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Abstract

We study conversion processes between gravitons and dark photons and reveal the effects

of dark photons on the polarization of gravitational waves. Considering cosmological dark

magnetic fields, we investigate the evolution of the intensity and polarization of gravitational

waves through the conversion. Specifically, we demonstrate that for minimal coupling be-

tween gravitons and dark photons, the intensity, circular polarization, and linear polarization

evolve separately. We derive explicit formulas for the statistical mean and variance of the

intensity and polarization when the gravitational waves pass through magnetic fields with

random orientation. The formulas capture how the initial polarization of dark photons will

be imprinted on the observed gravitational wave background.
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1 Introduction

Astronomy has historically developed by observations of electromagnetic waves. We can

gain various information about astrophysical objects from the intensity and the polarization

of electromagnetic waves. Remarkably, since the direct discovery of gravitational waves by

LIGO in 2015 [1], gravitational wave astronomy has commenced [2, 3]. Now and in the

future, the intensity and the polarization of gravitational waves can be valuable tools to

explore the universe.

It is known that the universe consists of visible matter, which is described by the Standard

Model of particle physics, and invisible matter (dark matter), which can be controlled by

physics beyond the Standard Model. Surprisingly, the majority of the matter of the universe

belongs to the dark sector including the dark matter. Historically, the presence of dark

matter has been suggested by observations of the visible matter affected by the dark matter

through gravitational interactions. However, the dark sector can also directly affect the

particles in the Standard Model such as photons. For example, an axion field can interact

with photons via the Chern-Simons coupling [4]. We should note that magnetic fields exist

in the universe on various scales, including stars [5, 6], galaxies [7, 8], intergalactic space [9,

10, 11], and so on [12, 13]. Remarkably, in the presence of magnetic fields, an axion particle

can be converted into a photon with a polarization parallel to the magnetic fields [14, 15].

Since the axion can change one of the polarization states, this conversion process changes

the polarization pattern of photons. In this way, the polarization pattern of photons carries

information about the dark sector. Realistic magnetic fields will have some inhomogeneity.

Regarding this point, axion-photon conversion in random magnetic fields has been studied in

Refs. [16, 17, 18, 19]. Particularly, in Ref. [19], the asymptotic behavior of Stokes parameters

characterizing polarization of photons is investigated. The results show that the equipartition

of the degrees of freedom holds.

As mentioned above, on top of electromagnetic waves, gravitational waves can be useful

to explore the universe. Furthermore, gravitational waves can convey information about the

even earlier universe than electromagnetic waves. Notice that it is natural to expect that

the dark sector contains dark gauge fields such as dark photons. Although dark photons
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with ultralight masses can be dark matter and generated during inflation [20, 21, 22, 23],

we should emphasize that dark photons are not necessarily the main component of dark

matter. For instance, they may behave as dark radiation, mediating interactions in mirror

dark matter model [24, 25, 26]. Now, we can raise the following question. What polarization

pattern of primordial gravitational waves can be expected in the presence of dark photons?

More specifically, since dark photons are analogous to the Standard Model photons, it is

legitimate to assume cosmological dark magnetic fields [27]. In that case, dark photons can

be converted into gravitons and vice versa due to the universal (minimal) coupling [28, 14].

(Here, “gravitons” usually stand for quanta corresponding to gravitational waves, but the

conversion itself can also be derived from the classical description.) Hence, the polarization

pattern can be affected by dark photons. In this paper, we consider graviton - dark pho-

ton conversion in cosmological dark magnetic fields and reveal the evolution of the Stokes

parameters of gravitational waves.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the conversion between gravi-

tational waves and dark photons in a domain of a cosmological dark magnetic field where the

magnetic field is spatially uniform. In Section 3, after constructing a sequence of domains of

magnetic fields with random directions, we derive equations describing the evolution of the

Stokes parameters of gravitational waves affected by conversion through the domains. In Sec-

tion 4, we investigate the asymptotic behavior of the Stokes parameters when gravitational

waves pass through many random magnetic field domains. In particular, we examine the

statistical mean and variance of the intensity, circular polarization, and linear polarization

of gravitational waves. The final section is devoted to the conclusion and discussion. We

adopt the natural units, c = ℏ = ϵ0 = 1 where c is the speed of light, ℏ is the reduced Planck

constant, and ϵ0 is the permittivity in a vacuum. The metric signature is (−,+,+,+).
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2 Cosmological dark magnetic fields and graviton - dark

photon conversion

In this paper, we consider gravitational waves and waves of a dark U(1) gauge field propa-

gating in the expanding universe accompanied by cosmological dark magnetic fields.

We start with the Einstein–Hilbert action and the action of the U(1) gauge field,

S =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
1

2κ2
R− 1

4
gµρgνσFµνFρσ

]
. (2.1)

Here, R represents the Ricci scalar associated with the metric gµν , g is the determinant

of gµν , Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the field strength tensor of the U(1) gauge field Aµ, and

κ2 ≡ 8πG ≡ M−2
Pl , where G is the Newton constant and MPl is the reduced Planck mass.

