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Abstract. We propose a novel method to study the ultra-light scalars, where compact ro-
tating objects undergo the phenomenon of superradiance to create gravitational waves and
neutrino flux signals. The neutrino flux results from the ‘right’ coupling between the ultra-
light scalars and the neutrinos. We study the intertwining of gravitational waves and neutrino
flux signals produced from a single source and elaborate if and when the signals can be de-
tected in existing and upcoming experiments in a direct manner. We also discuss an indirect
way to test it by means of cosmic neutrino background which can be detected by upcoming
PTOLEMY experiment.
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1 Introduction

The current parlance of fundamental physics suffers from the lack of information regarding
two of its most important components, i.e. neutrinos and dark matter. The unanswered
questions regarding neutrinos are the origin and absolute value of its mass as well as its
nature i.e., whether they are Dirac or Majorana type particles. Many experimental efforts
are underway to probe neutrinos from various sources across a large range of energy varying
all the way from sub-meV to a few thousands of PeV [1–30]. Interestingly, neutrinos can
be an excellent messenger due to its abundance, originated from astrophysical, terrestrial,
cosmological and other sources [31–40], and its weakly interacting nature which allows almost
unhindered propagation of cosmological length scales. Consequently neutrinos can retain
most of the information regarding their sources and the environment it travels through.
Thus a lot of progress has been made to probe neutrinos from extra-terrestrial sources and
many other experiments are being planned and invested on to widen the range of neutrinos
that we can observe.

For dark matter, the scope is even wider as there is a myriad of theories where dark
matter can be of particulate nature, or some exotic compact object and even a combination
of both. For the particulate dark matter, the mass can vary from O(10−24) eV to a few hun-
dreds TeV [41, 42]. For extremely tiny masses, i.e., the ultra-light domain (10−24 eV− 1 eV)
it is extremely difficult to probe them directly in laboratory experiments and therefore we
have to rely on indirect means. The bosons1 in this mass range specifically intrigues the
community as the QCD axions and various axion-like particles (ALP) reside in this domain.
For example, in string theoretic scenarios compactification can give rise to many different
ALPs and they form an ‘axiverse’, some of which also stay in this mass domain [43]. There
can be scalars even lighter than 10−24 eV and while they can not play the role of dark matter,
they are still viable candidates for dark energy [44]. Furthermore, ultra-light scalars can also
be the mediator of a long range ‘fifth force’ [45]. Due to this versatility of the ultra-light
scalars (ULS), it is very interesting to probe them to gain information about their prop-
erties, more precisely their interaction with the standard model (SM) sector. While direct

1In this article we just focus on the scalars. Moreover the underlying processes involved are independent
of whether it is scalar or pseudoscalar, so we will not distinguish between them anywhere in the text.
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detection of ULS is unfeasible, the indirect effects originating from astrophysical or cosmic
events, such as cosmic birefringence [46–48], axion(ALP)-photon conversion around a com-
pact object [49], gravitational waves [50], and neutrino flux [51] generated from superradiance
around a compact object, etc. can come to the rescue. In this study, we focus on the last
one, i.e., gravitational waves (GW) and neutrino flux originating from superradiance around
a compact object. However, the generation of neutrino flux depend upon the coupling, if
any, between the neutrinos and the ULS [51]. It is worth mentioning here that a coupling of
this type between ultra-light bosonic field and neutrinos proposed due to various motivations
such as generation of neutrino mass [52], grand unified theory [53–55] etc.

