hough
transform is then applied to the peak map, and its re-
sults are binned into a grid called a partial Hough map;
each grid cell is one if it contains a value of the trans-
form, or zero otherwise. Finally, the remaining dimensions
of the search parameter space are considered (frequency
and spindown for SkyHough, sky position for Frequency-
Hough): for each vector of parameters selected from these
dimensions, the partial Hough maps consistent with a CW
signal with these parameters are summed over segments
to give a total Hough map. The final output of the Sky-
Hough (FrequencyHough) pipelines are total Hough maps
over the sky (frequency–spindown) parameter spaces, for
fixed values of frequency and spindown (sky position). The
detection statistic in each bin of the total Hough map is
the number count ; the number of segments (out of N) in
which the corresponding bin of the partial Hough maps
registered a one.

Further developments of each implementation have in-
cluded: weighted summing of the partial Hough maps
to account for the amplitude modulation of the CW sig-
nal [202, 203]; BinarySkyHough, an extension of the Sky-
Hough implementation to efficiently search over binary or-
bital parameters [204]; extensions of the FrequencyHough
implementation to perform directed searches (i.e. at fixed
sky position) efficiently using the BSD framework [205],
and to search over binary orbital parameters [206]; and
adaptions of the Hough transform beyond the CW realm to
search for long-duration but transient gravitational wave
signals [207, 208].

7.2.3. StackSlide algorithms
The StackSlide algorithm [163, 209] is based on the

following mental picture. Imagine taking a set of SFTs,
computing their power spectra, and (taking each spectrum
as a vertical column) “stacking” them along a horizontal
time axis; the result is a time-frequency plane of power
versus time. In this plane, a CW signal would appear as a
wavy horizontal line, due to the various modulations of its
frequency f(t) [Eq. (37)]. Now imagine, for a given vector
of sky and spindown parameters, “sliding” each spectra
up and down so as to demodulate the signal, i.e. so that
the wavy horizontal line is now perfectly straight. Finally,
sum up the frequency bins of the spectra (in their post-
“sliding” positions) over time; this accumulates CW signal
power over time for a range of frequencies. The summed
StackSlide power is distributed according to a chi-squared
distribution with 2N degrees of freedom [209]. Only one
StackSlide-on-power search has been performed [100].

The StackSlide concept has been generalised to use the
F-statistic instead of power, as input [163]. Here, the con-
cept of “sliding” the power spectra of each segment is made
concrete by the construction of coarse and fine grids, as
follows. First, in the coherent stage, for each segment,
we compute the F-statistic over the coarse grid: a grid
of points in the search parameter space appropriate for
an F-statistic search over time-span Tcoh, constructed e.g.
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by using the parameter-space metric (Sec. 4.2) to decide
on the spacings between grid points. In the semi-coherent
stage, we then construct the fine grid: here the grid must
be appropriate for an incoherent sum of F-statistic values.
This requirement is easily satisfied using the parameter
space metric; given the coherent metrics computed for the
N coarse grids in each segment, the semi-coherent met-
ric is given by the average14 of the N coherent metrics.
Typically, the fine grid contains γ more points per unit
parameter space volume than the average coarse grid; γ is
known as the refinement factor.

Next, each coarse grid is interpolated onto the fine grid:
for each fine grid point, and for each segment, we find
and record the coarse grid point to which the fine grid
point is “closest” (in the sense of the coherent parameter-
space metric for that segment). This gives a one-to-N
mapping from each fine grid point to its closest coarse grid
points in each segment. Finally, for each fine grid point,
the N values of 2F corresponding to its N closest coarse
grid points are summed. The output detection statistic
is distributed according to a chi-squared distribution with
4N degrees of freedom [209].

Implementation of the StackSlide algorithm with the
F-statistic requires knowledge of the coherent and semi-
coherent parameter-space metrics. The coherent F-statistic
metric, both its most general form and the phase metric
approximation, are detailed in [35]. A particularly desir-
able property is for the metrics to be flat, i.e. gij(p⃗) = gij is
constant with respect to the phase parameters. This prop-
erty facilitates generation of template banks – i.e. grids –
which minimise the number of templates and hence com-
putational cost [115–117, 210], although such template
banks may not be optimal for detection [211, 212].

An important limitation of the metric is that it is only
a quadratic approximation to the true loss of signal power,
and therefore remains valid only for relatively small mis-
matches µ ≲ 0.4 [35, 93]. As discussed in [213], the semi-
coherent mismatch rarely satisfies this requirement, due
to computational constraints that limit the size of the fine
template bank. Nevertheless, empirical studies show that
the loss of signal power progresses slowly even at very large
mismatches (beyond the domain of validity of the metric),
In practise, therefore, StackSlide searches can still achieve
good sensitivity; even if the fine grid must be constructed
with a large (≳ 1) metric mismatch µ, the true loss of
signal power will still be reasonable. An alternative to the
quadratic metric approximation is proposed in [214].

Building on studies of large-scale correlations in phase
parameter space [215, 216] and of simplified CW phase
models [174], the Global Correlation Transform (GCT)

14By “average”, we mean that the element ĝij of the semi-coherent
metric is given by ĝij =

∑N
k=1 g̃

N
ij , where g̃Nij are the equivalent

elements of the N coherent metrics. Note that coherent metrics must
be computed using consistent definitions of the phase parameters;
for example, the metric elements for frequency f must have been
computed at the same reference time t0.

was derived in [217, 218]. The GCT introduces new phase
parameters, where a Taylor expansion of the orbital mo-
tion of the Earth is absorbed into new frequency and spin-
down coordinates. Because such a Taylor expansion re-
mains valid only for T ≪ 1 year, the GCT metric signifi-
cantly underestimates the loss of signal power over realistic
observing times. Nonetheless, the GCT remains in use for
all-sky CW searches.

The supersky metric [93, 219] expands upon some of
the ideas of the GCT, while addressing its limitations. The
sky parameter space is projected from the 2-sphere to three
dimensions, then projected back onto a two-dimensional
plane, which corresponds to either the equatorial plane
of the Earth’s equator (for short T ) or the ecliptic plane
of its orbit (for long T ). The projection is accomplished
by absorbing linear and quadratic (with T ) terms in a
Taylor expansion of the Earth’s orbital motion into new
frequency and spindown coordinates, respectively, while
retaining higher-order terms which become important at
longer T . Combined with an optimal lattice-based tem-
plate bank [117], a StackSlide search pipeline based on the
supersky metric was implemented, known as Weave [220],
and demonstrated improved sensitivity compared to the
GCT [221]. Weave requires sufficient computer memory
to store the 2F values needed for the one-to-many fine-
to-coarse-grid mapping, which may limit its usage in some
circumstances [221]. To date Weave has been used for
narrow-band searches for known pulsars, and for directed
searches for CCOs.

