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Primordial black holes (PBHs) are mainly characterized by their mass function, in which there
may be some huge suppression for certain mass spans. If this is the case, the absence of these PBHs
will form mass gaps. In this paper, we investigate the PBH mass function with mass gap. Firstly,
to obtain a data-supported PBH mass function with mass gap for subsolar masses PBHs, we fine-
tune the coefficients of a model-independent power spectrum of primordial curvature perturbations.
Then we take this unique PBH mass function into consideration and calculate the energy density
spectrum of the stochastic gravitational wave background from PBH mergers. We find the location of
its first peak almost has no relationship with the mass gap and is only determined by the probability
distribution of frequencies at which PBH binaries merge. Apart from the first peak, there must be
an accompanying smaller trough at higher frequency resulting from the mass gap. Therefore, the
detection of this smaller trough will provide more information about inflation and PBH formation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since LIGO detected the first binary black hole(BH)
merger [1], it has become possible to directly constrain
primordial black holes (PBHs) using gravitational wave
(GW) observations [2–4]. In contrast to astrophysical
BHs, the formation of PBHs is different and is not subject
to mass constraints from the stellar evolution model [5].
More precisely, PBHs whose masses range from Planck
mass to masses of supermassive BHs are possible to form
through the gravitational collapse of primordial overden-
sities in the early universe [6]. Therefore, PBHs can
sweep across the entire frequency band of most cur-
rent and future GW detectors, such as LIGO-Virgo net-
work [7–9] and LISA [10]. Also, there are many other
talented methods to constrain PBHs. For reviews of con-
straints on PBHs, see Ref. [11]. More importantly, as one
of the most promising candidates for dark matter (DM),
the constraints on the abundance of PBHs may help us
end the debate that which one is the main composition
of DM: WIMPs [12–16], Axion [17–21] or PBHs [22].
Instead of a monochromatic mass distribution, PBHs

span an extended range of masses. There are three com-
mon types of mass function: the lognormal mass func-
tion [23], the power-law mass function [24] and the crit-
ical collapse mass function [25–28]. All of these heuris-
tic mass functions are relatively simple. They are too
smooth to directly describe a mass gap in mass function,
for example. In fact, mass gap is a common feature for
astrophysical BH mass distribution: on the one hand,
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stellar evolution models predict the existence of a gap
in the BH mass spectrum from about 55M⊙ to 120M⊙

due to pair-instability supernovae [29–31]; on the other
hand, astronomical measurements and independent so-
phisticated statistical analyses have found that there are
no observed BHs in the mass range about 2− 5M⊙ [32–
35].
We will consider whether or not there are also mass

gaps for PBHs. For a phenomenological parameterization
of the primordial spectrum of scalar perturbations

Pζ(k) = As

(
k

k∗

)ns−1+
α1

2
ln( k

k∗
)+α2

6
ln2( k

k∗
)+...

, (1)

the spectral index ns and its relative scale dependence
{α1, α2, ...} can be given in term of the Hubble pa-
rameter and the hierarchy of its time derivatives [36–
39], known as the Hubble flow functions (HFF) {ǫ1 =

−Ḣ/H2, ǫi+1 ≡ ǫ̇i/(Hǫi), i ≥ 1}. And for single-field
slow-roll inflationary models, the slow-roll potential pa-
rameters {ǫV , ηV , ξ2V , ̟3

V , ...} can be obtained by using
their exact expressions as function of the HFF parame-
ters [37–40]. Usually, the slow-roll parameters are explic-
itly dependent on the inflationary potential V (φ) and its
derivatives with respect to inflaton {Vφ, Vφφ, ...}. That
is to say, there are also maps between {α1, α2, ...} and
{V (φ), Vφ, Vφφ, ...}. Therefore, one can fine-tune the in-
flationary potential V (φ) to obtain the spectrum with a
huge suppression on PBH scales and then the PBH mass
function with a mass gap. Fig. 1 as an example shows
the spectrum with a huge suppression on PBH scales.
The methods of PBH detection depend on the frac-