Superradiance is a theoretical prediction which can spontaneously create bosons around
a rotating compact object [56, 57]. In this study, we consider rotating black holes (BH)
to be the origin of such superradiance and we consider BSM ultra-light scalar degrees of
freedom. These scalars can form a cloud around the rotating BH under certain conditions
forming a bound system with discrete energy levels [58]. GW can be produced from this in
two-fold ways, namely, due to the transition of ULS from one energy level to another, and
their annihilation to the gravitons [50]. In this regard, it is worth mentioning that, GW,
which was just a theoretical prediction less than a decade ago, has been observed first by the
LIGO collaboration in 2016 and since then almost a hundred GW events have been observed,
which were transient in nature and astrophysical in origin [59]. Recently the pulsar timing
arrays (PTA) have shown hints of GWs which are stochastic in nature [60–68], i.e. they
are GW background which might be of astrophysical or cosmological in nature. A number
of upcoming interferometer based GW detectors e.g., LISA [69], Taiji [70], DECIGO [71],
BBO [72], ET [73], CE [74], and in the ultra-high frequency domain detectors based on the
principle of mechanical resonators (LSD) [75, 76], GW-electromagnetic wave conversion [77–
80], resonant L-C circuits(DMR) [81, 82], interferometry [83, 84], gaussian beam (GB) [85–
87], radio telescope [88, 89] etc. will only flourish this burgeoning field of GW astronomy.
Moreover, multi-messenger astronomy with already existing astronomical messengers like
photons, cosmic rays, neutrinos, will greatly be augmented by the arrival of GW astronomy.

In this article, we aim to probe the ultra-light scalars and more importantly its coupling
with the active neutrinos (if any) through multi-messenger astronomy. The main scheme is as
follows. We consider the source of ULS as the spinning BH which can undergo superradiant
instability that leads to the formation of a cloud of ULS around them [56, 57]. This formation
however depends on the product of the masses of the ULS and the BH. We briefly discuss
the mechanism in Sec. 2. Next we consider the constituent messengers, i.e. (a) the transient
GW originating from the annihilation of the scalars into gravitons [50] and (b) the neutrino
flux which may be generated from the scalar cloud provided that there is appropriate Yukawa
coupling between the neutrinos and the ULS [51]. We then discuss the dependence of these
two ‘direct signals’, i.e. signals which are generated from the scalar cloud, on the various
parameters of the source BH e.g. luminosity distance (d), mass (MBH), spin (χ), and the
properties of the scalar e.g. mass (mϕ), coupling with the neutrinos (gνϕ). One of the novel
features of the study is that two messengers arising from the same source are considered
in combination to determine the properties of ULS which would otherwise be impossible to
probe. Furthermore, it is to be noted here that though these two messengers from BH super-
radiance have separately been studied, our study is the first one to give a prescription on how
to effectively use both of them in consonance to shed some light on the ULS. Previously men-
tioned coupling between the scalar and the neutrinos will also have other phenomenological
implications. For the relevant parameter space we consider the modification of the cosmic
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Figure 1: Diagram displaying the main scheme of this article. The blue boxes signify the
inputs from the ULS properties. The direct and the indirect signals have been specified. The
variable on which each signal depends have also been shown.

neutrino background (CNB) spectra due to decay of the heavier neutrino mass eigenstate
to lighter ones through the channel of this Yukawa coupling. We term this as an ‘indirect
signal’ as this does not originate from the source BH but can still aid in probing the scalar
properties. In Fig. 1 we schematically show the underlying motif of the work.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we explain in details the mechanism of
the origin of the creation of GW and neutrino flux from the superradiance respectively. In
Sec. 3 we explain our finding with the help of a few benchmark cases. Finally in Sec. 4 we
summarize and conclude.

2 Consequences of Black Hole Superradiance

Superradiance is a phenomenon, through which ultra-light bosons can form a cloud around
a rotating compact object if the angular momentum of the rotating compact object is high
enough to trigger it [56, 57]. Essentially the scalar field amplifies around the compact object
through the extraction of energy and angular momentum. In this study, we focus on ULS
cloud forming around rotating black holes. The scalar cloud can be gravitationally bound
to the rotating BH to form a bound system with discrete energy levels. This system is
analogous to a hydrogen atom and hence it is termed as ‘gravitational atom’. The efficiency
of the superradiance process, i.e. the creation of the ultra-light scalar cloud, depends on the
ratio of the gravitational radius of the BH and the Compton wavelength of the scalar which
is called as gravitational fine structure constant αg and can be expressed as a combination
of the mass of the scalar and the BH [90],