The variation of the action with respect to the metric gives the Einstein equation as

Gµ
ν = κ2

(
F µαFνα − 1

4
δµνFαβF

αβ

)
, (2.2)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor. The variation with respect to the gauge field Aµ gives the

Maxwell equation as

∂µ
(√−g F µν

)
= 0 . (2.3)

2.1 Dark magnetic fields

The background spacetime is described by the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-

Walker metric,

ḡµνdx
µdxν = a2(−dη2 + δij dx

idxj) , (2.4)

where η(= x0) is the conformal time, xi with i = 1, 2, 3 are the comoving coordinates, and

a = a(η) is the scale factor.

To consider background magnetic fields and propagating waves of the U(1) gauge field,
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we write the total gauge field strength as

Fµν = F̄µν + ∂µAν − ∂νAµ . (2.5)

Here, F̄µν denotes the background field strength, and Aµ denotes the propagating field on

that background, which is treated as a perturbation. (Note the change in notation: At the

beginning of this section, Aµ denoted the total gauge field, but hereafter Aµ stands for the

perturbation.) For the gauge field perturbation Aµ, we take the radiation gauge

∂iAi = 0 , A0 = 0 . (2.6)

Since we consider the magnetic configuration as the background, we assume F̄0i = 0 in

the coordinate system {η,x(= xi)}. In this case, the µ = i component of the Bianchi identity

ϵµνρσ∂νF̄ρσ = 0 tells us that F̄ij is constant in time. Then, we see that the energy density of

the background dark magnetic field behaves as

1

4
F̄ ijF̄ij ∝ a−4 , (2.7)

by noting that the spatial indices of F̄ ij are raised by the background inverse metric ḡij =

a−2δij. Let us introduce the physical dark magnetic field vector B̄(a) = (B̄i(a)) as

B̄i(a) ≡
1

2 a2
ϵijkF̄jk , (2.8)

where ϵijk is the anti-symmetric symbol normalized as ϵ123 = 1. The vector B̄(a) is defined

so that the magnetic field energy density is represented as

1

4
F̄ ijF̄ij =

1

2
B̄2(a) , (2.9)

where B̄2(a) ≡ δijB̄i(a)B̄j(a). Denoting the physical magnetic field magnitude at present by
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B̄0, the magnitude at the scale factor a is given by

B̄(a) =
B̄0

a2
, (2.10)

where we normalized the present scale factor to be unity. Throughout this paper, we assume

that the magnetic field would be rooted in a primordial origin, and the physical magnitude

is only diluted through the cosmic expansion as Eq. (2.10).

If we identify B̄0 with the present magnetic field made of the Standard Model (SM)

photons, various observations tell us a constraint

10−16 Gauss ≲ B̄0 ≲ 10−9 Gauss . (SM photon) (2.11)

The lower limit is suggested by gamma-ray observations [29, 30, 31], and the upper limit

comes from Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and matter power spectrum observations

[32]. On the other hand, when we consider the magnetic field as made of a U(1) gauge field

in a dark sector that does not interact with the SM, the upper bound will be relaxed. In this

case, the constraint would be inferred from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). We employ

the upper limit of the dark magnetic field magnitude obtained in the literature [33],

B̄0 ≲ 10−6 Gauss . (dark photon) (2.12)

Below, we assume that the background magnetic field is spatially uniform, ∂iB̄j = 0, in a

certain domain of interest. We expect that the model with a uniform background magnetic

field works well if the coherence length of the magnetic field is sufficiently longer than the

wavelength of the gravitational and gauge field waves.

2.2 Graviton - dark photon conversion

To incorporate gravitational waves, we write the total metric as

gµνdx
µdxν = a2

[
− dη2 + (δij + hij) dx

idxj
]
, (2.13)
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where hij = hij(η,x) represents the metric perturbation propagating as gravitational waves.

For hij, we take the transverse-traceless gauge,

hii = 0 , ∂jhij = 0 . (2.14)

Substituting Eqs. (2.5) and (2.13) into the Einstein equation (2.2), and extracting the

linear terms with respect to hij and Ai, we obtain the equation of motion for gravitational

waves as

(∂2
η + 2H∂η −∇2)hij = 2κ2 [ϵiklB̄l(a)(∂jAk − ∂kAj) + ϵjklB̄l(a)(∂iAk − ∂kAi)] , (2.15)

where H ≡ (∂ηa)/a, ∇2 ≡ δij∂i∂j, and the vector B̄i(a) is defined in Eq. (2.8). Note that we

have neglected the terms of the form of κ2B̄2h on the right-hand side. The contribution of

these terms is suppressed by the factor of M−1
Pl B̄/k compared with that of κ2B̄(∂A) terms,

where k abstractly represents the comoving wavenumber of the perturbation. Throughout

this paper, we consider the perturbations with large wavenumber k so that we can neglect

the κ2B̄2h terms.