tional contribution of PBHs with different masses to DM,
as summarized in Fig. 10 of [11] which can be further im-
proved by counting the number of light BHs in the galax-
ies [41]. Consequently, PBH mass function with mass
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FIG. 1: The primordial spectrum of scalar perturbations with
a huge suppression and a wiggle on PBH scales (orange solid),
where As = 2.1 × 10−9, ns = 0.96, k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1, α4 =
1.200 × 10−3, α12 = −1.297 × 10−5, α14 = 6.746 × 10−6,
α20 = −5.363 × 10−7 and αi>20 6= 0. For comparison, the
primordial spectrum with a dive (orange dashed) is plotted
with αi6={4,12,14,20} = 0. The µ-distortion constraint is shown
with blue dashed line.

gap would leave some unique footprints on the observa-
tions, such as stochastic gravitational wave background
(SGWB). Although there are a large number of sources
of SGWB, most of them just produce a smooth SGWB
energy-density spectrum within a certain frequency inter-
val. Usually, these smooth SGWB energy-density spec-
tra are degenerate with each other. So it is hard for
us to distinguish one source of SGWB from the others.
Of course, there are also some sources which can pre-
dict an unsmooth SGWB energy-density spectrum with
more than one peak [42–47]. However, their unsmooth
features in the SGWB energy-density spectrum are dif-
ferent from the ones naturally resulting from PBH mass
function with mass gap, as shown in our paper.

In this paper, we first propose a model-independent
power spectrum of primordial curvature perturbations on
PBH scales. Then we follow the procedure of [48] to re-
late the power spectrum to PBH mass function. As a
result, we can obtain any type of PBH mass function, es-
pecially the one with mass gap, by fine-tuning the coeffi-
cients of power spectrum. Lastly, we use subsolar masses
PBHs as an example to investigate the effect of PBH
mass function with mass gap. More precisely, we calcu-
late the SGWB energy-density spectrum by integrating
the contribution from all possible PBH binaries, as did
in [49]. We find that mass gap serves as a natural sup-
pressor to suppress the contribution from certain PBH
binaries and makes the SGWB energy-density spectrum
unsmooth.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, a data-
supported PBH mass function with mass gap is given.
In section III, the SGWB energy-density spectrum from
PBH mergers is calculated. Finally, a brief summary and
discussions are included in section IV. We adopt natural

units c = ~ = 1.

II. MASS FUNCTION WITH MASS GAP

On the cosmic microwave background (CMB) scales,
the power spectrum of primordial curvature perturba-
tions is a quasi scale-invariant spectrum with the ampli-
tude 109As = 2.1 and the spectral index ns = 0.96 [50].
In order for PBHs to form, however, the amplitude of
power spectrum on PBH scales should be orders of mag-
nitude larger. As for the shape of power spectrum on
PBH scales, it depends on the inflation model. Here, we
propose a model-independent power spectrum on PBH
scales

Pζ(k) =
N∑

i=1

Aiδ̃ (ln k − ln ki) , (2)

where δ̃(ln k) is a delta function of ln k, Ai is the dimen-
sionless amplitude at the given wavenumber ln ki. There-
fore, we can mimic the power spectrum on PBH scales
from any inflation model by fine-tuning Ai and ln ki.

Next, we can relate the variance of the primordial den-
sity perturbations in the early Universe to the power
spectrum of primordial curvature perturbations as

σ2(k) =

∫ +∞

−∞

d ln q w2

(
4

9

)2 ( q
k

)4
T 2Pζ(q), (3)

w = exp

(
− q2

2k2

)
,

T = 3
sin y − y cos y

y3
,

y =
q√
3k

,

where is w a Gaussian window function and T is a trans-
fer function between the primordial density perturba-
tions and the primordial curvature perturbations [51].
This reference [51] also discussed the uncertainties in the
choice of the window function. If the primordial density
perturbations with wavenumber k have a Gaussian distri-
bution, then the probability distribution of the smoothed
density contrast δ is given by

PMH
(δ(M)) =

1√
2πσ2 (k (MH))

exp

(
− δ2(M)

2σ2 (k (MH))

)
.