7.2.4. PowerFlux algorithms
PowerFlux [100, 222] is an all-sky search pipeline for

isolated neutron stars. It may be seen as an extension
of the StackSlide-on-power semi-coherent paradigm. The
principal difference is that PowerFlux weights the power
from each SFT by the detector response functions, thereby
emphasising times during the day when, for a given sky
position, the detector is most sensitive. PowerFlux also
inversely weights the power from each SFT by its noise,
thereby de-weighting times where detector sensitivity is
degraded. The implementation of the method is highly op-
timised [222, 223] and is often used to perform “quick-look”
searches of the early data from a run, taking advantage of
the typical step-up in detector sensitivity after upgrades
and commissioning between runs. PowerFlux has devel-
oped a procedure for computing hC0 upper limits which are
strictly conservative (i.e. worst case) even in the presence
of spectral artefacts [224].

The loosely coherent extension to the classic Power-
Flux algorithm [225, 226] generalises the concept of sum-
mation of SFT power over time. Instead, a two-dimension
summation over all pairs of SFTs at times t1, t2 is con-
sidered, where a kernel function Kt1,t2(δ) with parameter
δ 15 decides which pairs to add and with what weight.

15Note that this is not the declination δ of the source’s sky position.
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In this picture, summation of SFT power is equivalent
to a kernel which is one when t1 = t2 and zero oth-
erwise. The kernel blurs the distinction in the hierar-
chical search paradigm between the coherent and semi-
coherent stages, and permits a smoother transition be-
tween full phase coherence and phase-incoherent power
summing over a timescale determined by δ. It bears sim-
ilarities with the cross-correlation method (Sec. 7.2.5) as
well as the approaches of [227, 228]. The loosely coherent
method was first developed to follow up candidates from
an initial PowerFlux search, as it allows longer effective co-
herence times Tcoh to be used, as seen in Fig. 10. A recent,
fast implementation of the method called Falcon [229] en-
ables loose coherence to also be used in the initial search.

7.2.5. Cross-correlation algorithms
Cross-correlation is a well-established concept in sig-

nal processing; it quantifies the similarity of two indepen-
dent times series as a function of their relative time off-
set. It was first applied to gravitational wave data as a
radiometer implemented in software [230] for finding un-
modeled stochastic gravitational waves. A modelled cross-
correlation algorithm was then developed to search for CW
signals [231]. Similar to the kernel of loosely coherent Pow-
erFlux, each pair of independent SFTs labelled I, J – from
either different times, or different detectors – are cross-
correlated with a filter QIJ . The filter weights each pair
of SFTs according to how a given CW signal would appear
in the two SFTs; it essentially performs the role of demod-
ulating the signal in order to maximise signal-to-noise ra-
tio. The filter can be tuned to select which SFTs to cross-
correlate; correlating only SFTs close to each other in time
recovers a power-like detection statistic, while correlating
all SFTs recovers the F-statistic. The cross-correlation
method can therefore tune its degree of phase coherence
in a more flexible manner than a traditional two-stage hi-
erarchical search.

The first version of CrossCorr, an implementation of
the cross-correlation algorithm, initially targeted a CCO
in the supernova remnant SN 1987A [232]. A second ver-
sion of CrossCorr has been used to target the LMXB Sco
X-1 [233]. Recent developments include the addition of “re-
sampling” for efficient computations over frequency [234],
similar to the F-statistic. Lattice template placement has
been used to minimise computational cost, in particular by
a choice of coordinate transform in the P–tasc space which
reduces the template bank to a single point in P [235].
CrossCorr typically tunes its effective coherence length
Tmax as a function of f , ap, and tasc.

7.2.6. TwoSpect algorithm
TwoSpect [236, 237] is a specialised algorithm for CW

signals from neutron stars with binary companions. It
starts, in a similar manner to the StackSlide-on-power
method, by stacking SFT power spectra and forming a
time-frequency plane of SFT frequency (in the vertical di-
rection) versus time (in the horizontal direction). A second

series of Fourier transformations and power spectra are
then computed over the time (horizontal) plane, yielding a
frequency-frequency plane of SFT frequency (vertical) ver-
sus the 2nd Fourier transform frequency (horizontal); see
Fig. 1 of [236]. Due to the various modulations of the CW
signal from the orbits of the neutron star and Earth, sig-
nal power will appear in the TwoSpect frequency-frequency
plane at regularly-spaced pixels, indicating the fundamen-
tal periods of the modulations and their harmonics. A
first stage of analysis incoherently sums power in pixels
and their harmonics, to identify promising candidates; a
second stage then construct templates which match the
distinctive pattern of pixels expected for a CW signal with
given sky, frequency, and binary orbital parameters.

TwoSpect was used to perform the first all-sky search
for neutron stars in binary systems using S6 data (Ta-
ble 2); to date this remains the broadest CW search ever
performed (Fig. 6). TwoSpect has also been used in a
directed search mode to target the LMXBs Sco X-1 and
XTE J1751−305 [238].

7.2.7. Viterbi and SOAP algorithms
An HMM (Sec. 4.2.5) models the CW signal frequency

as a randomly-wandering path over a time-frequency plane,
as opposed to a pre-determined function. The Viterbi al-
gorithm is used to recover the most likely path of the signal
frequency through the plane.

The effect of the Viterbi algorithm is often described
as “tracking” the signal (forward) in time. This is some-
what misleading, as in fact the Viterbi algorithm works
by looking backwards in time. As implemented for CW
searches [184, 239–242], the Viterbi algorithm operates as
follows. For each time step m and frequency bin n, it con-
siders the frequency bins n−δn−, n−δn−+1, · · · , n+δn+
from the previous time step m− 1. Here δn−, δn+ ≥ 0 are
chosen based on the expected properties of the CW fre-
quency, e.g. whether it may decrease (δn− > 0) or increase
(δn+ > 0) with time. Based of the detection statistics
computed at these δn = 1+δn−+δn+ frequency bins, the
Viterbi algorithm chooses the bin with the maximum de-
tection statistic. This indicates the most likely path from
time step m − 1 to time step m which ends at bin n, out
of the δn possibilities. The maximum detection statistic
at time step m− 1 is then added to the detection statistic
computed at the current time step m and frequency bin
n. In short, at every time step m, the Viterbi algorithm
find the N most probable past path of the CW frequency
that intersects the N frequency bins. At the final time step
M−1, the Viterbi algorithm has found the N most proba-
ble paths of the CW frequency through the time-frequency
plane that end at the N frequency bins.

The Viterbi algorithm has many advantages, including
low computational cost, effective coverage of a vast space
of possible signal frequency variations (see Sec. 4.2.5), and
straightforward adaptability to a wide variety of search
targets. The first implementation of the algorithm for CW
searches [184, 239] targeted LMXBs such as Sco X-1 where,
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in contrast to templated CW algorithms, the Viterbi algo-
rithm could robustly handle the expected spin wandering
of the signal frequency due to the time-varying accretion
torque. The same implementation has since been applied
to CCOs in young supernova remnants [240] and long-
duration transient gravitational waves from a neutron star
born in a binary neutron star merger [243].

