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Abstract. After their generation, cosmological backgrounds of gravitational waves propagate nearly
freely but for the expansion of the Universe and the anisotropic stress of free-streaming particles.
Primordial signals—both that from inflation and the infrared spectrum associated to subhorizon
production mechanisms—would carry clean information about the cosmological history of these effects.
We study the modulation of the standard damping of gravitational waves by free-streaming radiation
due to the decoupling (or recoupling) of interactions. We focus on nonstandard neutrino interactions in
effect after the decoupling of weak interactions as well as more general scenarios in the early Universe
involving other light relics. We develop semianalytic results in fully free-streaming scenarios to
provide intuition for numerical results that incorporate interaction rates with a variety of temperature
dependencies. Finally, we compute the imprint of neutrino interactions on the B-mode polarization
of the cosmic microwave background, and we comment on other means to infer the presence of such
effects at higher frequencies.
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1 Introduction

Observing a background of low-frequency gravitational waves remains a top science goal for con-
temporary and upcoming cosmic microwave background (CMB) experiments [1–11]. A detection
of primordial gravitational waves, on top of the confirmed predictions that the initial conditions of
large-scale density fluctuations would be adiabatic, nearly Gaussian, and nearly scale invariant [12, 13],
would all but confirm an early phase of quasi de Sitter expansion as the origin of structure in the
Universe [14–21]. In the simplest models of inflation, the amplitude of the gravitational wave spectrum
directly measures the (otherwise unknown) energy scale of the fundamental physics at play. The latest
constraints limit the amplitude of such tensor fluctuations to be smaller than 0.036 times its scalar
counterpart at the 95% confidence level [10], corresponding to an upper energy scale of 1.4 × 1016 GeV.
If the energy scale of inflation is not dramatically smaller than this current limit, then upcoming
experiments could observe the signature of primordial gravitational waves in the B-mode (curl-like)
polarization of the CMB anisotropies.

At the same time, interferometric experiments and pulsar timing arrays have opened a new
window on relativistic astrophysical phenomena—principally via gravitational wave signals from
mergers of compact objects or black holes [22–24]. For the cosmologist, aside from the potential to
probe phase transitions [25–30], topological defects [31–37], particle production [38–42], and primordial
black holes [43–48], direct detection experiments offer a high-frequency anchor which could provide
complementary information about the possible primordial background from inflation [49–60]. By
constraining gravitational waves over a large range in frequency (at scales far smaller than those that
would imprint upon the observable CMB), gravitational wave experiments could provide a unique view
into the physics of the very early Universe (see Refs. [9, 61, 62] for reviews).

Measurements of inflationary gravitational waves would inform more physics than just that of
inflation itself. The present-day spectrum is sensitive to the thermal history of the Standard Model
plasma and the expansion history of the Universe—especially to large departures from radiation
domination [63–69]. Moreover, cosmological gravitational waves also interact with relativistic particles.
Once the weak interactions become inefficient (when the Universe was about a second old), Standard
Model neutrinos begin free streaming, reducing the amplitude of inflationary gravitational waves by
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about 20% on scales larger than the horizon at that time [70]. In general, gravitational waves probe
the interaction history of the entire relativistic content of the Universe. In this paper we investigate
the imprints of beyond-the-Standard-Model interactions of neutrinos (or other hypothetical particles)
on the stochastic gravitational wave background.

Within the Standard Model (SM), neutrinos are neutral and couple only via the weak interactions,
and many of their properties are largely inaccessible to current laboratory experiments. Yet for much of
the Universe’s history neutrinos were the second-most abundant species, for which reason cosmological
observations provide substantial information about their dynamics. After the weak interactions become
inefficient, the cosmological role of neutrinos is purely gravitational. At least two of the neutrinos are
massive, and cosmological data place upper limits on their absolute mass scale via their contribution
to the expansion rate and growth of structure when nonrelativistic [71, 72]. At earlier times when
they are relativistic, the observable signatures of spatial perturbations to the neutrino distribution is
predominantly governed by whether they scatter frequently (and so are fluidlike) or interact rarely
(and instead free stream) [73]. In the latter case, their anisotropic stress not only impacts baryon
acoustic oscillations [73–76] but is also responsible for the aforementioned damping of gravitational
waves. Measurements of the temperature anisotropies of the CMB confirm that most (if not all) of the
energy density in neutrinos is free-streaming [75, 77–79]; however, it remains possible that neutrinos
have self-interactions that decouple at some time around recombination [79–87].

Relativistic particles interact not only with the superhorizon gravitational waves frozen out during
inflation but also with the low-frequency tail of stochastic backgrounds generated by subhorizon
processes [88, 89]. A promising candidate is that from the electroweak phase transition, which could
be detected by LISA if the transition is first order [30]. Free-streaming, relativistic particles would
leave a characteristic signature on the infrared, “causal” part of the spectrum, altering its power-law
dependence or even inducing oscillatory features. The dynamics of causal gravitational waves are
largely agnostic to the details of the underlying source, effectively reducing to a transfer function
encoding propagation effects to the present day, similar to that applicable to inflationary gravitational
waves. We also investigate the imprints of self-interacting radiation in this complementary scenario.

In the remainder of this paper, we first present the theory of cosmological perturbations in
application to relativistic degrees of freedom and gravitational waves (in Section 2). In Section 3 we
develop semianalytic solutions for the effect of noninteracting neutrinos on primordial gravitational
waves from inflation, building intuition with which to understand numerical results for interacting
neutrinos. We then consider “causal” gravitational wave backgrounds from subhorizon sources in
Section 4. These two scenarios are mathematically distinguished by the gravitational waves’ initial
conditions—a frozen-out amplitude or a sudden jump in velocity, respectively—each exhibiting a starkly
different response to free-streaming radiation. Because the anisotropic stress sourced by collisionless
radiation decays with expansion inside the horizon, the causal and inflationary scenarios together
provide a nearly complete treatment of the effect of free-streaming radiation on gravitational waves.
Though we focus on the effect of neutrinos for concreteness, our analysis extends straightforwardly
to other, hypothetical dark radiation species.1 In Section 5 we conclude with a discussion of future
prospects for constraining neutrino interactions and hypothetical new degrees of freedom in CMB B-
modes and direct gravitational wave measurements. Appendix A details our numerical implementation,
and Appendix B outlines a semianalytic calculation of the damping effect employed in Section 3.

2 Gravitational waves and relativistic particles

We first review the well-established theory of the dynamics of gravitational and matter perturbations in
the early Universe in application to the coupling of gravitational waves and relativistic species (of any
spin). Gravitational waves also interact with other types of matter, including relativistic axions [90, 91],
nonrelativistic and collisional matter [92–95], and vector fields [96–99]; some of these scenarios are not
captured by the kinetic theory treatment we review. We neglect any chemical potential that would be
requisite to describe, e.g., chiral fermions and polarized gravitational waves [100–104].

1The rest mass of neutrinos or other dark radiation is irrelevant so long the particles are relativistic while the scales
of interest enter the horizon.
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2.1 Cosmological perturbation theory
Since we are interested only in gravitational wave observables, we consider a Friedmann-Lemaître-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetime perturbed only by a tensor mode hij :

ds2 = a(τ)2 (
−dτ2 + [δij + hij(τ, x)] dxidxj

)
. (2.1)

Primes indicate derivatives with respect to the conformal time τ , and we denote the conformal
Hubble parameter as H(τ) ≡ a′(τ)/a(τ), in terms of which the (standard) Hubble parameter is
H(τ) = H(τ)/a(τ). Repeated spatial (Latin) indices are contracted with the Kronecker delta function
regardless of their placement. The tensor perturbation hij is transverse (∂ihij = 0) and traceless
(hii = 0); its Fourier modes may therefore be expanded in terms of two polarizations λ as

hij(τ, x) =
∫ d3k

(2π)3 hij(τ, k)eik·x ≡
∫ d3k

(2π)3 eik·x
∑

λ

hλ(τ, k)ϵλ
ij(k). (2.2)

We do not have cause to pick a particular basis of polarization tensors ϵλ
ij(k), but any choice must

likewise be transverse and traceless. The Einstein equation for hij , decomposed onto this basis, takes
the form of two inhomogeneous, damped waved equations,

h′′
λ + 2Hh′

λ − ∂k∂khλ = 2a2

M2
pl

πT
λ . (2.3)

Gravitational waves are sourced by the transverse and traceless component πT
ij of the perturbation to

the stress tensor, δT i
j .

