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In this work we characterise the performance of a new search technique designed to be sensitive to
the remnants of binary neutron star systems. Sensitivity estimates of the new method on simulated
data are competitive against those of other work. Previous searches for a gravitational-wave signal
from a possible neutron star remnant of the binary neutron star merger event GW170817 have
focused on short (< 500 s) and long duration (2.5 hr – 8 day) signals. To date, no such post-
merger signal has been detected. We introduce a new piecewise model which has the flexibility
to accurately follow gravitational-wave signals which are rapidly evolving in frequency, such as
those which may be emitted from young neutron stars born from binary neutron star mergers or
supernovae. We investigate the sensitivity and computational cost of this piecewise model when
used in a fully coherent 1800-second F-statistic search on simulated data containing possible signals
from the GW170817 remnant. The sensitivity of the search using the piecewise model is determined
using simulated data, with noise consistent with the LIGO second observing run. Across a 100–
2000 Hz frequency band, the model achieves a peak sensitivity of h50%

rss = 4.4 × 10−23Hz−1/2 at
200 Hz, competitive with other methods. The computational cost of conducting the search, over a
bank of 1.1× 1012 templates, is estimated at 10 days running on 100 CPU’s.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first gravitational-wave discovery, the rate of
new gravitational-wave detections has steadily increased.
At the end of the third observing run of the Advanced
LIGO [1] and Virgo [2], over 90 gravitational-wave events
had been recorded [3]. Of these events, two are binary
neutron star (BNS) coalescences [4, 5], while the remain-
ing detections are predominantly binary black hole coa-
lescences with a number of possible binary neutron star-
black hole events. With gravitational-wave detectors con-
tinuing to improve in sensitivity and detection range, and
with more detectors coming online, it is expected that the
catalog of events will increase and that new astrophysical
sources will contribute to these discoveries. It is prudent
to begin preparing for the challenges of detecting these
new sources in anticipation of their discovery.

The gravitational-wave event GW170817 is of particu-
lar significance; not only is it the first binary neutron star
detection, but its discovery was paired with electromag-
netic counterparts [4]. The counterparts allowed for pre-
cise sky localisation of the source, and the gravitational-
wave signal provided profound insights into neutron star
physics. Despite the significance of this event, the nature
of the remnant of the binary system after coalescence is
surrounded by much uncertainty. The general consensus
is that the remnant object is now a black hole, but be-
tween coalescence and today, there was an unknown pe-
riod of time when a neutron star might have been present.
Some groups however have claimed a stable neutron star
may have formed after the coalescence [6].
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Four scenarios are typically considered for the evolu-
tion of the remnant object following a binary neutron
star event. The remnant object after coalescence may: i)
immediately collapse into a black hole; ii) form a hyper-
massive neutron star before collapsing into a black hole;
iii) form a supramassive neutron star before collapsing
into a black hole; or iv) form a stable long-lived neutron
star [7]. Hypermassive and supramassive neutron stars
are expected to be born above the maximum allowed
mass for a non-rotating neutron star. Hypermassive neu-
tron stars are expected to support their weight through
thermal pressure and differential rotation, with lifetimes
on the order of milliseconds [8–10], whereas supramas-
sive neutron stars support their weight through rotation
alone and may have lifetimes anywhere from seconds to
hours [7]. If a remnant neutron star is present, it is ex-
pected to have significant deformation and hence elliptic-
ity, and be spinning at high frequencies [11]. Theoretical
estimates of the maximum ellipticities range from 10−7–
10−4 for neutron stars born with large (1015 G) magnetic
fields [12–14], while other approaches estimate maximum
ellipticities between 10−8–10−6 [14–17]. One study has
suggested that millisecond pulsars may have a minimum
ellipticity of 10−9 [18].

Supernovae are another mechanism through which
young neutron stars are born. Similarly to neutron stars
born from BNS events, these neutron stars are expected
to be spinning at high frequencies with significant defor-
mations. Supernovae remnants provide ideal candidates
for gravitational-wave follow-up as they have excellent
sky localisation due to the electromagnetic event associ-
ated with them. This allows for directed gravitational-
wave searches of these sources to be carried out, improv-
ing the chances of detection.

Gravitational-wave searches have been conducted to
detect signals from a possible remnant of GW170817 [19–
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21]. A claimed detection of a multi-second gravitational-
wave signal following GW170817 was made [6], but is
considered implausible due to energy constraints, as dis-
cussed in [22]. No other searches has made a plausible
detection claim to date.

Continuous-wave search techniques are specifically
adapted to be sensitive to signals originating from long-
lived neutron stars. Such systems are expected to be
giving off nearly monochromatic signals. This, however,
is not the case for young neutron stars, which are ex-
pected to be born spinning extremely rapidly and spin-
ning down over shorter periods of time. The potential
gravitational-wave signal from such stars is typically re-
ferred to as a long transient. As the frequency of the
gravitational waves emitted by the neutron star is pro-
portional to the star’s rotational frequency, and there-
fore also evolves rapidly, standard continuous-wave tech-
niques are not suitable for detecting long-transient sig-
nals.

In this work, we present a new signal model which al-
lows for continuous wave techniques to be adapted to
long-transient signals from young neutron stars. In Sec-
tion II, we introduce a search framework commonly used
for continuous waves and summarise prior searches for
post-merger gravitational waves from GW170817. In
Section III, we describe the newly invented piecewise
model. In Section IV, we describe how the piecewise
model has been implemented for a long-transient search,
and in Section V, we present the performance and sen-
sitivity of our new method. Finally, in Section VI, we
summarise our results and outline the next steps for em-
ploying the piecewise model in a search for sources of
long-transient waves.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Continuous-wave search framework

For a rotating solid body, the power loss via
gravitational-wave emission is given as [23]

PGW =
32G

5c5
I2zzϵ

2(πf)6, (1)

where Izz is the moment of inertia along the axis of
rotation, ϵ is the ellipticity, f is the gravitational-wave
frequency (assumed here to be twice the rotational fre-
quency of the neutron star), G is the gravitational con-
stant, and c is the speed of light. The correspond-
ing strain amplitude of the radiated gravitational waves
is [24]

h0 =
16π2G

c4
ϵIzzf

2

D
, (2)

where D is the distance from the detector to the source.
The gravitational-wave signal s at time t at a detector
is the linear superposition of four functions, hi, which

depend on the characteristic strain of the incoming grav-
itational wave given in Eq. (2) and the antenna pattern
of the detector [24, 25]:

s(t,A, λ⃗) =
4∑

i=1

Aihi(t, λ⃗). (3)

The parameters Ai are the canonical amplitudes of the
wave, and are functions of the parameters ϕ0, ψ, h0 and
cos ι [26]. The first two of these parameters are the initial
phase at t = 0 and polarisation angle of the gravitational
wave, respectively. The parameter ι is the angle between
the rotational axis of the source and the sky position
vector n⃗. Note that s is linear in the parameters Ai. The

vector λ⃗ is built from the phase parameters of the wave.