αg =
GMBHmϕ

ℏc
, (2.1)

where G is the Newton’s gravitational constant, mϕ is the mass of the scalar and MBH is the
mass of the BH. The superradiance is negligible if the αg is too small whereas it is the most
efficient when αg ∼ O(1) [90]. However, we take the conservative approach and throughout
this article, we consider αg to be O(0.1). From that aspect, we can find the mass range for
the black holes in question which will superradiate ultra-light scalars (within the mass range
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between 10−24 eV and 1 eV) to be between 1014M⊙ and 10−10M⊙. Therefore, very small
portion of this range can be astrophysical in nature while most of the range is within the
primordial or supermassive domain. However, we remain agnostic regarding the nature of the
BH in this study. Once these conditions are met, superradiance occurs due to the transfer
of angular phase velocity from the BH to the states of a massive scalar, which amplifies the
field value of the scalar in question. The ground state of the ULS takes the form [90],

Φ(x⃗, t) = Ψ0(t)Rαg(r) sin θ cos(mϕt− ϕ), (2.2)

where Ψ0 is the peak field value and Rαg(r) is the normalized radial solution. After the
superradiance is triggered the ULS will eventually form the cloud whose mass is related to
the peak field value as [51],

MS =
186Ψ2

0

α3
gmϕ

. (2.3)

It is worth mentioning here that we consider MS ∼ 0.1MBH because if the cloud is heavier
than this then the spin of BH will go lower than the threshold required for superradiance
and it will come to a halt [51].

Now we move to the consequences of the black hole superradiance. In this article, we
mainly focus on the generation of GW and neutrino flux and we briefly discuss the methods
as follows.

2.1 Generation of Gravitational Waves

There are multiple ways in which GW can be generated from BH suprerradiance, e.g., annihi-
lation of the scalars to gravitons, transition of the energy levels of the gravitational atom [50],
from bosenova [91], etc. For simplicity here we only consider the annihilation of the scalars
into gravitons. Furthermore, these GW can be either of transient nature, i.e. lasts for a
finite time or they can be a stochastic background. Therefore it requires a comprehensive
analysis regarding the BH population throughout all sky to take the entire population of BH
into account to incorporate all the possible sources into the analysis to predict the resul-
tant GW spectra, which we leave for future work. In the present case we consider transient
monochromatic GW and the rate of energy released in the form of GW can be expressed
as [92],

ĖGW ∝
(

MS

MBH

)2

α4l+4s+10
g , (2.4)

where l and s are the angular and spin quantum number. It is worth mentioning here that
since in our work we consider α < 1, the rate of energy extracted by the scalar cloud is much
larger than the energy radiated in the form of GW [92]. The frequency of the GW released
can be expressed as [90],

fGW ∼ 5
( mϕ

10−12 eV

)
kHz. (2.5)

Since this is transient GW, the duration of the dominant mode in case of the scalar
cloud is [92],

τGW = 1.3× 105
(
MBH

M⊙

)(
0.1

αg

)15( 0.5

χi − χf

)
yr, (2.6)

– 4 –



where χi and χf are the initial and final BH spin. As mentioned before, if only the dominant
hydrogenic mode is considered, then the GW strain can be approximated as [92],

hGW = 5× 10−27

(
MBH

10M⊙

)( αg

0.1

)7
(
Mpc

d

)(
χi − χf

0.5

)
, (2.7)

where d is the luminosity distance. Also, in the detector frame the frequency of the gravita-
tional waves are redshifted as f = fGW/(1 + z) where z is the cosmological redshift of the
source. However, in our case, all the benchmark sources we consider, have z ≤ 0.01, and
therefore the frequency in the source and the detector frame can be approximately taken
equal to each other2.

2.2 Generation of Neutrino Flux

As mentioned before, ultra-light scalars can be produced due to superradiance of BH and
can form a cloud around the BH. In this section we discuss the origin of neutrino flux from
this scalar cloud if there exists a coupling between the neutrinos and the scalars of the form
gϕνϕνLνL where νL denotes the active neutrinos [93]. Several cosmological observations, e.g.,
supernova cooling, CMB etc. put bound on this coupling, gϕν < 3 × 10−7 [94–98]. For
simplicity we assume this coupling to be democratic to all neutrino eigenstates.

Due to this coupling and the high field values of the scalar, the neutrinos realize an
extra mass term gϕνϕ which is of oscillating nature due to the time varying nature of the ϕ
field shown in Eq. (2.2). When the effective mass of the neutrino crosses zero, the neutrinos
are produced through parametric excitation. These neutrinos then follow the geodesic which
is effected by the Kerr metric and the oscillating mass term. Subsequently the neutrinos are
accelerated to much higher energy than the one it was produced and hence the Pauli blocking
does not come into play to interfere with the production of the subsequent neutrinos. See
Ref. [51] and references therein for further details of this process.