Gravitational waves carry an effective energy density which, deep inside the horizon (i.e., k ≫ H),
is [105–107]

ρ̄GW(τ) =
M2

pl

8a2

〈
h′

ijh′
ij + ∂khij∂khij

〉
, (2.4)

where the angled brackets a spatial average. The observable of interest is the fractional contribution
by gravitational waves of a given wavenumber to the background energy density of the Universe,
ρ̄(τ) = 3H(τ)2M2

pl. We therefore define the spectral abundance of gravitational waves,

ΩGW(τ, k) = 1
ρ̄(τ)

dρ̄GW(τ)
dln k

. (2.5)

Since gravitational waves deep inside the horizon are effectively undamped harmonic oscillators,
|h′

λ(τ, k)| ≈ |khλ(τ, k)|. The effective energy density Eq. (2.4) may then be expressed as an integral
over wavenumber by substituting the inverse Fourier transform of hij , Eq. (2.2). In terms of the
dimensionless power spectrum of hλ,

⟨hλ1(τ, k1)hλ2(τ, k2)⟩ ≡ (2π)3δ3(k1 + k2)δλ1λ2

2π2

k3
1

∆2
λ1

(τ, k1), (2.6)

we may therefore write the spectral abundance of gravitational waves as

ΩGW(τ, k) = 1
12

(
k

H(τ)

)2 ∑
λ

∆2
λ(τ, k). (2.7)

where the overbar denotes a time average (i.e., over oscillations to ensure the validity of taking
|h′

λ| ≈ |khλ|). The spectrum evaluated in the early Universe is related to that at the present day (at
τ0) by the transfer function [9, 68, 108]

ΩGW(τ0, k)h2 = Ωrad(τ0)h2 g⋆(τ)
g⋆(τ0)

(
g⋆S(τ)
g⋆S(τ0)

)−4/3
ΩGW(τ, k) (2.8)

– 3 –



and would be observed at present-day frequencies related to wavenumber k by

f = k/2πa(τ)√
H(τ)Mpl

[
Ωrad(τ0)H2

0 M2
pl

]1/4
(

g⋆(τ)
g⋆(τ0)

)1/4 (
g⋆S(τ)
g⋆S(τ0)

)−1/3
. (2.9)

Here g⋆ and g⋆S are the numbers of relativistic degrees of freedom in energy and entropy density,
respectively. Note that the present-day abundance of radiation, evaluated as if neutrinos are massless,
is Ωrad(τ0)h2 ≈ 4.2 × 10−5 [13] and that H0/h ≡ 100 km s−1/Mpc ≈ 3.24 × 10−18 Hz.

Making further progress requires specifying the matter content that contributes to the anisotropic
stress tensor πT

λ . Following the standard prescription [109], we solve the Boltzmann equation for the
phase space density of particles, expanded into background and perturbed components as

f(τ, x, q, q̂) ≡ f̄(τ, q) [1 + Ψ(τ, x, q, q̂)] . (2.10)

Like Ref. [109], we parameterize the functional dependence of the distribution function in terms of
spacetime x and τ , comoving momentum q = ap (where p is the magnitude of the proper momentum),
and propagation direction q̂i ≡ qi/q. We also define the comoving energy E = aE in terms of the
particle energy E =

√
p2 + m2. While we consider only relativistic particles with p ≫ m, for which

E = q, we retain the distinction for the time being. The Boltzmann equation is

d
dτ

f(τ, x, q, q̂) = C[f ], (2.11)

where C[f ] denotes the collision term. In terms of Ψ, the perturbation equation reads

d
dτ

Ψ(τ, x, q, q̂) + ∂ln f̄(τ, q)
∂q

(
dq

dτ

)(1)
+ Ψ(τ, x, q, q̂)dln f̄(τ, q)

dτ
= 1

f̄(τ, q)
C[f ](1), (2.12)

where a superscript (1) denotes the perturbation to a given term. In most relevant scenarios we may
drop the term proportional to df̄/dτ , justified by noting that dq/dτ vanishes at the background level
and assuming that the background distribution function is a function of q alone. The latter condition
holds, e.g., for relativistic species in equilibrium and for collisionless relativistic or nonrelativistic
particles (like SM neutrinos after weak decoupling).

Generically, Ψ comprises scalar, vector, and tensor contributions, but only the latter sources
gravitational waves. Expanding the q̂-dependence of the distribution function in Fourier space as

Ψ(τ, k, q, q̂) = Ψ(S)(τ, k, q, q̂) +
∑

λ

q̂iϵ
λ
i (k)Ψ(V )

λ (τ, k, q, q̂) +
∑

λ

q̂iq̂jϵλ
ij(k)Ψ(T )

λ (τ, k, q, q̂) (2.13)

[with ϵλ
i (k) a suitable basis of transverse polarization vectors] defines the scalar-vector-tensor decom-

position of Ψ that uniquely maps into those components that respectively source the scalar, vector,
and tensor parts of Einstein’s equations.2 To linear order in perturbations, the part of the Boltzmann
equation proportional to q̂iq̂jϵλ

ij(k) is

∂Ψ(T )
λ

∂τ
+ ikµ

q

E
Ψ(T )

λ − 1
2

∂ln f̄

∂ln q
h′

λ = 1
f̄(q)

C[f ](T )
λ . (2.14)

Here µ = k̂ · q̂ is the cosine of the angle between the wavenumber k and the propagation direction
q, and C[f ](T )

λ denotes the tensor component of the (yet-to-be-specified) collision term. Because
dq/dτ and dq̂/dτ are themselves first order in perturbations (via the geodesic equation), the terms
proportional to ∂Ψ(T )

λ /∂q and ∂Ψ(T )
λ /∂q̂i vanish at leading order.

2Seeing this requires observing in the geodesic equation that contributions from scalar, vector, and tensor perturbations
to metric are each proportional to matching factors of q̂i, ϵλ

i , and ϵλ
ij . The linear-order Boltzmann equation may then be

split into three independent equations on this basis. The scalar-vector-tensor decomposition of the stress-energy tensor
[defined below in Eq. (2.18)] involves integrals over particle propagation directions weighted by various factors of q̂i

which reveal that Eq. (2.13) also provides the relevant decomposition for the Einstein equations.
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The angular (µ) dependence of the Boltzmann equation is most conveniently decomposed in a
partial wave expansion, i.e., onto the orthogonal basis of Legendre polynomials, Pl(µ). This procedure
recasts the Boltzmann equation into an infinite hierarchy of coupled equations for the moments of
the distribution function. While one may substitute such an expansion for Ψ(T )

λ directly, our focus
on relativistic species enables the q-dependence of the equations to be integrated out of the Liouville
operator [i.e., the left-hand side of Eq. (2.14)]. We therefore define the moment expansion of the
(suitably normalized) perturbations to the distribution function and the collision term as

F (τ, k, q̂) ≡
∫

dq q3f̄(q)Ψ(τ, k, q, q̂)∫
dq q3f̄(q)

≡
∞∑

l=0
(−i)l (2l + 1) Fl(τ, k)Pl(µ) (2.15)

and

C(τ, k, q̂) ≡
∫

dq q3C[f ](1)/f̄(q)∫
dq q3f̄(q)

≡
∞∑

l=0
(−i)l (2l + 1) Cl(τ, k)Pl(µ). (2.16)

Inserting this expansion into Eq. (2.14) yields the Boltzmann hierarchy,

∂F
(T )
λ,l

∂τ
− k

2l + 1

[
lF

(T )
λ,l−1 − (l + 1) F

(T )
λ,l+1

]
+ 2δl0h′

λ = C
(T )
λ,l , (2.17)

after also taking the relativistic limit, E → q. Though formally correct, Eq. (2.17) is only useful if
the collision term has simple functional dependence on Fλ,l; this is the case for our treatment of
interactions (as discussed in Section 2.2).

Knowing the evolution of the phase-space density itself, we now compute the source to (the tensor
part of) Einstein’s equation. The stress-energy tensor of a species with phase-space density f is

T α
β(τ, k) = 1√

−g

∫
dp1dp2dp3

pαpβ

p0 f(τ, k, q, q̂), (2.18)

with pα the conjugate momentum. For a relativistic species, the transverse-traceless component of the
space-space perturbation δT i

j , projected onto ϵλ
ij(k), is [70, 110]

πT
λ (τ, k) = ρ̄(τ)

(
2
15F

(T )
λ,0 (τ, k) + 4

21F
(T )
λ,2 (τ, k) + 2

35F
(T )
λ,4 (τ, k)

)
. (2.19)

The system of equations—Eq. (2.3) for hλ and Eq. (2.17) for F
(T )
λ,l —depend explicitly upon

wavenumber only via the combination kτ ≡ x. In terms of this dimensionless time coordinate, in
Fourier space

∂xF
(T )
λ,l = 1

2l + 1

[
lF

(T )
λ,l−1 − (l + 1) F

(T )
λ,l+1

]
− 2δl0∂xhλ + 1

k
C

(T )
λ,l (2.20a)

and

∂2
xhλ = −2∂xa

a
∂xhλ − hλ + 6Ων(τ)

(
∂xa

a

)2 (
2
15F

(T )
λ,0 + 4

21F
(T )
λ,2 + 2

35F
(T )
λ,4

)
. (2.20b)

The fraction of energy in the relativistic species under consideration is Ων(τ) ≡ ρ̄ν(τ)/ρ̄(τ), suggestively
labeled by ν (though we use this definition for any relativistic species under consideration, not just
Standard Model neutrinos). Note that Ων(τ) does not necessarily denote the fraction of energy in
particles that are specifically collisionless or free streaming at τ—in interacting scenarios, the species
ν (or some fraction thereof) may be fluidlike when its interactions are efficient. In fully noninteracting
scenarios, we refer to the fraction of energy in species that are specifically free-streaming with ffs.
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All that remains is to specify the background evolution of the Universe. In a Universe dominated
by a single component with equation of state w, the solution to the Friedmann equations is

a(τ)
a(τi)

=
(

τ

τi

)α

(2.21a)

H(τ) = α

τ
, (2.21b)

where α = 2/(1 + 3w). In this case, ∂xa/a = α/x. In a radiation Universe with α = 1, Ων(τ) is
constant, barring decay channels into or of the species ν. No species other than the photon and
neutrinos are relativistic after electron-positron annihilation; the neutrinos’ share of the radiation
energy is then

RSM
ν ≡ ρ̄ν

ρ̄γ + ρ̄ν
. (2.22)

For Nν neutrino species,

RSM
ν =

[
1 +

(
11
4

)4/3 8
7Nν

]−1

, (2.23)

taking the value RSM
ν ≈ 0.40523 for Nν = 3. Since the weak interactions decouple just as electron-

positron annihilation begins, RSM
ν represents the free-streaming fraction during the radiation era (i.e.,

at temperatures T ≲ 1 MeV but well before matter-radiation equality). When considering more general
early-Universe scenarios, the free-streaming abundance ffs may be treated as a free parameter.