For an isolated neutron star of known sky position, λ⃗ is
composed of the frequency, and derivatives of frequency
in time, of the gravitational waves.
The F-statistic is the maximised log-likelihood ratio,

lnΛ. The likelihood ratio Λ is the ratio of the probability
of a signal being present in the data to the probability of
no signal being present. It is defined by [24]

lnΛ(A, λ⃗) = (x|s)− 1

2
(s|s) , (4)

where x is a continuous analog of noisy detector data,
and (·|·) is the scalar product

(x|y) = 2

S

∫ tref+T

tref

x(t)y(t)dt. (5)

Here, T is the length of data over which the search is
conducted, tref is a given reference time, and S is the
one-sided spectral density of the detector noise, assuming
it is constant over time. The detection statistic 2F is
commonly used in continuous gravitational-wave searches
[24]. The maximisation over lnΛ to determine 2F is done
analytically over the A, given that the log-likelihood is
linear in these parameters:

2F(λ⃗) = max
A

{ln Λ(A, λ⃗)}. (6)

A search is then performed to find the optimal phase

parameters λ⃗ which maximise 2F(λ⃗).
A search using the F-statistic will compute 2F for a set

of phase parameters {λ⃗}. This set is known as the tem-
plate bank. If a signal is present in the detector data,

with parameters λ⃗S , it is unlikely that it will coincide

with any given λ⃗ within the template bank. It then fol-

lows that any signal recovered using a given λ⃗ will have

some loss of signal-to-noise ratio, ρ(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗). The signal-
to-noise ratio can then be used to define this mismatch
between signal parameters λ⃗S and λ⃗ [25]:

µ =
ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗S)− ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗)

ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗S)
, (7)
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where ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗S) corresponds to the signal-to-noise ra-
tio of a template perfectly matching to the signal. For

templates λ⃗ close to the signal parameters λ⃗S , such that

∆λ⃗ = λ⃗S− λ⃗ is small, a second-order Taylor expansion of
Eq. (7) leads to the parameter space metric g [25, 27, 28]:

µ ≈ ∆λ⃗T
−1

2ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗S)
∂ρ2(A, λ⃗S , λ⃗)

∂λ⃗

∣∣∣∣
λ⃗=λ⃗S

∆λ⃗ (8)

= ∆λ⃗Tg∆λ⃗, (9)

where ·T represents a matrix transpose.
A useful approximation for the metric is the phase met-

ric, gϕ. The phase metric only depends on the phase

parameters λ⃗, and is defined by [25, 29]

[gϕ]ij = ⟨∂iϕ(t, λ⃗)∂jϕ(t, λ⃗)⟩

− ⟨∂iϕ(t, λ⃗)⟩⟨∂jϕ(t, λ⃗)⟩.
(10)

Here, the ∂i are the partial derivatives with respect to

the ith parameter of the templates λ⃗. The ⟨·⟩ are time
averages, defined as

⟨x⟩ = 1

T

∫ tref+T

tref

x(t)dt. (11)

The function ϕ(t, λ⃗) describes the phase evolution of a

gravitational-wave signal given the parameters λ⃗ as a
function of time t. For a typical continuous gravitational-
wave search, the phase is given as [24]

ϕ(t, λ⃗) = 2π

Smax∑
s=0

f (s)
(t− tref)

s+1

(s+ 1)!
+ 2π

r⃗ · n⃗
c
fmax, (12)

where r⃗ is the position vector of the gravitational-wave
detector with respect to the solar system barycentre,
n⃗ is the unit vector pointing from the Solar System
Barycentre (SSB) to the source and fmax is the maxi-
mum frequency of the gravitational wave over the search
band. The phase model ϕ is the time integral of a given

gravitational-wave frequency model fGW(t, λ⃗):

ϕ(t, λ⃗) = 2π

∫ tstart+t

tstart

fGW(t′, λ⃗)dt′. (13)

In the case of Eq. (13), fGW is typically chosen to be a
second or third-order Taylor expansion [e.g. 30–32]. If

fGW (and hence ϕ) is linear in the parameters λ⃗, then
the phase metric gϕ will be constant.
If the metric is constant, Eq. (9) defines an ellipsoidal

region around the point λ⃗S . The maximum mismatch,
µmax, determines the size of this region. Geometrically,
a template with a mismatch within µmax corresponds to
a set of signal parameters falling inside one of the ellip-
soids [as defined in Eq. (9)] centred on that template.
Smaller values of µmax leads to smaller elliptical regions
surrounding templates. If a set of signal parameters then

falls within one of these ellipses, the value of µ com-
puted from Eq. (9) will be reduced, implying a greater
signal to noise ratio for the given template, by Eq. (8).
Thus, a lower µmax may lead to greater search sensitiv-
ity, however it increases the computational cost of the
search as reducing the size of the sensitive elliptical re-
gions means more templates are required to cover the
parameter space [33, 34]. The value µmax is then typi-
cally chosen to optimise the search sensitivity within the
limits of available computational resources. Values of
µmax commonly range between 0.1 and 0.2. The compu-
tational cost of carrying out a continuous-wave search in
this manner naturally scales with the template bank size.
Constructing the template bank using the fewest tem-

plates is a covering problem using ellipsoids over the pa-
rameter space, for which efficient algorithms using lat-
tices exist [33, 34]. Using these algorithms optimises the
computational cost of conducting a search using the F-
statistic. This optimisation is only possible if the phase
model is linear in its own parameters. The size of the
template bank is approximated by [35]

N = θµ−n/2
max V

√
det(gϕ), (14)

θ(n) =
√
n+ 1

(
n(n+ 2)

12(n+ 1)

)n/2

, (15)

where θ is the normalised thickness of the template bank
lattice, n is the number of dimensions of the parameter
space, V is the volume of the parameter space. Of the
terms in Eq. (14), only the metric gϕ and V depend on T ,
and one usually assumes that V scales only weakly with
T . As the phase metric in Eq. (10) is solely dependent
upon the signal model and its parameters, then so too is
the template bank size in Eq. (14).
For a continuous gravitational-wave search directed at

a single sky position [e.g. 30, 31], the gravitational-wave

frequency fGW(t, λ⃗) is defined by a Taylor expansion in
two to three phase parameters: the gravitational-wave
frequency and its first and second spin-downs (derivatives
in time):

λ⃗ = {f, ḟ , f̈}, (16)

fGW(t, λ⃗) = f + ḟ(t− tref) +
1

2
f̈(t− tref)

2. (17)

The parameter space is then defined by the range over
which these parameters extend. The bounds on each pa-
rameter arise from the general torque equation (GTE):

dfGW

dt
= −kfGW(t)n, (18)

with solution

fGTE (f0, n, k, t) = f0
[
1 + (n− 1)ktfn−1

0

] 1
1−n . (19)

The constant k contains information on the physical
properties of the neutron star and n is the braking
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index. The value of the braking index indicates the
dominant mechanism through which the neutron star
is losing energy. Values of interest are n = 3 for en-
ergy losses through dipolar electromagnetic radiation,
n = 5 through mass-quadrupole gravitational radiation,
and n = 7 through gravitational-wave emission from a
current quadrupole (i.e. r-modes). For a spinning neu-
tron star with known frequency and first and second fre-
quency time derivatives, the braking index is given by
n = f̈f/ḟ2. By restricting the spin-down parameters to
fall within certain values of the braking index, the pa-
rameter space for a gravitational-wave search is defined
by the inequalities [36],

fmin ≤f ≤ fmax, (20)

− f

τ(nmin − 1)
≤ḟ ≤ − f

τ(nmax − 1)
, (21)

nminḟ
2

f
≤f̈ ≤ nmaxf̈

2

f
. (22)

Here nmin/max are the range of braking indices that con-
fine the gravitational-wave search parameter space; and
τ is a characteristic age of the neutron star, related to the
constant k. The values of fmin/max constrain the range
of frequencies searched over.

