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The observation of quasars at high redshifts presents a mystery in the theory of black hole formation.
In order to source such objects, one often relies on the presence of heavy seeds (M ≈ 104−6 M⊙)
in place at early times. Unfortunately, the formation of these heavy seeds are difficult to realize
within the standard astrophysical context. Here, we investigate whether superconducting cosmic
string loops can source sufficiently strong overdensities in the early universe to address this mystery.
We review a set of direct collapse conditions under which a primordial gas cloud will undergo
monolithic collapse into a massive black hole (forming with a mass of MBH ≈ 105 M⊙ at z ≈ 300
in our scenario), and systematically show how superconducting cosmic string loops can satisfy such
conditions in regions of the Gµ− I parameter space.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of the active galactic nuclei (AGN) at red-
shifts higher than z = 7 which are believed to harbour
super-massive black holes with masses up to 109M⊙ is
a growing mystery for astrophysics and cosmology [1–4].
In order to form such an AGN, a nonlinear overdensity
needs to be present at early times. Unless a prolonged
period of super-Eddington accretion is invoked, then ac-
cording to the standard cosmological model (ΛCDM), the
number density of such nonlinear seeds at high redshifts
is insufficient [5] to explain the observed abundance of
high redshift AGNs.
One way to resolve this problem is to consider a cos-

mological model with large primordial non-Gaussianities
in the required mass range. A natural candidate for
such non-Gaussianities are cosmic string loops which in-
evitably arise in a large class of particle physics models
beyond the Standard Model. A causality argument [6, 7]
ensures that if Nature is described by a field theory which
has cosmic string solutions, then a network of strings will
form in the early universe and persist to the present time.
In [5] it was pointed out that cosmic string loops could
provide the seeds for the observed high redshift super-
massive black holes. More recently [8], we studied the
distribution of such seeds and pointed out that the dis-
tribution of seeds can be consistent with both the number
density of super-massive and mass-gap black holes.
A key question not addressed in the previous works is

the mechanism by which the nonlinear fluctuations in-
duced by a string loop can collapse to form a black hole.
This is the problem we address in this paper. We show
that in the case of superconducting strings, all of the cri-
teria for Direct Collapse Black Hole Formation can be
satisfied in a range of cosmic string parameter values.
In the following section, we give a brief review of cosmic

strings, discussing current constraints and highlighting
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their potential as seeds of supermassive black holes at
high redshifts. In Section III we study accretion onto
superconducting string loops. Section IV follows with
a systematic study of the direct collapse criteria, and
a proof-of-concept on how superconducting strings can
efficiently meet these criteria. We conclude in Section
V, discussing possible implications of these early black
holes, as well as limitations of our study that we plan to
address in the future.

II. COSMIC STRING OVERVIEW

Topological defects are objects that may form at the
interface of cosmological phase transitions, provided that
the vacuum manifold after such a transition is degener-
ate, and not simply connected. In three spatial dimen-
sions, there are three classes of defects that are stable
(preserved by a topological charge), domain walls from
disconnected vacua, cosmic strings from a 1-sphere vac-
uum manifold, and monopoles from a 2-sphere vacuum
manifold. Additionally, a vacuum manifold with a 3-
sphere topology gives rise to cosmic textures which can
source interesting phenomenological signatures (for ex-
ample, in the cosmic microwave background [9] [10]) even
though they are not stable. In this work, we focus on an
observational implication of cosmic strings.

Cosmic strings are nearly one dimensional objects that
may form in the very early universe (see e.g. [11–13] for
in-depth reviews). If the symmetry breaking patterns at
high energies admit cosmic string solutions, the Kibble
mechanism [6, 7] states that they must form, and will
permeate the universe. Strings have a small but finite
width, whose interiors consist of a condensate of gauge
and scalar fields which were present in the previously
unbroken phase. An attractive feature of regular cosmic
string theories is that they possess only one free param-
eter, µ, the string tension. If the symmetry breaking
scale for cosmic string formation is η, the tension is sim-
ply related by µ ∼ η2. In the literature, this is usually
expressed as the dimensionless quantity Gµ where G is
Newton’s constant. Certain symmetry breaking patterns

http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01799v1
mailto:bryce.cyr@mail.mcgill.ca
mailto:hao.jiao@mail.mcgill.ca
mailto:rhb@physics.mcgill.ca


2

(for example [14–16]) can give rise to cosmic strings which
carry a current (I) and are therefore referred to as su-
perconducting. In this work, we will remain agnostic to
the microphysics of the symmetry breaking, and so the
parameter space is extended to include the current as a
second free parameter. Phenomenological signatures of
strings are often sensitive to larger values of Gµ, and thus
also offer a way to probe particle physics from the top-
down, complementary to accelerator experiments such as
the Large Hadron Collider [17].

If cosmic strings form, they exist as both long strings
(with curvature radius greater than the Hubble radius),
and a distribution of smaller (sub-Hubble) string loops
which form from the intersections and self-intersections
of the long strings. It is understood that the distribution
of long strings follows a scaling relation, but the nature
of the loop distribution is more uncertain. Nambu-Goto
simulations model the strings as truly one dimensional,
and find that the loops also follow a scaling relation [18–
25], whereas Abelian-Higgs field theory simulations find
a negligible fraction of energy in the loops [26–28]. The
origin of this discrepancy is a long-standing problem with
no clear answer thus far. Our work represents a proof-of-
concept and therefore makes no assumption on the prop-
erties of the underlying loop distribution, aside from re-
quiring that loops form and persist for at least a Hubble
time.