More generally, we may employ the analytic solution for a matter-radiation Universe,

a(τ)
a(τeq) = y

8

(
y + 4

√
2
)

(2.24)

where y = keqτ and keq ≡ H(τeq) ≈ 10−2 Mpc−1 [13] is the horizon scale evaluated at matter-radiation
equality. This scale corresponds to a present-day frequency feq = 1.55 × 10−17 Hz. Note that
keqτeq = 4 − 2

√
2 ≈ 1.17 and

H(τ)
keq

= ∂ya

a
= 4

√
2 + 2y

4
√

2y + y2
. (2.25)

In this case, Eq. (2.20) depends on the ratio k/keq, both via the change in the expansion rate and
because the neutrino abundance begins to decrease as the Universe enters matter domination. At all
times after electron-positron annihilation,

Ων(τ) = RSM
ν

1 + a(τ)/a(τeq) . (2.26)

This background solution (neglecting dark energy) is sufficiently accurate to study the effect of free-
streaming radiation on all observable scales: the Universe expands by a factor more than 103 by
dark-energy–matter equality, with a correspondingly large reduction in Ων(τ) [via Eq. (2.26)] and
thereby also the effect of free-streaming neutrinos on gravitational waves.

2.2 Modeling interacting radiation
The elusiveness of neutrinos positions them as a prime candidate portal to dark sectors and physics
beyond the Standard Model. Abundant motivations for novel interactions amongst the SM neutrinos
include mechanisms for their masses, extensions to the SM gauge sector, and the possibility of sterile
neutrino dark matter (see Refs. [111, 112] for recent reviews). Extensive literature has considered the
cosmological signatures of neutrino self-interactions [79–84, 113–139], neutrino interactions with dark

– 6 –



matter [140–146], and interacting dark sectors more generally [75, 76, 147–165]. A substantial amount
of interest in these models is due to their potential to alleviate tensions in measurements of the Hubble
constant [166] and the amplitude of matter fluctuations—e.g., Refs. [78, 79, 84, 132, 134, 136, 154,
155, 159, 163, 164, 167–178].

We now discuss the implementation of neutrino interactions (or that of other relativistic species),
i.e., the form of the collision term in the Boltzmann equation. Under the assumption that the phase
space perturbations are independent of momentum, the full (momentum-dependent) collision term for
2 − 2 scattering integrates to [82]

Cλ,l = αl∂τ κνFλ,l. (2.27)

Here κν is the optical depth of the species ν (and ∂τ κν the time-dependent interaction rate), and the
αl are numerical coefficients that arise when computing the moments of the full collision term. This
treatment is also referred to as the relaxation time approximation.

In principle, spatial fluctuations in phase space could be nonuniform over q. Ref. [82] implemented
the exact (momentum-dependent) scalar Boltzmann hierarchy and the momentum-integrated hierarchy
using Eq. (2.27) for the case of 2 − 2 neutrino scattering mediated by a heavy scalar, finding that the
dynamics of the neutrino fluid variables and the resulting CMB angular power spectra agree extremely
well between the two approaches. A possible explanation for this result is that gravitational consequences
of neutrinos (which are the only cosmologically relevant ones after the weak interactions decouple)
are themselves momentum-integrated quantities and therefore are not sensitive to neutrino spectral
distortions [80]. Furthermore, if the distribution function evolves substantially at the background level,
then the coefficients αl would be time-dependent. For instance, neutrinos could decay into a light
scalar mediating self-interactions (that “recouple” below some energy scale); however, the produced
mediator particles would also strongly interact and be fluidlike. Our description would then apply to
the joint neutrino-mediator sector. The αl could still vary with time if the shape of the distribution
function (over which the collision term is integrated) evolves. For simplicity to explore phenomenology,
we neglect such model-dependent effects.

While the validity of Eq. (2.27) has not been quantitatively validated for, e.g., neutrino interactions
via a light mediator, nor explicitly for the tensor hierarchy under study here, we assume it provides a
sufficient approximation to capture the transition from fluidlike to free-streaming behavior. Ref. [82]
computed the coefficients αl for the scalar Boltzmann hierarchy directly from the exact collision
integral. Energy and momentum conservation require that α0 and α1 vanish, while the values for larger
multipoles rise from α2 = 0.40 to αl = 0.48 for l ≥ 6. Noting that there is no conservation equation
for tensors (i.e., the linear-order part of the energy-momentum conservation equation, ∇µT µν = 0, has
no tensor component), we take αl = 1 for all l; their exact values would only amount to an order unity
change in the relationship between the neutrino interaction rate and the time of de-/recoupling.

For generality’s sake, we parameterize the interaction rate with temperature dependence of the
form

∂τ κν(τ) = − a(τ)
a(τ⋆)λTν(τ)n (2.28)

in terms of an effective coupling constant λ (with mass dimension 1 − n), with a(τ⋆) the scale factor at
the time of the decoupling/recoupling transition. Interactions are efficient when their rate is larger than
the expansion rate, so |∂τ κν(τ⋆)| = H(τ⋆) marks the time of the transition. Since both the comoving
Hubble rate and the temperature decay as 1/a(τ) in the radiation era, decoupling occurs for scenarios
with n > 2 and recoupling when n < 2. Self-interactions mediated by heavy and light degrees of
freedom, for example, respectively have n = 5 and n = 1. See Ref. [86] for a similar phenomenological
approach applied to the effect of neutrinos interactions on the CMB and large-scale structure.3

3Beyond interaction rates with power-law dependence on the temperature, Ref. [86] also considers transiently efficient
interactions motivated by models featuring neutrino decay and inverse decay. In these scenarios the interaction rate,
rather than changing monotonically, increases to some maximum and subsequently decreases with time. For simplicity,
we restrict our results to those of the form Eq. (2.28).
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The de-/recoupling transition modulates the magnitude of the damping effect on scales near the
horizon at that time, k⋆ ≡ H(τ⋆). In terms of this scale, we may write

∂τ κν(τ) = − λTν(τ⋆)n

[a(τ)/a(τ⋆)]n−1 = −k⋆

(
a(τ)
a(τ⋆)

)1−n

, (2.29)

assuming that the neutrino temperature decays as 1/a(τ) at all times. We can replace the dependence
on a(τ⋆) with k/k⋆ as follows. First write the Friedmann equation in terms of the neutrino temperature
and fraction Ων(τ) [given by Eq. (2.26)] as

H(τ) =
√

a(τ)2

3M2
pl

ρ̄ν(τ)
Ων(τ) =

√
7π2

120Ων(τ)M2
pl

Tν(τ⋆)2

a(τ)/a(τ⋆) , (2.30)

with six effective neutrino degrees of freedom. Taking the ratio of the above evaluated at τ and τ⋆

leads to

a(τ)
a(τ⋆) =

√
Ων(τ⋆)
Ων(τ)

k⋆

H(τ) . (2.31)

Evaluating Eq. (2.31) at τ = τk ≡ 1/k and combining the result with Eq. (2.29) yields

∂τ κν(τ) = −k

(
a(τ)
a(τk)

)1−n (
k

k⋆

)n−2 (
Ων(τk)
Ων(τ⋆)

) n−1
2

. (2.32)

When horizon crossing (τk) and de-/recoupling (τ⋆) are both sufficiently early compared to equality
(τeq) but still after weak decoupling and e+-e− annihilation, the ratio of the neutrino abundances is
unity. In a radiation Universe,

∂τ κν(τ) = −k (kτ)1−n

(
k

k⋆

)n−2
. (2.33)

Choosing instead to use Eq. (2.31) with τ = τeq yields

∂τ κν(τ) = −keq

(
a(τ)

a(τeq)

)1−n (
keq

k⋆

)n−2 (
Ων(τeq)
Ων(τ⋆)

) n−1
2

. (2.34)

Note that Ων(τ)/Ων(τeq) ≈ 2 at times τ deep in the radiation era. Lastly, using

κ(τ1, τ2) ≡
∫ τ2

τ1

dτ̃ ∂τ̃ κν(τ̃) (2.35)

as shorthand notation, we define the opacity function

Oν(τ1, τ2) = 1 − eκ(τ1,τ2), (2.36)

which characterizes the probability that a single particle free streams between times τ1 and τ2.