The average energy and the differential flux for a distant observer of the neutrinos
generated from the above-mentioned process can be expressed as [51],

Eν ≈ 2.7
( gϕν
10−8

)(
Ψ0

1012 GeV

)
TeV. (2.8)

Φν ≈ 1.2× 10−17
( gϕν
10−8

)1/2
(

Ψ0

4.8× 107 GeV

)1/2

×
(
10−12 eV

mϕ

)1/2(
0.3

αg

)3(10 kpc

d

)2

cm−2s−1eV−1. (2.9)

It can be seen that both of these quantities depend directly on the peak field value. Moreover,
the critical peak field value (Ψc

0) of the scalar can be found using the condition that the energy
provided to the scalar cloud by the BH is taken away by the neutrino and it can be expressed
as [51],

Ψc
0 = 4.8× 107

( mϕ

10−12 eV

)( αg

0.3

)16
(
10−7

gϕν

)5 ( χi

0.9

)2
GeV. (2.10)

2The luminosity distance can be expressed as a function of redshift as d ≈ (c/H0)z. In the later part of
this article, we have considered a few benchmark cases, among which the furthest source we have considered
is at a distance of 50 Mpc.

– 5 –



Since we are equipped with the expressions which quantify the dependence of these signals
on the source parameters, now we move on to explicitly understand the interplay between
these two messengers in the next section.

3 Results

As mentioned in the previous section, the same source can create two different messengers
and the properties of both of these messengers depend on the same parameters. We first
discuss a possible interplay of the GW signal and neutrino flux to get deeper insight on the
source. In order to emphasise on this, we consider a few benchmark cases to specifically show
the imprints of certain source configurations on the upcoming and current GW and neutrino
detectors. Finally, as a mode of a complimentary search, we show the effect of the coupling
between the neutrinos and the ultra-light scalar, which is responsible for the creation of the
neutrino flux from the BH, on the detector of cosmic neutrino background (CNB).

3.1 Combination of the Two Messengers

The dependence of the neutrino flux and energy along with GW strain and frequency on
the source parameters, such as mass of the BH, the gravitational fine structure constant,
luminosity distance of the source, and the spin of the BH is of pivotal importance as they
can pave a way to connect the two messengers, GW and neutrino signals, which would
otherwise seem to be independent of each other.

The left panel of Fig. 2 is a bandplot of gravitational wave frequency and neutrino en-
ergy for different values of coupling. For this we have considered the αg = 0.25 and χi = 0.9.
From this plot we find that the gravitational wave frequency and neutrino energy have a
linear dependence in the log scale. The energy-axis intercept of the graph corresponds to the
coupling between the neutrinos and ULS (gνϕ). It is also observable that the energy of neu-
trino and the coupling has an inverse relation, i.e. high energy neutrinos signify low coupling
at constant gravitational wave frequency. This partially signifies how the two messengers can
be put to work to understand the highly sought after coupling between the neutrinos and
the ultra-light scalar.
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Figure 2: (Left) The relation of gravitational wave frequency and neutrino flux energy with
varying coupling gνϕ. (Right) The relation of gravitational wave strain and neutrino flux
with varying mass of the ultra-light scalar.

In the right panel of Fig. 2, it is prominent that, gravitational wave strain is directly pro-
portional, in the logarithmic scale, to the neutrino flux generated and the intercept signifies
the mass of the ULS. Neutrino flux and mass of the ultralight scalar has a direct dependence,
i.e. higher flux corresponds to higher mass for constant gravitational wave strain.
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3.2 Direct Signals

To further illustrate the versatility and the range of this method, we show a few specific
scenarios for which both the signals will be relevant. We consider four benchmark cases
and discuss their imprint in the neutrino flux-energy and gravitational wave frequency-strain
space. The benchmark cases are shown in Tab. 1. The source of the first BP is motivated
from BHs of astrophysical nature, the second BP is motivated by primordial black holes
whereas the third and fourth BPs are motivated by supermassive BHs. The distance of the
BHs from the earth has been taken with a conservative approach, i.e., the shortest distance
considered in the benchmark cases is much larger than the distance of the BH closest to earth
which is at a distance of 480 pc [99]. It is to be noted that the benchmark parameters are
considered in such a way that the resulting GW and neutrino flux can be at a level which is
in the reach of upcoming GW and neutrino detectors respectively.