A Taylor expansion signal model and the parameter
space defined by the inequalities above are typically used
for continuous-wave searches for isolated neutron stars.
The frequencies of these sources are not expected to vary
greatly over typical observation times of a year. For
young neutron stars which are likely to be spinning down
very rapidly over very short timescales, an example of
which is shown in Fig. 1, many more spin-down parame-
ters would be needed in order to track the evolution of the
gravitational-wave frequency. For the example shown in
Fig. 1 100 spin-down parameters are required to model
the frequency of a young neutron star for 25 s. In ex-
treme cases, for large values of n and small values of τ ,
Eq. (18) has a finite interval of convergence for Taylor ex-
pansion approximations [37]. Figure 1 shows an example
of this finite interval of convergence of Eq. (18) for Tay-
lor expansions of increasing orders. For long-transient
searches for young neutron stars, therefore, new signal
models must be considered.

B. Prior post-merger searches for GW170817

Previous searches carried out for a long-transient signal
following the GW170817 merger have made use of both
modelled and unmodelled methods [19–21]. Unmodelled
searches are typically employed when searching for sig-
nals with unknown waveforms or large parameter space
which would require a large template bank. Modelled
searches alternatively use templates which possible sig-
nals may take the form of. These templates are then
matched to data to calculate a detection statistic.

FIG. 1. The expected spin down of a neutron star as modelled
by Eq. (18) and its different order Taylor expansions taken
from the point t = 0. Eq. (18) has parameters n = 5, k =
10−14, f0 = 1000 Hz. The Taylor expansions diverge after
25s.

The STAMP [38], coherent WaveBurst (cWB) [39]
and hidden Markov model tracking [40, 41] methods
are unmodelled search algorithms which have been
applied to searching for a post-merger remnant of
GW170817. STAMP uses spectrograms made from the
cross-correlation of data between separated detectors and
was designed for long-transient signals with durations of
days to weeks [38]. Pattern recognition algorithms are
then applied to the STAMP spectrograms to determine
detection statistics for potential candidate signals. The
cWB algorithm operates by combining detector data co-
herently and, similar to STAMP, uses pattern recognition
algorithms to identify candidate signals [39]. A search
for a GW170817 remnant across a 1–4 kHz frequency
band has been carried out in [21] using both the STAMP
and cWB methods. This search looked for short (1 s)
and intermediate (500 s) duration signals reaching peak

sensitivities of 2.1 × 10−22 Hz1/2 and 5.9 × 10−22 Hz1/2

respectively for 50% confidence of detection.

Hidden Markov model tracking is a computationally ef-
ficient method based on a Markov chain, allowing for un-
certainties in the signal frequency evolution model. The
method operates by determining the probability for a
hidden variable to transition from one state to another,
such as how the gravitational-wave signal frequency may
evolve from one frequency bin to another at each time
step. The most probable sequence of transitions can then
be determined using the Viterbi algorithm [42]. Searches
using Hidden Markov model algorithms for a GW170817
remnant carried out in [19] were sensitive to a post-
merger signal at a distance of 1 MPc. Compared to the
distance of GW170817 of 40 Mpc this search was not
sensitive to any plausible signals.

Modelled searches used for GW170817 remnant
searches include variations on the Hough transform [43]
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such as the FrequencyHough [44] and Adaptive Transient
Hough [45] techniques. The FrequencyHough transform,
for example, operates by mapping individual points from
a frequency-time plane to lines on a frequency and spin-
down plane. By mapping all points from the frequency-
time plane to the frequency spin-down plane, lines accu-
mulate and will intersect at points which correspond to
signal parameters, if one exists [46]. The searches carried
out in [19] also included the FrequencyHough and Adap-
tive Transient Hough algorithms. These algorithms were
also found to be sensitive to a post-merger signal at a dis-
tance of 1 MPc, not capable of detecting a post-merger
signal from GW170817.

III. PIECEWISE MODEL

Young neutron stars born with large rotational fre-
quencies are expected to spin down more rapidly than
long-lived neutron stars. As a result, Taylor expansion
models of the gravitational-wave frequency [Eq. (17)]
do not have sufficient accuracy to be used for a long-
transient gravitational-wave search for young neutron
stars. A piecewise model overcomes the shortcomings
of a Taylor expansion: whenever a particular approxima-
tion to the gravitational-wave frequency begins to break
down, a new piecewise segment can commence with a
new approximation. By repeating this process, a piece-
wise model can in principle be used for a long-transient
wave search over arbitrary observation times.

The piecewise model proposed in this work models the
gravitational-wave frequency as

fPW(t) =


f0(t) p0 ≤ t < p1,

f1(t) p1 ≤ t < p2,

... ...

fN (t) pN ≤ t ≤ pN+1,

(23)

where

fi(t) =

S−1∑
s=0

fi,sB
0
i,s (ui(t)) + fi+1,sB

1
i,s (ui(t)) . (24)

The model has the following components:

• pi are the knots of the piecewise function: the times
where the model switches between piecewise seg-
ments.

• S is the number of spin-down parameters included
in the model. Since S = 0 denotes frequency, the
highest derivative order parameter included in the
model is S−1. The dimensionality of the parameter
space of the piecewise model scales as S(N + 1),
where N is the number of piecewise segments.

• fi,s are the phase parameters of the model. Each
parameter is a time derivative of frequency of order
s. The subscript i refers to the knot to which the
parameter is attached.

FIG. 2. A visual representation of the piecewise model and its
parameters. The piecewise model is equal to the value of its
parameters at each knot at the appropriate derivative order.

• B
0/1
i,s are the basis functions of the model. The

subscripts i, s refer to the piecewise segment, and
the phase parameter derivative associated with the
function, respectively. The superscript 0 denotes
that the function is attached to the knot at the
beginning of the segment; similarly, the superscript
1 denotes the end of the segment. Outside of this
segment, the basis functions are undefined.

• ui(t) : [pi, pi+1] → [0, 1] is an arbitrary function
which maps time over the ith segment to the unit

interval. The B
0/1
i,s use ui(t) as a basis function. In

this work, ui(t) = (t − pi)/(pi+1 − pi) is a linear

map. For brevity, we write B
0/1
i,s (ui(t)) as B

0/1
i,s (t).