2.3 Integral solutions
Before obtaining numerical results, we turn to formal, integral solutions for approximate, analytic
solutions and intuition. Such integral equations were derived in Ref. [179] for scalar, vector, and
tensor perturbations sourced by collisionless particles. Ref. [179] also outlined the procedure to obtain
analytic solutions in series of spherical Bessel functions (eventually further developed by Refs. [180–
182]), anticipating that free-streaming matter would damp metric perturbations. Ref. [183] (and also
Ref. [184]) employed an alternative power series solution and appears to have been the first to present
results for tensor perturbations, finding a damping in amplitude of order 0.6 for free-streaming–only
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solutions compared to fluid-only ones, consistent with results here and elsewhere. Refs. [70, 110]
derived and applied this formalism to the neutrino content of the Universe (after decoupling of the
weak interactions) in the standard Big Bang model.

Refs. [70, 179, 183, 184] (and subsequent work) recast the coupled system of equations Eq. (2.20)
into a single integro-differential equation, exchanging the anisotropic stress’s dependence on the
distribution function for an integral over the history of the gravitational wave itself. To obtain this
result, return to the momentum-integrated Boltzmann equation (before decomposing into partial
waves), Eq. (2.14), which with Eq. (2.16) defining the collision term takes the form

0 = ∂xF
(T )
λ (x, µ) + iµF

(T )
λ (x, µ) − ∂xκν(x)F (T )

λ (x, µ) + 2∂xhλ(x). (2.37)

Observe that Eq. (2.37) has the formal solution (from some initial condition at xi)

F
(T )
λ (x, µ) = e−iµ(x−xi)+κν (xi,x)F

(T )
λ (xi, µ) − 2

∫ x

xi

du eκν (u,x)e−iµ(x−u)∂uhλ(u). (2.38)

Replacing the exponential inside the integral with the partial wave expansion of a plane wave and
recomputing the anisotropic stress [Eq. (2.19)], the gravitational wave equation of motion becomes

∂2
xhλ + 2∂xa

a
∂xhλ + hλ = −24Ων(τ)

(
∂xa

a

)2 ∫ x

xi

du [1 − Oν(u, x)] K(x − u)∂uhλ, (2.39)

where we take the initial condition F
(T )
λ (xi, µ) = 0 and define

K(y) ≡ 1
15j0(y) + 2

21j2(y) + 1
35j4(y) = j2(y)

y2 (2.40)

in terms of the spherical Bessel functions of the first kind jγ(x). Equation (2.39) reproduces the
form obtained in Ref [70] for the collisionless case, Oν(u, x) = 0. Integro-differential equations like
Eq. (2.39) may be solved numerically via an iterative algorithm or by discretizing in time and solving
the resulting linear system. Alternatively, Eq. (2.39) may be solved analytically in a series of spherical
Bessel functions, as applied to the case of inflationary gravitational waves (and collisionless neutrinos)
in Refs. [180–182].

Though the source term in the integro-differential form Eq. (2.39) depends upon hλ itself, it
proves useful nonetheless to study the formal solution in terms of Green functions. First, define the
rescaled tensor perturbation vλ ≡ ahλ, which does not decay with the expansion of the Universe. The
gravitational wave equation of motion Eq. (2.3) in Fourier space takes the form

v′′
λ(τ, k) +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
vλ(τ, k) = a

2a2

M2
pl

πT
λ (τ, k). (2.41)

For simplicity, we here fix a single-component Universe [Eq. (2.21)] at the background level and again
work in terms of the coordinate x ≡ kτ . The particular solution to Eq. (2.41) is a convolution of the
source and the Green function G(x; x̃) that satisfies

∂2
xG(x, x̃) +

(
1 − α(α − 1)

x2

)
G(x, x̃) = δ(x − x̃). (2.42)

The causal solution is

G(x; x̃) = Θ(x − x̃)xx̃ [jα−1(x̃)yα−1(x) − jα−1(x)yα−1(x̃)] , (2.43)

where Θ is the Heaviside function and jγ and yγ are the order-γ spherical Bessel functions of the
first and second kind, respectively. Denoting the homogeneous solution as h

(0)
λ (x) and substituting

a(τ) = (kτ)α, the full (homogeneous plus particular) solution reads

hλ(x) = h
(0)
λ (x) + 1

xα

∫ x

xi

dx̃ G(x; x̃)x̃α 2x̃2α

k2M2
pl

πT
λ (x̃). (2.44)
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We are mainly interested in the radiation era, in which α = 1 and the Green function is

G(x; x̃) = sin x cos x̃ − sin x̃ cos x = sin(x − x̃). (2.45)

Finally, plugging in the integral solution for πT
λ as in Eq. (2.39) and taking Ων constant yields

hλ(x) = h
(0)
λ (x) − 24Ων

x

∫ x

xi

dx̃
sin (x − x̃)

x̃

∫ x̃

xi

du [1 − Oν(u, x̃)] K(x̃ − u)∂uhλ(u). (2.46)

Since K(y) ≈ − sin(y)/y3 for y ≫ 1, at late times the integral over u receives most of its support where
u ∼ x̃. The contributions to the inhomogeneous term from late times (relative to horizon crossing) are
therefore suppressed, localizing the importance of anisotropic stress near horizon crossing. As such,
stochastic backgrounds of gravitational waves encode the interaction history of relativistic species.
Though Eq. (2.46) does not permit a solution by direct integration, we might hope to gain insight by
approximating ∂uhλ(u) with the homogeneous solution (i.e., to zeroth order in an expansion in Ων).
We explore the utility of this approach in application to inflationary gravitational waves in Section 3.1.

We close by connecting the above formalism to the observable gravitational wave spectrum. We
first phrase the formal solution in terms of a modulation of the amplitude and phase of the solution as
induced by free-streaming particles. Decompose the solution Eq. (2.46) onto sine and cosine modes
[i.e., using the first form of Eq. (2.45)] as

hλ(x) ≡ hλ,s(x) sin(x)
x

+ hλ,c(x)cos(x)
x

(2.47)

≡ [hλ,s + Is(x)] sin(x)
x

+ [hλ,c + Ic(x)] cos(x)
x

, (2.48)

where hλ,s and hλ,c parameterize the homogeneous solution while the inhomogeneous contributions are(
Is(x)
Ic(x)

)
≡ 24Ων

∫ x

xi

dx̃
1
x̃

(
− cos x̃
sin x̃

) ∫ x̃

xi

du [1 − Oν(u, x̃)] K(x̃ − u)∂uhλ(u). (2.49)

Comparing Eq. (2.47) to

hλ(x) ≡ A(x) sin [x + φ(x)]
x

(2.50)

reveals that the (time-dependent) amplitude and phase of the solution are respectively modulated by
free-streaming particles as

A(x) =
√

hλ,s(x)2 + hλ,c(x)2 (2.51)

φ(x) = arctan
(

hλ,c(x)
hλ,s(x)

)
. (2.52)

Parametrizing in terms of an amplitude and phase is valid at all times only in a radiation-dominated
Universe. In any single-component Universe, however, Eq. (2.50) is still valid asymptotically, since
the late-time limits of spherical Bessel functions of any order are proportional to sine and cosine. We
therefore define A∞ ≡ A(∞) and φ∞ ≡ φ(∞). [Note as well that, in terms of the primordial initial
condition hλ,0 = limkτ→0 hλ(kτ), A∞[ffs = 0] = hλ,0 only in a radiation dominated Universe; for
general α the value is 2αΓ(α + 1/2)hλ,0/

√
π.]

We present main results in terms of the relative change to the spectral energy density in
gravitational waves [Eq. (2.7)],

ΩGW

ΩGW[ffs = 0] =
(

A∞

A∞[ffs = 0]

)2
, (2.53)

compared to a Universe with a free-streaming fraction ffs = 0 (and therefore no anisotropic stress).
The phase shift is likely unobservable for direct detection of the strain of stochastic backgrounds, which
average signals over an integration time much longer than the gravitational-wave period. However,
phase shifts would impact the spectrum of CMB polarization, since the visibility function for photons
is sharply peaked at recombination (making the CMB an effective snapshot of that moment in time).
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3 Damping of inflationary gravitational waves

We now apply the formalism established in Section 2 to develop a semianalytic understanding of
the effect of relativistic particles on the primordial gravitational wave background generated during
inflation. Using the formal results of Section 2.3, in Section 3.1 we study the amplitude modulation
and phase shift of gravitational waves due to free-streaming particles. Building on intuition from these
semianalytic results in noninteracting scenarios, Section 3.2 presents numerical results for a variety of
scenarios in which interactions decouple or recouple, focusing on the effect of SM neutrinos.