Similarly, from the ν = i component of the Maxwell equation (2.3), we obtain the linear

order equation of motion for the gauge field as

(∂2
η −∇2)Ai = a2ϵjklB̄l(a) ∂khij . (2.16)

The gauge field Ai is treated as a massless field so far. However, for the Standard Model

(SM) photons, an effective mass is induced by the effects of non-vacuum environments, such

as plasma oscillations and quantum corrections in large magnetic fields. For dark photons

that are not part of the SM, possibly they have an intrinsic mass. Such (effective) masses for

gauge fields generally suppress conversion with gravitational waves. Since our main concern

is the cases such that conversion is efficient, hereafter we neglect the (effective) masses for

simplicity. For dark photons, this treatment is valid at any frequency if they are decoupled

with other particles and are massless.
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As an alternative to hij, it is convenient to introduce a new variable yij as

yij ≡ (2κ)−1 a hij . (2.17)

Then, the equations of motion (2.15) and (2.16) are recast to

(
∂2
η −∇2 − ∂2

ηa

a

)
yij = κ a [ϵiklB̄l(a) (∂jAk − ∂kAj) + ϵjklB̄l(a) (∂iAk − ∂kAi)] , (2.18)

(∂2
η −∇2)Ai = 2κ a ϵjklB̄l(a) ∂kyij . (2.19)

We define the Fourier decomposition for the metric and gauge field perturbations as

yij(x, η) =
∑

P=+,×

1

(2π)3/2

∫
d3k yP (k, η) e

P
ij(k̂) e

ik·x, (2.20)

Ai(x, η) =
∑

P=+,×

i

(2π)3/2

∫
d3kAP (k, η) e

P
i (k̂) e

ik·x, (2.21)

where we defined the unit vector k̂ ≡ k/k with k ≡ |k| ≡
√
δijkikj. For each direction k̂, we

introduced the polarization vectors ePi (k̂) and the polarization tensors ePij(k̂) with P = +,×
for the transverse components. The polarization vectors are introduced to be real and satisfy

ki ePi (k̂) = 0 , (2.22)

ePi (k̂) e
Q
i (k̂) = δPQ , (2.23)

e+i (k̂) = −e+i (−k̂) , e×i (k̂) = e×i (−k̂) . (2.24)

Given ePi (k̂), we construct the polarization tensors ePij(k̂) as

e+ij(k̂) =
1√
2

[
e+i (k̂) e

+
j (k̂)− e×i (k̂) e

×
j (k̂)

]
, (2.25)

e×ij(k̂) =
1√
2

[
e+i (k̂) e

×
j (k̂) + e×i (k̂) e

+
j (k̂)

]
. (2.26)
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These tensors satisfy

ki ePij(k̂) = 0 , ePii(k̂) = 0 , (2.27)

ePij(k̂) e
Q
ij(k̂) = δPQ , (2.28)

e+ij(k̂) = e+ij(−k̂) , e×ij(k̂) = −e×ij(−k̂) . (2.29)

Since the fields hij(x, η) and Ai(x, η) are real (Hermite), the Fourier components yP (k, η)

and AP (k, η) must satisfy

y+(k, η) = y∗+(−k, η) , y×(k, η) = −y∗×(−k, η) , (2.30)

A+(k, η) = A∗
+(−k, η) , A×(k, η) = −A∗

×(−k, η) , (2.31)

where the asterisk (*) denotes the complex conjugate.

We define the polarization vectors so that the magnetic field vector B̄(a) lies in the

plane spanned by k̂ and e×(k̂) without loss of generality. Using {e+(k̂), e×(k̂), k̂} as the

coordinate axes for a given k and introducing the polar angle θ, we represent the background

magnetic field vector B̄(a) as

B̄(a) = (0, B̄(a) sin θ, B̄(a) cos θ) , (2.32)

in that coordinate system. Inserting the Fourier decomposition (2.20) and (2.21) into

Eqs. (2.18) and (2.19), and multiplying polarization vectors and tensors, we obtain the

equation of motion for each polarization P = +,× as∂2
η + k2 +

−(∂2
ηa)/a 0

0 0

yP (k, η)

AP (k, η)

 = −k λ(a)

0 1

1 0

yP (k, η)

AP (k, η)

 , (2.33)

where we defined

λ(a) ≡
√
2κ a B̄(a) sin θ =

√
2κ

B̄0

a
sin θ . (2.34)

Equation (2.33) has been derived in Ref. [34], where it was applied to the inflationary universe
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and it was shown that tachyonic growth of primordial gravitational waves may appear.