(4)
Although the primordial non-Gaussianity on CMB scales
has not been found [52], its counterpart on PBH scales is
still out of reach of the present experiments. Therefore,
the discussions about the non-Gaussianity for PBH for-
mation are also reasonable [53–56]. The wavenumber k
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is a function of the horizon mass MH [48]

k

k∗
=7.49× 107

(
M⊙

MH

)1/2 (
g∗,ρ (T (MH))

106.75

)1/4

×
(
g∗,s (T (MH))

106.75

)−1/3

, (5)

where k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1, the temperature T is also a func-
tion of MH [48], g∗ρ and g∗s are the effective degrees of
freedom for the energy density and for the entropy den-
sity in the Standard Model respectively. We assume that
the PBHs are formed in the early Universe through the
critical collapse. Then the density contrast δ and the
horizon mass MH can determine the mass of PBHs M as

M = KMH (δ − δc)
γ
, (6)

where K = 3.3, γ = 0.36 and δc = 0.45 are set by numer-
ical simulations. In the Press-Schechter formalism [57],
the probability of the PBH production is related to the
probability distribution of the density contrast as

βMH
=

∫ ∞

δc

dδ(M)
M

MH
PMH

(δ(M))

=

∫ ∞

−∞

d lnM
dδ(M)

d lnM

M

MH
PMH

(δ(M))

≡
∫ ∞

−∞

d lnMβ̃MH
(M), (7)

where β̃MH
(M) has following explicit form

β̃MH
(M) =

K√
2πγσ (k (MH))

(
M

KMH

)1+ 1

γ

×

exp



− 1

2σ2 (k (MH))

(
δc +

(
M

KMH

) 1

γ

)2


 .

(8)

The references [58, 59] made a comparison between us-
ing a Press-Schechter approach and peaks theory, finding
that the two are in close agreement in the region of in-
terest.
Given the definition of mass function of PBHs f(M) ≡
1

ΩCDM

dΩPBH

d lnM , we can obtain the mass function of PBHs
as

f(M) =
Ωm

ΩCDM

∫ ∞

−∞

d lnMH β̃MH
(M)×

(
g∗,ρ (T (MH))

g∗,ρ (Teq)

g∗,s (Teq)

g∗,s (T (MH))

T (MH)

Teq

)
, (9)

where Teq is the temperature of the epoch of matter-
radiation equality. Then we can obtain the abundance
of PBHs in CDM as fPBH =

∫
f(M)d ln(M/M⊙). For

subsolar masses PBHs, there are constraints on fPBH for
monochromatic mass function from the microlensing ob-
servations of Subaru/HSC [60], OGLE [61], EROS-2 [62],
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FIG. 2: Mass functions f(M) derived from the model-
independent power spectrum Pζ(k), where N = 18 and

ki(MH) = k(10(2−i)/2 ×M⊙). Ai is fine-tuned so that f(M)
is similar to the constraints (blue solid). A8 = 0 leads to a
little gap (red solid). A8 = A9 = 0 leads to a middle gap
(orange solid). A8 = A9 = A10 = A11 = 0 leads to a large
gap (purple solid). For all cases. the abundance of PBHs in
CDM fPBH =

∫
f(M)d ln(M/M⊙) < 1. The constraints on

fPBH for monochromatic mass function from the microlensing
observations of Subaru/HSC [60], OGLE [61], EROS-2 [62],
MACHO [63] and the caustic crossing [64] are also shown (red
dashed).

MACHO [63] and the caustic crossing [64] as shown by
the red dashed line in Fig. 2. Since the power spectrum
in Eq. (2) is model-independent, we can obtain a just
data-supported f(M) (blue solid) by seting N = 18 and
ki(MH) = k(10(2−i)/2 ×M⊙) and fine-tuning Ai. To ob-
tain a mass function with mass gap, we only need to set
certain Ais equal to 0: A8 = 0 leads to a little gap (red
solid); A8 = A9 = 0 leads to a middle gap (orange solid);
A8 = A9 = A10 = A11 = 0 leads to a large gap (purple
solid).

