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1 Introduction

Nearly one hundred years after the theoretical prediction of gravitational waves (GWs) in
the general relativity (GR) by Einstein [1, 2], the first direct measurement of GWs [3] by
the Advanced Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO) detectors estab-
lished gravitational wave astronomy. The LIGO-Virgo detection opened a new window to
observe the universe and marked the dawn of multi-messenger astronomy [4-6]. So far, the
LIGO-Virgo detection results have already provided extremely accurate confirmation that all
gravitational merger events can be described by GR [7-9].

The no-hair theorem of black holes (BHs) in GR states that four-dimensional stationary
BHs in the Einstein-Maxwell theory can be completely described by a Kerr-Newman met-
ric [10-12], and the theorem allows one to characterize all BH solutions in asymptotically
flat spacetime by three physical quantities: the mass, spin and charge. When Hawking radi-
ation is not considered, in comparison with Schwarzschild BHs, charged BHs emit not only
gravitational radiation but also electromagnetic radiation, and have attracted much atten-
tion [13-32]. Recently, assuming that the influence of BH spins can be neglected, Bozzola et
al found that the charge-to-mass ratios of up to 0.3 are compatible with Binary BH merger
event GW150914 [21]. Later, they also reported general relativistic simulations of the inspiral
and merger of non-spinning charged binary BHs [27].

In the universe, the two-body dynamical capture is a fairly common and effective way
to form the binary BH systems including astrophysical black holes (ABHs) and primordial
black holes (PBHs) [33, 34]. Therefore, it is important and meaningful to work out the
merger rate of charged BHs from the two-body dynamical capture. To do so, we analytically
find gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from a binary of point masses with charges
in a hyperbolic orbit, and calculate the merger rate of BHs from the two-body dynamical
capture with charges and a general mass function by taking into account gravitational and
electromagnetic radiation. The U(1) charge considered in this paper can correspond to the
following physical interpretations: (1) electric charges, (2) magnetic charges [35-37], (3)



hidden or dark charges interacting with dark electromagnetism [38-41], (4) modified theories
of gravity with additional scalar or vector fields [42-44], and (5) the fifth force [45-47].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, in the low-velocity and weak-field
regime, we calculate gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from point masses with
U(1) charges in a hyperbolic orbit. In Section 3, we develop a formalism to derive the
merger rate of charged BHs from the two-body dynamical capture via gravitational and
electromagnetic radiations. In Section 4, we show the effects of the charge-to-mass ratio on
the merger rate of ABH and PBH binaries from the two-body dynamical capture. Finally,
we summarize our results and conclude with physical implications in the last section.

In this paper, we set G = ¢ = 4meg = 42 = 1 unless otherwise specified. Although the
U(1) charges are intended to have different physical interpretations, we will refer to their
quantities by using “electromagnetic” for the sake of simplification through this paper.

2 Gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from point masses in a
hyperbolic orbit

We study an encounter of two unbounded massive charges and the gravitational and elec-
tromagnetic radiations from the encounter. The unbound system under gravitational and
electric forces follows a hyperbolic orbit and dominantly emits gravitational and electromag-
netic radiations near the closest approach and loses energy and angular momentum. To
describe the dynamical evolution, we assume that the orbit lies in z-y plane, and that the
coordinates of the point masses m; with charge 1 and mgy with charge Q2 are (d; cos,
dy sinv) and (—dg cosp, —dy sin ), respectively. Choosing the origin at the center of mass,

we have
d=(—2 " )d dy=[—2L)a (2.1)
m1 + ma mi + mg
As shown in Fig. 1, the equation for a hyperbolic orbit is
a (62 — 1)
d=——+ 2.2
1—ecosty’ (22)

where a and e, which can be interpreted as the semi-major axis and eccentricity, and are
defined as

1—\ 2EL2 1z
o= T2l = Y BE(H ) . (2.3)
2F (m1 + mg) mimso (1 — )\)
Here, A = % represents the ratio of the Coulomb force to the gravitational force, E is the

total energy of charged binary system including the gravitational, electrostatic and kinetic
energy, and L is the angular momentum of binary system. And the angular velocity along
the orbit is given by

1/2
. (m1 +mg)a(e? —1)(1—N\)
P = [ ( 5 ) ] . (2.4)
d
Firstly, we calculate the gravitational radiation from the point masses my with charge
Q1 and meo with charge 2 in the hyperbolic orbit. The non-vanishing second mass moment

is a 2 X 2 matrix that is given by
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Figure 1. A schematic picture of a hyperbolic orbit.

where subscripts (a,b =1,2) refer to indices in the x-y plane and p = mymso/(my + mo)
is the reduced mass. Note that M;; is reducible while the traceless quadrupole moment
Qij = M;; — %&'ijk is irreducible. Following [48], the rate of energy loss from a system by
gravitational quadrupole radiation is given by

dE%%f 1 eee . 2 ... ... 2 cee e 2ee 2 (26)
A= =5 (@yy) = —5 [0 + i) = 3(¥nbl — 31| '