A variant of the algorithm, SOAP [242], augments the
basic Viterbi algorithm with a memory – where the algo-
rithm looks back several time steps instead of just one – to
better tune the search toward periodic-like signals. A post-
processing step using convolutional neural networks [244]
is added to improve robustness towards spectral artefacts.
SOAP is intended as a general-purpose, “quick-look” search
method for CW signals, as well as a tool for identifying in-
strumental line artefacts.

7.3. Other algorithms and applications
CW searches over wide parameter spaces typically yield

a large number of candidate signals. Post-processing of
these candidates may require: a robust determination of
their significance, but determining the statistical distribu-
tion expected for the maximum detection statistic [245–
247]; clustering of candidates with similar parameters [248–
254]; vetoing of candidates due to instrumental artefacts [255–
257] or use of statistics insensitive to such artefacts [258–
261]; and the performance of successive follow-up searches
with increasing coherence times to sieve out the most sig-
nificant candidates [165, 262–266].

Recently there has been interest in addressing the chal-
lenges of CW searches using deep learning techniques [267–
270], and by engaging expertise from beyond academia
through competitive challenges [271]. In anticipation of a
first CW detection, there is also growing interest in quan-
tifying what knowledge of neutron star physics we might
be able to learn [272–275].

8. Summary

Significant challenges stand in the way of making a
first detection of CWs from neutron stars: the very weak
nature of the signal compared to contemporary detector
sensitivities, the vast breadth of the parameter space in
which it may exist, and severe computational prohibitions
on using the optimal analysis method. In this review we
have seen that, in response to these challenges, CW data
analysts have applied a wide variety of algorithms, each
with different strengths and compromises, and performed
a diverse number of searches of LIGO and Virgo detector
data encompassing broad swathes of parameter space.

The field of CW data analysis has developed consid-
erably in the last twenty years. Continued refinement of
algorithms and search designs, combined with ever-more
sensitive detectors, may one day pay off in the initial thrill
of a first detection, followed by a unique and enduring per-
spective on the extreme physics of neutron stars. Let us
hope that Nature is so kind.

Further reading. There are a growing number of informa-
tive review articles covering different aspects of CW re-
search. In addition to this review, the reader is encour-
aged to consult: [276–279] for reviews of CW sources and
astrophysics; [210, 280, 281] for reviews with a focus on
CW searches and statistical techniques; and [282–286] for
broad overviews of CW sources, algorithms, and results.
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Appendix A. Table of continuous wave searches

Table A.3: CW searches, 2003–2022, organised by target parameter space. Columns are: most recent observing run data
used, astrophysical target, (coherent, incoherent) analysis algorithm used, parameter-space breadth, sensitivity depth,
weighted search volume, and references. Notes to the table, labelled with superscript letters, are listed following the
table (starting on page 44). A machine-readable version is provided in the supplementary material to this review.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

Targeted searches for known pulsars (“Pulsars T”)
S1 J1939 Bayes – – – – – – – 0 85.0c – 27.7 306
S1 J1939 F-stat – – – – – – – 0 100.0c – 28.8 306
S2 28 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 1.45 160.0c – 32.9 307
O3 35 pulsars 5-vec – – – – – – – 1.54 39.0d 89.6 37.2 133
S4 78 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 1.89 300.0c – 37.4 308
O2 24 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 1.38 58.0e 41.6 41.0 309
VSR2 Vela Bayes – – – – – – – 0 590.0f 22.4 41.2 310
VSR2 Vela F-stat – – – – – – – 0 590.0f 22.4 41.2 310
S6 7 pulsars 5-vec – – – – – – – 0.845 530.0g 50.6 41.4 311
VSR2 Vela 5-vec – – – – – – – 0 640.0f 22.4 41.8 310
S6 179 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 2.25 510.0c – 42.6 311
S6 7 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 0.845 980.0g 59.4 45.4 311
O2 42 pulsars 5-vec – – – – – – – 1.62 90.0h 116.0 45.5 309
O3 46 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 1.66 97.0i 70.2 46.3 133
O3 10 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 1.0 130.0j 182.1 48.2 134
O3 10 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 1.0 140.0j 182.1 48.9 134
S5 Crab Bayes – – – – – – – 0 770.0c – 54.8 312
O2 439 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 2.64 260.0e 391.2 56.9 309
O1 11 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 1.04 320.0k 30.4 57.1 313
O1 10 pulsars 5-vec – – – – – – – 1.0 320.0k 29.1 57.4 313
O3 6 pulsars 5-vec – – – – – – – 0.778 350.0l 22.4 57.8 134
S5 116 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 2.06 930.0c – 58.3 314
S5 43 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 1.63 1000.0m 654.9 58.7 30
O1 200 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 2.3 360.0c – 59.6 313
O3 470 pulsars Bayes – – – – – – – 2.67 360.0i 242.2 59.9 133
O3 J0537 Bayes – – – – – – – 0 550.0d 123.8 61.5 135
O3 7 pulsars F-stat – – – – – – – 0.845 800.0j 845.8 66.0 315

Narrow-band searches for known pulsars (“Pulsars NB”)
O1 Crab 5-vec – 6.31 1.63 – – – – 7.94 9.9k 59.3 30.3 316
VSR4 Vela 5-vec – 5.47 0 – – – – 5.47 90.0c – 34.6 317
VSR4 Crab 5-vec – 5.47 0.585 – – – – 6.05 100.0c – 35.9 317
O1 Vela 5-vec – 5.78 0.272 – – – – 6.05 30.0k 22.4 39.1 316
O1 J0205 5-vec – 5.78 0.707 – – – – 6.49 55.0k 30.4 45.5 316
O1 J2229 5-vec – 6.08 0.539 – – – – 6.62 63.0k 38.7 47.0 316
O1 J1813 5-vec – 6.0 0.945 – – – – 6.95 61.0k 44.7 47.0 316
O2 J0205n 5-vec – 5.92 0.576 – – – – 6.5 77.0h 30.4 48.8 318
O2 J1028n 5-vec – 5.74 0 – – – – 5.74 84.0h 21.9 48.9 318
O2 J1028o 5-vec – 6.05 0.168 – – – – 6.22 82.0h 21.9 49.2 318
S5 Crab F-stat – 5.71 – – – – – 5.71 220.0c – 50.2 312
O1 J1833 5-vec – 5.91 0.788 – – – – 6.7 100.0k 32.3 51.6 316
O2 Crabo 5-vec – 6.34 1.56 – – – – 7.9 94.0h 59.3 52.2 318
O1 J1813 5-vec – 5.91 0.272 – – – – 6.18 110.0k 41.6 52.4 316
O2 Crab F-stat – 8.04 1.16p 0q – – – 9.2 93.0h 46.4 53.4 157
O1 J1952 5-vec – 6.0 0.272 – – – – 6.28 130.0k 50.6 53.5 316
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