Note that the piecewise model, given in Eq. (23), is lin-
ear in its phase parameters fi,s. Furthermore, on each
piecewise segment, we enforce the following conditions:

dsfi(t)

dts

∣∣∣∣
t=pi

= fi,s,

dsfi(t)

dts

∣∣∣∣
t=pi+1

= fi+1,s.

(25)

With these conditions, the parameters fi,s are given a
physical interpretation, represented visually in Fig. 2.
The modelled gravitational-wave frequency fPW(t) (and
its derivatives) are equal to the parameters at the knots
with which they are associated. Conversely, each pa-
rameter fi,s represents the gravitational-wave frequency
(s = 0) or frequency time derivatives (s > 0) in time at
the ith knot.

Applying Eqs. (25) to Eq. (24) leads to the following
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conditions on the basis functions:

dr

dtr
B0

i,s(pi) = δrs ,
dr

dtr
B1

i,s(pi) = 0,

dr

dtr
B0

i,s(pi+1) = 0,
dr

dtr
B1

i,s(pi+1) = δrs ,

(26)

where δrs is the Kronecker delta. Beyond these conditions,
we have complete freedom in how the basis functions are
built. In this work, we set the basis functions to be poly-
nomials of order 2S−1. Given that Eqs. (26) are a linear
system, they are easily solved for the polynomial coeffi-
cients. Figure 3 shows the form of the basis functions for
the case S = 3.
For the Taylor expansion signal model, the general

torque equation [Eq. (18)] is used to define the parame-
ter space boundaries [Eqs. (20)–(22)]. These bounds as-
sume that the physical properties of the neutron star do
not change over time; for example, the braking index for
any template that satisfies Eqs. (20)–(22) will be fixed
throughout the search. Young neutron stars, however,
are expected to be evolving rapidly over short periods
of time. As such, it is reasonable to assume that the
braking index may evolve over the search, and therefore
the bounds that are placed on the parameter space must
accommodate this possibility. In addition, unlike the pa-
rameters of a Taylor expansion, the parameters of the
piecewise model have a chronological order. The range
of possible values for fi,s should therefore be influenced
by its value at the previous knot, fi−1,s.
In this work, we use the solution to the GTE [Eq. (19)]

to define the parameter space boundaries for the piece-
wise model. Unlike Eqs. (20)–(22), which use restrictions
on the braking index and age of the source to inform
these boundaries, we instead use Eq. (19) directly. The
parameter space bounds for the piecewise model are:

f0,0 ≥ fmin,

f0,0 ≤ fmax,
(27)

fi,0 ≥ fGTE(fi−1,0, nmax, kmax, pi − pi−1),

fi,0 ≤ fGTE(fi−1,0, nmin, kmin, pi − pi−1),
(28)

fi,1 ≥ f ′GTE(fi,0, nmax, kmax, 0),

fi,1 ≤ f ′GTE(fi,0, nmin, kmin, 0),
(29)

fi,2 ≥ f ′′GTE(fi,0, nmin, kmin, 0),

fi,2 ≤ f ′′GTE(fi,0, nmax, kmax, 0).
(30)

We have denoted the solution to Eq. (18) as
fGTE(f0, n, k, t), where f0 is the gravitational wave fre-
quency at time t = 0, and t is the time since the birth
of the neutron star. The parameters nmin, nmax, kmin

and kmax are predefined minimum and maximum val-
ues which the braking index n and constant k may range
over.

Note that, in Eq. (28), the bounds on fi,0 are defined
with respect to the piecewise frequency parameter on the
previous knot, fi−1,0, instead of on the first knot, f0,0. As
shown in Appendix A the GTE satisfies

fGTE(F, n, k, T − t) = fGTE(f0, n, k, T ), (31)

where F = fGTE(f0, t) and T > t. This property allows
us to evolve the solution to the GTE forward from any
given frequency and corresponding point in time, without
needing to know its history. This allows Eq. (28) to
be defined using only the frequency parameter on the
previous knot.
The boundary condition Eq. (27) is the range of fre-

quencies at time t = 0 we wish to search over. The
boundaries defined by Eq. (28) enforce all of the fre-
quency parameters, and hence a given template, to follow
the frequency evolution of Eq. (18). The conditions given
in Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) for the first two spin-down pa-
rameters depend only on the frequency parameter which
occurs at the same knot. These two conditions enforce
that the braking index and k value of the given tem-
plate fall within the allowed ranges of n and k. Together,
the boundary conditions Eqs. (27)–(30) define a parame-
ter space where each template must follow the frequency
evolution predicted by the GTE, and must always have a
braking index and k value which falls within a predefined
range. This range of values is chosen by considering the
physical properties of the source which is being targetted
for a gravitational wave search.
The value of k is highly uncertain, as it depends upon

unknown neutron star physics such as the equation of
state, magnetic field strength, and degree of physical de-
formation [23]. To estimate values of k to define the pa-
rameter space, we equate the expression for the change in
rotational energy of a solid body rotating at a frequency
f to a neutron star’s dominant mode of energy loss. The
resulting expression can then be rearranged into the form
of the GTE to find an estimate of the value of k. The
energy loss via gravitational-wave emission is given in
Eq. (1). The energy of a rotating solid body is

Erot =
1

2
π2Izzf

2. (32)

If we assume that the star is losing energy only via
gravitational-wave emission, we can equate dErot/dt to
PGW in Eq. (1):

π2Izzfḟ =
32G

5c5
I2zzϵ

2(πf)6,

ḟ = −32GIzzπ
4ϵ2

5c5
f5.

(33)

The expression given in Eq. (33) is of the same form as
the GTE, which implies a value of

k =
32GIzzπ

4ϵ2

5c5
, (34)

with units of s3. The value of k for the case that the neu-
tron star is emitting energy only via electromagnetic ra-
diation may be found similarly, i.e. by equating dErot/dt
to the energy lost via an electric dipole [23].
It is unlikely that a neutron star is undergoing energy

loss via electromagnetic or gravitational wave radiation
exclusively, so we do not expect the braking index for a
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FIG. 3. Six basis functions (left to right) Bi,0, Bi,1, and Bi,2, for a piecewise segment where p0 = 0s, p1 = 10s and S = 3.
The blue represents the B0

i,s basis functions while orange shows the B1
i,s basis functions. The piecewise model is a linear

superposition of these functions.

neutron star to coincide exactly with the values of 3, 5
and 7. This is especially true considering the measured
values of neutron stars which typically exhibit values of
n < 3 [47]. It is therefore likely that the GTE does not
encompass the complete physics of neutron star energy
emission, however we use it to guide our assumptions on
how a young neutron star will spin down. Values of the
braking index outside of 3, 5 and 7 are interpreted to
mean a mixing of energy loss mechanisms. For example,
a value of n = 4 could be interpreted as energy loss via
electromagnetic and gravitational radiation combined.