The derivatives of the components of the second mass moment tensor can be calculated by
the aid of Egs. (2.2) and (2.4); putting those expressions into Eq. (2.6), we obtain

dELad 4= X)PmIm3 (m1 4 ma) (ecos(y) — 1)* (112 cos(2¢)) + 13e? — 48e cos(1)) + 24)

dt 1545 (€2 — 1)°
(2.7)
The post-Newtonian formalism gives the rate of angular momentum emission due to gravi-
tational quadrupole radiation as [49]

e
AL
dt

= M (Qralin) = 36 (ixadif). 23



where € is the Levi-Civita symbol (e!?®> = 1). As the orbit is assumed to lie in the x-y
plane and the gravitational and Coulomb forces keep the same orbital plane, we have L* = L
and L* = LY = 0. Substituting Egs. (2.2) and (2.4) into the components of the second mass
moment tensor for the unbound system in the hyperbolic orbit, the non-vanishing rate of
angular momentum emission due to gravitational quadrupole radiation is

quuad sz,quad 8(1 — A\ 5/2 2/
GW  _ GW ( ) m1m2 mi + mo Sln2(1,Z))(BCOS(¢) _ 1)2
dt dt 5a7/2 (€2 — 1)7/? (2.9)
X (e(cos(2¢)) + 3) — 4cos(v)))(e(3 cos(2¢)) + 4) — 8cos(v))).
Secondly, we compute the energy and angular momentum loss rates due to electromag-
netic dipole radiation. In our reference frame, the electric dipole is given by

mQQl - m1Q2

m1 + mo

p = Q1dy + Qads = (dcosyx + dsinyy). (2.10)

The overall factor can be written as u( QL m2) Then, according to [50, 51], the energy and
angular momentum loss rates due to electromagnetlc dipole radiation are

dERR, 27 21—\’ (ma@1 — miQs) *(ecos(¥) — 1)°

dt 3 3at (€2 —1)*

dLh _ _2(252251 — pip2) = C2(1 = AP (maQr — mi@a) 2(1 - ecos(i/J))?’.

dt 3 3a5/2 (€2 — 1)° /my + 1y
In Appendix A.1, we calculate the quadrupole term of electromagnetic radiation and find
that its contribution is always smaller than the quadrupole term of gravitational radiation.
The total energy and angular momentum radiated due to gravitational quadrupole radiation
and electromagnetic dipole radiation are then the integral of Eqs. (2.7), (2.9), (2.11) and
(2.12) over the orbit. Notice the asymptotes of the hyperbolic orbit are y = =+ tan(t¢)z,
where 1) is determined by cos(¢g) = 1/e, i.e, ¥ € (¢g, 2w — 1y); thus we find

AEquad _/ dEgé/([l/dd _ /27r Yo quuad(d¢) dw _ 2(1 _ )\)S/lem% /7,’,’11 T my
W ) dt . dt dt 45a7/2 (2 — 1)/
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: (2.11)

(2.12)

uad T— uad
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ALd’lp / dL%”;\}d — /27r wO deZp (d'l)Z)) ldw — _4(1 _ >\) (m2Q1 - leQ) 2
EM . dt  dt 3a(e? — 1) (mq + ma)

In the case of either charge neutral masses (@1 = Q2 = A = 0) or the same charge to mass
ratio (% = %), we find that the electric dipole radiation vanishes, AE%\} = ALdEiﬁ/I =0,
and then the total energy and angular momentum are radiated through the gravitational
quadrupole radiation and agree with the results given by Hansen [52]. In the parabolic limit,

ie., e— 1, Egs. (2.13), (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16) can be simplified as

(1= N)32 (maQ1 — m1Q2) 2

(2.16)

AET? — — (2.17)
EM ’
2\/5\/m1 + mngS,/Q
857 (1— A2 2 /mi + ma
aggied S =N mg e ALY (2.18)
12v/2r,
; 2m(1 — A — 2
3 (m1 +ma) 1y
d 6m(1 — \)?m3m3
ALGyw = - > : (2.20)
p

where r, = a(e — 1) is the distance of periastron. Another way to estimate the total energy
loss is to approximate the trajectory of a close encounter by taking the e = 1 limit of the
elliptical orbit since the radiation is most dominant when the orbit is closest to the focus;
thereby the total energy loss is given by AE =T <%> where T' is orbital period and <%>
is the time-averaged energy loss rate of the binary in the Keplerian orbit which is given by
[51]. The gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from binary BHs with electric and
magnetic charges were found in [53-55].

3 Merger rate of charged black holes from the two-body dynamical capture

If two charged BHs get closer and closer, the energy loss due to gravitational and electromag-
netic radiations can exceed the orbital kinetic energy, and thus the unbound system cannot
escape to infinity anymore and form a binary with a negative orbital energy. This binary im-
mediately merges through consequent gravitational and electromagnetic radiations[51]. From
such a process, we can estimate the cross section and calculate the rate coefficient.

Let us consider the interaction of two charged BHs with masses my, mo and charges
Q1, @2 and assume that they have an initial relative velocity v, the distance of periastron 7,
and the impact parameter b. We can approximate the trajectory of a close encounter by the
hyperbolic with e — 1 since when the two charged BHs pass by closely, the true trajectory is
physically indistinguishable from a parabolic one near the periastron, in which gravitational
and electromagnetic radiations dominantly occur. According to Sec. 2 and Appendix A.1,
the total energy loss due to the electromagnetic dipole and quadrupole radiations and the
gravitational quadrupole radiation by the close-encounter can be evaluated by using e — 1
and the definition of r, = a(e — 1),

AE = AEFY + (1+A) AELSY, (3.1)
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where we denote A = 2 (QI/MTQQ/MQ)

for short and AEfgfd, AEg{/‘Il,d are given by Eqs. (2.17)
and (2.18). Similarly, the total angular momentum loss due to the electromagnetic dipole
and quadrupole radiations and the gravitational quadrupole radiation is given by

: A
di; uad
AL =ALZY, + <1 + 5) AL, (3.2)

where ALYP ALZ are given by Egs. (2.19) and (2.20). The relation between r, and b is
b = 7“12, + MZL# In the limit of a strong gravitational and electromagnetic focusing