Originally, cosmic strings were thought as an alterna-
tive mechanism to seed perturbations observed in the
cosmic microwave background (CMB), requiring a string
tension of Gµ ∼ 10−6 [29–32]. However, cosmic strings
don’t give rise to acoustic oscillations, and so the now de-
tailed studies of the angular power spectrum of the CMB
rule out cosmic strings as the dominant source of struc-
ture formation, setting a robust bound of Gµ ≤ 10−7

[33–35] [36–38]. Long strings can also source line dis-
continuities in CMB temperature maps, which have the
possibility of strengthening this bound by a couple or-
ders of magnitude [39, 40] [41–47]. In addition to these
bounds, a distribution of cosmic string loops will produce
a stochastic background of gravitational waves [84] which
could be detected by current generation pulsar timing
arrays, or next generation gravitational wave observato-
ries such as LISA [48]. Recently, the NANOGrav [49],
PPTA [50], and EPTA [51] collaborations have reported
on the detection of a common-spectrum process which
has been validated by the International Pulsar Timing
Array group [52]. If this signal has a cosmic string ori-
gin, it may be sourced by a loop distribution with string
tension Gµ ∼ 10−10 [53]. Alternatively, if this signal is
not due to string loops, a stronger bound of Gµ ≤ 10−11

can be placed on the string tension assuming that the
loop distribution follows a scaling relation (as is seen in
Nambu-Goto simulations).

Besides sourcing a gravitational wave background,
string loops have been considered in a wide variety of
contexts. Work has been done on modelling the pro-
genitors of fast radio bursts (FRBs), where annihilations

of microstructure (cusps) on both regular [54] and su-
perconducting loops [55–61] could source the signal. In
addition, these cusp annihilations may also influence the
global 21-cm signal by injecting additional photons into
the background, heating it up. While this effect is small
for ordinary string loops [62], new regions of parameter
space were constrained in the context of superconducting
loops [63]. String loops are regions of trapped energy, and
thus are also capable of sourcing significant gravitational
potentials at early times. The high redshift formation of
galaxies and stars can lead to constraints coming from
early reionization and structure formation [64] [65] [66],
though these are roughly the same as the CMB bound,
Gµ ≤ 10−7. Accretion onto loops was studied in detail
in [67], where the formation of ultra-compact minihalos
was considered.

Due to their gravitational potential, string loops have
been proposed as the solution to some astrophysical mys-
teries, such as the origin of globular clusters [68, 69], as
well as supermassive and intermediate mass black holes
[5] [8]. Another astrophysical mystery is the observation
of high redshift quasars, which are thought to host cen-
tral black holes of mass 108−9M⊙ at redshifts z ≥ 7 [1].
These objects are challenging to explain within the stan-
dard paradigm, as black holes formed through the typi-
cal stellar channels do not have enough time to accrete
this much mass without a prolonged period of hyper-
Eddington accretion [70].

If string loops exist, they would be present at very high
redshifts and persist through cosmic time, making them
ideal candidates to source and seed these supermassive
black holes (SMBHs). However, a question that has not
been addressed clearly in recent proposals, is how the
nonlinearity sourced by the string loop can collapse into
a black hole at early times. In matching to observations,
this is often assumed to be the case, and hence the main
purpose of this work is to investigate if this collapse truly
does take place.

A cosmic string loop of radius R has mass Mloop =
βµR (where β = 2π refers to a circular loop). As string
loops oscillate about their centre of mass, one can ask if a
given loop ever satisfies the Hoop conjecture, that is, does
its total mass ever reside within its Schwarzschild radius.
For low string tensions (Gµ ≪ 10−3) the Hoop conjecture
is satisfied for a negligible fraction of string loops, leading
to the conclusion that loop collapse into black holes is
difficult to realize in nature [71, 72]. However, this need
not be true when one considers not just the loop, but
also its immediate environment. One should note that in
full numerical relativity, it has been shown that for large
values of the string tension (Gµ ∼ 10−2), it is possible
for the loops to collapse on their own [73] [74]. However,
such high tensions are ruled out for cosmologically stable
strings.

Much work has gone into attempting to source these
high redshift SMBHs within a standard ΛCDM universe.
One of the most promising avenues is the monolithic col-
lapse of a pristine gas cloud, capable of producing an
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initially massive (MBH,i ≈ 105M⊙) black hole a mere
million years after the collapse begins [75–80] [81–83]. In
order to produce a so-called Direct Collapse Black Hole

(DCBH), a number of favourable conditions within the
gas cloud must be met. Unfortunately, one of the con-
ditions (the presence of a strong Lyman-Werner back-
ground, see below for details) is exceedingly difficult to
satisfy given only standard ΛCDM (see [81–83] and ref-
erences therein). In this work, we show that for super-
conducting cosmic strings, there is a region of parameter
space which satisfies all of the DCBH criteria and there-
fore may allow for the early formation of high mass black
holes.