In this work, we assume the predominant mode of en-
ergy loss in the neutron star is via gravitational-wave
emission. We assume a fiducial value for the moment
of inertia and optimistic accepted values for the eccen-
tricity [12–14] of a neutron star, quoted in Table I. To
cover a range of possible k values for our search, we set
the minimum k value to be 10% of the maximum value
kmax, which in turn is given by Eq. (34). It is considered
unlikely that a newborn neutron star would be spinning
below 50 Hz (100 Hz gravitational wave frequency). We
then only search for signals with a minimum frequency
of 100 Hz. These values are presented in Table I.

IV. IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, we outline how the piecewise model has
been implemented for a long-transient search. The imple-
mentation is freely available as part of the gravitational-
wave data analysis library LALSuite [48]. The piece-
wise search code is implemented in both the Python and
C programming languages. The search parameters asso-
ciated with this search are listed in Table I, however the
code allows for these parameters to be changed with user
input.

To use the piecewise model its knots must first be set.

Parameter Symbol Value
Number of spin-downs S 2
Minimum braking index nmin 2
Maximum braking index nmax 5
Minimum initial frequency fmin 100 Hz
Maximum initial frequency fmax 2000 Hz
Principal moment of inertia Izz 1038 kg m2

Maximum ellipticity ϵ 10−4

Minimum k value kmin 1.72× 10−20 s3

Maximum k value kmax 1.72× 10−19 s3

Maximum mismatch µmax 0.2
Short Fourier Transform timebase TSFT 10 s
Knots p0, p1 0, 1800 s

TABLE I. Default physical parameters of the GW170817
search. This search has been conducted coherently over the
full half hour duration. Other search parameters pertaining
to the GW170817 remnant such as sky position can be found
in the discovery paper [4].

The knots may be chosen by the user, as is the case in
this work, or alternatively an algorithm exists which de-
termines the longest possible segments allowable while
keeping the piecewise model accurate enough to be used
in a search. This algorithm relies on knowing what the
maximum allowable difference between a signal and its
closest matching template can be which still allows for
detection. For an F-statistic search, this difference must
not exceed ∼ 1/T . This error requirement arises from the
Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT), for which individual
Fourier components are separated by ∆f ∼ 1/T . If the
maximum difference between the template and a signal
sits below the error threshold ∼ 1/T , the model and the
signal will have a maximised overlap in data. A knot
algorithm has been written which determines the great-
est spacing between knots for which the error between a
candidate signal and its corresponding closest template
differs by no more than ∼ 1/(pi+1 − pi). The code writ-
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ten to calculate the knots using the knot algorithm is
provided in the search code. As these piecewise segment
lengths are the maximum allowed under the given error
requirements, if the user is selecting the piecewise knots
they should ensure that the resulting piecewise segment
lengths do not exceed that calculated by the knot algo-
rithm.

The parameter space bounds Eqs. (27)–(30) are then
set, allowing for the template bank to be constructed by
the algorithms in [33]. The parameter space metric has
been calculated symbolically, allowing for rapid compu-
tation. This was achieved by determining the symbolic
form of the basis functions from Eqs. (26). A symbolic
expression for the gravitational-wave phase [Eq. (13)] is
then calculated by substituting in the symbolic basis
functions as a part of the piecewise model of Eq. (24).
The symbolic expression for gravitational-wave phase is
then used to calculate the parameter space metric in
Eq. (10).

With the piecewise knots and metric set, a search can
then be carried out. The search code implementation
uses the ComputeFstat method from the LALSuite
library to calculate the F-statistic for each template in
the template bank. The code calculates 2F for each de-
tector separately for vetoing purposes, as well as 2F for
the combined detectors. The templates with the largest
detection statistics are stored as well as those with the
lowest mismatches. The implementation returns timing
data and template counts for performance investigations.

The implementation uses the template bank lattice al-
gorithm of [33] for optimal computational cost. Addi-
tional templates placed outside the parameter space may
be required in some instances to cover parts of the pa-
rameter space not covered by templates inside the space.
Figure 4 illustrates when these additional padding tem-
plates are required. For parameter spaces which are suf-
ficiently narrow, a large portion of the space occurs close
to the boundary. Without padding this leads to a signif-
icant percentage of the parameter space not being cov-
ered. The algorithm of [33] by default extends the pa-
rameter space by half of the metric bounding box in or-
der to add padding templates. The bounding box is the
smallest hyperrectangle, with sides parallel to the param-
eter space coordinate axes, which encloses the parameter
space metric ellipsoid [Eq. (9)]; an example is shown in
Fig. 4.

A search which uses multiple piecewise segments may
require further padding considerations than discussed
here. Multiple segments would naturally only be used for
signals of a duration longer than the 1800s discussed in
this work. Longer duration searches have a greater com-
putational cost due to an increase in the time to compute
the F-statistic and an increase in template bank size [49].
The increase in template bank size is due to a finer tem-
plate grid which results from using longer data segments
[33, 49]. A finer grid would be more resilient to narrow
parameter spaces however the computational cost may
make a search at high frequencies unfeasible. This prob-

FIG. 4. A simplified example of the lattice tiling used to cover
a 2-dimensional rectangular parameter space. The parameter
space is shown as a black rectangle, and templates are shown
as crosses. Ellipses are those defined in Eq. (9) with their
templates located at their centres. Red ellipses are associated
with padding templates placed outside the parameter space.
The padding templates are necessary for complete coverage
of the parameter space. An example bounding box is shown
in blue around the top left template.

lem could be overcome by excluding the computation-
ally expensive high-frequency bands from such a search,
discussed in Section VB. A multiple-segment search has
been considered for the supernova remnant 1987A, where
a lower frequency band of 100–550 Hz has been consid-
ered. Lower frequency bands however are the regions in
which additional padding is most needed. Further in-
vestigation into padding requirements is then necessary
before a search on multiple segments is carried out. For
searches which use multiple segments it is suggested that
a semi-coherent search be used to reduce computational
cost. Furthermore, for a semi-coherent search we pro-
pose that the piecewise segments are used as the individ-
ual search segments. The code for creating the mismatch
histograms discussed here is provided in the search code.

V. PERFORMANCE

In this section, we characterise the behaviour and
performance of the piecewise model implementation
[Sec. IV]. We use the example of a follow-up search for
gravitational waves from a post-merger remnant neu-
tron star following GW170817. In VA, we investigate
the template bank coverage of the parameter space, and
identify regions excluded by the template covering. The
computational cost of carrying out a search using the
piecewise model is determined in VB using two indepen-
dent methods. The sensitivity of the method is estimated
in VC and compared to other searches.
To characterise the implementation, we apply it to
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synthetic detector data injected with simulated signals.
These signals follow the same piecewise model as the
search template; in this way, the mismatch of a template
to the signal can be calculated using Eq. (9). The param-
eter space of the piecewise model has been constructed
to allow for the value of the braking index and k value
to change over time. As such the set of signals possi-
ble within this parameter space is broad in scope. This
parameter space is expected to encompass other tradi-
tionally considered continuous wave signals. As such, we
do not expect injecting signals which use the piecewise
model into data to lead to significant improvements in
sensitivity estimates or systematic errors. Although we
do not expect any systematic errors, testing the sensitiv-
ity of this method using different injected signal models
would be a worthwhile test for future work.