BP MBH (M⊙) αg gϕν(×10−8) χi − χf d (Mpc)

1 102 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.1

2 3× 10−6 0.23 3 0.5 0.1

3 104 0.25 0.02 0.5 10

4 106 0.25 0.2 0.5 50

Table 1: Benchmark parameters for the BH sources and the coupling constants which can
lead to direct signals.

The signals arising from the BPs given in Tab. 1, are shown in Figs. 3 and 4 in the GW
frequency-strain and neutrino flux-energy space, respectively. We describe the properties
of the signals from each of these BPs as follows. For the case of BP 1, the gravitational
wave frequency, fGW ∼ 103 Hz and the gravitational wave strain, hGW ∼ 10−22, which in
the sensitivity range of the ET. The neutrino flux produced for the same will be, Φν ∼
10−18 cm−2s−1eV−1 with the energy, Eν ∼ 1014 eV. This energy is in the ballpark of high-
energy atmospheric neutrinos, however, the flux value is much larger than the flux of the
atmospheric neutrinos which suggests that a presence of such a signal will be not be cloaked
by the atmospheric neutrinos. BP 2 corresponds to the gravitational wave frequency, fGW ∼
1010 Hz and the gravitational wave strain, hGW ∼ 10−30 which is in the reach of gaussian
beam (GB) experiments. The corresponding neutrino flux, Φν ∼ 10−12 cm−2s−1eV−1 with
the neutrino energy, Eν ∼ 1019 eV. This is in the range of cosmogenic neutrinos but the flux is
many orders of magnitude higher. For BP3, we obtain the resultant GW with fGW ∼ 102 Hz
and hGW ∼ 10−21, whose signature can be probed in ET. The neutrino flux from the same
will be, Φν ∼ 10−21 cm−2s−1eV−1 with energy Eν ∼ 1018 eV. These neutrinos, like the
previous case, are also in the range of the cosmogenic neutrino and has much higher flux
than them and therefore will be detectable. Finally for BP4, the GW has fGW ∼ 0.1 Hz and
hGW ∼ 10−20, hence it will be in the range of LISA detector. However, the neutrino flux will
be Φν ∼ 10−22 cm−2s−1eV−1 and their energy will be Eν ∼ 1012 eV and thus these neutrinos
will remain enshrouded by the atmospheric neutrinos in the same energy range.

It is worth mentioning that benchmark parameters considered in our study lie in the
energy range of 1012 eV to 1019 eV. Some other sources of neutrinos with the same en-
ergy range include, active galactic nuclei (AGN) [100], the galactic plane [101], gamma ray
bursts [102], radio-emitting tidal disruption events, [103] and accretion flares from massive
black holes [104], etc. But the flux associated with the same resides in the cosmogenic neu-
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Figure 3: The GW created due to the four benchmark cases in Tab. 1. We also show the
sensitivity curves of the current and future GW experiments in the relevant frequency range.

trino flux range as opposed to the flux generated for our benchmark cases in general. The
detection of these ultra-high energy neutrinos are being carried out by currently-working and
proposed experimental setups like IceCube [12], RNO-G [14] and GRAND [30].
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Figure 4: The neutrino flux created due to the four benchmark cases in Tab. 1. We also
show the other sources of neutrinos in the flux-energy space.

These benchmark cases illustrate the efficiency of considering both the signals from the
same source as an avenue to extract pinpointed information from them. However, it is not
devoid of ambiguity, i.e. due to the involvement of many parameters, there could be multiple
combination of source BH properties and coupling which can lead to signals in the same
ballpark. In order to remove some of that ambiguity, we look into a complimentary mode of
investigation which only gets affected by the coupling.

3.3 Indirect Effect: Complimentary Search

For the purpose of complimentary search, we use CNB neutrinos to probe the effect of
the coupling gϕν which is crucial for our study. According to the standard cosmology and
the standard model of particle physics, neutrinos decoupled around one second after the big
bang and are freely streaming through the universe without interacting with almost anything
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since then. In this section, we show the modification in the distribution of the different mass
eigenstates of CNB neutrinos taking the effect of the ULS into account.