From Eq. (2.33), we see that gravitons of the +/× mode have mixing with gauge fields

of the +/× mode. Let us now investigate conversion between gravitons and gauge fields. To

see conversion, it is useful to write the components yP (k, η) and AP (k, η) as

y+(k, η) = ỹ+(k, η) e
−ikη + ỹ∗+(−k, η) e+ikη , (2.35)

y×(k, η) = ỹ×(k, η) e
−ikη − ỹ∗×(−k, η) e+ikη , (2.36)

A+(k, η) = Ã+(k, η) e
−ikη + Ã∗

+(−k, η) e+ikη , (2.37)

A×(k, η) = Ã×(k, η) e
−ikη − Ã∗

×(−k, η) e+ikη . (2.38)

(In each equation, the sign of the second term on the right-hand side inherits the properties

(2.30) and (2.31).) Inserting Eqs. (2.35)–(2.38) into Eq. (2.33) and assuming |∂2
η ỹP | ≪

k|∂ηỹP | and |∂2
ηÃP | ≪ k|∂ηÃP |, we obtain a Schrödinger-like equation

i ∂ηΨ⃗P = H(a) Ψ⃗P (2.39)

with

Ψ⃗P ≡

 ỹP (k, η)

ÃP (k, η)

 , H(a) ≡

∆h(a) ∆M(a)

∆M(a) 0

 , (2.40)

where we defined

∆M(a) ≡ λ(a)

2
=

κ√
2

B̄0

a
sin θ , (2.41)

∆h(a) ≡ − 1

2k

∂2
ηa

a
. (2.42)

Since we are interested in cases of efficient conversion, hereafter we assume

|∆M(a)| ≫ |∆h(a)| , (2.43)

so that we neglect the diagonal component of H(a). Particularly, in the radiation-dominated
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epoch in which a ∝ η, the component ∆h(a) vanishes. More generally, we can estimate as

|∆h(a)| ∼ H2/k omitting some numerical factor, where H = (∂ηa)/a is the comoving Hubble

scale, and we are interested only in large k so that |∆h(a)| is negligible.

Once the diagonal component is neglected, the matrix H(a) can be diagonalized as

R⊤H(a)R =

+∆M(a) 0

0 −∆M(a)

 , R =
1√
2

1 −1

1 1

 . (2.44)

The important notice is that R is a constant orthogonal matrix. Hence, we can obtain the

analytic solution as

Ψ⃗P (η) = R

e
−i

∫ η
ηi

dη∆M (a)
0

0 e
+i

∫ η
ηi

dη∆M (a)

R⊤Ψ⃗P (ηi) , (2.45)

where Ψ⃗P (ηi) is specified by the initial condition at η = ηi. Finally, the time evolution of

the variables ỹP (k, η) and ÃP (k, η) reads

ỹP (k, η) = ỹP (k, ηi) cos

(∫ η

ηi

dη∆M(a)

)
− i ÃP (k, ηi) sin

(∫ η

ηi

dη∆M(a)

)
, (2.46)

ÃP (k, η) = ÃP (k, ηi) cos

(∫ η

ηi

dη∆M(a)

)
− i ỹP (k, ηi) sin

(∫ η

ηi

dη∆M(a)

)
. (2.47)

We see that conversion between gravitons and gauge fields occurs on the length scale ∆−1
M (a),

which is numerically given by

∆−1
M (a) = 1.1× 106 a Mpc

(
10−6 Gauss
B̄0 sin θ

)
. (2.48)

In the above derivation, we have assumed |∂2
η ỹP | ≪ k|∂ηỹP | and |∂2

ηÃP | ≪ k|∂ηÃP |.
For consistency of the solution, the conditions k ≫ |∆M |, |∂η∆M |/|∆M | should be satisfied,

which are translated into

k ≫ |∆M(a)|,H . (2.49)

Considering the Standard Model (SM) photons as the gauge fields, the onset of graviton-
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photon conversion should be the decoupling time, z ∼ 1100. Then, even assuming the

observational upper limit of the magnetic field magnitude B̄0 ∼ 10−9 Gauss, the conversion

length at the decoupling time becomes 103 Gpc, far exceeding the present Hubble radius.

Therefore, a significant conversion with gravitons is not expected for the SM photons. In-

deed, the almost perfect blackbody spectrum of CMB indicates that graviton - SM photon

conversion is inefficient [35].

On the other hand, the case of dark photons has a different story. First, the magnitude

of the dark magnetic field is observationally less constrained as mentioned in Eq. (2.12).

Moreover, as long as the dark photons are decoupled from other particles, the onset of the

conversion with gravitons can be earlier. Then, as seen from Eq. (2.48), the length scale

of the conversion may be shorter. Hence, for dark photons, conversion with gravitons can

occur efficiently and can leave observational signatures on primordial gravitational waves:

This is the case we consider in the rest of this paper. In the following sections, we study the

imprints of the conversion between gravitational waves and dark photons on the intensity

and polarization.