To accurately simulate the decreasing amplitude of the
signal expected from a young neutron star over short ob-
servations, the characteristic strain h0 of the injected sig-
nals changes with time according to [cf. Eq. (2)]

h0(t) = h0

(
f(t)

f0

)2

, (35)

where h0 and f0 are the initial characteristic strain and
frequency of the signal, respectively, and f(t) is the fre-
quency of the signal at time t.

The synthetic detector data used in the simulations
are in the form of Short Fourier Transforms (SFTs), a
standard frequency-domain data product. They are gen-
erated using the simulateCW Python module of LAL-
Suite [48]. Noise levels are chosen using noise curve data
from the second observing run (O2) of the Livingston and
Hanford detectors [21]. These noise levels have been cho-
sen as the primary target for follow up using this method,
GW170817, occurred in O2. It is expected that the sen-
sitivity of the method will improve in subsequent runs
as improvements in detectors are made. The parame-
ters of the injected signals are chosen as random points
within the parameter space of the piecewise model. The
random points within the parameter space are chosen
using the RandomLatticeTilingPoints method from
LALSuite.
A single coherent segment of 1800 s was selected, with

only two knots at its start and end. This segment length
is well below the maximum allowed by the knot algo-
rithm (Sec. IV) which permits a maximum initial piece-
wise segment for the search parameters given in Table I of
40,960 s. This configuration was selected as signal dura-
tions of approximately 1,800s after the GW170817 event
have been mostly unexplored by other searches. A sin-
gle coherent segment has been used to maximise search
sensitivity and minimise the size of the parameter space
which in turn minimises the computational cost. The
SFT timebase is set to 10 s, giving 180 SFTs over the
segment, to avoid the issues discussed in [50].

All investigations discussed in this section are per-
formed on 20 different frequency bands using the param-
eter values given in Table I. The frequency bands all have

their upper bounds fmax occurring at multiples of 100 Hz,
beginning at 100 Hz and extending to 2000 Hz. The lower
frequency bound for each band was determined by find-
ing a frequency value which led to a template bank size
of approximately 106 for a reduced computational cost.

A. Metric mismatch distributions

Mismatch distributions show whether the parameter
space is covered completely by the template bank, and
demonstrate the expected loss in signal-to-noise ratio of
the search method. The mismatch distributions pre-
sented in this section are produced by carrying out 2×104

searches. In each search, the data contain a different in-
jected signal, and the lowest mismatch found is stored.
For complete coverage of the parameter space, all of the
lowest mismatches should not exceed the maximal mis-
match µmax.

Figure 5a shows the mismatch histogram for searches
carried out at high frequencies. All mismatches sit below
the maximal mismatch value and display the expected
distribution; cf. Fig. 1 of [33]. At these higher frequen-
cies, the template banks sufficiently cover the parameter
space, and signals present within the space are recover-
able.

Figure 5b shows the mismatch histogram for searches
at lower frequencies. Here, a large percentage of searches
have their lowest mismatch above the accepted maximal
mismatch. At these lower frequencies, the parameter
space has narrowed to the point that the default padding
of half a bounding box is insufficient to cover the pa-
rameter space near the boundary. The parameter space
is the most narrow in the dimension associated with the
f1,1 parameter. The boundaries of the parameter space in
this dimension are given by Eq. (29). In this dimension
the parameter space of f1,1 narrows to the extent that it
can fit between the now too-coarse template bank lattice.
Figure 6 shows a simplified example of how a sufficiently
narrow parameter space fits between the template bank
lattice, leaving a significant percentage of the space un-
covered. This effect is remedied by including additional
padding in the appropriate dimension, so that the param-
eter space is covered by the additional templates. For a
search with parameter values given in Table I, a single
additional template above and below the minimum and
maximum bounds of the f1,1 parameter is sufficient.

Figure 5c shows the mismatch histogram for the same
frequency band as Fig. 5b with the additional padding
templates. With this correction, Fig. 5c follows the ex-
pected distribution, with all mismatches now below µmax.
For the parameter values shown in Table I, additional
padding is needed for all frequency bands with a maxi-
mum frequency below 550 Hz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 5. (a) Histogram of the minimum mismatch of 2 × 104

random searches in the frequency band 999.5-1000 Hz. (b)
Histogram of the minimum mismatch of 2 × 104 random
searches in the frequency band 92-100 Hz. The large num-
ber of mismatches above the maximum mismatch 0.2 occurs
due to parameter space narrowing. (c) The same histogram as
in (b) but now with appropriate padding added to the param-
eter space. The histogram now does not have any mismatches
exceeding the maximal value.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) A simplified narrow rectangular parameter space
with its template covering. The tiling lattice is too coarse to
cover a significant portion of the parameter space. (b) The
same parameter space as (a) with additional padded tem-
plates. Complete coverage is achieved however the number of
padded templates is significant and outnumbers the templates
found inside the parameter space.

B. Computational cost

The computational cost estimates in this section as-
sume a follow-up search for a GW170817 post-merger
remnant (with parameters given in Table I) using the
OzSTAR supercomputing cluster, which is planned for
future work. We quote the computational cost of the
search as the total time it would take for a 100 CPUs to
complete the search across the full frequency band of 100
to 2000 Hz.

The computational cost for a coherent search is dom-
inated by the speed at which 2F can be calculated for
each template. The computational cost then scales lin-
early with the size of the template bank. In this subsec-
tion, we use two methods to estimate the computational
cost of conducting a GW170817 post-merger search. The
first method, the “template estimate” relies on determin-
ing the total number of templates required by the search
and multiplying this by the time taken to compute 2F
for each template. The second method, the “timing es-
timate” directly measures the time taken to complete a
search on computationally inexpensive frequency bands
across the parameter space. By interpolating the timing
results from each smaller frequency band, an estimate on
the total computational cost is achieved. Both methods
rely on performing computationally inexpensive searches
of narrow frequency bands across the 100–2000 Hz search
range, and estimating the computational cost per unit
frequency. Appendix B outlines the methods used for
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FIG. 7. Estimated computational cost (for 100 CPUs) of
conducting a piecewise search for the GW170817 remnant.
The “template estimate” multiplies the expected size of the
template bank by the time it takes to calculate 2F for each
template.

each computational cost estimate. The results of these
estimates are presented in this subsection.