III. ACCRETION ONTO SUPERCONDUCTING

COSMIC STRING LOOPS

String loops typically form with curvature radii some
fraction of the Hubble radius, R ∼ αtf , where tf is the
time of loop formation and α ∼ O(0.1) (see [11–13] for de-
tails). After formation, these loops gradually lose energy
through a variety of mechanisms which produce gravita-
tional waves and particle content, such as cusp annihi-
lations, kinks, and the overall oscillatory motion of the
loop. For values of the string tension and current that
we are most interested in, Gµ ≥ 10−17, the production
of gravitational waves is the dominant energy loss mech-
anism for the loops [84] (hence why, for a given loop
distribution, one gets strong constraints from the non-
detection of a stochastic gravitational wave background
from pulsar timing). As the strength of these processes
depend on the radius of the loop, one can define a grav-
itational cutoff radius at time t as RGW

c (t) = γβ−1Gµt
(where γ ∼ O(100) from simulations), where loops with
R < RGW

c will lose all of their energy and decay within
one Hubble time. We use the “sudden decay” approxi-
mation, in which a loop with radius R > RGW

c maintains
its size until it no longer satisfies this condition.
If the strings are superconducting (that is, the loops

carry a current I), their direct coupling to electromag-
netism enhances the energy loss to photons and charged
fermions [58]. One can define a critical current, Ic =
γκ−1(Gµ)3/2mpl (where mpl is the Planck mass and
κ ∼ O(1)), and if the current on the string is I > Ic, the
electromagnetic decay channel is dominant. The value of
the cutoff radius depends on this current through

Rc(t) =

{

RGW
c (t) = γβ−1Gµt I < Ic

REM
c (t) = κβ−1 I

mpl
(Gµ)−1/2t I ≥ Ic.

(1)

String loops act as early non-linearities in the density
field, and will accrete the surrounding dark matter and
baryons. A detailed study of this accretion was per-
formed in [67] for string loops forming and persisting
during the radiation and matter dominated eras, with
applications to ultra-compact minihalos in mind.

We adopt their analysis, which describes the spherical
infall of matter from the nearly smooth (linear) back-
ground density field at early times. As one would ex-
pect, string loops that exist in the radiation dominated
era accrete at a highly inefficient rate, yielding a total
non-linear mass at teq of at most twice the loop mass,
depending on if the loop had decayed by that point. How-
ever, once a loop enters the matter dominated epoch, its
dark matter halo grows steadily, following the expression

MDM (z) = Mloop

(

zeq + 1

z + 1

)

(z ≤ zeq). (2)

This growth occurs through the decoupling of spheri-
cal shells of dark matter from the Hubble flow, turning
around at a physical distance from the centre of the loop,
rTA. These shells fall to the centre of the halo on free-fall
timescales, during which many shell-crossings occur, and
the matter subsequently virializes. The density profiles
of these string-seeded halos follow a ρ ∼ r−9/4 profile [85–
87], steeper than the usual ρ ∼ r−2 observed from Gaus-
sian fluctuations [88]. Heuristically, the physical picture
for the formation of an early massive gas cloud is this:

• String loops are formed before matter-radiation
equality and accrete at a negligible rate.

• At teq, dark matter begins falling into the poten-
tial wells sourced by the string loops. However,
before recombination the Jeans mass is very large
(MJ ≈ 1012M⊙) and so the baryonic matter re-
mains unbound to the newly forming halo.

• After recombination the Jeans mass drops rapidly
(to roughly ≈ 105M⊙), and baryons collapse into
string-seeded dark matter halos satisfying M(z) >
MJ , where they virialize to a uniform temperature,
Tvir. We show a more detailed computation of this
in the following section.

These accretion dynamics were originally formulated
for a non-superconducting cosmic string. In Appendix
A, we review the basic arguments of [67] more quanti-
tatively, and show that the additional radiation pressure
produced by a superconducting cosmic string doesn’t per-
turb the picture described above in any major way. We
will now show that a gas cloud formed in this way is
capable of satisfying conditions which would lead to its
monolithic collapse into a massive, high redshift black
hole.

IV. DIRECT COLLAPSE CONDITIONS

The formation of stellar mass black holes in our uni-
verse is a fairly well understood process: once the in-
ternal temperature of a star is no longer high enough
to mediate nuclear interactions, the star collapses un-
der its own gravitational force, often leading to a su-
pernova and a remnant. For sufficiently massive stars,
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this remnant cannot be sustained by neutron degener-
acy pressure and collapses into a black hole [89]. The
LIGO-Virgo collaboration has confirmed that these stel-
lar mass (O(1)M⊙ ≤ MBH ≤ O(100)M⊙) black holes
are indeed ubiquitous in nature [90–92].
However, observations of high redshift quasars sug-

gest that supermassive black holes are already in place
at early times. The most robust high redshift black
hole observation to date has a mass of 1.6 × 109M⊙ at
z = 7.642 [1], although there have recently been obser-
vations of two galaxy candidates [93] at z ∼ 13, which
may be interpreted as quasars hosting black holes of or-
der MBH ≈ 108M⊙ [94]. Conservatively, a population
of “light” black hole seeds (initial mass MBH ∼ 102M⊙)
will form through the collapse of Pop III stars. How-
ever, there is simply not enough time for them to grow
to these supermassive objects by z ∼ O(10) unless super
or hyper-Eddington accretion can be reliably sustained
(see [70] and references therein).
The formation of “heavy” seeds (initial mass MBH ∼