O2 J0205o 5-vec – 6.22 1.13 – – – – 7.35 120.0h 30.4 53.9 318
O2 Crabn 5-vec – 6.45 1.77 – – – – 8.22 110.0h 59.3 54.1 318
O3 Crabo F-stat – 6.63 1.81 – – – – 8.44 110.0d 59.2 54.3 136
O2 Crab F-stat – 8.04 1.16p 0q – – – 9.2 100.0k 46.4 54.6 157
O2 J0940 5-vec – 6.32 0.497 – – – – 6.82 140.0h 22.9 55.0 318
O3 J1813o F-stat – 6.54 1.14 – – – – 7.68 130.0d 44.7 55.0 136
O2 J1718o 5-vec – 6.22 0.135 – – – – 6.36 150.0h 26.8 55.0 318
O2 Crab F-stat – 8.1 1.29p 0.21q – – – 9.61 110.0h 45.7 55.1 157
O2 J1747 5-vec – 6.23 0.576 – – – – 6.8 140.0h 20.3 55.1 318
O2 J1809 5-vec – 6.32 0.4 – – – – 6.72 140.0h 24.2 55.2 318
O2 Velan 5-vec – 6.2 0.972 – – – – 7.17 140.0h 22.4 55.2 318
O1 J1400 5-vec – 6.15 0.707 – – – – 6.86 140.0k 64.1 55.3 316
O2 J1811 5-vec – 6.4 0.752 – – – – 7.15 140.0h 30.9 55.5 318
O2 J2043 5-vec – 6.23 0 – – – – 6.23 160.0h 20.8 55.8 318
O2 J1531 5-vec – 6.32 0.275 – – – – 6.6 160.0h 23.7 55.9 318
O2 J1831 5-vec – 6.4 0.0988 – – – – 6.5 170.0h 29.7 56.6 318
O2 J1838 5-vec – 6.4 0.84 – – – – 7.24 160.0h 28.4 56.7 318
O2 J1427 F-stat Vtrbi 9.88 5.24 – – – 2.93 18.0 53.0h 185.0 56.8 319
O2 J1913 5-vec – 6.66 0.275 – – – – 6.94 170.0h 55.7 56.9 318
O2 J1524 5-vec – 6.32 0.576 – – – – 6.9 170.0h 25.5 57.1 318
O2 J1617 5-vec – 6.4 1.16 – – – – 7.56 170.0h 28.8 57.4 318
O2 J1833 5-vec – 6.4 1.43 – – – – 7.83 170.0h 32.3 57.6 318
O2 J0540 5-vec – 6.53 1.98 – – – – 8.5 160.0h 39.4 58.1 318
O1 J2043 5-vec – 6.0 0.272 – – – – 6.28 200.0k 20.8 58.1 316
O2 J1112 5-vec – 6.4 0.643 – – – – 7.04 190.0h 30.8 58.1 318
O2 J1813 5-vec – 6.53 0.643 – – – – 7.17 190.0h 41.6 58.2 318
O2 J1747 5-vec – 6.53 1.47 – – – – 8.0 170.0h 38.3 58.3 318
O2 J0537 F-stat – 9.1 5.53 2.12 – – – 16.8 75.0r – 58.8 158
O2 J1813 5-vec – 6.58 1.51 – – – – 8.09 180.0h 44.7 58.9 318
O2 J1410 5-vec – 6.53 0.945 – – – – 7.47 200.0h 40.0 59.3 318
O3 Crabn F-stat – 6.95 2.46 – – – – 9.41 170.0d 59.2 59.4 136
O3 J1913 F-stat – 7.1 0.68 – – – – 7.77 200.0d 55.7 59.5 136
O2 J1952 5-vec – 6.62 0.4 – – – – 7.02 220.0h 50.5 59.6 318
O2 J2229 5-vec – 6.53 1.18 – – – – 7.7 210.0h 38.7 59.6 318
O3 J0537 F-stat – 8.79 2.42p 0.948q – – – 12.2 130.0d 93.9 59.7 106
O2 J2022 5-vec – 6.53 1.27 – – – – 7.8 200.0h 41.1 59.7 318
O2 J1400 5-vec – 6.74 1.32 – – – – 8.05 200.0h 64.1 59.8 318
O2 J1302 5-vec – 6.53 0 – – – – 6.53 240.0h 41.9 59.8 318
O3 J1925 F-stat – 6.79 0.534 – – – – 7.33 230.0d 26.4 60.2 136
O3 Crabn 5-vec – 6.95 2.36 – – – – 9.31 190.0d 59.2 60.3 136
O3 J1833 F-stat – 6.73 0.358 – – – – 7.08 240.0d 23.4 60.3 136
O3 J1809 F-stat – 6.74 0.835 – – – – 7.57 230.0d 24.2 60.4 136
O3 J1828 F-stat – 6.79 0.719 – – – – 7.51 230.0d 27.8 60.5 136
O2 J1105 5-vec – 6.4 0.4 – – – – 6.8 250.0h 31.6 60.5 318
O1 J2022 5-vec – 5.91 0.668 – – – – 6.58 250.0k 41.2 60.5 316
O3 J1105n F-stat – 6.85 0.838 – – – – 7.69 230.0d 31.6 60.6 136
O2 J1300 5-vec – 7.43 0 – – – – 7.43 240.0h 321.5 60.8 318
O3 J1952 F-stat – 7.05 0.835 – – – – 7.89 230.0d 50.6 60.8 136
O3 Vela F-stat – 6.7 1.44 – – – – 8.14 220.0d 22.4 60.9 136
O3 J1101 F-stat – 6.87 0.613 – – – – 7.48 240.0d 31.8 60.9 136
O3 J2229 F-stat – 6.96 1.77 – – – – 8.73 210.0d 38.7 61.0 136
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