The expression for the conversion length (2.48) implies that conversion can be particularly

effective during the radiation-dominated (RD) epoch. Focusing on this epoch, the integrals

in Eqs. (2.46) and (2.47) can be performed analytically as follows. From the definition

of the conformal time a dη = dt and the Hubble parameter H = (da/dt)/a, it follows

that dη = (a2H)−1da. Additionally, the Friedmann equation in the RD epoch is given by

H = H0

√
Ωr0/a4 where H0 is the Hubble constant and Ωr0 is the present density parameter

of radiation. Thus, we obtain

η =
a

H0

√
Ωr0

= 4.6× 105 a Mpc , (RD) (2.50)

where we set the origin of the conformal time to be the Big Bang (a = 0), and we employed

the observed values, H0 = 100h km/sec/Mpc and Ωr0h
2 = 4.2× 10−5 with h = 0.68. Then,

the integrals in Eqs. (2.46) and (2.47) are explicitly evaluated as

∫ η

ηi

dη∆M(a) =
κ√
2

B̄0

H0

√
Ωr0

(sin θ) ln

(
η

ηi

)
. (RD) (2.51)
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3 Conversion in a network of magnetic domains

3.1 Modeling of a network of magnetic domains

Magnetic fields in the universe have various strengths and coherence lengths at different

scales. To model magnetic fields on the cosmological scale, we construct a network of many

coherent magnetic field domains as follows (see Fig. 1). First, all domains are assumed to

have equal comoving size s, which compares with coherent scale of the field. The background

magnetic field is assumed to be uniform within a single domain. For simplicity, we let the

magnitude of the magnetic field |B̄| be equal in all domains on a time slice, but allow the

direction of the magnetic field to vary from domain to domain. Specifically, we assume

that the direction of the magnetic field is random for each domain. A gravitational wave

passes through a network of domains with a fixed wavenumber vector k. At the n-th domain

during propagation, we let θn denote the angle between the wavenumber vector k and the

magnetic field vector B̄. When moving from the (n−1)-th domain into the n-th domain, the

magnetic field vector rotates by an angle γn in the polarization plane (the two-dimensional

plane normal to the wavenumber vector k).

3.2 Time evolution of Stokes parameters

Recall that we have defined the polarization vectors e+(k̂) and e×(k̂) so that the magnetic

field vector B̄ lies in the k̂-e×(k̂) plane. Since the magnetic field vector changes the direc-

tion when the domain changes, the definition of the polarization vector must also change.

Denoting the polarization vectors in the n-th domain by {e+
n (k̂), e

×
n (k̂)}, the relationship

between adjacent domains is given bye+
n (k̂)

e×
n (k̂)

 =

 cos γn sin γn

− sin γn cos γn

e+
n−1(k̂)

e×
n−1(k̂)

 . (3.1)
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FIG 1. The configuration of the background magnetic fields in our model is illustrated. We assume that
gravitational waves and gauge field waves pass through an enormous number of domains with equal comoving
sizes. Within each domain, the background magnetic field can be regarded as a uniform vector. The
magnitude of the magnetic fields evolves as |B̄| ∝ 1/a2.

This rotation induces the transformation of the polarization tensors ase+n,ij(k̂)

e×n,ij(k̂)

 =

 cos 2γn sin 2γn

− sin 2γn cos 2γn

e+n−1,ij(k̂)

e×n−1,ij(k̂)

 . (3.2)

Let AP,n and yP,n (P = +,×) denote the polarization components defined by means of

the polarization vectors and tensors in the n-th domain. According to the rotation (3.1) and

(3.2), the relationship between adjacent polarization components reads

A+,n(η)

A×,n(η)

 =

 cos γn sin γn

− sin γn cos γn

A+,n−1(η)

A×,n−1(η)

 , (3.3)

y+,n(η)

y×,n(η)

 =

 cos 2γn sin 2γn

− sin 2γn cos 2γn

y+,n−1(η)

y×,n−1(η)

 . (3.4)
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Here, we omitted the wavenumber vector k in the argument of yP,n(k, η) and AP,n(k, η) for

notational simplicity.

Let ηn−1 be the conformal time at the end of the passage through the (n− 1)-th domain,

which also gives the time of entry into the n-th domain. Setting η = ηn−1 in Eqs. (3.3)

and (3.4) specifies the initial condition for the polarization components defined in the n-

th domain AP,n(ηn−1) and yP,n(ηn−1) in terms of the polarization components defined in

the previous domain AP,n−1(ηn−1) and yP,n−1(ηn−1). Inserting the initial condition into the

general solutions (2.46) and (2.47), we obtain the relationship between the polarization

components at the end of the n-th domain and those at the end of the (n− 1)-th domain as

φn = Φn · Γn ·φn−1 . (3.5)

Here, we introduced a four-component vector φn as

φn ≡
(
ỹ+,n(ηn), ỹ×,n(ηn), Ã+,n(ηn), Ã×,n(ηn)

)⊤
. (3.6)