104−6M⊙) on the other hand, offers a more realistic way
to form supermassive black holes at high redshift. These
heavy seeds can be formed through runaway merger pro-
cesses of lighter black holes or Pop III stars in highly
dense environments [95, 96], or through the monolithic
collapse of a metal-free gas cloud [75–80] [81–83]. Unfor-
tunately, both of these formation channels are still quite
difficult to realize in the standard cosmological and as-
trophysical context, and hence the origin of high redshift
SMBHs still remains an open question.
In order for a gas cloud to collapse without fragmen-

tation, a number of conditions must be met,

• The cloud must contain sufficient material to col-
lapse and feed an initial protostar or seed black
hole. If we want the final seed mass to be M ≈

105M⊙, we require at least this much baryonic
matter in our string-seeded overdensities.

• The atomic cooling threshold of the halo must be
met in order to trigger the collapse without frag-
mentation. This requires the virial temperature of
the halo to be Tvir = 104K (or higher).

• In order to reach the atomic cooling threshold, low
temperature cooling pathways must be suppressed.
Low temperature cooling occurs via heavy elements
or molecular hydrogen being present in the halo.
Therefore, we demand that our early formed halos
haven’t undergone star formation that would pol-
lute it with metals. Additionally, a Lyman-Werner
(LW) background of Jc ≈ 10−44 − 10−42GeV3 is
required to quench the formation of molecular hy-
drogen.

If these conditions are met, a direct collapse event may
occur. In such an event, the gas cloud collapses nearly
isothermally, forming a rapidly accreting protostar at the

centre1. Following the work of [81–83], this central proto-
star is initially quite light (Mi ≈ 0.2M⊙), but accretes at

a rate of roughly Ṁ ≈ 20c3s/G ≈ 1M⊙/yr [99] provided
that the temperature remains as high as Tvir ∼ 104 K
during the collapse. At this accretion rate, the protostar
exhibits an instability at roughly M ≈ 2− 3.5× 105M⊙,
collapsing into a black hole of similar mass [100] [101].

It is clear that for standard astrophysical galaxies,
the requirement for H2 dissociation processes such as a
strong Lyman-Werner background is difficult to realize.
In principle, this background can be produced by star for-
mation in the galaxy, though this would quickly pollute
the galaxy with various metals, in violation with the pris-
tine mass condition. One possibility would be to source
the necessary LW background from a nearby star-forming
galaxy, though this also requires a tuned scenario.

If a superconducting cosmic string resides at the centre
of these protogalaxies, however, there is the possibility
of sourcing this background without requiring any star
formation. Therefore, within a given region of the Gµ−I
parameter space, loops with a radius R > RBH

c (where
RBH

c is the critical loop radius for black hole formation)
will undergo a gravitational collapse. We emphasize that
it is not the loop itself that is collapsing, but instead
the baryonic matter in the string-seeded overdensity that
forms the black hole. In the following subsections, we
show that superconducting cosmic strings present ideal
environments to source direct collapse black holes at very
early times.

A. Sufficient Pristine Mass

In order to grow a protostar to the point that it can
undergo a collapse into a black hole with mass MBH ≈

105M⊙, we require at least that much pristine, bary-
onic material. As we are envisioning a picture in which
these gas clouds collapse shortly after recombination, no
star formation is expected to have occurred and so the
requirement on pristine material is trivially satisfied.

Eq. (2) represents the growth rate of the dark mat-
ter halo after matter radiation equality. Baryons remain
unbound to the halo until recombination due to a high
Jeans mass. After recombination, however, the Jeans
mass drops rapidly to a roughly constant value [102],

Mj ≈ 1.35× 105
(

Ωmh2

0.15

)−1/2

M⊙. (3)

Dark matter halos with M ≥ MJ will begin capturing
baryons quickly following recombination. The physical

1 see figures 7, 9 and 11 of [81–83] as well as [97] [98] [99] for de-
tailed simulations and semi-numerical modelling of this process.
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radius that a shell of matter which is beginning to col-
lapse at a redshift z would have in the absence of a string
loop is given by the non-linear radius, rnl,

rnl(z) =

(

3βµR

4πρ(z)
·
1 + zeq
1 + z

)1/3

. (4)

This is related to the turn-around radius by rnl = 2rTA.
Since we are at very early times, we assume that both
the dark matter and baryonic density fields are smooth,
and thus the total baryonic mass inside this radius is

Mb(z) =
Ωb(z)

ΩM (z)
βµR

(

1 + zeq
1 + z

)

(z < zrec). (5)

The baryon fraction Ωb/ΩM ≈ 1/6 and is roughly con-
stant in time. If we requireMb ≥ 105M⊙ in order to form
direct collapse black holes, we can see that the condition
for baryonic infall (MDM (z) ≥ MJ(z)) is automatically
satisfied. Therefore, in order to have enough pristine
baryonic matter in the halo, we require

Gµ ≥
ΩM

Ωb

G

β

1

R

(

z + 1

zeq + 1

)

× 105M⊙ (6)

or, in units of c = ~ = kb = 1 with β = 10

Gµ ≥ 2× 10−13

(

teq
R

)(

z + 1

zeq + 1

)

. (7)

Recall that at any time t (or redshift z) loops form with
radius Rform = αt, and loops with gravitational cut-
off radius RGW

c = γβ−1Gµt decay away (we will be
concerned with values of the current I < Ic, meaning
that gravitational emission is the dominant decay mech-
anism). Expressing t in terms of teq this means that
during the matter epoch loops exist with a range of radii

γβ−1Gµ

(

1 + zeq
1 + z

)3/2

teq ≤ R ≤ α

(

1 + zeq
1 + z

)3/2

teq.