O3 J1935 F-stat – 6.75 1.24 – – – – 7.99 240.0d 25.0 61.3 136
O3 J1928 F-stat – 6.83 0.7 – – – – 7.53 250.0d 29.1 61.4 136
O3 J1813 F-stat – 7.01 2.07 – – – – 9.07 210.0d 44.7 61.4 136
O2 J1420 5-vec – 6.4 1.1 – – – – 7.5 250.0h 29.3 61.5 318
O3 J1838 F-stat – 6.79 1.26 – – – – 8.05 240.0d 28.4 61.5 136
O3 J1828 5-vec – 6.79 0.719 – – – – 7.51 260.0d 27.8 61.6 136
O3 J2124 F-stat – 7.96 0 – – – – 7.96 250.0d 405.6 61.6 136
O2 J0537 5-vec – 7.02 2.0 – – – – 9.02 220.0h 123.9 61.6 318
O3 J0711 F-stat – 7.93 0 – – – – 7.93 250.0d 364.2 61.8 136
O3 Vela 5-vec – 6.7 1.47 – – – – 8.17 250.0d 22.4 61.9 136
O3 J1913 5-vec – 7.1 0.719 – – – – 7.81 260.0d 55.7 62.1 136
O3 J1833 5-vec – 6.73 0.399 – – – – 7.12 280.0d 23.4 62.2 136
O3 J1101 5-vec – 6.87 0.636 – – – – 7.5 280.0d 31.8 62.3 136
O3 J1105n 5-vec – 6.85 0.838 – – – – 7.69 270.0d 31.6 62.4 136
O3 J1838 5-vec – 6.79 1.28 – – – – 8.07 260.0d 28.4 62.4 136
O3 J1809 5-vec – 6.74 0.863 – – – – 7.6 280.0d 24.2 62.5 136
O2 J2124 5-vec – 7.53 0 – – – – 7.53 280.0h 405.6 62.5 318
O3 J1925 5-vec – 6.79 0.534 – – – – 7.33 290.0d 26.4 62.7 136
O3 J2229 5-vec – 6.93 1.74 – – – – 8.67 260.0d 38.7 62.8 136
O3 J0537 5-vec – 8.79 2.42p 0.948q – – – 12.2 180.0d 94.5 62.8 106
O3 J1856 5-vec – 6.75 1.26 – – – – 8.0 280.0d 24.7 62.9 136
O3 J0711 5-vec – 7.61 0 – – – – 7.61 290.0d 364.2 62.9 136
O3 J1935 5-vec – 6.72 1.26 – – – – 7.97 290.0d 25.0 63.2 136
O3 J2124 5-vec – 7.71 0 – – – – 7.71 300.0d 405.6 63.3 136
O3 J1928 5-vec – 6.83 0.719 – – – – 7.55 310.0d 29.1 63.6 136
O3 J1952 5-vec – 7.05 0.863 – – – – 7.92 300.0d 50.6 63.7 136
O3 J1813 5-vec – 7.01 2.07 – – – – 9.08 270.0d 44.7 63.8 136

Directed searches for central compact objects (“CCOs”)
S6 Vela Jr. F-stat – 9.22 3.29p 0q – – – 12.5 26.0c – 33.6 320
S6 G1.9 F-stat – 8.32 3.91p 0q – – – 12.2 28.0c – 33.8 320
S6 Cas A F-stat – 8.8 3.56p 0q – – – 12.4 32.0c – 34.7 320
S6 G347.3 F-stat – 9.14 3.2p 0q – – – 12.3 32.0c – 34.8 320
S6 G350.1 F-stat – 8.59 3.56p 0q – – – 12.1 36.0c – 35.3 320
S6 G189.1 F-stat – 9.01 3.15p 0q – – – 12.2 39.0c – 35.9 320
S6 Vela Jr. F-stat – 9.23 3.0p 0q – – – 12.2 41.0c – 36.2 320
S6 G18.9 F-stat – 8.82 3.16p 0q – – – 12.0 44.0c – 36.5 320
S6 G291.0 F-stat – 8.71 3.4p 0q – – – 12.1 44.0c – 36.6 320
S6 G93.3 F-stat – 8.98 3.08p 0q – – – 12.1 50.0c – 37.3 320
O3 G18.9 F-stat Vtrbi 10.6 6.25 – – – 3.36 20.2 6.1s 210.7 37.9 87
O3 G189.1 F-stat Vtrbi 10.8 6.36 – – – 3.5 20.6 6.6s 225.9 39.0 87
O3 G347.3 F-stat Vtrbi 10.7 6.65 – – – 3.64 21.0 6.9s 206.9 39.9 87
O3 G1.9 F-stat Vtrbi 9.41 6.65 – – – 3.64 19.7 8.0s 167.0 39.9 87
O3 G354.4 F-stat Vtrbi 9.44 6.65 – – – 3.64 19.7 8.0s 167.0 40.0 87
O3 G39.2 F-stat Vtrbi 10.1 6.36 – – – 3.2 19.6 8.2s 230.8 40.1 87
O3 G111.7 F-stat Vtrbi 9.99 6.65 – – – 3.64 20.3 8.0s 167.0 40.5 87
O3 G330.2 F-stat Vtrbi 10.5 6.65 – – – 3.6 20.7 7.7s 205.6 40.6 87
O3 G15.9 F-stat Vtrbi 10.2 6.65 – – – 3.64 20.5 8.0s 167.0 40.8 87
O3 G350.1 F-stat Vtrbi 10.3 6.65 – – – 3.64 20.6 8.0s 167.0 40.8 87
O3 G266.2 F-stat Vtrbi 10.4 6.65 – – – 3.64 20.7 8.0s 167.0 40.9 87
O3 G291.0 F-stat Vtrbi 10.6 6.65 – – – 3.64 20.9 8.0s 167.0 41.1 87
S5 Cas A F-stat – 8.58 3.65p 0q – – – 12.2 36.0c – 41.6 245
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