We also defined

Φn ≡


cosΦn 0 −i sinΦn 0

0 cosΦn 0 −i sinΦn

−i sinΦn 0 cosΦn 0

0 −i sinΦn 0 cosΦn

 (3.7)

with

Φn ≡
∫ ηn

ηn−1

dη∆M,n(a) , ∆M,n(a) ≡
κ√
2

B̄0

a
sin θn , (3.8)
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and

Γn ≡


cos 2γn sin 2γn 0 0

− sin 2γn cos 2γn 0 0

0 0 cos γn sin γn

0 0 − sin γn cos γn

 . (3.9)

To describe polarization, let us introduce Stokes parameters with the vector φ defined in

Eq. (3.6) as

φφ† ≡ 1

2


Ih +Qh Uh − iVh K − iL M − iN

Uh + iVh Ih −Qh W − iX Y − iZ

K + iL W + iX Iγ +Qγ Uγ − iVγ

M + iN Y + iZ Uγ + iVγ Iγ −Qγ

 , (3.10)

where the subscripts h and γ represent that the quantities are associated with gravitational

waves and gauge fields, respectively. The subscript labeling the number of domains n is

omitted here. Specifically, the intensity of gravitational waves and gauge fields are denoted

by Ih and Iγ, respectively, and those after passing the n-th domain are given by

Ih(k, ηn) = |ỹ+,n(k, ηn)|2 + |ỹ×,n(k, ηn)|2 , (3.11)

Iγ(k, ηn) = |Ã+,n(k, ηn)|2 + |Ã×,n(k, ηn)|2 . (3.12)

The variables Vh and Vγ denote the degree of circular polarization of gravitational waves and

gauge fields, respectively. Those at the end of the n-th domain are given by

Vh(k, ηn) = i
[
ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) ỹ+,n(k, ηn)− ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) ỹ×,n(k, ηn)

]
, (3.13)

Vγ(k, ηn) = i
[
Ã∗

×,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn)− Ã∗
+,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn)

]
. (3.14)

The variables Qh/γ and Uh/γ denote the degree of linear polarization of gravitational waves/gauge
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fields,

Qh(k, ηn) = |ỹ+,n(k, ηn)|2 − |ỹ×,n(k, ηn)|2 , (3.15)

Qγ(k, ηn) = |Ã+,n(k, ηn)|2 − |Ã×,n(k, ηn)|2 , (3.16)

and

Uh(k, ηn) = ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) ỹ+,n(k, ηn) + ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) ỹ×,n(k, ηn) , (3.17)

Uγ(k, ηn) = Ã∗
×,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn) + Ã∗

+,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn) . (3.18)

Note that Ih/γ and Vh/γ are coordinate-independent notions in the sense that they are in-

variant under rotation of the coordinate axes in the polarization plane, while Qh/γ and Uh/γ

are dependent. In Eq. (3.10), we also introduced real parameters K, L, M , N , W , X, Y ,

and Z, which consist of cross terms of ỹP and ÃP as follows:

K(k, ηn) = ỹ+,n(k, ηn) Ã
∗
+,n(k, ηn) + ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn) , (3.19)

L(k, ηn) = i
[
ỹ+,n(k, ηn) Ã

∗
+,n(k, ηn)− ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn)

]
, (3.20)

M(k, ηn) = ỹ+,n(k, ηn) Ã
∗
×,n(k, ηn) + ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn) , (3.21)

N(k, ηn) = i
[
ỹ+,n(k, ηn) Ã

∗
×,n(k, ηn)− ỹ∗+,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn)

]
, (3.22)

W (k, ηn) = ỹ×,n(k, ηn) Ã
∗
+,n(k, ηn) + ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn) , (3.23)

X(k, ηn) = i
[
ỹ×,n(k, ηn) Ã

∗
+,n(k, ηn)− ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) Ã+,n(k, ηn)

]
, (3.24)

Y (k, ηn) = ỹ×,n(k, ηn) Ã
∗
×,n(k, ηn) + ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn) , (3.25)

Z(k, ηn) = i
[
ỹ×,n(k, ηn) Ã

∗
×,n(k, ηn)− ỹ∗×,n(k, ηn) Ã×,n(k, ηn)

]
. (3.26)

To study the evolution of the Stokes parameters, we symbolize the matrix in Eq. (3.10)

by ρ. Then, at the end of the n-th domain, we obtain the relation

ρn ≡ φn φ
†
n = (Φn · Γn) · ρn−1 · (Φn · Γn)

† , (3.27)

where we used Eq. (3.5). The above relation yields recurrence relations between the n-th and
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(n− 1)-th Stokes parameters. It turns out that not all the Stokes parameters are coupled to

each other. Indeed, the recurrence relations are classified into four classes as follows.