(i.e. 7p < b), then the distance of closest approach 7, is given by

b2

Ty = (3.3)
The condition for the two charged BHs to form a binary is that the total energy loss due to
radiations is larger than the kinetic energy uv?/2, i.e.,

2
AE + % <o0. (3.4)

Equations (3.1), (3.3) and (3.4) yield the maximum impact parameter b,q, for the charged
BHs to form a bound system, and then we obtain the merging cross section as o = wb2,,,,
where b;,,4; is determined by

2m(1 — A)* (mq + ma) 2 (maQ — m1Q2)? n 1707 (1 — NS Am3m3 (mq + ma)* B ,u_v2 (3.5)

b?ﬂaxv5 3b77na$v7 B 2 . ‘

If the dipole radiation is dominant (i.e. AESY > (14 A)AELS ), the merging cross section
is

2U/517/5(1 — N)/5 (my + ma) /5 (m1Qs — maQy) 4/

2/5 2/5
m1/ m2/ 014/5

: (3.6)

Odip =
whereas if the total quadrupole radiation is dominant (i.e. AEfgf/I < (14 A)AEgﬁl,d ), the
merging cross section is

2/7 2/7 2/7
(@) / 24/7719/7(1 _)\)12/7m1/ m2/ (m1 +m2)10/7

Oquad = = 57 (14+M)¥7, (37

which is consistent with [33]. Notice that the Schwarzschild radius oge, ~ 7(2Gm)? ~
(0)18/ "oaw, v < 1 and ¢ > ogw; thereby the Newtonian approximation is sufficiently
accurate no matter whether electromagnetic radiation is dominant or gravitational radiation
is dominant. The differential merger rate of charged BHs per comoving volume reads

dR = n(ml, Ql)n(mg, QQ) <O'1)> dmldedQldQQ (3.8)

where n(mi,Q1) and n(ms, Q2) are the comoving average number density of charged BHs
with masses mq, mg and charges Q1, @2, and (ov) denotes the average over relative velocity
distribution with o = 7b2,,, given in Eq. (3.5). In this section, we have computed the
merging cross section of charged BHs without assuming the origin of those charged BHs.



4 Effects of charge-to-mass ratio on the merger rate

4.1 Astrophysical black hole

In astrophysics, there are two main astrophysical mechanisms for ABH binary formation'.
One channel is isolated (or ‘field’) binary evolution and the other is dynamical capture in
dense stellar environments. Dynamical capture can become absolutely effective in deeply
dense stellar environments. Especially, it is shown in Ref. [57] that the vast majority (~ 80%)
of the merger events detected by LIGO-Virgo comes from dynamical capture?.

According to the initial mass function that describes the number distribution of stars

[59], we assume the mass function of ABHs takes a truncated power-law form as [60]
p(m) X mca (m - mmin) 0 (mmax - ’I’I’L) (41)

with ¢ = —1.3, and the normalization of mass function [ p(m)dm = 1 will be taken. Here,
we adopt mpyin = 3.0Mg which corresponds to the lower mass bound of ABHs [61], and
Mmax = D5Me which corresponds to the beginning of pair-instability supernova (PISN) gap
[62]. We consider the following two simple but different models

e model (a): all ABHs have the same charge-to-mass ratio ¢ in magnitude and sign,

e model (b): a half of ABHs have the same charge-to-mass ratio ¢ and the other half
ABHs have a charge-to-mass ratio equal in magnitude but oppositely charged.

In the following calculation, the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution P(v) oc v?exp (—v?/vj)
will be used for the velocity distribution of BHs with the most probable velocity vg = 100
km/s.

To show the effects of charge-to-mass ratio ¢ on the merger rate of ABH binaries from
the two-body dynamical capture, we define a function of ¢+ as

Ragu(t)
n(¢) Rapn(0)’

where Rapp(t) is the total merger rate of charged ABHs with charge-to-mass ratio ¢ and
Rapn(0) is the total merger rate of ABHs in charge neutral case.
In the model a, we have the number density of charged ABHs
n(m. Q) oc (2 — ™)

m m

(4.2)

, (4.3)

where § is the Dirac delta function. In such a case, we have Q1/m; = Q2/mo = ¢. Thus,
the dipole radiation vanish and the energy loss due to total quadrupole radiation is given
by AE = (1+:2/4) AEquﬁ,'[l,d. Therefore, according to Eqs. (3.7) and (3.8) and from the
definition of 7, we obtain

() = (1— 227 (142747 (4.4)
In the model b, we have the number density of charged ABHs
1/.Q Q p(m)

n(m, Q) x 5 (5(m —u)+ 6(m + L)> - (4.5)

!There are others channels like mergers in triple systems assisted by the Kozai-Lidov mechanism (See a
recent review [56] for details ).

2There are currently some disagreements about the contributions of different channels. It is argued that
in Ref. [58] that ~ 90% is provided by isolated binary evolution channel.



Therefore, the merger events can be divided into two parts. One half of merger events are
those binary BHs with the same sign charges while the other half of merger events are those
binary BHs with the opposite charges. When the binary BHs have the opposite charges, we

have Q1/m1 = —Q2/ms = ¢ and A = < + %) The merging cross section in this

case is o ~ b2 where b,,q2 1S @ root of

max?

8rGhi? (2 + 1) mim3 (mi + ms)’ I 1707G7 (1 4 2)5Am3m3 (my + mo)*  ?