3.1 Results in noninteracting scenarios

Gravitational waves generated during inflation exit the horizon in the asymptotic past and remain
frozen until their wavelength reenters the horizon. This case corresponds to an initial condition far
outside the horizon (x = kτ = k/H ≪ 1) of

lim
x→0

hλ(x) = hλ,0 (3.1a)

lim
x→0

∂xhλ,0(x) = 0 (3.1b)

lim
x→0

F
(T )
λ,l (x) = 0 (3.1c)

in terms of the primordial amplitude hλ,0. The homogeneous solution (i.e., in the absence of anisotropic
stress) to Eq. (2.3) is h

(0)
λ (x) = hλ,0j0(x) = hλ,0 sin x/x. In the language of Eq. (2.47), hλ,s = hλ,0

and hλ,c = 0.
As argued in Section 2.3, the impact of free-streaming particles decays with time. In practice,

this means that A(x) and φ(x) converge4 to their late-time values A∞ and φ∞ relatively quickly; in
Appendix B we show that, at late times x ≫ 1,(

A(x)
hλ,0

)2
≈

(
1 − 5

9ffs

)2
+ f2

fs − 2ffs (1 − 5ffs/9) sin2 x

x2 (3.2a)

φ(x) ≈ − 1
x

ffs

1 − 5ffs/9 (3.2b)

when inserting the homogeneous solution h
(0)
λ into the integrals in Eq. (2.49) (and replacing Ων with

ffs). We display the full result for all times x in Fig. 1, which shows for comparison the result from a full
numerical solution to the Boltzmann hierarchy (as described in Appendix A).5 While the semianalytic
results for Is and Ic are simply proportional to ffs, the amplitude and phase depend nonlinearly on
ffs, for which reason Fig. 1 fixes ffs = RSM

ν for SM neutrinos after weak decoupling. As one might
anticipate by the form of Eq. (2.51), the overall amplitude of gravitational waves is in fact enhanced
just after horizon crossing due to the sourcing of the cosine mode (which is not present in the absence
of anisotropic stress). The sine mode is initially enhanced as well, but Is(x) begins decreasing rapidly
from its maximum just before |Ic| (and also the phase shift) is maximized. The amplitude rapidly
drops during the first oscillation and then begins to oscillate as sin2 x/x2 about its asymptotic value,
as per Eq. (3.2a). At the same time, the phase decays linearly as in Eq. (3.2b). See Ref. [187] for an
alternative derivation of these results using real-space Green function methods.

Finally, we comment on the damping factor’s dependence on ffs. The aforementioned analytic,
series solution to Eq. (2.39) [180–182] was employed in Ref. [65] to compute an analytic approximation
to the damping factor for inflationary gravitational waves that is accurate to 0.1% for all ffs between 0
and 1. Our numerical solutions to Eq. (2.20) [with the initial condition Eq. (3.1)] verify the accuracy

4Within the present framework, there is no means by which, well after horizon crossing, the tensor anisotropic stress
πT

λ can grow with time (or remain constant), so the integrals are convergent. The tensor anisotropic stress would grow,
if, for example, another species decays into relativistic particles or directly sources gravitational waves.

5Figure 1 also displays results at higher orders in the expansion in ffs, i.e., those obtained by successively inserting
solutions into Eq. (2.46) and computing integrals by numerical quadrature. The iterative procedure quickly converges to
the fully numerical result. A similar approach was recently applied to scalar perturbations in Refs. [185, 186].
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Figure 1. Time dependent amplitude and phase, Eqs. (2.51) and (2.52), in the presence of free-streaming
radiation. The solid curves depict the semianalytic results at varying orders in ffs, while the black dashed
curve shows the quantities evaluated with a full solution to the Boltzmann hierarchy. All results fix the
free-streaming fraction to that of SM neutrinos, ffs = RSM

ν = 0.40523.

of the analytic approximation of Ref. [65] over the full range of ffs between 0 and 1. However, by
numerological coincidence, the (far simpler) fitting function

A∞

A∞[ffs = 0] =
(

1 + ffs

9 + f2
fs

23

)
e−2ffs/3 (3.3)

reproduces numerical results to one part in 104 for all ffs. This fitting formula, to leading order in ffs,
agrees with the semianalytic result of (the square root of) Eq. (3.2a), 1 − 5ffs/9.

3.2 Results in interacting scenarios

Having reviewed the known effects of free-streaming particles on gravitational waves, we turn to more
general scenarios in which relativistic species transition between weakly and strongly interacting states.
We first establish expectations based upon the semianalytic results of Section 3.1, inferring from
Eq. (3.2) and Fig. 1 how the instantaneous decoupling or recoupling of interactions would modulate
the gravitational wave power spectrum.

Consider first dark radiation that decouples from interactions. For wavenumbers k much smaller
than the horizon size at the transition k⋆, decoupling occurs at x⋆ = kτ⋆ ≪ 1, well before horizon
crossing; these modes therefore experience the full damping effect. In the opposite case, free streaming
is postponed until well after horizon crossing—beyond when the bulk of the damping effect would take
place. A residual phase shift and amplitude suppression occur respectively at linear and quadratic
order in k⋆/k, evident by inspecting the integrands of Eq. (2.49). For modes entering the horizon near
the time of decoupling, the results are more complex. For example, some modes do not experience
the initial enhancement of the cosine mode (and the overall amplitude), and could therefore be more
suppressed than modes that enter the horizon well after decoupling. The decaying oscillations in time
in Eq. (3.2a) would imprint a relic amplitude oscillation (in k) for modes that begin oscillating slightly
sooner before decoupling. Indeed, this exact oscillatory effect for neutrino decoupling from the weak
interactions was observed in Refs. [68, 108, 188] and (correctly) attributed to use of the instantaneous
decoupling approximation. In reality, decoupling (for interaction rates proportional to, e.g., T 5) takes
a nonvanishing amount of time, smearing out such features; however, they may be evident in scenarios
where decoupling occurs due to a rapid drop in number density, such as dark hydrogen recombination.

A similar analysis of Fig. 1 for recoupling scenarios suggests that modes that reenter the horizon
near the time of recoupling would be slightly enhanced, since interactions would rapidly suppress
anisotropic stress before the bulk of the amplitude suppression occurs. These modes would also retain
a nonzero phase shift. The effect for modes with wavenumbers larger than k⋆ would be truncated:
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Figure 2. Damping factor (in a radiation Universe) for inflationary gravitational waves in decoupling (left)
and recoupling (right) scenarios with interaction rates of varying temperature dependence T n [Eq. (2.28)] as
denoted by the legends (colored curves). The spectrum is normalized relative to that for a Universe with no
free-streaming particles, and k⋆ denotes the horizon size at the time of de-/recoupling. The dashed grey curve
depicts the result in the noninteracting case (i.e., zero opacity at all times), and the thin black curve that for
instantaneous de-/recoupling. All results fix the abundance of the radiation sector to that of SM neutrinos,
Ων = RSM

ν = 0.40523.

the amplitude is damped by an increasing amount with increasing k, saturating at the value for the
noninteracting case, and the late-time phase shift approaches zero linearly with k⋆/k.

Expectations in hand, we now present numerical solutions to Eq. (2.20). Rather than employing
an iterative method to solve the integro-differential form of the system, we find it simple and efficient
enough to solve the original system of equations [i.e., Eq. (2.20) for the gravitational waves and the
Boltzmann hierarchy] directly using standard methods for ordinary differential equations. We outline
our numerical implementation in Appendix A.

We first consider a radiation Universe (a suitable approximation for de-/recoupling occurring
sufficiently early before matter-radiation equality, i.e., k⋆ ≫ keq). Figure 2 displays the amplitude
modulation relative to that for a Universe with no free-streaming radiation (ffs = 0) for interaction
rates with varying temperature dependence T n. For comparison, Fig. 2 includes curves representing the
instantaneous de-/recoupling cases (approximated with n = ±25 solutions for numerical convenience),
which exhibit the oscillatory feature anticipated from Fig. 1 (and observed in, e.g., Refs. [68, 108, 188]).
(Note that the n = 5 curve corresponds to the result for standard neutrino decoupling, i.e., when
the weak interactions become inefficient.) Results in all cases exhibit the nearly sigmoidal behavior
expected from the preceding discussion, centered on some scale near k⋆. Additionally, in scenarios
where de-/recoupling occurs rapidly enough (|n − 2| > 1), we also observe the anticipated overshoot:
modes which enter the horizon just after decoupling (or before recoupling) are damped more than in
the noninteracting case. Furthermore, in the recoupling scenario modes with wavenumber close to k⋆

are indeed enhanced via the sourcing of the cosine mode.
To study scenarios relevant to the CMB, we adopt a matter-radiation Universe and consider

n = 5 and 1 as benchmark decoupling and recoupling cases. Figure 3 displays results for scenarios of
varying coupling strengths (phrased as usual in terms of the horizon size at de-/recoupling in units of
Mpc−1.) For the decoupling case, the interplay between the transition to free streaming and the onset
of matter domination [which reduces the neutrino abundance per Eq. (2.26)] introduces a dip-like
feature in the gravitational wave power spectrum. In recoupling scenarios, the reintroduction of
interactions introduces a similar feature as the transition to matter domination, but at smaller scales.
When recoupling occurs near matter-radiation equality, the two effects conspire to mildly enhance the
gravitational wave spectrum on scales slightly larger than the horizon at equality.

Finally, the above results extend straightforwardly if only some fraction Finteracting of the rel-
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Figure 3. Impact of varying the epoch of de-/recoupling on the amplitude of inflationary gravitational
waves. The damping factor for interactions mediated by heavy (n = 5, left) and light (n = 1, right) degrees
of freedom are plotted for various coupling strengths parameterized in terms of the horizon scale k⋆ at the
time of de-/recoupling, denoted by the legend. The dashed grey line depicts the result for neutrinos with no
beyond-the-SM interactions. Vertical lines mark the horizon scale at matter-radiation equality; the abundance
of neutrinos, and therefore the damping of gravitational waves, decays as matter comes to dominate the
Universe’s energy budget. All results fix the abundance of the radiation sector to that of SM neutrinos,
Ων = RSM

ν = 0.40523.

ativistic species self-interacts. In light of CMB constraints on the amount of energy in radiation
(i.e., neutrinos) that can be fluidlike [75, 78, 157] as well as laboratory constraints on neutrino self-
interactions (see, e.g., Ref. [168]), such scenarios are more probable (if neutrino interactions remain
important during the formation of the CMB6). Figure 4 displays results for benchmark decoupling and
recoupling scenarios, demonstrating that the damping before decoupling (or after recoupling) corre-
sponds to the expectation for a Universe with a fraction (1 − Finteracting)Ων of energy in free-streaming,
relativistic particles. Analogous results would apply to dark radiation sectors, but the effect would be
proportionally smaller (given cosmological constraints on new light relics).