As neutrinos are now proven to be massive particles, under specific conditions they may
have finite lifetime. We take into consideration the Majorana nature of the neutrinos and
assume the decay to be visible, i.e., though the other daughter particles are undetectable,
the lighter neutrino is detectable. Here we assume the simple case of 2-body decay where
the heavy i−th mass eigenstate of neutrinos decay to lighter j−th mass eigenstate [105–107].
This process can be expressed as, νi → νj + ϕ where ϕ is the ULS we are interested in this
study. In the presence of this decay the dynamics of CNB is governed by not only the neutrino
mass but also the scalar mass and the coupling gϕν . In the underlying interaction gϕνϕνLνL
or gijϕνϕνiνj , the gijϕν contains the information regarding interaction strength and the PMNS
matrix elements. Recall that the same interaction, i.e., gϕνϕνLνL also caused the creation of
the neutrinos from the BH superradiance as explained in Sec. 2.2. Throughout our study, we
have assumed the coupling between neutrinos and ultra-light scalars gϕν ∈ [0.01, 1] × 10−8.
As a result of this in normal hierarchy ν3 will decay into ν1 and ν2 in relatively shorter time
period than the age of the universe. In case of inverted ordering, ν2 decays into ν1 and ν3.
For simplicity we just show this effect for the case of normal ordering though the same can
be extended to inverted ordering as well.

Till date the best bet in detecting the CNB neutrinos is the proposed detector PTOLEMY
which is based on the mechanism of neutrino capture on tritium atom [108]. The basic process
that governs this detector is,

νe +
3
1H → 3

2He + e−,

neutrinos are captured by the tritium atom to produce helium atom and an electron. The
differential energy spectrum of these electrons can lead us to the energy distribution and
thus the decay possibilities of the incoming CNB neutrinos. It is worth mentioning that in
principle there is no lower bound of the threshold energy of the neutrinos for the capture
process to occur. There are however a few difficulties in the actual execution of the idea
experimentally. This is mainly due to the Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle which makes
it extremely difficult to lower the resolution of the experiment. In such a scenario it is
very challenging distinguish the electron spectra arising from the neutrino capture and the
background electrons spectra created due to the β-decay of the tritium [109]. However, these
difficulties are being tried to overcome [110].

We show the electron spectra predicted for PTOLEMY in Fig. 5 where we have assumed
an experimental resolution of 40 meV, the ν3 mass of 50 meV, mϕ as 0.001 meV and the
coupling between the ϕ and the neutrinos gϕν = 3× 10−8, which is consistent with our BP2.
The most important aspect in Fig. 5 is the absence of the electron spectra due to the capture
of ν3 which would otherwise appear as a smaller bump just right of the existing ones shown
in red and blue bumps. This is due to the fact that the propagation time of the neutrinos
between decoupling and detection is much larger than the time after which ν3 decays. This is
direct result of the order of magnitude of gϕν that we consider in our work. Hence, in such a
case, CNB consists only of ν1 and ν2. It is to be noted here that we consider normal ordering
of neutrino masses here. Furthermore, we assume that ν2 does not decay to ν1 in significant
amount due to their masses being very close to each other. It is to be noted here that, in
the general case, the couplings between the different mass eigenstates of the neutrinos and
the scalar could be different. However, in this study, we consider all of them to be same.
Although, other decay processes could also take place, we only focus on the decay of the
heaviest neutrino eigenstate. The dashed red and blue lines denote the electron spectra due
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Figure 5: The prediction of differential energy spectra of electron due to the capture of
the CNB neutrinos on tritium in PTOLEMY. In this figure dashed, solid and dotted lines
correspond to the neutrinos which were present since the decoupling, the neutrinos which are a
product of the visible decay and the sum of them respectively. Also here red and blue signifies
ν2 and ν1 respectively and the black dashed line corresponds to the β decay background.
Furthermore, we have considered ∆ = 40 meV, mν3 = 50 meV, mϕ = 0.001 meV, and
gϕν = 3× 10−8.

to the capture of ν2 and ν1 respectively which have been a part of the original composition
from the time of the decoupling of neutrinos. The solid red and blue lines correspond to the
electron spectra due to the capture of ν2 and ν1 which were injected to the CNB as a result
of the decay of the heavier ν3. Finally, the dotted light red and light blue lines correspond
to the electron spectra due to the capture of the total ν2 and ν1 respectively.