III. STOCHASTIC GRAVITATIONAL WAVE

BACKGROUND FROM PBH MERGERS

The present day SGWB energy-density spectrum is
given by following integral [65]

ΩGW(ν) =
ν

ρc

∫∫
d lgm1d lgm2

∫ zmax

zmin

dz′
1

(1 + z′)H (z′)
×

d2τmerg (z
′,m1,m2)

d lgm1d lgm2

dEGW (νs)

dνs
, (10)

where νs = ν(1 + z) is frequency in the source frame,
ρc = 3H2

0/8πG is the critical density of the Universe
and the Hubble parameter H(z) is calculated by ΛCDM
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model [50]. The merger rate [49] is given by

d2τ (z,m1,m2)

d lgm1 d lgm2
=Rclust

(m1 +m2)
10/7

(m1m2)
5/7

(1 + z)
αz

(1 +Mtot/M∗)
αc

×

f (m1) f (m2) , (11)

where Mtot = m1+m2 is the total mass of a PBH binary,
Rclust is equal to 3.3×104yr−1Gpc−3 for subsoler masses
PBHs or 2.1 × 104yr−1Gpc−3 for mass bin [5, 100]M⊙,
M∗ = 105M⊙ is a cutoff to suppress the merger rate when
Mtot > M∗, αz and αc are positive indexes to weight the
corresponding contribution. There are also other meth-
ods to give the merger rate [66–70]. The energy spectrum
of a single PBH binary [71] is given by

dEGW(ν)

dν
=
π2/3

3
(GMc)

5/3 ν−1/3×




(
1 + α2u

2
)2

for ν < ν1,

w1ν
(
1 + ǫ1u+ ǫ2u

2
)2

for ν1 ≤ ν < ν2,

w2ν
7/3 ν4

4

(4(ν−ν2)
2+ν2

4)
2 for ν2 ≤ ν < ν3,

0 for ν3 ≤ ν,

(12)

where Mc = (m1m2)
3/5/(m1 + m2)

1/5, u(i) ≡
(
πMtotGν(i)

)1/3
, η = m1m2/M

2
tot, α2 = −323/224 +

451/168η, ǫ1 = −1.8897, ǫ2 = 1.6557,

w1 = ν−1
1

[
1 + α2u

2
1

]2

[1 + ǫ1u1 + ǫ2u2
1]

2 ,

w2 = w1ν
−4/3
2

[
1 + ǫ1u2 + ǫ2u

2
2

]2
, (13)

and

u3
1 = 0.066 + 0.6437η− 0.05822η2 − 7.092η3,

u3
2 = 0.37/2 + 0.1469η− 0.0249η2 + 2.325η3,

u3
3 = 0.3236− 0.1331η− 0.2714η2 + 4.922η3,

u3
4 = (1− 0.63)/4− 0.4098η + 1.829η2 − 2.87η3.(14)

For smaller αz . 2, the term of (1+z)αz

(1+z)H(z) suppresses

the contribution of PBH mergers at high redshift. There-
fore, in the following analyses, we just talk about the
main contribution from PBH mergers at low redshift,
where we have ν ∼ νs. In Fig. 3, we show the proba-
bility density of νi for a given mass span. According to
Eq. (12), we know that only these PBH binaries whose
νi are larger than ν may contribute to ΩGW(ν). There-
fore, for smaller ν, all the PBH binaries may contribute
to ΩGW(ν). As ν increases, ν is larger than νi of enough
PBH binaries, which gives the location of the first peak
of ΩGW(ν). As shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, the peak
of the probability density of νi coincides with the first
peak of ΩGW(ν). As ν continue to increase, the higher
ν, the more PBH binaries whose νi are smaller than ν,
as shown in Fig. 3. That is to say, there are more PBH
binaries that will not contribute to ΩGW(ν). So, after
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FIG. 3: The probability density of νi for a given mass span.
Only these PBH binaries whose νi are larger than ν may con-
tribute to ΩGW(ν).