(8)

However, we need our loops to be in place by teq so that
they may grow their dark matter halos until recombina-
tion, therefore our range of accessible string radii is

γβ−1Gµteq ≤ R ≤ αteq. (9)

We will be most interested in the case where the baryons
fall into the halo right after recombination. Therefore,
some fraction of the loop distribution with R > RBH

c will
attract Mb ≥ 105M⊙ in the initial baryonic collapse at
zrec. The value of R

BH
c can be computed by rearranging

(7) for a given value of Gµ

RBH
c =

2× 10−13

Gµ
teq

(

z + 1

zeq + 1

)

. (10)

At a given redshift, this implies that loops with radii in
the range

RBH
C ≤ R ≤ αteq (11)

will accrete a sufficient amount of gas to collapse into a
105M⊙ black hole.
Note that the fact that the strings are superconduct-

ing is irrelevant for this condition, so both ordinary and
superconducting cosmic strings are capable of sourcing
massive gas clouds in the early universe (as was consid-
ered in eg. [64] [65]).

B. Atomic Cooling Threshold

The second criterion required to kickstart a direct col-
lapse procedure is the formation of an atomic cooling
halo. An atomic cooling halo is characterized by its
inability to cool at low temperatures (Tvir ≤ 104K)
through the usual pathways of molecular hydrogen or
other heavy elements. As a result, the halo is unable to
cool until it reaches a gas temperature of Tvir ≈ 8000K
when cooling via atomic line transitions in hydrogen be-
gins. The lack of heavy elements in string-seeded over-
densities was justified in the previous section, and we will
discuss the quenching ofH2 in the following section. Here
we compute the virial temperature of a string-seeded halo
and show that it is above the atomic cooling threshold,
implying that a collapse will indeed take place, provided
that the halo satisfies the sufficient mass criteria above.
As mentioned above, after recombination the Jeans

mass drops rapidly and baryons fall into the halo. Again,
we consider the spherical collapse model where shells of
baryonic and dark matter turn around and fall towards
the centre. The typical timescale for this infall is the free-
fall time. When the mass of the infalling shell is much
less than the halo mass, it can be approximated by

tff ≈

√

3π

32Gρ̄
, (12)

where ρ̄ is the background energy density. Using the crit-
ical density, one can find that the free-fall time is roughly
a Hubble time, tff ≈ (π/2)H−1. It is important to note
that during a free-fall time, the collapsing shells of mat-
ter will cross one another, interacting and bringing the
halo into an equilibrium [103]. Therefore, tff is identified
with the virialization timescale, when the gas in the halo
reaches a uniform temperature, Tvir which we will now
compute. For clarity, a shell turning around at recom-
bination has a free-fall time of tff (zrec) ≈ 0.85Myr, im-
plying that it forms a virialized halo at roughly z ≈ 500.
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The virial theorem provides a relationship between the
gravitational and thermal energy of a halo

GmhMnl

rvir
=

3

2
Tvir, (13)

where mh is the mass of hydrogen (the dominant bary-
onic constituent), Mnl is the total nonlinear mass in a
sphere of radius rnl, and rvir is the virial radius of the
halo, related to the turn-around and non-linear radii by
rvir = (1/2)rTA = (1/4)rnl. Recall that eq (4) provides
us with the redshift at which a certain shell becomes non-
linear, allowing us to determine the virial temperature of
a string-seeded halo simply as a function of redshift. Af-
ter evaluating numerical factors and setting β = 10, we
find the virial temperature of a halo at redshift z to be

Tvir(z) ≈ 8× 1013K(Gµ)2/3
(

R

teq

)2/3(
1 + z

1 + zeq

)1/3

.

(14)

It is important to note that this expression must be eval-
uated at the redshift when a particular shell goes non-
linear. Therefore, even though shells that go nonlinear
at recombination don’t virialize until z ≈ 500, their tem-
perature must be evaluated at zrec. The reason being
that shells decoupling from the Hubble flow after recom-
bination have not undergone sufficient shell crossings at
z = 500 to virialize and thus don’t contribute to the tem-
perature.
In order to trigger atomic cooling, our halo must reach

Tvir ≥ 8000K allowing us to once again relate the string
tension with the radius of a particular loop. This yields
the constraint

Gµ ≥ 9.7× 10−16

(

teq
R

)(

1 + zeq
1 + z

)1/2

. (15)

This constraint is degenerate with the sufficient mass con-
ditions. As the halo grows in mass, its virial temperature
drops modestly as energy is diffused from the hot inner
regions of the halo to the colder shells which fall in later.
At a redshift of z ∼ 90 this constraint becomes the dom-
inant one. We are primarily concerned with the bary-
onic matter falling in shortly after recombination, and
as a result, if the mass constraint is satisfied, the virial
temperature of the halo will automatically be above the
atomic cooling threshold. The critical loop radius will
remain the same as in eq (10), and this condition is also
not sensitive to the superconducting nature of our string
loops.