=— (4
ot Wt 3 U9
Hence, in the model b, from the Eqgs. (3.8) and (4.2), we have
p(ml) ( 2)
77(L) _ 1(1 _ L2)12/7 (1 + L2/4)2/7 1 fffp ) ( )dvdm1dm2 (47)
2 2 [ [ [ P(v)ogvEit e dvdmy dmy
where 27 2/7  2)7
b 94/7 (%) 7 Tm, / m2/ (M + ma) 10/7 48)

1)18/7

represents the merging cross section for charge neutral BHs. From the definition above, we
have n(¢) = n(—¢) and n(0) = 1 for either the model a or b. Therefore, we only need to
consider ¢ € [0,1]. In Fig. 2, we plot 1(¢) as the function of ¢ for two models. In the model
a, we find that 7(¢) decreases as ¢ increases and 7(1) = 0. For the model b, we exactly show
that 7(¢) increases as ¢ increases and reaches the maximum value of 7(1) ~ 8.0.
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Figure 2. Left: The plots of n(¢) as the function of ¢ in the model a (red) and model b (purple).
Right: The normalized merger rate of charged PBH Rppu(t)/Rppu(0) as the function of ¢ in the
model a (red) and model b (purple).

4.2 Primordial black hole

In contrast with ABHs, PBHs are those BHs that are formed in the radiation-dominated era
of the early universe due to the collapse of large energy density fluctuations [63-65]. The
issue of how to distinguish ABHs and PBHs has been studied in [66—-69]. In recent years,
PBHs have attracted a lot of attention and have been extensively studied, not only because
they can be candidates of dark matter [70], but also because they can be the sources for
LIGO-Virgo detections [34, 71] and the seeds for galaxy formation [72-74]. There are two
primary mechanisms for PBH binary formation, which can be classified by the cosmological



epoch when they work. One mechanism is that the PBH binary would have formed in the
late universe [34, 75, 76] while the other is that PBH binary would have formed in the early
universe [71, 77-89]. Recently, it is shown in Ref [29] that PBHs can be near-extremally
charged. In this subsection, we will investigate the effects of charge-to-mass ratio ¢ on the
merger rate of PBH binaries which would have formed in the late universe. Similarly to
ABHs, we also consider two special models by assuming that all PBHs have the same mass

Mppn:
e model (a): all PBHs have the same charge-to-mass ratio ¢ in magnitude and sign,

e model (b): a half of PBHs have the same charge-to-mass ratio ¢ and the other half of
PBHs have the same magnitude but with the opposite charges.

In the model a, the number density of charged PBHs is given by

n(m,Q) = ]{4”;“14{ 5(% —1)8(m — Mpgny), (4.9)

where f is the fraction of PBHs in the dark matter and ppy is the dark matter energy density
in the present time. According to Sec. 3, the merger rate of the charged PBHs that would
have formed in the late universe is

Repu(t) ~ 1.5 x 1078 2(1 — 2)'2/7 (1 4 2/4)*" Gpe 3y, (4.10)

and is independent of the mass of the charged PBHs. For the model b, the number density
of charged PBHs is

n(m, Q) = L foom <5(9 —)+ 5(% + L)> §(m — Mpgg). (4.11)

Following Sec. 3 again, the merger rate of the charged PBHs that would have formed in the
late universe can be simplified as

2.2
Rppu () = 0.75x 1078 f2(1—2)12/7 (1+%/4) 27 Gpe3yr—t+ éf]\/_ng /P(v)alvdv, (4.12)
PBH

where o1 = b2, denotes the merging cross section for charged PBHs and b,,,q, is determined

max
by
2720m (P + 1) Mgy 320 (2 + 1) My L Mepae® (4.13)
3b77naxv7 b?naxUE] 4

Notice that from Eq. (4.13) it follows bya, < Mppy and o7 o< MZgy. Therefore, we find that
Rppu(t) in (4.12) is independent of Mppy and scales as f2. So, Rppu(t)/Rppu(0) is only a
function of ¢ where Rppg(0) ~ 1.5 x 1078 f2Gpc~3yr~!. In Fig. 2, we plot the normalized
merger rate Rppp(t)/Rppu(0) of charged PBHs as the function of ¢ for different models.
Similarly, we notice that 7(¢) decreases as ¢ increases and 7(1) = 0 in the model a while 7(¢)
increases as ¢ increases and reaches 7(1) ~ 8.4 in the model b.

In this section, we have shown the effects of the charge-to-mass ratio on the merger
rate of ABH and PBH binaries from the two-body dynamical capture for possible different
models. Here, we want to discuss the understandings of the different models. As mentioned
in the introduction, the U(1) charge considered in this paper can correspond to the different



physical models and have interesting interpretations. When the U(1) charge corresponds to
modified theories of gravity with additional scalar or vector fields, we can choose model a as
a representative model. On the other hand, when the U(1) charge corresponds to electric,
magnetic or dark charge, we can choose model b as a representative model, which suggests
that the part of the universe under study is charge neutral but charges are locally separated
by some mechanisms which were found in Refs. [17, 90].

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have calculated gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from binaries
of point masses with U(1) charges in a hyperbolic orbit in the low-velocity and weak-field
regime, and applied the result to derive the merger rate of charged BHs from the two-body
dynamical capture via gravitational and electromagnetic radiations. We have then shown
the effects of the charge-to-mass ratio on the merger rate of ABH and PBH binaries from
the two-body dynamical capture. We have also found that the effects of the charge-to-mass
ratio on the merger rate depend on the models.