3.2.1 Class I

First, let us focus on the part concerning the intensity of gravitational waves and gauge

fields, Ih and Iγ. It is found that the variables {Ih, Iγ, L+Z,X −N} constitute a closed set

of equations in the recurrence relation (3.27) as follows:

Ih(ηn) + Iγ(ηn) = Ih(ηn−1) + Iγ(ηn−1) , (3.28)

Ih(ηn)− Iγ(ηn) = sin 2Φn

{
cos γn[L(ηn−1) + Z(ηn−1)] + sin γn[X(ηn−1)−N(ηn−1)]

}
+ cos 2Φn[Ih(ηn−1)− Iγ(ηn−1)] , (3.29)

L(ηn) + Z(ηn) = cos 2Φn

{
cos γn[L(ηn−1) + Z(ηn−1)] + sin γn[X(ηn−1)−N(ηn−1)]

}
− sin 2Φn[Ih(ηn−1)− Iγ(ηn−1)] , (3.30)

X(ηn)−N(ηn) = cos γn[X(ηn−1)−N(ηn−1)]− sin γn[L(ηn−1) + Z(ηn−1)] . (3.31)

3.2.2 Class II

The circular polarizations of gravitational waves and gauge field waves are determined by

the following closed set of equations for the variables {Vh, Vγ,M −W,K + Y }:

Vh(ηn) + Vγ(ηn) = Vh(ηn−1) + Vγ(ηn−1) , (3.32)

Vh(ηn)− Vγ(ηn) = − sin 2Φn

{
cos γn[M(ηn−1)−W (ηn−1)] + sin γn[K(ηn−1) + Y (ηn−1)]

}
+ cos 2Φn[Vh(ηn−1)− Vγ(ηn−1)] , (3.33)

M(ηn)−W (ηn) = cos 2Φn

{
cos γn[M(ηn−1)−W (ηn−1)] + sin γn[K(ηn−1) + Y (ηn−1)]

}
+ sin 2Φn[Vh(ηn−1)− Vγ(ηn−1)] , (3.34)

K(ηn) + Y (ηn) = cos γn[K(ηn−1) + Y (ηn−1)]− sin γn[M(ηn−1)−W (ηn−1)] . (3.35)
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3.2.3 Class III

The linear polarizations of gravitational waves and gauge field waves are determined by the

following closed set of equations for the variables {Qh + i Uh, Qγ + i Uγ, L− Z,X +N}:

Qh(ηn) + i Uh(ηn) = cos2Φn e
−4iγn [Qh(ηn−1) + i Uh(ηn−1)] + sin2Φn e

−2iγn [Qγ(ηn−1) + i Uγ(ηn−1)]

+
1

2
sin 2Φn e

−3iγn
{
[L(ηn−1)− Z(ηn−1)] + i [X(ηn−1) +N(ηn−1)]

}
,

(3.36)

Qγ(ηn) + i Uγ(ηn) = sin2Φn e
−4iγn [Qh(ηn−1) + i Uh(ηn−1)] + cos2Φn e

−2iγn [Qγ(ηn−1) + i Uγ(ηn−1)]

− 1

2
sin 2Φn e

−3iγn
{
[L(ηn−1)− Z(ηn−1)] + i [X(ηn−1) +N(ηn−1)]

}
,

(3.37)

L(ηn)− Z(ηn) = cos 2Φn

{
cos 3γn[L(ηn−1)− Z(ηn−1)] + sin 3γn[X(ηn−1) +N(ηn−1)]

}
− 1

2
sin 2Φn

{
e−4iγn [Qh(ηn−1) + i Uh(ηn−1)] + c.c.

− e−2iγn [Qγ(ηn−1) + i Uγ(ηn−1)] + c.c.
}
, (3.38)

X(ηn) +N(ηn) = cos 2Φn

{
cos 3γn[X(ηn−1) +N(ηn−1)]− sin 3γn[L(ηn−1)− Z(ηn−1)]

}
+

1

2
sin 2Φn

{
i e−4iγn [Qh(ηn−1) + i Uh(ηn−1)] + c.c.

− i e−2iγn [Qγ(ηn−1) + i Uγ(ηn−1)] + c.c.
}
, (3.39)

where “c.c.” represents the complex conjugate of the previous term.

3.2.4 Class IV

Additionally, we can find that the variables {M +W,K−Y } form a closed set although it is

redundant for the purpose of studying the intensity and polarization of gravitational waves:

M(ηn) +W (ηn) = cos 3γn[M(ηn−1) +W (ηn−1)]− sin 3γn[K(ηn−1)− Y (ηn−1)] , (3.40)

K(ηn)− Y (ηn) = sin 3γn[M(ηn−1) +W (ηn−1)] + cos 3γn[K(ηn−1)− Y (ηn−1)] . (3.41)

In summary, we have obtained four classes of recurrence relations. Note that the intensity

(Ih/γ), circular polarization (Vh/γ), and linear polarization (Qh/γ, Uh/γ) are separated. This

19



stems from the separation of equations of + and × modes. Although we have focused here

on the minimal coupling, when we take into account non-minimal cases, the situation would

be different.