O1 G354.4 F-stat – 8.95 3.68p 0q – – – 12.6 20.0k 176.0 42.1 321
O3 G39.2 F-stat Vtrbi 9.06 4.14 – – – 2.69 15.9 15.0s 248.0 42.4 87
O1 G1.9 F-stat – 8.9 3.68p 0q – – – 12.6 22.0k 171.0 42.6 321
O3 G18.9 F-stat Vtrbi 9.37 4.14 – – – 2.69 16.2 15.0s 248.0 42.7 87
O3 G93.3 F-stat Vtrbi 9.46 4.14 – – – 2.69 16.3 15.0s 248.0 42.8 87
O3 G266.2 F-stat Vtrbi 9.47 4.14 – – – 2.69 16.3 15.0s 248.0 42.8 87
O3 G39.2 F-stat Vtrbi 9.36 4.45 – – – 2.69 16.5 15.0s 248.0 43.0 87
O3 G18.9 F-stat Vtrbi 9.67 4.45 – – – 2.69 16.8 15.0s 248.0 43.3 87
O3 G93.3 F-stat Vtrbi 9.76 4.45 – – – 2.69 16.9 15.0s 248.0 43.4 87
O3 G266.2 F-stat Vtrbi 9.77 4.45 – – – 2.69 16.9 15.0s 248.0 43.4 87
O1 G266.2 F-stat – 9.22 3.29p 0q – – – 12.5 24.0k 201.0 43.5 321
O3 G65.7 F-stat Vtrbi 10.5 5.57 – – – 2.97 19.0 13.0s 235.7 44.0 87
O3 G189.1 F-stat Vtrbi 9.92 3.89 – – – 2.56 16.4 17.0s 318.0 44.1 87
O3 G65.7 F-stat Vtrbi 9.92 3.89 – – – 2.56 16.4 17.0s 318.0 44.1 87
O3 G353.6 F-stat Vtrbi 10.1 3.89 – – – 2.56 16.5 17.0s 318.0 44.2 87
O3 G93.3 F-stat Vtrbi 10.7 6.19 – – – 3.36 20.2 12.0s 240.8 44.2 87
O1 G347.3 F-stat – 9.32 3.12p 0q – – – 12.4 27.0k 175.0 44.4 321
O3 G189.1 F-stat Vtrbi 10.2 4.2 – – – 2.56 17.0 17.0s 318.0 44.7 87
O3 G65.7 F-stat Vtrbi 10.2 4.2 – – – 2.56 17.0 17.0s 318.0 44.7 87
O3 G353.6 F-stat Vtrbi 10.4 4.2 – – – 2.56 17.1 17.0s 318.0 44.8 87
O1 G266.2 F-stat – 9.46 2.9p 0q – – – 12.4 29.0k 159.0 45.3 321
O1 G15.9 F-stat – 8.88 3.44p 0q – – – 12.3 30.0k 172.0 45.4 321
O1 G350.1 F-stat – 9.06 3.35p 0q – – – 12.4 30.0k 173.0 45.4 321
O1 G354.4 F-stat – 8.91 3.43p 0q – – – 12.3 30.0k 210.0 45.5 321
O1 G18.9 F-stat – 9.29 2.97p 0q – – – 12.3 31.0k 175.0 45.6 321
O1 G291.0 F-stat – 9.13 3.22p 0q – – – 12.3 31.0k 210.0 45.7 321
O1 G189.1 F-stat – 9.34 3.02p 0q – – – 12.4 31.0k 195.0 45.9 321
O2 SN 1987A F-stat – 8.31 4.37p 0.597q – – – 13.3 29.0r – 46.1 322
O3 G353.6 F-stat Vtrbi 9.84 5.43 – – – 2.64 17.9 18.0s 231.8 46.2 87
O1 G93.3 F-stat – 9.35 2.93p 0q – – – 12.3 33.0k 167.0 46.2 321
O1 G111.7 F-stat – 9.44 4.1p 0q – – – 13.5 30.0k 172.0 46.8 321
O2 G1.9 F-stat – 8.4 3.74p 0q – – – 12.1 35.0h 134.0 46.8 323
O1 G330.2 F-stat – 9.02 3.25p 0q – – – 12.3 35.0k 196.0 46.8 321
O2 G354.4 F-stat – 8.41 3.74p 0q – – – 12.1 37.0h 127.0 47.5 323
O1 G39.2 F-stat – 8.85 3.19p 0q – – – 12.0 38.0k 201.0 47.6 321
O1 G65.7 F-stat – 9.41 2.69p 0q – – – 12.1 39.0k 215.0 47.9 321
O2 SN 1987A F-stat – 8.0 4.4p 0.779q – – – 13.2 36.0r – 48.1 322
S6 Cas A F-stat GCT 10.6 6.8p 3.4q – – – 20.8 73.0c – 48.5 324
O1 G189.1 F-stat – 9.42 2.69p 0q – – – 12.1 42.0k 187.0 48.5 321
O2 G354.4 F-stat – 8.62 3.47p 0q – – – 12.1 45.0h 134.0 49.2 323
O1 Fom. b F-stat – 9.95 2.09p 0q – – – 12.0 46.0k 160.0 49.3 321
O2 G15.9 F-stat – 8.63 3.46p 0q – – – 12.1 46.0h 133.0 49.4 323
O2 G350.1 F-stat – 8.64 3.44p 0q – – – 12.1 46.0h 134.0 49.5 323
O2 G330.2 F-stat – 8.7 3.33p 0q – – – 12.0 53.0h 131.0 50.7 323
O2 G39.2 F-stat – 8.83 3.1p 0q – – – 11.9 55.0h 134.0 51.0 323
O2 G15.9 F-stat – 8.8 3.16p 0q – – – 12.0 56.0h 135.0 51.3 323
O2 G291.0 F-stat – 8.72 3.3p 0q – – – 12.0 57.0h 133.0 51.4 323
O1 G353.6 F-stat – 8.99 2.82p 0q – – – 11.8 59.0k 195.0 51.6 321
O2 G189.1 F-stat – 8.83 3.11p 0q – – – 11.9 59.0h 125.0 51.6 323
O2 G18.9 F-stat – 8.87 3.02p 0q – – – 11.9 60.0h 133.0 51.9 323
O2 G330.2 F-stat – 8.83 3.11p 0q – – – 11.9 61.0h 136.0 52.1 323
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

O2 G93.3 F-stat – 8.88 2.98p 0q – – – 11.9 64.0h 134.0 52.3 323
O1 Fom. b F-stat – 10.2 1.65p 0q – – – 11.9 69.0k 224.0 53.2 321
O2 G65.7 F-stat – 9.04 2.7p 0q – – – 11.7 71.0h 136.0 53.3 323
O2 G189.1 F-stat – 9.04 2.71p 0q – – – 11.7 73.0h 147.0 53.5 323
O2 G353.6 F-stat – 9.07 2.64p 0q – – – 11.7 74.0h 133.0 53.6 323
O2 Fom. b F-stat Vtrbi 10.6 2.53 – – – 1.44 14.5 73.0h 195.1 56.3 325
O3 G353.6 pwr FrHgh 10.5 3.88 – – – 2.74 17.1 72.0s 206.7 58.7 87
S5 SN 1987A pwr XCorr 10.3 14.5p – – – – 24.8 64.0m 150.0 59.1 326
O3 G189.1 pwr FrHgh 10.2 4.83 – – – 2.74 17.8 70.0s 206.7 59.3 87
O3 G18.9 pwr FrHgh 10.5 4.66 – – – 2.74 17.9 71.0s 207.7 59.4 87
O3 G266.2 pwr FrHgh 10.2 4.83 – – – 2.74 17.8 73.0s 206.7 59.6 87
O3 G93.3 pwr FrHgh 10.5 4.61 – – – 2.74 17.8 74.0s 153.7 59.7 87
O1 Cas A F-stat GCT 10.5 6.33p 2.98q – – – 19.8 60.0r – 59.8 327
O3 G65.7 pwr FrHgh 10.2 4.83 – – – 2.74 17.8 77.0s 206.7 60.1 87
O3 G39.2 pwr FrHgh 10.5 4.64 – – – 2.74 17.8 78.0s 206.7 60.3 87
O1 G347.3 F-stat GCT 10.5 5.64p 1.61q – – – 17.7 83.0r – 60.8 327
O1 Vela Jr. F-stat GCT 10.5 6.0p 2.33q – – – 18.8 76.0r – 61.1 327
O3 Cas A F-stat Weave 10.4 6.49p 2.98q – – – 19.9 72.0r – 61.7 137
O3 Vela Jr. F-stat Weave 10.4 6.12p 2.24q – – – 18.8 81.0r – 61.7 137