Figure 7 presents the computational cost estimates for
the search using two independent methods. Both esti-
mates of the computational cost [Fig. 7] are in broad
agreement: ∼ 10 days on 100 CPUs for a search cov-
ering 100–2000 Hz. The timing estimate is greater than
the template count estimate, particularly below 1000 Hz;
this is likely because the latter does not account for over-
heads of the search implementation that do not scale
linearly with template bank size, i.e. tasks with a near-
constant runtime. This is consistent with the relative
discrepancy between the two estimates decreasing with
frequency. While the timing estimate of the computa-
tional cost is therefore likely to be more reliable than
the template estimate, the discrepancy is negligible for
a maximum search frequency ≳ 1000 Hz. Errors in in-
terpolating the convex curves in Fig. 10 using linear in-
terpolation may also lead to a slight overestimate of the
computational cost.

C. Sensitivity

To estimate the sensitivity of the search, we compute
the detection probability – that a signal of a certain strain
h0 will be detected by this method – as a function of
h0. To calculate the detection probabilities numerous
searches on fake data with injected signals must be car-
ried out. The number of searches, as well as the strength
of injected signals varies for the different frequency bands
for which the detection probabilities have been deter-
mined. Table II shows the set-ups used for calculating the
detection probabilities in the different frequency bands.
Different set-ups for determining the detection probabili-
ties are used as the different frequency bands have differ-

fmin fmax NSearch log10(min(h0)) log10(max(h0)) Nh0

92 100 150 -26 -20 36
192 200 150 -26 -20 36
292 300 150 -26 -20 36
392 400 150 -26 -20 36
493 500 150 -26 -20 36
595 600 150 -26 -20 36
697 700 150 -26 -20 36
798 800 150 -26 -20 36
899 900 150 -26 -20 36
999.5 1000 150 -26 -20 36
1099 1100 100 -26 -20 36
1199 1200 100 -24 -20 24
1299.9 1300 100 -24 -20 24
1399.9 1400 100 -24 -20 24
1499.9 1500 100 -24 -20 24
1599.95 1600 100 -24 -21 18
1699.95 1700 100 -24 -21 18
1799.95 1800 100 -23 -20 14
1899.95 1900 100 -23 -21 12
1999.95 2000 100 -23 -21 12

TABLE II. The different configurations used for calculat-
ing the threshold statistic 2F∗ and detection probabilities.
NSearch is the number of searches that were carried out on
each frequency band. Nh0 is the number of h0 values inves-
tigated. These values were chosen using a logarithmic scale
between the minimum and maximum h0 values.

FIG. 8. Detection probability as a function of h0 for searches
over the frequency band 1699.95–1700 Hz. The strain cor-
responding to a 90% detection probability (h0 = 3.7 ×
10−23Hz−1/2) is highlighted in red.

ent computational cost requirements. Higher frequency
bands have a greater number of templates which require
more time to carry out searches on. For this reason the
higher frequency bands use less searches and investigate
fewer values of h0. Noise levels for all searches are cho-
sen using O2 noise curve data from the Livingston and
Hanford detectors [21].
We first calculate the threshold statistic 2F∗. For the

specific set up on each frequency band to calculate 2F∗
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and detection probabilities, see Table II. We perform a
number of searches on data with no injected signal; for
each search, the largest 2F is stored. The 2F occurring
at the 99th percentile, corresponding to a 1% false alarm
rate, is selected as a threshold statistic. Another set of
searches is then carried out, each with injected signals
of a fixed strain h0. Searches with a 2F above 2F∗ are
considered to have detected the injected signal. The frac-
tion of searches where the injected signal is detected is
the detection probability for the given h0. Figure 8 plots
an example detection probability curve at ∼ 1700 Hz.

Figure 9 presents the sensitivity estimates of the piece-
wise model. The sensitivities are expressed in terms of
h50%rss , the root sum squared strain amplitude correspond-
ing to a 50% detection probability [51]. Expressed in the
time domain,

h2rss = 2

∫ tfinish

tstart

(∣∣∣h̃+(t)∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣h̃×(t)∣∣∣2) dt, (36)

where tstart and tfinish are the start and finish times, re-
spectively, of the data used for the search. To calculate
h50%rss for the piecewise model, we use strain values for h̃+
and h̃× corresponding to 50% detection probabilities.
The piecewise model has a peak sensitivity of h50%rss =

4.4 × 10−23/
√
Hz at 200 Hz. It improves upon the sen-

sitivities achieved in [21] by the STAMP searches by al-
most an order of magnitude, and is (at worst) within a
factor of ∼ 2 of the cWB method at high frequencies; see
Section II B. The h50%rss of the piecewise method increases
with frequency in parallel with the detector noise, indi-
cating a roughly constant signal-to-noise ratio of signals
detectable by the method.

The energy emitted by isotropic gravitational waves
from a source is given by [52]

Eiso
GW =

π2c3

G
D2f̄2h2rss, (37)

where D is the distance to the source (in this case,
GW170817). Figure 9 plots Eq. (37) at the most op-
timistic estimate of the energy available post-merger to
be radiated in gravitational waves (EGW = 3.265M⊙c

2)
as well as at 0.1/3.265 ∼ 3% and 0.01/3.265 ∼ 0.3% of
that estimate. The piecewise model would be sensitive
to signals radiating ≳ 3% of 3.265M⊙c

2 at frequencies
≲ 500 Hz, and to signals radiating ≳ 0.3% of 3.265M⊙c

2

at frequencies ≲ 200 Hz. On the other hand, for frequen-
cies ≳ 1500 Hz the sensitivity of the piecewise model is
within an unphysical region where EGW > 3.265M⊙c

2

would be required for a detectable signal.
The searches performed in [21] assumed several the-

oretical models of a post-merger neutron star: magne-
tars spinning down according to the GTE; secular bar-
mode instabilities; and the post-merger component of
simulated BNS merger waveforms. While the piecewise
model demonstrates improved sensitivities to the first
two (optimistic) models, it does not achieve the sensi-
tivity required for the third (conservative) BNS merger

simulation model. This model assumes BNS remnants
emit ≲ 0.1M⊙c

2% of energy in gravitational waves at
∼ 2000 Hz; the piecewise model, in its current configu-
ration, can only achieve such sensitivities at much lower
frequencies ≲ 500 Hz. Remnant neutron stars born in
BNS mergers are not expected to be spinning at these
frequencies [9, 53–55].