There are various possible extensions and applications of BHs with U(1) charges. Firstly,
the U(1) charges can be interpreted as electric charges. As shown in [91, 92], the mergers
of electrically charged BHs may potentially offer an explanation for the still-mysterious fast
radio bursts and gamma-ray bursts. In Refs. [93, 94], the coalescence of earth-mass primordial
BHs with the charge-to-mass ratio ~ 1074 is proposed to be a candidate for sources of
the observed fast radio bursts. Here, we have confirmed that the effect of the charge-to-
mass ratio of ~ 10™* is negligible and the merger scenarios of charged BHs are similar to
those without charges. Secondly, the U(1) charges can be interpreted as magnetic charges.
Magnetic charges, if they would have existed in the early universe, will offer a new window
to explore fundamental physics. Recently, Maldacena extensively discussed the spectacular
electroweak symmetry restoration of magnetically charged BHs [35]. Since no evidence of
magnetic charges or monopoles has been found yet from terrestrial experiments [95, 96], the
merger events of binary BHs detected by LIGO-Virgo may provide us with a new way to
investigate whether these BHs indeed have magnetic charges. Finally, the U(1) charges can
be interpreted as dark or hidden charges with an extremely weak coupling constant. It is
shown in Refs [20, 21] that some merger events detected by LIGO-Virgo are compatible with
charged BHs while some are compatible with uncharged BHs. An interesting suggestion to
this controversy is that those merger events would have originated from different scenarios.
Therefore, a key question is how those BHs would carry dark or hidden charges. We leave
all those interesting issues for future works.
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A Appendix

A.1 Electromagnetic dipole and quadrupole radiations

In the case of the same charge to mass ratio (Q1/m1 = Q2/ms2), the electromagnetic dipole
radiation vanishes and the quadrupole radiation becomes the leading term. This is true for

,10,



any system of charges [50]. Here, we will calculate the energy and angular momentum loss
rates due to the electromagnetic dipole and quadrupole radiations. From the definition of
traceless charge quadrupole, we find

P= Qdid — Z Qid{d50a = (ﬁ + @) Q™. (A1)
i=1,2 i=1,2 mi
We extend the magnetic vector potential A as the quadrupole term,
P . .
A, = T 4 L iy, (A2)
r

where P;; = d;; — n;n; is the projection operator that realizes the transversal gauge in the
n-direction. According to [50], the total energy emitted due to the electromagnetic dipole
and quadrupole radiations is

dEEM __~ / H?d0 (A.3)

where H' = ezkAJnk Adding Eq. (A.2) and using

/nidQ = /ninjnde =0, (A.4)
i Gkl AT (Gij okl | skl | sil ik d, k 4 ik
nn]nndQ:E((Wé +oikeil 4 g 5]), ninhdQ = Zmo™,(A5)
we find . J
dEgy  dEGY,  dELY
_ A6
dt dt * dt ’ (A-6)
where i
dEGY, 2
=—— A7
o 3 (A.7)
dERy; DDy
== A8
dt 20 (A8)
Similarly, the loss rate of angular momentum due to electromagnetic radiation is given by
dLigy r? ikl k 5 ikl
7 = —4— (—6 (a(]A]) "9 Aj +€ AkaoAl)dQ (Ag)
T

After very careful calculation, we obtain

i i,dip i,quad
ALy dLgy,  dL,

— Al
dt dt * at (4.10)
where i
dL% 1D 2Eikl o
diM =3 Db (A.11)
dLi,quad 1
itM TN e <D kaD) l“) (A-12)
Noting
dEtuad 1 e dLbauad 2 . e
GW _ GW__ _ Kl
A = 2 (Gy0y) . TG = 2™ (Qrallia) (A.13)
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and using the definition of traceless charge quadrupole (A.1), we find the relations between

quadrupole radiations:

2
dETS 12 (Q1/m3 + Qa/m3)” dEL

(A.14)

(A.15)

dt 4 dt -’
AL _ 12 (Qu/md + Qu/md)” dL
e 8 dt
Under the condition of gravitational attraction dominance over the electric repulsion, i.e
quuad 1quuad dLi,quad 1dLi,quad
|Q1] < mq and |Q2| < ma, we always have —ZM- < 7 —GW- and —ZM— < ¢~

References

[1] A. Einstein, Approzimative Integration of the Field Equations of Gravitation, Sitzungsber.

Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys. ) 1916 (1916) 688.

[2] A. Einstein, Uber Gravitationswellen, Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys. )

1918 (1918) 154.

[3] LIGO SCIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary

Black Hole Merger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 061102 [1602.03837].

[4] LIGO ScCIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, GWTC-1: A Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog

of Compact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second
Observing Runs, Phys. Rev. X9 (2019) 031040 [1811.12907].

[5] LIGO ScIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, GWTC-2: Compact Binary Coalescences Observed

by LIGO and Virgo During the First Half of the Third Observing Run,
Phys. Rev. X 11 (2021) 021053 [2010.14527].

[6] LIGO ScienTIFic, VIRGO, KAGRA collaboration, Gwtc-3: Compact binary coalescences

observed by ligo and virgo during the second part of the third observing run, 2111.03606

[7] LIGO SCIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, Tests of General Relativity with the Binary Black

Hole Signals from the LIGO-Virgo Catalog GWTC-1, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 104036
[1903.04467).

[8] LIGO ScIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, Tests of general relativity with binary black ho
from the second LIGO-Virgo gravitational-wave transient catalog,
Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 122002 [2010. 14529)].

[9] LIGO ScienTiFic, VIRGO, KAGRA collaboration, Tests of General Relativity with
GWTC-3, 2112.06861.

[10] S. W. Hawking, Black holes in general relativity, Commun. Math. Phys. 25 (1972) 152.
[11] D. C. Robinson, Uniqueness of the Kerr black hole, Phys. Rev. Lett. 34 (1975) 905.

[12] V. Cardoso and L. Gualtieri, Testing the black hole ‘no-hair’ hypothesis,
Class. Quant. Grav. 33 (2016) 174001 [1607.03133).

les

[13] M. Zilhao, V. Cardoso, C. Herdeiro, L. Lehner and U. Sperhake, Collisions of charged black

holes, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 124062 [1205.1063].