It is to be noted here, that we show the effects on the CNB for only one of our four
benchmark cases (BP 2) because in all the other cases as well, the electron spectra would
look almost identical. This is due to the fact that as the coupling between neutrino and the
scalar gϕν is more than O(10−15), all the ν3 effectively decay before it reaches the detector.
See Ref. [107] for further details on this.

Finally, we would like to mention that the range of the coupling we are operating at in
this study, makes PTOLEMY the only experiment in which the effects can be seen in future.
This is because the solar neutrino experiments are not sensitive to coupling below O(10−4)
and the long baseline experiments are not sensitive to coupling below O(0.1). Therefore,
though there are currently many challenges in front of PTOLEMY, it is still our best hope
to probe Yukawa couplings between active neutrinos and ultra-light scalar below O(10−5).

4 Summary and Conclusion

In this article, we have prescribed a method to study the properties of ultra-light scalars,
such as mass and the coupling with active neutrinos, through multi-messenger astronomy.
The two messengers that we have focussed on are gravitational waves and neutrinos. We have
considered a scenario where a rotating BH superradiates and creates a cloud of ultra-light
scalars around it. This cloud then creates GW through annihilation of scalars to graviton
and neutrinos through a Yukawa coupling with the active neutrinos.
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The strain of GW generated in this method is proportional to the mass and the difference
between the initial and final spin of the BH and inversely proportional to the luminosity
distance of the source. We also observe that the frequency of the GW is inversely proportional
to the mass of the BH. Most of the superradiance process is governed by the gravitational
fine structure constant which is proportional to the product of the BH mass and the mass
of the ultra-light scalar. This constant roughly gives an estimate of the ratio between the
dimension of the BH and the compton wavelength of the scalar. It is to be noted here,
that there are many other processes through which GW can be created from superradiated
bosonic cloud, such as energy level transition of the gravitational atom, bosenova, etc. Here
we just focus on the ultra-light scalar annihilation into graviton. Along with all the variables
on which the GW depends on, neutrino flux and energy also depend on the coupling with
scalar. The neutrino energy increases with the scalar mass, the initial spin of the BH and the
gravitational fine structure constant and decreases with the coupling. For the neutrino flux,
we identify that it increases with the gravitational fine structure constant and the initial spin
of the BH but it decreases with the coupling and the luminosity distance of the source.

We have shown the simultaneous dependence of the properties of the two different
messengers on different parameters of the system, e.g. the dependence of the GW frequency
and the energy of the neutrinos on the coupling and the strain of the GW and the neutrino
flux on the mass of the ultra-light scalar. We take four benchmark cases, where we consider
a few values for the coupling, the gravitational fine structure constant, the mass, initial spin,
and the luminosity distance of the source. In all our benchmark cases, the gravitational fine
structure constant is O(0.2) and the difference between initial and final BH spin is 0.5. We
identify that for different masses of the source BH varying from 10−6M⊙ to 106M⊙ there
will be GW signals detectable by future GW detectors such as ET, LISA, GB, etc. However,
the energy of the neutrinos are always on the higher end, i.e. between TeV to EeV, for
the benchmark cases that we have considered. Finally, we show the effect of such coupling
between the neutrinos and the ultra-light scalars in the electron spectra due to the capture of
CNB neutrinos in PTOLEMY. We find that for couplings O(10−10) or higher, CNB will not
consist of ν3 as all the ν3 would have essentially decayed to the lighter neutrino eigenstates.

We would like to mention that though we have worked with the superradiated scalar
fields, some of the same effects could have also been generated with vector and tensor fields
of the appropriate mass and couplings. Also, the possibility of the existence of one or more
sterile neutrino species can give rise to a different neutrino flux and energy and also modify
the CNB spectra from possible 3-body decays. Finally, with the upcoming high precision
GW detectors and neutrino observatories, the burgeoning field of multi-messenger astronomy
in near future will be able to test many such possibilities.
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