4 Damping of causal gravitational waves

In contrast to inflation, which sources gravitational waves that remain frozen until they eventually
reenter the horizon, most other cosmological sources of stochastic backgrounds (such as phase transitions
or resonant particle production) occur sufficiently far inside the horizon that the effect of free-streaming
particles is unimportant. On the other hand, in these scenarios the gravitational wave source is
typically quadratic in some degree of freedom carrying anisotropic stress (e.g., the velocity of a fluid,
the gradient of a scalar field, or electric and magnetic fields), coupling long-wavelength gravitational
waves to the subhorizon, “causal” dynamics of the source. Ref. [88] provided a model-independent
description of the infrared, “causality-limited” gravitational wave spectrum from causal processes in
general cosmologies; we now briefly review this formalism, concentrating on modes that were outside
the horizon during the phase transition.7 We focus on the effect of free-streaming radiation studied in
Ref. [88] and then extend results to interacting scenarios as studied in the previous section.

6However, Planck and ACT polarization data appear to drive differing preferences for strongly interacting neutrinos;
see Ref. [85] for a recent investigation. Planck constraints on strongly interacting neutrinos are also weaker when only
one or two eigenstates interact [79, 84].

7Though the treatment is agnostic to the nature of the subhorizon physics at play, we follow Ref. [88] in simply
referring to it as a phase transition.
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Figure 4. Damping factor for inflationary gravitational waves as a function of scale when a differing number
of the neutrino eigenstates participate in interactions mediated by heavy (n = 5, left) and light (n = 1, right)
degrees of freedom. All results take the horizon scale at the time of de-/recoupling to be k⋆ = 102 Mpc−1

and fix Ων to the Standard Model value, RSM
ν = 0.40523, of which only a fraction Finteracting (labeled by

the legend) comprises interacting species. A curve assuming that effectively half of the neutrinos interact is
included for illustrative purposes. Horizontal lines indicate the squared damping factors [evaluated with the
fitting function Eq. (3.3)] for each case when taking ffs = FinteractingΩν . The vertical lines indicate the horizon
scale at matter-radiation equality.

4.1 Results in noninteracting scenarios

On scales sufficiently larger than those that are dynamical during the phase transition, the anisotropic
stress tensor (in Fourier space) is independent of wavenumber k [88, 189]. Furthermore, for gravitational
waves with such long characteristic timescales, the phase transition essentially occurs instantaneously.
Such superhorizon tensor modes are well described by an initial condition wherein the gravitational
wave is spontaneously “kicked” at the time τi of the phase transition:

hλ(τi, k) = 0 (4.1a)
∂τ hλ(τi, k) = Ji (4.1b)

F
(T )
λ,l (τi, k) = 0. (4.1c)

In general, the wavenumber-independent magnitude of the source Ji depends on the details of the
subhorizon source. While these initial conditions (and the equations themselves, in a radiation Universe)
are independent of wavenumber, the resulting solutions are not: each mode spends a different amount
of time outside the horizon after being sourced. As a result, the low-frequency tail of the gravitational
wave spectrum can carry information about the equation of state and free-streaming content of the
Universe (and the time dependence thereof) during this period. Ref. [88] showed that, in terms of the
equation of state of the Universe w and in the absence of free-streaming particles, the spectrum (for
wavenumbers that were superhorizon during the phase transition) scales as

ΩGW(τ, k) ∝ k(1+15w)/(1+3w), (4.2)

reproducing the well-known k3 behavior in a radiation Universe.
The superhorizon modes in this case are (strongly) overdamped, sourced harmonic oscillators.

Soon after being sourced, the gravitational wave approaches a constant-amplitude solution with
hλ ≈ Ji/H(τi) if its wavenumber is sufficiently smaller than the horizon (kτi ≲ 10−3/2)—otherwise, it
begins oscillating before saturating this maximal, frozen amplitude. After this point they resemble
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Figure 5. Dynamics of causal gravitational waves (in a radiation Universe) with wavelengths 106 (left panel)
and 10 (right panel) times larger than the horizon at the time of the phase transition, τi. Each curve fixes a
different abundance of free-streaming radiation ffs as labeled in the legend. Note that the bottom axes are
in units of 1/k, i.e., the time of horizon crossing, while the top ones are in units of τi, the time of the phase
transition. Results are normalized by Ji/H(τi) = Jiτi, the maximal amplitude that sufficiently superhorizon
modes freeze out to.

inflationary gravitational waves, suggesting that the damping effect of free-streaming radiation at
horizon crossing is still relevant. However, their initial velocity also sources anisotropic stress in
free-streaming particles [evident in the formal solution for F

(T )
λ , Eq. (2.38)]. As shown by Ref. [88], the

damping effect of free-streaming particles is more important just after hλ is “kicked” than after horizon
crossing, leading to a qualitatively different signature. To understand the resulting dynamics outside
the horizon, take the kτ ≪ 1 limit of the integral equation, Eq. (2.39). As K(y) = 1/15 + O(y2), the
gravitational wave then evolves according to8

∂2
xhλ + 2∂xa

a
∂xhλ + hλ = −8

5ffs

(
∂xa

a

)2
[hλ(x) − hλ(xi)] . (4.3)

In radiation domination [Eq. (2.21)] with ffs constant, the solution to Eq. (4.3) from the causal initial
condition Eq. (4.1) is given in terms of spherical Bessel functions as

hλ(x) = Jix
2
i

k
[jγ(xi)yγ(x) − jγ(x)yγ(xi)] , (4.4)

where

γ =
−1 +

√
1 − 32ffs/5
2 . (4.5)

Equation (4.4) provides a decent approximation to full numerical solutions, the latter of which we
display in Fig. 5. By τ ∼ 5τi, free-streaming radiation reduces the gravitational wave amplitude first
attained after the kick—by as much as a factor of two for ffs = 1. After this point, the dynamics are
qualitatively dependent on the abundance of free-streaming radiation. When the Universe comprises
entirely fluidlike radiation (ffs = 0), modes with sufficiently small wavenumber k freeze as discussed
above, after which point they behave like inflationary gravitational waves. On the other hand, if

8This limit is applicable to inflationary gravitational waves as discussed in Section 3.2 but is irrelevant: frozen-out
gravitational waves have negligible velocity, so the right-hand side of Eq. (4.3) is likewise small when well outside the
horizon.
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kτi ≳ 10−1, as in the right-hand panel of Fig. 5, modes reenter the horizon before fully freezing, i.e.,
have nonzero amplitude and velocity when they begin to oscillate.

In stark contrast, in the presence of free-streaming radiation gravitational waves evolve while
outside the horizon. To understand the dynamics in Fig. 5, observe that in the superhorizon limit of
the equation of motion [Eq. (4.3)] free-streaming particles appear to induce a mass for gravitational
waves proportional to the Hubble scale. Indeed, after jumping up to its maximal amplitude, the tensor
perturbation slowly rolls in this effective potential. The superhorizon damping is therefore stronger
on larger scales, as the tensor perturbation rolls more toward zero the longer it remains outside the
horizon (evident in comparing the two panels of Fig. 5). For small free-streaming fractions ffs ≲ 10−1

(and so small effective masses), the effect is monotonic, but for larger values the gravitational wave
can in fact cross zero while still outside the horizon. For ffs ≳ 1/2, it completes one highly damped
oscillation while outside the horizon before decaying toward increasingly small values. These results
are summarized by the empirical results [88, 89]

ΩGW

ΩGW[ffs = 0] ≈

{
(kτi)16ffs/5

ffs ≲ 5/32
kτi

(
C1 + C2 sin

[√
32ffs/5 − 1 ln(kτi) + C3

])
ffs ≳ 5/32

(4.6)

where the Ca are mildly ffs-dependent factors.

4.2 Results in interacting scenarios

We now turn to the effect of decoupling or recoupling self-interactions. Since the superhorizon
dynamics are well described by a simple ordinary differential equation [Eq. (4.3)], analytic results for
instantaneous transitions could feasibly be obtained by matching solutions between the interacting
and noninteracting regimes. We instead simply discuss numerical results for self-interactions mediated
by heavy (n = 5) and light (n = 1) mediators as considered previously.

The suppression of causal gravitational waves depends on the precise timing of de-/recoupling
relative to the time of the phase transition, when the mode would reach its superhorizon, frozen
amplitude, and when it reenters the horizon. The results are therefore complex and at times can
be moderately sensitive to the precise timing of de-/recoupling relative to one of the other relevant
timescales. We now summarize the relevant regimes and present results for a set of representative
scenarios, focusing on the effect of the timing of de-/recoupling relative to the time of the phase
transition, τ⋆/τi. Figure 6 displays the squared damping factor for all scenarios considered, each of
which we discuss in turn. Note that the quantity plotted in Fig. 6 multiplies the spectrum in Eq. (4.2),
i.e., acts as a scale-dependent suppression on top of the standard k3 dependence of ΩGW for modes
that were superhorizon during the phase transition (assuming a radiation-dominated Universe).