[14] M. Zilhdo, V. Cardoso, C. Herdeiro, L. Lehner and U. Sperhake, Collisions of oppositely
charged black holes, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 044008 [1311.6483].

[15] S. L. Liebling and C. Palenzuela, Electromagnetic Luminosity of the Coalescence of Charged

Black Hole Binaries, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 064046 [1607.02140].

- 12 —


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12907
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14527
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04467
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.122002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14529
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.06861
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01877517
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.34.905
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/17/174001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.124062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.1063
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.044008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.6483
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.064046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.02140

[16] B. Toshmatov, Z. Stuchlik, J. Schee and B. Ahmedov, Electromagnetic perturbations of black
holes in general relativity coupled to nonlinear electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 084058
[1805.00240].

[17] Y. Bai and N. Orlofsky, Primordial Extremal Black Holes as Dark Matter,
Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 055006 [1906 .04858].

[18] A. Allahyari, M. Khodadi, S. Vagnozzi and D. F. Mota, Magnetically charged black holes from
non-linear electrodynamics and the Event Horizon Telescope, JCAP 02 (2020) 003
[1912.08231].

[19] O. Christiansen, J. Beltran Jiménez and D. F. Mota, Charged Black Hole Mergers: Orbit
Circularisation and Chirp Mass Bias, Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2021) 075017 [2003.11452].

[20] H.-T. Wang, P.-C. Li, J.-L. Jiang, Y.-M. Hu and Y .-Z. Fan, Post-Newtonian waveform for
charged binary black hole inspirals and analysis with GWTC-1 events, 2004 .12421.

[21] G. Bozzola and V. Paschalidis, General Relativistic Simulations of the Quasicircular Inspiral
and Merger of Charged Black Holes: GW150914 and Fundamental Physics Implications,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 041103 [2006. 15764].

[22] Y. Kim and A. Kobakhidze, Topologically induced black hole charge and its astrophysical
manifestations, 2008.045086.

[23] V. Cardoso, W.-D. Guo, C. F. B. Macedo and P. Pani, The tune of the Universe: the role of
plasma in tests of strong-field gravity, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 503 (2021) 563
[2009.07287].

[24] B. McInnes, About Magnetic AdS Black Holes, JHEP 03 (2021) 068 [2011.07700].

[25] Y. Bai and M. Korwar, Hairy Magnetic and Dyonic Black Holes in the Standard Model,
JHEP 04 (2021) 119 [2012.15430].

[26] M. D. Diamond and D. E. Kaplan, Constraints on Relic Magnetic Black Holes, 2103.01850.

[27] G. Bozzola and V. Paschalidis, Numerical-relativity simulations of the quasicircular inspiral
and merger of nonspinning, charged black holes: Methods and comparison with approrimate
approaches, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 044004 [2104.06978].

[28] B. McInnes, The weak gravity conjecture requires the existence of exotic AdS black holes,
Nucl. Phys. B 971 (2021) 115525 [2104.07373].

[29] K. Kritos and J. Silk, Mergers of Maxzimally Charged Primordial Black Holes, 2109.097609.

[30] S. Hou, S. Tian, S. Cao and Z.-H. Zhu, Dark photon bursts from compact binary systems and
constraints, 2110.05084.

[31] C. A. Benavides-Gallego and W.-B. Han, Phenomenological model for the electromagnetic
response of a black hole binary immersed in magnetic field, 2111.04323.

[32] M. D. Diamond, D. E. Kaplan and S. Rajendran, Binary Collisions of Dark Matter Blobs,
2112.09147.

[33] H. Mouri and Y. Taniguchi, Runaway merging of black holes: analytical constraint on the
timescale, Astrophys. J. Lett. 566 (2002) L17 [astro-ph/0201102].

[34] S. Bird, I. Cholis, J. B. Munoz, Y. Ali-Haimoud, M. Kamionkowski, E. D. Kovetz et al., Did
LIGO detect dark matter?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 201301 [1603.00464].

[35] J. Maldacena, Comments on magnetic black holes, JHEP 04 (2021) 079 [2004.06084].

[36] Y. Bai, J. Berger, M. Korwar and N. Orlofsky, Phenomenology of magnetic black holes with
electroweak-symmetric coronas, JHEP 10 (2020) 210 [2007.03703].

[37] D. Ghosh, A. Thalapillil and F. Ullah, Astrophysical hints for magnetic black holes,
Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 023006 [2009.03363].

,13,


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.084058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00240
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.055006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.04858
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/02/003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08231
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abdaf5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.11452
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.12421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.041103
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.15764
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04506
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab404
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.07287
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07700
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)119
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.15430
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.01850
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.044004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06978
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115525
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.07373
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09769
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05084
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04323
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09147
https://doi.org/10.1086/339472
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0201102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.201301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.00464
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.06084
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)210
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.03703
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03363

[38] L. Ackerman, M. R. Buckley, S. M. Carroll and M. Kamionkowski, Dark Matter and Dark
Radiation, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 023519 [0810.5126].

[39] J. L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat, H. Tu and H.-B. Yu, Hidden Charged Dark Matter,
JCAP 07 (2009) 004 [0905.3039].

[40] R. Foot and S. Vagnozzi, Dissipative hidden sector dark matter,
Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 023512 [1409.7174].

[41] R. Foot and S. Vagnozzi, Diurnal modulation signal from dissipative hidden sector dark matter,
Phys. Lett. B 748 (2015) 61 [1412.0762).

[42] J. W. Moffat, Scalar-tensor-vector gravity theory, JCAP 03 (2006) 004 [gr-qc/0506021].