C. Lyman-Werner Background

If a gas cloud becomes massive enough, structure for-
mation theory tells us that it will collapse and fragment,

leading to abundant star formation. In order for this
fragmentation to occur, the gas must remain relatively
cool (T ≤ 104K). Low temperature cooling in gas clouds
can occur when heavy elements are present, which are
usually sourced by an epoch of prior star formation in
the halo. In a string-seeded halo, no such star formation
has taken place, and so our gas is pristine, consisting of
only hydrogen atoms.
However, cooling can also occur via the collisional

excitation of molecular hydrogen, unless a sufficiently
strong flux of Lyman-Werner photons (Eγ ≈ 10− 13 eV)
is present. Lyman-Werner photons possess enough en-
ergy to quickly dissociate any newly formed H2 allow-
ing the halo to heat up to the atomic cooling threshold
(T ≈ 104K), where the fragmentation of a collapsing
gas cloud no longer occurs. The typical flux necessary to
properly irradiate an optically thick, collapsing gas cloud
is roughly [81–83]

Jc ≈ (10−18 − 10−16) erg s−1cm−2Hz−1 Sr−1

≈ 2× (10−44
− 10−42)GeV3, (16)

where we quote the second line in natural units.
This condition, which is necessary for the monolithic

collapse of a gas cloud, is notoriously difficult to real-
ize within standard astrophysics and cosmology. Lyman-
Werner backgrounds are usually sourced by the first stars
in a halo. This presents a problem, as it also introduces
metals into the halo, and therefore will not prevent cool-
ing. Superconducting cosmic strings, on the other hand,
can source such a background without star formation.
Superconducting strings carry a current, I, and are

capable of emitting large bursts of electromagnetic ra-
diation. The energy injection spectrum of a loop with
radius R and current I is given by [58]

dP

dω
= κI2R1/3ω−2/3. (17)

To estimate the flux in Lyman-Werner photons, we con-
sider an optically thick gas which traps photons emitted
by the string (in the band 10 eV ≤ Eγ ≤ 13 eV) at times
after recombination. By integrating (17) over a Hubble
time at redshift z and dividing by the virialized volume
we obtain the following expression for the energy density
per unit frequency at the frequency ω

dρ

dω
≈

32

3π

κ

β
I2(Gµ)−2R−2/3ω−2/3t−1

eq

×

(

1 + z

1 + zeq

)5/2
(

1−

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)3/2
)

. (18)

Expressing the current in units of the critical current Ic,
and inserting values for the Lyman-Werner frequency ω,
the Planck mass and teq we obtain flux of
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J ≈ 10−34

(

Gµ

10−10

)2(
I

Ic

)2(
R

teq

)−2/3(
1 + z

1 + zeq

)5/2

×

(

1−

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)3/2
)

GeV3, (19)

where we have evaluated the numerical constants as
κ = 1 and γ = 100. Shells of matter turning around
at recombination will virialize and begin to collapse at
z ≈ 500, and so we evaluate at this redshift. Recall that
for I < Ic the dominant energy loss mechanism for the
strings is gravitational waves, while for I > Ic it is elec-
tromagnetic emission. By requiring that we have a flux
J ≥ Jc ≈ 10−43GeV3, we find a constraint in the Gµ-I
plane

Gµ ≥ 4× 10−14

(

I

Ic

)−1(
R

teq

)1/3

, (20)

when we evaluate at z = 500, the black hole collapse red-
shift. Recall that any string loop with RBH

c ≤ R ≤ αteq
is capable of accreting enough mass to satisfy the direct
collapse criteria. One may rightly worry that the radia-
tion from a superconducting string could induce a strong
pressure force which disturbs the accretion dynamics. We
refer the reader to Appendix A where we consider these
effects in more detail. By requiring that these pressure
forces remain small, a complementary upper bound can
be set on the string tension

Gµ ≤ 10−2

(

I

Ic

)−3(
R

teq

)5

. (21)

For a given loop radius R which satisfies the sufficient
mass constraint, there exists a wedge in the Gµ-I plane
which can produce a strong enough Lyman-Werner back-
ground, while not sourcing enough radiation pressure to
disturb the accretion.
Thus far we have remained agnostic to whether these

loops exist as part of a scaling loop distribution as indi-
cated by Nambu-Goto simulations, or whether they ex-
ist in relative isolation with no scaling solution and a
negligible cosmological abundance. However, we must
now make a comment, as if string loops are abundant,
many authors (eg: [63, 66, 109]) have attempted to con-
strain the Gµ-I parameter space. In the case where loops
are not abundant, these constraints generally don’t apply
and one may view the wedge formed by (20) and (21) as
the allowed region of parameter space.
If loops are abundant, it would appear from Fig. 8

of [109] that this current wedge is already constrained.
However, there exist a number of caveats that make it
difficult to do a straightforward comparison between our
work and the usual constraints in the literature.