Directed searches for low-mass X-ray binaries (“LMXBs”)
S2 Sco X-1 F-stat – 7.05 – – – 2.06 – 9.12 4.1c – 17.9 84
S6 Sco X-1 pwr 2Spect 9.38 – – – 4.79 – 14.2 8.2c – 27.8 328
S6 Sco X-1 pwr 2Spect 9.47 – – – 5.07 – 14.5 8.2c – 28.1 328
S5 Sco X-1 F-stat – 8.78 – – – 3.92t – 12.7 8.1c – 29.9 329
S6 Sco X-1 pwr 2Spect 11.0 – – – 9.2 – 20.2 5.7c – 31.5 330
S6 J1751 pwr 2Spect 10.2 – – – 8.85 – 19.0 9.4c – 33.5 330
O1 Sco X-1 F-stat Vtrbi 9.97 – – – 8.36 1.11 19.4 7.6c – 39.2 331
O3 J1749.4 F-stat Vtrbi 8.5 – – – -4.69 1.56 5.37 41.0d 690.6 41.5 141
O3 J17591 F-stat Vtrbi 8.3 – – – -8.07 1.56 1.8 65.0d 703.2 42.5 141
O3 J17062 F-stat Vtrbi 7.92 – – – -10.9 1.56 -1.38 100.0d 327.3 44.0 141
O3 J17379 F-stat Vtrbi 8.24 – – – -6.16 1.56 3.64 68.0d 468.1 44.8 141
O3 J1748.9 F-stat Vtrbi 8.58 – – – -5.14 1.56 5.0 59.0d 442.4 44.8 141
O3 J17498 F-stat Vtrbi 8.34 – – – -7.17 1.56 2.73 76.0d 401.0 45.0 141
O3 J1756.9 F-stat Vtrbi 8.23 – – – -4.26 1.56 5.53 59.0d 182.1 45.4 141
O3 J1807 F-stat Vtrbi 8.13 – – – -8.05 1.56 1.64 93.0d 381.2 45.8 141
O3 J17494 F-stat Vtrbi 8.34 – – – -3.94 1.56 5.96 62.0d 376.1 46.2 141
O3 J00291 F-stat Vtrbi 8.55 – – – -8.75 1.56 1.35 100.0d 798.5 46.3 141
O3 J17511 F-stat Vtrbi 8.3 – – – -7.07 1.56 2.79 88.0d 489.7 46.5 141
O3 J1814 F-stat Vtrbi 8.15 – – – -7.51 1.56 2.19 94.0d 628.7 46.5 141
O3 J1808.4 F-stat Vtrbi 8.23 – – – -6.72 1.56 3.07 87.0d 534.6 46.6 141
O3 J18245 F-stat Vtrbi 8.16 – – – -5.63 1.56 4.09 80.0d 339.1 46.8 141
O3 J1900.1 F-stat Vtrbi 8.11 – – – -7.02 1.56 2.65 95.0d 377.3 47.0 141
O3 NGC 6440 F-stat Vtrbi 8.83 – – – -5.37 1.56 5.02 74.0d 205.9 47.0 141
O3 J0929 F-stat Vtrbi 7.96 – – – -6.13 1.56 3.39 90.0d 246.8 47.2 141
O2 Sco X-1 F-stat Vtrbi 10.3 – – – 6.59 1.43 18.3 20.0h 194.6 47.6 332
O3 J0911 F-stat Vtrbi 8.54 – – – -5.76 1.56 4.34 92.0d 680.0 48.4 141
O3 J1751 F-stat Vtrbi 8.37 – – – -4.61 1.56 5.31 84.0d 870.6 48.5 141
O3 J16597 F-stat Vtrbi 8.14 – – – -3.35 1.56 6.35 85.0d 210.4 49.6 141
O1 Sco X-1 pwr XCorr 10.5 – – – 8.47 – 18.9 24.0c – 49.9 333
O2 Sco X-1 5-vec – 9.76 – – – -0.77 – 8.99 68.0u 154.5 50.1 173
O3 Sco X-1 pwr XCorr 10.8 – – – 8.08 – 18.9 39.0d 153.2 54.6 139
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

O2 Sco X-1 pwr XCorr 9.73 – – – 5.5 – 15.2 57.0h 153.2 54.7 83
O3 Sco X-1 F-stat Vtrbi 10.3 – – – 5.7 1.56 17.6 50.0d 256.1 55.7 138

Searches directed at interesting regions of the sky (“Regions”)
S6 NGC 6544 F-stat – 8.92 3.7p 0q – – – 12.6 30.0c – 34.5 334
S6 Orion Arm pwr PFlxLC 10.6 5.67 – 10.5 – – 26.7 37.0v – 50.0 335
S5 G.C. F-stat GCT 10.7 7.59p – – – – 18.2 72.0c – 53.5 336
O2 G.C. pwr FrHgh 10.5 5.36p – – – – 15.8 51.0h 160.0 54.3 205
O3 G.C. pwr FrHgh 11.1 6.51p – – – – 17.6 78.0d 142.0 60.0 144
O1 Trz 5, G.C. pwr PFlxLC 10.3 5.96 – 9.57 – – 25.8 48.0w 475.6 63.6 337