[43] V. Cardoso, C. F. B. Macedo, P. Pani and V. Ferrari, Black holes and gravitational waves in
models of minicharged dark matter, JCAP 1605 (2016) 054 [1604.07845].

[44] V. Cardoso, C. F. B. Macedo and R. Vicente, Eccentricity evolution of compact binaries and
applications to gravitational-wave physics, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 023015 [2010.15151].

[45] E. Fischbach and C. Talmadge, Siz years of the fifth force, Nature 356 (1992) 207.

[46] G. R. Dvali and M. Zaldarriaga, Changing alpha with time: Implications for fifth force type
experiments and quintessence, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 091303 [hep-ph/0108217].

[47] S. S. Gubser and J. Khoury, Scalar self-interactions loosen constraints from fifth force searches,
Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 104001 [hep-ph/0405231].

[48] P. C. Peters and J. Mathews, Gravitational radiation from point masses in a Keplerian orbit,
Phys. Rev. 131 (1963) 435.

[49] P. C. Peters, Gravitational Radiation and the Motion of Two Point Masses,
Phys. Rev. 136 (1964) B1224.

[50] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifschits, The Classical Theory of Fields, vol. Volume 2 of Course of
Theoretical Physics. Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1975.

[51] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai and S. P. Kim, Merger rate distribution of primordial black hole
binaries with electric charges, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 043508 [2001.02984].

[52] R. O. Hansen, Postnewtonian gravitational radiation from point masses in a hyperbolic kepler
orbit, Phys. Rev. D 5 (1972) 1021.

[53] L. Liu, O. Christiansen, Z.-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai and S. P. Kim, Gravitational and electromagnetic
radiation from binary black holes with electric and magnetic charges: Circular orbits on a cone,
Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 103520 [2008.02326].

[54] L. Liu, O. Christiansen, W.-H. Ruan, Z.-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai and S. P. Kim, Gravitational and
electromagnetic radiation from binary black holes with electric and magnetic charges: elliptical
orbits on a cone, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 1048 [2011.13586].

[65] L. Liu and S. P. Kim, Gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from binary black holes with
electric and magnetic charges, in 17th Italian-Korean Symposium on Relativistic Astrophysics,
1, 2022, 2201.01138.

[56] L. Barack et al., Black holes, gravitational waves and fundamental physics: a roadmap,
Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019) 143001 [1806.05195].

[57] K. W. K. Wong, K. Breivik, K. Kremer and T. Callister, Joint constraints on the field-cluster
mizing fraction, common envelope efficiency, and globular cluster radii from a population of
binary hole mergers via deep learning, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 083021 [2011.03564].

[58] M. Zevin, S. S. Bavera, C. P. L. Berry, V. Kalogera, T. Fragos, P. Marchant et al., One
Channel to Rule Them All? Constraining the Origins of Binary Black Holes Using Multiple
Formation Pathways, Astrophys. J. 910 (2021) 152 [2011.10057].

— 14 —


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.023519
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.5126
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/07/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.3039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.023512
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.7174
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.06.063
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.0762
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2006/03/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506021
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/05/054, 10.1088/1475-7516/2020/04/E01
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07845
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.15151
https://doi.org/10.1038/356207a0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.091303
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0108217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.104001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405231
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.131.435
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.136.B1224
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043508
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02984
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.5.1021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.103520
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.02326
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09849-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.13586
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.01138
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab0587
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.05195
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.03564
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abe40e
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.10057

[59]

[60]

[61]

P. Kroupa, On the variation of the initial mass function,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 322 (2001) 231 [astro-ph/0009005].

LIGO ScIENTIFIC, VIRGO collaboration, Population Properties of Compact Objects from the
Second LIGO-Virgo Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog, Astrophys. J. Lett. 913 (2021) L7
[2010.14533).

C. E. Rhoades, Jr. and R. Ruffini, Mazimum mass of a neutron star,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 32 (1974) 324.

S. E. Woosley, A. Heger and T. A. Weaver, The evolution and explosion of massive stars,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 74 (2002) 1015.

Y. B. . N. Zel’dovich, I. D., The Hypothesis of Cores Retarded during Ezpansion and the Hot
Cosmological Model, Soviet Astron. AJ (Engl. Transl. ), 10 (1967) 602.

S. Hawking, Gravitationally collapsed objects of very low mass, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.
152 (1971) 75.

B. J. Carr and S. W. Hawking, Black holes in the early Universe, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.
168 (1974) 399.

Z.-C. Chen and Q.-G. Huang, Distinguishing Primordial Black Holes from Astrophysical Black
Holes by Einstein Telescope and Cosmic Explorer, JCAP 08 (2020) 039 [1904.02396].

S. Mukherjee and J. Silk, Can we distinguish astrophysical from primordial black holes via the
stochastic gravitational wave background?, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 506 (2021) 3977
[2105.11139].

L. Liu, X.-Y. Yang, Z.-K. Guo and R.-G. Cai, Testing primordial black hole and measuring the
Hubble constant with multiband gravitational-wave observations, 2112.05473.

G. Franciolini, R. Cotesta, N. Loutrel, E. Berti, P. Pani and A. Riotto, How to assess the
primordial origin of single gravitational-wave events with mass, spin, eccentricity, and
deformability measurements, 2112.10660.

B. Carr, F. Kuhnel and M. Sandstad, Primordial Black Holes as Dark Matter,
Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 083504 [1607.06077].

M. Sasaki, T. Suyama, T. Tanaka and S. Yokoyama, Primordial Black Hole Scenario for the
Gravitational-Wave Event GW150914, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 (2016) 061101 [1603.08338].