We first consider the decoupling of interactions, depicted in the left panels of Fig. 6. We consider
two concrete scenarios: one where the relativistic species contains Ων = 1/20th of the energy density
in the Universe and another with Ων = 0.40523, as would be relevant for, e.g., dark phase transitions
occurring around the time neutrinos decouple from the weak interactions. These would respectively
belong to the small- and large-ffs regimes of Eq. (4.6). Naturally, if decoupling occurs before the phase
transition (τ⋆ < τi), the results match the noninteracting scenario, as evident in Fig. 6 where the
darkest purple curves (with smallest τ⋆/τi) resemble the dotted grey (depicting the fully noninteracting
case). The noninteracting result is not precisely reproduced for τ⋆ slightly smaller than τi merely
because decoupling is not instantaneous (for the T 5 interaction rate employed). For τ⋆/τi ≲ 10−1 or
so, the imprint of the decoupling transition would be nearly negligible (similar to the inflationary case
where, per Fig. 2, all modes with k/k⋆ ≲ 10−1 are damped to the same degree).

The next-simplest regime is that which behaves in exact analogy to inflationary gravitational
waves: if τ⋆ ≳ 103/2τi, then all superhorizon modes reach the constant-amplitude solution before
decoupling. The onset of free streaming at τ⋆ has no immediate effect because the gravitational wave’s
velocity is too small to source anisotropic stress, but indeed damps any modes that subsequently enter
the horizon (apparent in the green through yellow curves in Fig. 6).

When decoupling occurs sooner after the phase transition (τi < τ⋆ ≲ 103/2τi), the results are
more complex. Efficient interactions suppress the neutrinos’ response to the “kick” (i.e., the nonzero
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Figure 6. Damping factor for causal gravitational waves in scenarios with interacting radiation. The left
and right panels respectively depict decoupling (n = 5) and recoupling (n = 1) scenarios. The top panels
set the abundance of the relativistic species to Ων = 1/20, while the bottom take Ων = RSM

ν , i.e., that of
neutrinos after electron-positron annihilation [Eq. (2.23)]. Each panel plots results for a set of de-/recoupling
times relative to the phase transition (τ⋆/τi) with colors labeled by each legend as well as that for the fully
noninteracting case (dotted grey). Some curves in the bottom panels are dashed to aid in distinguishing their
unique behavior. The damping factor is normalized to the result for a scenario without free-streaming particles
and plotted as a function of wavenumber k in units of the horizon size at the phase transition, 1/τi.

gravitational-wave velocity), and, once they decouple, anisotropic stress can be sourced and damp
gravitational waves. Because the gravitational wave is strongly damped after being kicked, its velocity
is reduced at the time of decoupling and thus sources less anisotropic stress. For Ων = 1/20, Fig. 6
makes apparent that the net effect is a reduced tilt in the damping effect, mimicking the effect of a
parametrically smaller value of ffs with no other scale-dependent features. The results are substantially
more complex for larger Ων (as in the bottom-left panel of Fig. 6) because of the oscillatory superhorizon
dynamics. Intriguingly, if decoupling occurs near the time of the phase transition (τ⋆ ≈ τi), a prominent
dip appears in the spectrum in the range 10−3 ≲ kτi ≲ 10−2. The solutions are difficult to describe in
this case, as modes in this range reenter the horizon with varying amplitude and velocity.

We now turn to the recoupling scenarios depicted in the right panels of Fig. 6, considering the
same values of Ων . For recoupling occurring just before the phase transition (τ⋆ ≲ τi), a small and
nearly scale-independent amplitude suppression occurs because interactions do not become efficient
instantaneously. For later recoupling, the effective mass vanishes simultaneously for all modes that are
still superhorizon. As a result, the damping factor is scale independent for wavenumbers outside the
horizon at recoupling, leading to a broken power law in the regime of small free-streaming fraction as
evident in the top-right panel of Fig. 6.

In the large-Ων regime, the amplitude suppression still interpolates between that of the noninter-
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acting scenario (for k ≫ k⋆) and a constant suppression (for k ≪ k⋆), but the intermediate regime
can be more complex. In particular, for τ⋆ ≳ 10τi recoupling occurs while superhorizon modes are
oscillating due to the induced effective mass, at which point they freeze out. The precise timing of
these oscillations and recoupling again leads to a nontrivial spectral shape: modes with k ∼ k⋆ may
end up more damped than if interactions had persisted (thereby allowing them to continue to evolve
outside the horizon). For example, when τ⋆ = 109/4τi the damping factor exhibits a modest dip near
the horizon scale at recoupling. For τ⋆ = 1010/4τi, recoupling occurs when all modes still outside the
horizon are at a point in their superhorizon oscillation of especially low amplitude. After recoupling
these modes freeze at that amplitude, incurring a net damping one to two orders of magnitude greater
than that if recoupling had occurred slightly earlier or later. In sum, the interplay of recoupling and
the unique superhorizon evolution of causal gravitational waves coupled to free-streaming radiation
permits conspicuous features in the (otherwise near–power-law) spectrum at low frequencies, without
requiring any particular tuning of the times of recoupling and the phase transition.

5 Discussion

In this paper we investigated the gravitational-wave signatures of the interaction history of relativistic
particles. If a nonnegligible fraction of the Universe’s energy budget resides in radiation with self-
interactions (whether the Standard Model neutrinos or species from dark sectors), the transition between
strongly and weakly interacting regimes imprints characteristic features in primordial gravitational wave
backgrounds. For gravitational waves seeded during inflation, the effect takes the form of a sigmoidal
modulation in amplitude, since the anisotropic stress generated by collisionless or free-streaming
particles damps gravitational waves as modes reenter the horizon. On the other hand, if subhorizon
dynamics (such as a first-order phase transition) source a substantial gravitational wave background in
the early Universe, superhorizon gravitational waves (at frequencies well below the peak of the signal)
are also generated and respond to the presence of free-streaming particles even before horizon crossing.
Both of these scenarios permit model-agnostic descriptions of gravitational waves seeded outside the
cosmological horizon. Because the coupling of gravitational waves to relativistic particles decays inside
the horizon, these two cases combine to provide a nearly comprehensive treatment of the imprint of
the decoupling or recoupling of interactions.9

We now consider possible avenues for observing the signature of decoupling or recoupling in-
teractions in the gravitational wave background. The primordial background from inflation, though
well motivated, has yet eluded observation. In the near term, the most promising means to detect
inflationary gravitational waves is via the B-mode polarization of the CMB, which would be sensitive to
neutrino self-interactions that become (in)efficient when observable modes enter the horizon. In Fig. 7
we display the relative change in the B-mode angular power spectrum for representative decoupling
and recoupling scenarios, computed by modifying CLASS [195] to include the interactions described in
Section 2.2. Compared to the SM result, B-mode power is enhanced by as much as ∼ 50% at small
scales if neutrinos are fluidlike at early times. (The effect would be proportionally smaller if only one
or two neutrino flavors interact, as in Fig. 4, or if considering radiation from a dark sector.) The
same transition in amplitude observed in the gravitational wave power spectrum (Fig. 3) is evident
over a finite range of multipoles, a steplike feature that would measure the horizon size at the time of
decoupling or recoupling. These results generalize those of Ref. [143] (at a phenomenological level),
which considered two specific models of neutrino–dark-matter interactions.

In addition, if interactions are important at sufficiently late times, a phase offset in the tensor
modes’ temporal evolution (due to the presence or absence of anisotropic stress) shifts the analog of
the acoustic peaks in the temperature and E-mode polarization spectra. More generally, the locations

9One source of near–horizon-sized gravitational waves not captured by the inflationary or causal descriptions is the
anisotropic stress induced by scalar metric perturbations at second order in perturbation theory [190–192]. Refs. [191, 193]
computed the signal on large scales sourced by the standard adiabatic perturbations, accounting for photon and neutrino
anisotropic stress. The possibility of primordial black hole dark matter has motivated much interest in gravitational
waves induced by enhanced density fluctuations on small scales (see Ref. [192] and reference therein). The effect of
anisotropic stress—which affects scalar perturbations at first order as well—would likely be difficult to account for in a
model-independent manner, but was recently computed for a monochromatic spike in scalar power in Ref. [194].
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Figure 7. Relative change in the B-mode spectrum (compared to the SM case) in scenarios where nonstandard
neutrino self-interactions decouple (n = 5, left) and recouple (n = 1, right). The colored curves vary the horizon
size at de-/recoupling k⋆ from 10−4 Mpc−1 to 102 Mpc−1 as indicated by the colorbar. The dashed black
curves display the limiting case of a Universe without neutrinos (but with the radiation density unchanged).

of the peaks in the primordial B-mode spectrum in principle provide a measure of the abundance
of free-streaming vs. fluidlike radiation just as the acoustic peaks do [75]. Such features could help
disentangle the effects of neutrino interactions from the amplitude and tilt of the primordial tensor
power spectrum. Furthermore, given the current mild discord between Planck and ACT in searches
for evidence of strongly interacting neutrinos [85, 165] and early dark energy [196–199], information
from tensor perturbations (which depend on comparatively simpler physics than scalars) could provide
a crucial independent probe.