VI. CONCLUSION

We have presented a new search technique for long-
transient gravitational waves. It uses a piecewise model
for the evolution of the gravitational-wave frequency with
time, replacing the conventional Taylor series expansion
used in searches for longer-lived continuous-wave sig-
nals. The parameters of the piecewise model have a clear
physical interpretation, being the gravitational-wave fre-
quency and the frequency derivatives at specific points
in time. This physical interpretation of the parameters
requires that the basis functions of the piecewise model
satisfy certain criteria, while allowing for some freedom
in choosing their time dependence; in this work, the ba-
sis functions are chosen to be polynomials in time. The
piecewise model is then a linear superposition of these
basis functions. We use the general torque equation to
inform the boundaries of the search parameter space.
We examine the performance of the piecewise method

assuming a search for a post-merger remnant of
GW170817, using the F-statistic to search a frequency
band of 100–2000 Hz for a fully coherent 1800-s signal.
We consider the template bank size, estimated computa-
tional cost, and sensitivity of this search using the piece-
wise method. At frequencies below 550 Hz, the param-
eter space built from the GTE becomes narrow to the
point that the template bank lattice is too coarse to com-
pletely cover the parameter space. Additional padding
templates are added to address this issue. Further study
for the template padding is required for searches which
use multiple segments. A greater number of piecewise
segments lends itself to finer template grids which are
more resistant to narrow parameter spaces. Longer du-
ration searches, however, come with greater computa-
tional cost and may require adjustment of the search fre-
quency band. A semi-coherent search using the piecewise
segments as the semi-coherent segments is suggested for
multiple segment searches. Independent methods for es-
timating the computational cost of the search arrive at
∼ 10 days on 100 CPUs of the OzSTAR supercomputing
cluster to complete the search.
Sensitivity estimates in terms of the h50%rss , the root

sum squared strain at 50% detection probability, are
compared to past searches for a post-merger remnant of
GW170817. The sensitivity of the piecewise method is
competitive with past searches, and the 1800-s search
duration complements past short (< 500 s) and long du-
ration (≳ hr) searches for GW170817. With acceptable
computational cost and competitive sensitivity estimates
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FIG. 9. h50%
rss sensitivity of the piecewise model, plotted as red circles. The noise amplitude spectral density (

√
Sn) of the LIGO

Hanford and Livingston detectors during the O2 run are plotted in red and blue respectively. Lines of constant EGW indicate
the gravitational wave energy required for emission at a given h50%

rss and frequency. Compare to Fig. 1 of [21].

in hand, future work will look to perform a search for a
post-merger remnant of GW170817 using the piecewise
model.

While the piecewise method, as presented here, has
been primarily motivated by the follow-up of binary neu-
tron star merger events, the method is not fundamen-
tally limited to these sources. Any long-transient or
long-duration gravitational-wave sources which may have
rapidly changing frequencies, beyond what conventional
continuous-wave techniques are suited for, are appropri-
ate for this method without alteration. One such source
is the ∼ 36-year old supernova remnant SN1987A, the
youngest supernova remnant in the Milky Way. At that
age, any SN1987A remnant neutron star is likely spin-
ning at lower frequencies than expected for the neutron
star remnants of binary neutron star mergers, and yet
spinning down at a rate greater than that for which tra-
ditional continuous-wave techniques are suitable. The
computational cost for the piecewise method is signifi-
cantly reduced at lower frequencies, which would allow
for longer data segments to be used for the piecewise
model, increasing its sensitivity.
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Appendix A: General Torque Equation

The solution to the GTE satisfies a convenient con-
dition for determining the range of parameters. For
brevity, we write fGTE as a function of only t and f0. Let
fGTE(f0, t) = F . Suppose that we want to determine the
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FIG. 10. Estimated computational cost (for 100 CPUs) per
unit frequency of the piecewise model. The “template esti-
mate” multiplies the expected number of templates per unit
Hz by the time it takes to calculate 2F for each template.
The “timing estimate” interpolates the runtimes per unit Hz
of a series of searches over small frequency bands.

value of fGTE(F, T − t) with an initial frequency F after
a period of time T − t. Substituting into Eq. (18), we
have

fGTE(F, T − t)

= F
(
1 + (n− 1)k(T − t)Fn−1

) 1
1−n

= fGTE(f0, t)
(
1 + (n− 1)k(T − t)fGTE(f0, t)

n−1
) 1

1−n

=
(
fGTE(f0, t)

1−n + (n− 1)k(T − t)
) 1

1−n

=
(
f1−n
0

(
1 + (n− 1)ktfn−1

0

)
+ (n− 1)k(T − t)

) 1
1−n

=
(
f1−n
0 + (n− 1)kt+ (n− 1)k(T − t)

) 1
1−n

=
(
f1−n
0 + (n− 1)kT

) 1
1−n

= f0
(
1 + (n− 1)kTfn−1

0

) 1
1−n

= fGTE(f0, T ). (A1)

Appendix B: Computational Cost

The template estimate of the computational cost is
achieved by first estimating the total number of tem-
plates contained within the template bank and then mul-
tiplying this number by the measured time taken to cal-
culate 2F for an individual template. The time needed
to calculate 2F for an individual template is measured
directly, by timing a search on a template bank of known
size. By repeating this measurement for a large number
of different template banks at different frequency bands,
we arrive at an averaged estimate of 2.5× 104 templates
per second on OzSTAR for a single CPU.

To estimate the size of the full template bank, we first
directly count the size of 20 smaller template banks at
100Hz intervals from 100–2000 Hz. Each of these smaller
template banks has the same parameters as in Table I

FIG. 11. Estimated template bank size as a function of the
maximum search frequency, with a minimum search frequency
of 100 Hz.

except that each template bank has a smaller frequency
band. Let each of these small template banks be labelled
as Ti. The size of each frequency band has been chosen
such that each Ti contains approximately 106 templates.
We want to convert these template bank sizes into mea-
surements of template bank size per unit frequency. If
we have used frequency bands with widths of ∆fi, and
each Ti has a size Ni this gives us a measure of template
bank size per unit frequency of Ni/∆fi.
To estimate the size of the full template bank, we need

to integrate the values of template bank size per unit fre-
quency across the full frequency band of 100–2000 Hz.
From the 20 measurements of Ni/∆fi we can linearly in-
terpolate between these to achieve measurements of tem-
plate bank size per unit frequency across the entire 100–
2000 Hz range. This interpolation is done by

Ni

∆fi
− fi

100 Hz

(
Ni+1

∆fi+1
− Ni

∆fi

)
, (B1)

where the factor of 1/100 Hz arises from the interval be-
tween the smaller template banks. The result of this
interpolation is shown in Fig. 10.
Finally, integrating (B1) gives us an estimate of the

size of the template bank. Figure 11 presents the results
of this integration as a function of the maximum search
frequency. A GW170817 post-merger search [Table I]
across the full 100–2000 Hz frequency band requires ∼
1.1 × 1012 templates [Fig. 11]. The higher frequencies
have the greatest contribution to the template bank as
a result of the larger parameter space volume in those
regions, where the ranges given by Eqs. (28) and (29) are
largest. As the parameter space metric is constant, the
greater volume of the parameter space requires a greater
number of templates. Figure 7 shows the computational
cost as a function of maximum search frequency, found
by multiplying the template bank size by the time taken
to calculate 2F (i.e. 2.5 × 106 templates per second on
OzSTAR for 100 CPUs).
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The timing method of estimating the computation
cost of the search directly measures the time taken to
complete searches on small, inexpensive frequency bands
(and using a single CPU). We then divide the runtime
of each search by the width of the frequency band for
each search; this yields estimates of runtime per unit Hz
at discrete points. Linear interpolation between these

estimates gives a curve of computational cost per unit
Hz, shown in Figure 10 as the “timing estimate” (and
scaled for 100 CPUs). Integrating this curve across the
frequency band then gives an estimate for the total com-
putational cost, shown in Figure 7 as a function of the
maximum search frequency.
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