R. Bean and J. Magueijo, Could supermassive black holes be quintessential primordial black
holes?, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 063505 [astro-ph/0204486].

M. Kawasaki, A. Kusenko and T. T. Yanagida, Primordial seeds of supermassive black holes,
Phys. Lett. B 711 (2012) 1 [1202.3848)].

B. Carr and J. Silk, Primordial Black Holes as Generators of Cosmic Structures,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 478 (2018) 3756 [1801.00672].

S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido, The clustering of massive Primordial Black Holes as Dark
Matter: measuring their mass distribution with Advanced LIGO,
Phys. Dark Univ. 15 (2017) 142 [1603.05234].

H. Nishikawa, E. D. Kovetz, M. Kamionkowski and J. Silk, Primordial-black-hole mergers in
dark-matter spikes, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019) 043533 [1708.08449].

T. Nakamura, M. Sasaki, T. Tanaka and K. S. Thorne, Gravitational waves from coalescing
black hole MACHO binaries, Astrophys. J. 487 (1997) L139 [astro-ph/9708060.

K. Ioka, T. Chiba, T. Tanaka and T. Nakamura, Black hole binary formation in the expanding
universe: Three body problem approzimation, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 063003
[astro-ph/9807018].

,15,


https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04022.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0009005
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abe949
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14533
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.324
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.1015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02396
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1932
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.11139
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05473
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10660
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06077
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.059901, 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.061101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.08338
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.063505
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0204486
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.03.056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.3848
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.00672
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2016.10.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05234
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043533
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08449
https://doi.org/10.1086/310886
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9708060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.063003
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9807018

[79] M. Raidal, V. Vaskonen and H. Veermée, Gravitational Waves from Primordial Black Hole
Mergers, JCAP 1709 (2017) 037 [1707.01480].

[80] B. Kocsis, T. Suyama, T. Tanaka and S. Yokoyama, Hidden universality in the merger rate
distribution in the primordial black hole scenario, Astrophys. J. 854 (2018) 41 [1709.09007].

[81] Y. Ali-Haimoud, E. D. Kovetz and M. Kamionkowski, Merger rate of primordial black-hole
binaries, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 123523 [1709.06576].

[82] Z.-C. Chen and Q.-G. Huang, Merger rate distribution of primordial-black-hole binaries,
Astrophys. J. 864 (2018) 61 [1801.10327].

[83] G. Ballesteros, P. D. Serpico and M. Taoso, On the merger rate of primordial black holes:
effects of nearest neighbours distribution and clustering, JCAP 1810 (2018) 043 [1807.02084].

[84] M. Raidal, C. Spethmann, V. Vaskonen and H. Veermée, Formation and Evolution of
Primordial Black Hole Binaries in the Farly Universe, JCAP 02 (2019) 018 [1812.01930].

[85] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo and R.-G. Cai, Effects of the surrounding primordial black holes on the
merger rate of primordial black hole binaries, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 063523 [1812.05376].

[86] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo and R.-G. Cai, Effects of the merger history on the merger rate density of
primordial black hole binaries, Eur. Phys. J. C' 79 (2019) 717 [1901.07672)].

[87] S. Young and C. T. Byrnes, Initial clustering and the primordial black hole merger rate,
JCAP 03 (2020) 004 [1910.06077).

[88] V. Vaskonen and H. Veermée, Lower bound on the primordial black hole merger rate,
Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 043015 [1908.09752).

[89] J. Garriga and N. Triantafyllou, Enhanced cosmological perturbations and the merger rate of
PBH binaries, JCAP 1909 (2019) 043 [1907.01455].

[90] R. M. Wald, Black hole in a uniform magnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 1680.

[91] B. Zhang, Mergers of Charged Black Holes: Gravitational Wave Events, Short Gamma-Ray
Bursts, and Fast Radio Bursts, Astrophys. J. 827 (2016) L31 [1602.04542].

[92] T. Liu, G. E. Romero, M.-L. Liu and A. Li, Fast Radio Bursts and Their Gamma-ray or Radio
Afterglows as Kerr-newman Black Hole Binaries, Astrophys. J. 826 (2016) 82 [1602.06907].

[93] C.-M. Deng, Y. Cai, X.-F. Wu and E.-W. Liang, Fast Radio Bursts From Primordial Black
Hole Binaries Coalescence, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 123016 [1812.00113].

[94] C.-M. Deng, Earth-mass primordial black hole mergers as sources for nonrepeating fast radio
bursts, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 123030 [2110.08981].

[95] MOEDAL collaboration, Recent Results and Future Plans of the MoEDAL Experiment, in
Meeting of the Division of Particles and Fields of the American Physical Society, 10, 2019,
1910.05772.

[96] N. E. Mavromatos and V. A. Mitsou, Magnetic monopoles revisited: Models and searches at
colliders and in the Cosmos, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 35 (2020) 2030012 [2005.05100].

,16,


https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/09/037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.01480
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaa7f4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.123523
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.06576
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad6e2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.10327
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/10/043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02084
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.01930
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063523
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05376
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7227-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07672
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06077
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.09752
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.01455
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.1680
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8205/827/2/L31
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.04542
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/82
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.06907
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.123016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.123030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.08981
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.05772
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X20300124
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05100

	1 Introduction
	2 Gravitational and electromagnetic radiations from point masses in a hyperbolic orbit
	3 Merger rate of charged black holes from the two-body dynamical capture
	4 Effects of charge-to-mass ratio on the merger rate
	4.1 Astrophysical black hole
	4.2 Primordial black hole

	5 Conclusion
	A Appendix
	A.1 Electromagnetic dipole and quadrupole radiations