First, these constraints assume that all loops in the
network are superconducting, with the same uniform cur-
rent I, regardless of loop size. Early work on supercon-
ducting cosmic strings pointed out that the current gen-
erated on a string is dependent on the local external mag-
netic field at the time and place of loop formation [14–16].
Therefore, as a proof-of-concept work, it is possible that
significant fluctuations in the magnetic field on length
scales comparable to the radius of the loop could induce
anomalously large currents on a small fraction of the loop
distribution. This would source a strong Lyman-Werner
background in this small fraction of loops, satisfying the
criterion for direct collapse black hole formation, while
remaining consistent with the constraints from [109].
Furthermore, if one has a scaling solution of loops, the

observational signatures are often dominated by loops
with the smallest radii, as they are the most abundant.
The CMB anisotropy constraints [109] overlap signifi-
cantly with our target parameter values, but these con-
straints are strongly dominated by string loops that de-
cay at recombination. The loops we consider here are
necessarily much larger, as we require them not to de-
cay before redshifts of at least z ≈ 500 (in the case of
mass shells turning around at recombination). This im-
plies that the currents on our larger loops need not be
as small as those on the ones decaying at recombination.
In fact, one might also expect that since these two pop-
ulations of loops form at different times, they will likely
possess different currents as the external magnetic fields
evolve between their formation times.
Finally, there is also the possibility that if a scaling

loop distribution exists, not all of the loops need to be su-
perconducting. Therefore, the strength of the constraints
in the Gµ-I plane will scale depending on the fraction of
superconducting loops in the network, and the charac-
teristic radii of the loops that do carry a current. Note
also that we consider only the Lyman-Werner photons
from the central loop. If a distribution of loops exists,
a number of smaller loops will also be present in each
halo and will also contribute to the dissociating photon
background.
We conclude this section by remarking that regardless

of whether a string loop belongs to an abundant distribu-
tion, or is produced in relative isolation, equations (20)
and (21) provide upper and lower bounds for the string
tension given a current and loop radius. This maps out a
wedge in parameter space where a strong enough Lyman-
Werner background is present to dissociate molecular hy-
drogen, but the radiation pressure does not significantly
perturb the accretion dynamics.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The progenitors of black holes at high redshifts inferred
through quasar observations remains a tantalizing mys-
tery in astrophysics and cosmology. At the moment, the
most intuitive candidate is to invoke hyper-Eddington
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growth onto a stellar mass black hole formed through
the death of a Pop III star. However, the conditions nec-
essary for such rapid accretion are not well understood,
and strong feedback will likely cause severe limitations
on the growth rates of such objects.

Another hypothesis is to invoke the direct collapse of
a massive gas cloud at earlier times, as then only slow
growth is necessary to grow them from an initial mass
of roughly Mi ≈ 105M⊙ to their observed masses of
Mf ≈ 108−9M⊙ at redshifts of z ≈ 8 − 13. The con-
ditions for such a collapse have been known for some
time: a gas cloud with sufficient mass, and a lack of cool-
ing pathways at low temperatures will collapse without
fragmentation when it reaches the atomic cooling thresh-
old. Unfortunately, it is difficult for typical gaseous halos
to satisfy these conditions simultaneously. However, in
the presence of a superconducting cosmic string loop, we
have shown that these conditions can indeed be satisfied.

What we have presented above is a proof-of-concept
work showing that if superconducting cosmic strings ex-
ist, they act as nonlinear seeds at early times (around
matter-radiation equality). For a range of parameters,
they first grow a dark matter halo at teq, and begin ac-
creting gas shortly after recombination. Using the spher-
ical collapse model, we have argued that a virialized halo
is in place roughly one Hubble time after the turnaround
time for the first shell of matter (namely, at around
z ≈ 500). Electromagnetic emission from the super-
conducting string sources a strong Lyman-Werner back-
ground, ensuring that no molecular hydrogen is present.
Therefore, these string-seeded halos can efficiently sat-
isfy all of the direct collapse criteria, and may collapse
into black holes. The time between the initial monolithic
collapse of the gas cloud, and the 105M⊙ black hole for-
mation is about 1Myr, implying that these black holes
have formed by z ≈ 300.

We have decided not to speculate on whether these
string seeded black holes can match the observed abun-
dance of high redshift quasars. We leave this to future
work due to a number of caveats and subtleties that arise
when applying this idea to a network of string loops.
As mentioned in the previous subsection, the loops that
can give rise to these halos are necessarily quite large
(R ≫ RGW

c ). Constraints on the Gµ−I plane (see [109])
are usually sourced mainly by the smallest loops, since
they are the most abundant. As a result, one needs to
revisit how sensitive these constraints (particularly the
ones coming from CMB anisotropies) are to currents on
the larger loops before directly applying them to our
model. Also, as currents on the loops are generated at
the time of formation by local electromagnetic fields, it
is likely that loops with different radii have different cur-
rents. Large fluctuations of the magnetic field on very
small scales may also cause some loops to develop an un-
usually strong current. Each of these nuances must be
understood before a proper abundance computation can
be performed for these string-seeded black holes.