All sky searches for isolated neutron stars (“All sky 1”)
S2 – F-stat – 7.52 0 – 10.8 – – 18.3 5.5c – 28.9 84
S4 – pwr PFlx 9.5 4.17 – 10.4 – – 24.1 8.2v – 37.2 100
S4 – F-stat coinc 9.67 3.64p – 10.8 – – 24.1 8.5c – 37.4 195
S4 – pwr SSlide 9.5 4.17 – 10.4 – – 24.1 10.0c – 38.7 100
S2 – pwr SkHgh 9.39 3.83 – 10.5 – – 23.7 11.0c – 38.8 338
S4 – pwr SkHgh 9.5 4.17 – 10.4 – – 24.1 13.0c – 40.3 100
S5 – F-stat coinc 10.0 4.5p – 11.8 – – 26.3 11.0c – 46.0 339
VSR4 – pwr FrHgh 10.0 5.1 – 11.2 – – 26.3 36.0c – 49.4 340
S6 – pwr PFlx 10.6 6.31 – 13.2 – – 30.1 22.0v – 50.1 341
S6 – F-stat GCT 10.2 5.54 – 12.3 – – 28.0 37.0c – 51.3 342
O1 – F-stat coinc 10.4 5.51 – 12.9 – – 28.8 11.0c – 52.1 343
VSR1 – F-stat coinc 10.2 5.45p – 12.3 – – 28.0 23.0c – 53.6 344
S5 – pwr PFlx 10.5 5.71 – 12.9 – – 29.1 20.0v – 53.8 345
O1 – pwr SkHgh 10.4 5.51 – 12.9 – – 28.8 17.0c – 56.3 343
O1 – pwr FrHgh 9.82 5.51 – 11.6 – – 27.0 21.0c – 56.8 104
S5 – pwr SkHgh 10.9 5.88 – 13.0 – – 29.7 28.0c – 57.2 346
O1 – pwr SkHgh 9.82 5.51 – 11.6 – – 27.0 22.0c – 57.3 104
O1 – pwr PFlx 9.82 5.51 – 11.6 – – 27.0 24.0v – 57.8 104
O1 – F-stat coinc 9.82 5.51 – 11.6 – – 27.0 24.0c – 57.8 104
S5 – F-stat SkHgh 11.0 6.25 – 13.1 – – 30.4 30.0c – 58.3 201
S5 – pwr PFlx 10.7 6.71 – 12.7 – – 30.2 31.0v – 58.4 347
O1 – pwr PFlxLC 9.45 5.51 – 10.9 – – 25.8 29.0c – 58.6 229
S5 – F-stat GCT 10.9 6.47 – 13.1 – – 30.5 31.0c – 58.7 348
O1 – pwr PFlx 10.4 5.51 – 12.9 – – 28.8 22.0v – 59.0 343
O1 – F-stat GCT 9.15 4.93 – 10.3 – – 24.3 49.0c – 62.2 349
O2 – F-stat Weave 9.11 1.53 – 10.2 – – 20.9 71.0h 171.5 62.4 246
O1 – pwr PFlxLC 9.92 5.51 – 11.8 – – 27.2 37.0k 202.6 62.5 350
O3 – pwr SOAP 10.9 6.41p – 13.6 – 4.24 35.1 18.0d 158.0 63.4 88
O2 – pwr SkHgh 10.6 6.18 – 13.3 – – 30.1 32.0h 171.0 63.8 351
O3 – pwr PFlx 10.6 5.81 – 13.2 – – 29.6 34.0s 200.0 64.0 86
O2 – F-stat coinc 10.7 6.18 – 13.3 – – 30.1 33.0h 89.4 64.2 351
O3 – pwr PFlxLC 10.3 3.77 – 12.6 – – 26.6 57.0s 523.3 66.0 352
O3 – pwr SkHgh 10.1 5.36 – 12.1 – – 27.6 53.0d 153.1 66.4 88
O3 – F-stat coinc 10.5 5.37p – 12.7 – – 28.6 49.0d 157.8 66.5 88
O2 – pwr PFlxLC 10.2 1.88 – 12.3 – – 24.4 77.0h 170.0 66.6 353
O2 – pwr PFlxLC 10.7 2.83p – 13.4 – – 26.9 62.0h 518.5 67.1 354
O2 – F-stat GCT 10.2 5.56 – 12.5 – – 28.2 56.0r – 67.5 355
O2 – pwr FrHgh 10.5 6.0p – 12.9 – – 29.4 52.0h 122.5 67.9 351
O3 – pwr FrHgh 10.9 6.4 – 13.6 – – 30.9 56.0d 112.0 70.1 88

All-sky searches for neutron stars in binary systems (“All sky 2”)
S6 – pwr 2Spect 9.72 – – 11.0 14.3x – 35.0 3.2c – 42.5 328
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Table A.3 continued.

Obs. Targeta Algorithmb Breadth Depth Vol. Ref.
Coh. Inc. Bf Bḟ Bf̈ Bsky Bbin BHMM B D fD V

lg lg lg lg lg lg lg Hz lg

S6 – pwr 2Spect 10.4 – – 12.4 15.0x – 37.9 3.2c – 45.4 328
O3 – F-stat BSHgh 10.0 – – 12.1 16.0 – 38.1 18.0r – 66.0 152
O2 – pwr BSHgh 9.97 – – 11.9 15.4 – 37.3 21.0h 195.1 66.8 356
O3 – pwr BSHgh 10.0 – – 12.1 16.0 – 38.1 23.0r – 68.7 151

Notes to Table A.3.

a. Abbreviations: “G.C.”: Galactic centre. Names of astronomical objects have also been abbreviated; see the reference
for the full identifiers.

b. Abbreviations: “F-stat”: F-statistic, “2Spect”: TwoSpect, “5-vec”: 5-vectors, “Bayes”: Bayesian, “BSHgh”: Bi-
narySkyHough, “coinc”: coincidence, “FrHgh”: FrequencyHough, “GCT”: Global Correlation Transform, “PFlx”:
PowerFlux (classic), “PFlxLC”: PowerFlux (loosely coherent), “pwr”: power, “SkHgh”: SkyHough, “SOAP”: Hidden
Markov Model (SOAP), “SSlide”: StackSlide, “Vtrbi”: Hidden Markov Model (Viterbi), “XCorr”: CrossCorr.

c. D taken from [99].

d. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O3 [112, 113] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

e. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O1 [110], O2 [111] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

f. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for VSR2 [108] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

g. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for S6 [108], VSR2 [108], VSR4 [109] in a 1 Hz band
around fD.

h. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O2 [111] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

i. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O2 [111], O3 [112, 113] in a 1 Hz band around
fD.

j. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O1 [110], O2 [111], O3a [112, 113], O3b [112, 113]
in a 1 Hz band around fD.

k. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O1 [110] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

l. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O3a [112, 113], O3b [112, 113] in a 1 Hz band
around fD.

m. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for S5 [107] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

n. Known pulsar search conducted after a glitch; see the reference for details.

o. Known pulsar search conducted prior to a glitch; see the reference for details.

p. Bḟ computed from integral form of Eq. (63) over non-rectangular ḟ parameter space.

q. Bf̈ computed from integral form of Eq. (64) over non-rectangular f̈ parameter space.

r. D taken from reference.

s. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference and Sh for O3a [112, 113] in a 1 Hz band around fD.

t. Bbin computed with range of tasc taken from [185].

u. D derived from H0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference, converted to h0 using their Eq. (5) and averaged over
cos ι ∈ [−1, 1], and Sh for O2 [111] in a 1 Hz band around fD.
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v. D taken from [99] and converted from PowerFlux circular/linear polarisation upper limits to population-averaged
upper limits using conversion factors given in [101].

w. D derived from h0(fD) upper limit quoted in reference, converted from PowerFlux circular polarisation upper limits
to population-averaged upper limits using the conversion factors given in [101], and Sh for O1 [110] in a 1 Hz band
around fD.

x. Bbin computed using Eq. (71) for fixed range of frequency modulation depth ∆fobs.
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