the first peak, ΩGW(ν) decreases with ν, as shown by
the blue solid line in Fig. 4. When we take the mass
gap into consideration, there are some PBH binaries that
meet not only the condition of νi > ν but also the condi-
tion of f(m1)f(m2) ∼ 0. Therefore, these PBH binaries
also don’t contribute to ΩGW(ν) and there is a trough
in ΩGW(ν). In Fig. 4, we plot ΩGW(ν) for PBH mass
function with no gap (blue solid), little gap (red solid),
middle gap (orange solid) and large gap (purple solid)
individually by setting Rclust = 3.3 × 104yr−1Gpc−3,
M∗ = 105M⊙, αz = 0 and αc = 0. We also show the sen-
sitivity curves for DECIGO/BBO [72, 73] (green dashed),
ET+CE [74, 75] (cyan dashed) and LISA [10] (purple
dashed) individually. We find that these detectors just
can probe the behavior of ν2/3 of ΩGW(ν). And the first
peak of ΩGW(ν) is out of the reach of these detectors, let
alone the footprints of mass gap.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we first construct a model-independent
power spectrum of primordial curvature perturbations on
PBH scales through the superposition of a series of delta
functions. This power spectrum can not only mimic the
other power spectra from certain inflation models but
also be easily related to the variance of the primordial
density perturbations. Then we follow the procedure
of [48] to utilize the Press-Schechter formalism [57] and
obtain the PBH mass function. By fine-tuning the ampli-
tude and location of 18 delta functions, we can not only
make the mass function satisfied with the constraints on
subsolar masses PBHs, but also give the mass function
arbitrary mass gap. Lastly, we look for the footprints of
mass gap by comparing the present day SGWB energy-



5

10-10 10-5 100 105 1010

/Hz

10-20

10-15

10-10

h
2

G
W

no gap
small gap
middle gap
large gap
DECIGO/BBO
ET+CE
LISA

FIG. 4: The present day SGWB energy-density spectra for
mass function with no gap (blue solid), little gap (red solid),
middle gap (orange solid) and large gap (purple solid), where
Rclust = 3.3 × 104yr−1Gpc−3, M∗ = 105M⊙, αz = 0
and αc = 0. We also show the sensitivity curves for DE-
CIGO/BBO [72, 73] (green dashed), ET+CE [74, 75] (cyan
dashed) and LISA [10] (purple dashed) individually.

density spectra derived from mass functions with no gap
or different gap. We find that there is a trough in the
SGWB energy-density spectra due to mass gap, which
contains the information about the power spectrum of
primordial curvature perturbations. Unfortunately, such
unique feature is out of the reach of detectors.
For mass span [0.1, 109]M⊙, there are four stronger

constraints on fPBH from CMB [76], X-ray [77], dynami-
cal friction [78] and GW [3, 4]. Compared with the other
three constraints, the constraints from CMB are much
stronger, reaching the level fPBH < 3 × 10−9 around
104M⊙. We assume a mass function shares the same
shape with the combination of these four constraints. So
this mass function has an approximate mass gap around
104M⊙, as shown in Fig. 10 and Fig. 15 of [11]. Using
this mass function, we calculate the present day SGWB
energy-density spectrum, as shown in Fig. 5. We find
both of the first peak and the trough can be detected. Of
course, here we have ignored the contribution of astro-
physical BHs. Similarly, one also can assume the abun-
dance of PBHs in the mass range of [2×10−3, 7×10−1]M⊙

less than 10−6 [79] to be mass gap. It is worth noting
that our above analysis rests on a cheerful assumption.
In fact, using current constraints on f(M) to produce a
mass function does not really motivate a mass gap and
we just present the absolute best-case scenario for ob-
serving the spectrum. If future constraints on f(M) are
improved, the spectrum plotted in Fig. 5 may be totally
changed.
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