Furthermore, we have assumed spherical accretion in

the rest frame of the string loop. While this will likely be
a good approximation for some fraction of a string loop
network, in general one should consider the loop veloc-
ity distribution. The relative velocity between the loop
and its surrounding medium weakens the efficiency of
accretion, making it more difficult to fulfil the sufficient

mass criterion above. Historically, stringent bounds on
the cosmic string tension Gµ have been made weaker by
considering this effect, such as in the case of early star for-
mation [65] and ultra-compact minihalos [67] from string
loops.
We have presented a proof-of-concept to show that

in the regions of parameter space outlined by equations
(7), (20), and (21), superconducting string loops can
seed gaseous halos which will collapse into early time
supermassive black holes. While this represents a
possible resolution of the high redshift quasar mystery,
one should be cautious in applying these results to a
network of string loops without addressing our above
concerns. Nevertheless, this represents an important
step in validating phenomenological models of black hole
formation from cosmic strings.
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Appendix A - Accretion Dynamics and Pressure

Forces

Here we summarize the main points of ref. [67] which
explored the detailed accretion dynamics of dark matter
onto cosmic string loops. Both our work and theirs adopt
the “sudden decay” approximation, in which the slow
gravitational decay of the loop is neglected until the loop
radius falls below the gravitational cutoff. This implies
that once formed, loops keep their radius at Rf = αtf
until decay. The time of decay is then related to the time
of formation by

td =
α

γGµ
tf . (22)

The authors of [67] then consider the spherical collapse
[104] of dark matter onto initially isothermal fluctuations
sourced by the string loops. Spherical shells are consid-
ered a physical distance r(x) from the centre of the loop
with
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r(x) = a(x)b(x)ζi, x =
a(t)

a(teq)
, (23)

where a(x) is the scale factor, ζi is the initial comoving
coordinate associated with the shell at time ti, and b(x)
compares this physical distance in the case with a loop
present, and without. A shell is said to turn around when
ṙ = 0, and so the rest of the work is dedicated to solving
the dynamical equation for b(x) in different regimes [105],

x(x + 1)
d2b

dx2
+

(

1 +
3

2
x

)

db

dx
+

1

2

(

1 + Φ

b2
− b

)

= 0.

(24)

The gravitational perturbation is simply Φ = δM/M(r)
where δM = Mloop is the loop mass, and M(r) is the
total mass enclosed within physical radius r.
For loops that form in the radiation era, it was found

that even before teq , mass shells will turn around and fall
onto the seed. If the loop forms and decays before teq,
the total growth of the overdensity in the radiation era
(with x > xd) is given by

M(x) = 2xdMloop
3x+ 2

3xd + 2
(xd < x < 1), (25)

where xd = a(td)/a(teq) is the time when the loop decays.
If the loop has not decayed yet, the growth was found to
be linear in x at all times, following

M(x) = 2xMloop (xf < 1 and 1 < x < xd). (26)

Since at teq we have x = 1, this implies that a loop will
build up an overdensity with mass M(teq) = 2Mloop at
matter-radiation equality. In our work we conservatively
set the linear growth rate of the dark matter halo to be
M(x) = Mloopx in agreement with these results.
Superconducting strings produce a radiation field

which can source an additional pressure force on the
infalling matter. To estimate this effect, we consider
the ratio of the gravitational binding force of a halo at
redshift z to the radiation pressure force coming from
photons in that halo. For a density profile of the form
ρ(r) = ρ(rvir)(rvir/r)

α, the gravitational binding energy
is

Ugrav = −
16π2G

(3− α)(5 − 2α)
ρ2(r)r5. (27)

Under the conservative assumption that all electromag-
netic radiation produced by the string loop between re-
combination and the redshift of matter infall (denoted
here by z where the physical distance from the centre of
the loop to the shell is r(z)) remains bound to the halo,
the radiation pressure is

P =
3

4π
κI2r−3(Rωc)

1/3teq

(

1 + zeq
1 + z

)3/2

×

(

1−

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)3/2
)

. (28)

The radiation pressure depends on a cutoff frequency,
and we adopt the one used in [106–109], ωc ∼

µ3/2I−3(βR)−1. Cosmic string seeded halos have den-
sity profiles with α = 9/4, therefore we find that the
ratio of the gravitational to the radiation pressure force
(evaluated at the virial radius) is

Fg

Fr
≈ 5× 108

(

R

teq

)5/3 (
Gµ

10−10

)7/6(
I

GeV

)−1

×

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)5/6
(

1−

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)3/2
)−1

. (29)

In units of the critical current Ic = γκ−1(Gµ)3/2mpl, we
find

Fg

Fr
≈ 500

(

R

teq

)5/3(
Gµ

10−10

)−1/3(
I

Ic

)−1

×

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)5/6
(

1−

(

1 + z

1 + zrec

)3/2
)−1

. (30)

The range of parameters we consider above are roughly
consistent with the implied values here. For Fg/Fr > 1
the gravitational force dominates, and so only in extreme
cases of very high currents or very small loops does the
additional radiation pressure cause an appreciable effect
to the accretion dynamics, thus we neglect it in our anal-
ysis. We do, however, use this expression to estimate
upper bound on string loop currents in equation (21) of
the main text.
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