Further in the future, pulsar timing and interferometers will provide a high-frequency lever arm
for measuring an inflationary gravitational wave background, jointly limiting the amplitude and tilt
of the inflationary spectrum [50]. Measurements at disparate scales would also probe the abundance
of free-streaming radiation over a large span of temperatures [151, 200], a possibility we consider in
Fig. 8. Though the dearth of proposed methods for observing gravitational waves near picohertz
frequencies is unfortunate for the prospects of probing neutrino decoupling,10 observations at higher
frequencies—whether of inflationary or causal gravitational waves—would probe new particles that
decouple from the SM plasma while relativistic. Current constraints limit such light relics to comprise
≲ 4% of the radiation budget at the time of the CMB, but their relative contribution would be roughly
twice as large at temperatures above the electroweak scale [207]. Larger abundances of free-streaming
radiation in the very early Universe can be accommodated by more exotic cosmologies (if, say, that
radiation later decays, or other degrees of freedom inject entropy into the SM plasma).

In more speculative scenarios, the low-frequency gravitational wave signal from causal, subhorizon
processes, such as phase transitions or resonant particle production, would be sensitive to the interaction
history of radiation. The low-frequency tail (i.e., modes that were superhorizon at the time of
production) is tilted blue (relative to the typical f3 dependence) under the influence of tensor anisotropic
stress; the decoupling or recoupling of interactions in relativistic species would lead to a break in
the power law, evident in Fig. 6. If the abundance of free-streaming radiation is large (ffs ≳ 5/32),
additional oscillatory features arise. Ref. [89] demonstrated that future space-borne interferometers
could optimistically probe, through measurements of the causal tail from phase transitions, the thermal
history of the Universe at the percent or permille level—including the effect of a single new light,
free-streaming particle. The effects of decoupling or recoupling observed in Fig. 6 could likely be
probed to the same degree. Finally, dark sector dynamics that source gravitational waves after neutrino
decoupling but before recombination (as motivated by, e.g., early dark energy [41, 208, 209] and the

10CMB spectral distortions are sensitive to gravitational waves between femtohertz and nanohertz frequencies [205, 206];
futuristic experiments could provide a complementary probe of, e.g., the peak of causal signals.
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Figure 8. Spectral energy density in inflationary gravitational waves in decoupling scenarios that delay
neutrino free streaming relative to the decoupling of the weak interactions. Colored curves display results
for scenarios with interaction rate proportional to T 5 and various strengths parameterized in terms of the
horizon size at decoupling (indicated by the colorbar), while the black dashed curve corresponds to the
Standard Model result. All results assume single-field slow roll inflation with r = 0.056 and account for thermal
history effects in Eq. (2.8) using data from Ref. [68]. Superimposed are recent constraints from Planck and
BICEP2/Keck [12, 201] as computed by Ref. [107], forecasted power-law–integrated sensitivities of the Square
Kilometre Array [58–60] and the proposed Big-Bang Observer [52–54], both, provided by Refs. [202, 203], and
that of the proposed µAres detector [204], with color labeled by the legend.

axiverse [38, 210]) could produce signals visible to future CMB experiments that would be sensitive to
whether neutrinos interact or free-stream. The discovery of gravitational wave backgrounds from such
novel scenarios (or from inflation or phase transitions) would provide an exciting opportunity to learn
about not just the physics underlying their sources but also possible nonstandard neutrino interactions,
dark radiation sectors, and the dynamics of the early Universe over a broad range of energy scales.
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A Numerical implementation

In this appendix we outline the numerical implementation of the various calculations performed in
this work. Regardless of the background evolution (for radiation and matter-radiation Universes) or of

– 21 –



the initial conditions (inflationary or causal), we solve Eq. (2.20) with the Boltzmann hierarchy for
F (T ) truncated at lmax = 100 with the truncation prescription of Ref. [109],

Fλ,lmax ≈ 2lmax − 1
kτ

Fλ,lmax−1 − Fλ,lmax−2. (A.1)

We use SciPy’s [212] solve_ivp routine to solve the system numerically. For noninteracting scenarios,
we use the explicit Runge-Kutta method DOP853 [217] with relative tolerance 10−6 and absolute
tolerance 10−12. The self-interaction terms, on the other hand, make the system stiff and better suited
to implicit methods; in this case we use the Radau IIA routine [218] with the Jacobian of Eq. (2.20)
computed by hand (i.e., analytically) as a sparse matrix. To reduce the sensitivity of the adaptive
time stepping to the exponentially damped Fλ,l (whenever interactions are efficient), we increase its
absolute tolerance to 10−9 and decrease that of hλ and ∂xhλ to 10−15.

In all cases, we evolve the system to xf ≡ kτf = 100; the chosen lmax = 100 safely ensures that
errors from the truncation of the Boltzmann hierarchy do not propagate back to the first few moments
until kτ ∼ 100 (at which point the anisotropic stress itself is small anyway). To compute the damping
coefficient A∞, we match on to the solution to Eq. (2.20b) in a Universe with constant equation of
state and no anisotropic stress,

hλ(x) =
xα+1

f

xα−1 (−jα−1(x) [yα(xf )hλ(xf ) + yα−1(xf )h′
λ(xf )]

+yα−1(x) [jα(xf )hλ(xf ) + jα−1(xf )h′
λ(xf )]) .

(A.2)

Here primes denote derivatives with respect to x. When both x and xf are large,

A∞ ≈ a(xf /k)
√

hλ(xf )2 + h′
λ(xf )2. (A.3)

In a single component Universe, a(xf /k) = xα
f (normalized to the scale factor at horizon crossing)

and Eq. (A.3) holds asymptotically (and at all times in radiation Universes). These results are also
accurate in matter-radiation Universes if evaluated when modes are deep inside the horizon, since
the Hubble rate then changes slowly compared to the gravitational-wave oscillation frequency. We
have verified that these approximations achieve subpercent accuracy in evaluating the relative effect of
neutrinos compared to Universes with only fluidlike radiation. See, e.g., Refs. [110, 188, 219] for more
formal procedures to match analytic solutions between the radiation and matter eras.

To compute the B-mode power spectrum of the CMB, we modify CLASS to include neutrino
interactions in the same manner. (CLASS of course implements a complete ΛCDM cosmology that
accounts for dark energy at late times.) CLASS’s implicit solver is less robust to the equations becoming
extremely stiff (e.g., at very early times for decoupling scenarios), so we cap the maximum value of the
interaction rate to 1012 Mpc−1 and verified that increasing or decreasing this value had a negligible
impact on the results.

B Semianalytic results for inflationary gravitational waves

This appendix outlines the computation that yields the semianalytic results for the amplitude and phase
of inflationary gravitational waves in the presence of free-streaming particles, Eqs. (3.2a) and (3.2b).

Following Ref. [180–182], express the convolution of spherical Bessel functions as a series thereof:

−
∫ x

0
du K(x − u)∂uj0(u) =

∞∑
n=0

cnjn(x). (B.1)

[Recall that ∂uj0(u) = −j1(u).] Eq. (24) of Ref. [181] provides an analytic result for the convolution in
Eq. (B.1) in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, which we evaluate using SymPy [214]. Only the even
cn are nonzero, due to symmetry properties of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (see Refs. [180–182] for
details).
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In order to compute the amplitude and phase [Eqs. (3.2a) and (3.2b)], we must obtain Is and Ic

from Eq. (2.49), which in turn requires integrating the order-zero spherical Bessel functions against
spherical Bessel functions. In terms of the hypergeometric function 2F3, these evaluate to∫ x

0
dx̃ jn(x̃)y0(x̃) = −

√
πxn

2n+1nΓ(n + 3/2) 2F3

(
n + 1

2 ,
n

2 ; 1
2 , n + 1, n + 3

2; −x2
)

(B.2a)∫ x

0
dx̃ jn(x̃)j0(x̃) = πxn+1

2n+2Γ(3/2)Γ(n + 3/2)Γ(n + 2) 2F3

(
n + 1

2 ,
n

2 + 1; 3
2 ,

3
2 + n, n + 2; −x2

)
.

(B.2b)

For even n > 0, the series expansions of the above about large x are∫ x

0
dx̃ jn(x̃)y0(x̃) = − (−1)n/2

n(n + 1) + 1
x2

(−1)n/2

8 [n(n + 1) + 2 cos(2x)] + O(x−3) (B.3a)∫ x

0
dx̃ jn(x̃)j0(x̃) = − (−1)n/2

2x

[
1 + cos x sin x

x

]
+ O(x−3). (B.3b)

We observe that |cn| ∼ n−5 for large n, so the series appearing in Is and Ic [i.e., after substituting
Eq. (B.3) into Eq. (2.49)] converge. Numerically evaluating the required series (up to 256 − 512 terms)
yields

24
∞∑

m=1
(−1)mc2m ≈ −2 (B.4a)

24
∞∑

m=1

(−1)m

2m(2m + 1)c2m ≈ −5
9 (B.4b)

24
∞∑

m=1
(−1)m · 2m(2m + 1)c2m ≈ 4. (B.4c)

Therefore, to leading order in large x, Eq. (2.49) evaluates to

Is(x) ≈ −hλ,0ffs

(
5
9 + 1

x2 sin2 x

)
(B.5a)

Ic(x) ≈ −hλ,0
ffs

x

(
1 + cos x sin x

x

)
. (B.5b)

Substituting these asymptotic expansions into Eqs. (2.51) and (2.52) yields Eqs. (3.2a) and (3.2b).
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