4 Imprints on gravitational wave polarizations

In the previous section, we derived the relationship between the Stokes parameters in adja-

cent magnetic field domains. In this section, we investigate the asymptotic behavior of the

Stokes parameters assuming that the direction of the magnetic field is randomly chosen for

each domain. Since we have seen that intensity, circular polarization, and linear polarization

are separated in the recurrence relations, we can study each of these classes separately.

4.1 Intensity

First, let us focus on Class I, i.e., Eqs. (3.28)–(3.31), to examine the intensity. Since the

magnetic field direction is assumed to be given probabilistically, we study statistical quanti-

ties employing an ensemble average. Specifically, the purpose below is to find the asymptotic

behavior of the mean (expectation value) of the intensity and the variance of the intensity.

4.1.1 Mean of intensity

Equation (3.28) shows that the sum of Ih and Iγ does not change even when the domain

changes. This indicates that the total intensity of the gravitational waves and gauge fields

is conserved,

Ih(η) + Iγ(η) = Ih,0 + Iγ,0 , (4.1)

where Ih,0 = Ih(η0) and Iγ,0 = Iγ(η0) denote the initial intensity given before entering the

first domain.
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Next, let us focus on Eq. (3.29). Here we write it down again:

Ih(ηn)− Iγ(ηn) = sin 2Φn

{
cos γn[L(ηn−1) + Z(ηn−1)] + sin γn[X(ηn−1)−N(ηn−1)]

}
+ cos 2Φn[Ih(ηn−1)− Iγ(ηn−1)] . (4.2)

As mentioned above, the angles θn and γn are chosen randomly. Then, for the purpose of

finding the statistical means (expectation values), we can drop the linear terms concerning

cos γn or sin γn in Eq. (4.2) by averaging over γn. On the other hand, the coefficient cos 2Φn

has the θn-dependence as is shown in Eq. (3.8), and the average over θn is nontrivial in

general. Hence, we write the recursion relation for the mean as

⟨Ih(ηn)− Iγ(ηn)⟩ = ⟨cos 2Φn⟩ · ⟨Ih(ηn−1)− Iγ(ηn−1)⟩ . (4.3)

where the bracket ⟨· · ·⟩ represents the average over various realizations of the magnetic field

directions. It follows from Eq. (4.3) that

⟨Ih(ηN)− Iγ(ηN)⟩ = ΠN(Ih,0 − Iγ,0) , (4.4)

where we defined

ΠN ≡
N∏

n=1

⟨cos 2Φn⟩ . (4.5)

Combining Eqs. (4.1) and (4.4), we obtain

⟨Ih(ηN)⟩ =
1 + ΠN

2
Ih,0 +

1− ΠN

2
Iγ,0 , (4.6)

⟨Iγ(ηN)⟩ =
1 + ΠN

2
Iγ,0 +

1− ΠN

2
Ih,0 . (4.7)

The bracket on the right-hand side in Eq. (4.5) consists only of the average over the angle

θn. Let us rewrite the definition of Φn in Eq. (3.8) as

Φn = Mn sin θn , (4.8)
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where we defined

Mn ≡
∫ ηn

ηn−1

dη
κ√
2

B̄0

a
. (4.9)

Then, the average over θn yields

⟨cos 2Φn⟩ ≡
1

π

∫ π

0

dθn cos(2Mn sin θn)

= J0(2Mn) , (4.10)

where J0(· · · ) represents the zeroth Bessel function of the first kind. As derived in Eq. (2.51),

in the radiation-dominated epoch, the argument Mn is evaluated as

Mn =
κ√
2

B̄0

H0

√
Ωr0

ln

(
ηn
ηn−1

)
= 0.41

(
B̄0

10−6 Gauss

)
ln

(
ηn
ηn−1

)
. (RD) (4.11)

Note that there is a relation ηn = ηn−1+s since we defined the comoving size of each domain

as s.

Hereafter, we consider the case that the argument Mn defined in Eq. (4.9) is large in a

single domain, i.e., Mn ≫ 1. This essentially corresponds to the case that the length scale of

conversion ∆−1
M is much shorter than the domain size so that the conversion occurs efficiently

within a domain. More specifically, considering the radiation-dominated epoch (4.11), we

see that Mn ≫ 1 is realized when s ≫ ηn−1, i.e., the value of the conformal time at entry

into a domain is sufficiently smaller than the comoving size of the domain. The asymptotic

behavior of Eq. (4.10) for large Mn is given by

⟨cos 2Φn⟩ = J0(2Mn) →
√

1

πMn

cos

(
2Mn −

π

4

)
. (4.12)

Moreover, in the infinite limit Mn → ∞, the mean ⟨cos 2Φn⟩ converges to zero and we obtain

⟨Ih(η)⟩ →
1

2
(Ih,0 + Iγ,0) , ⟨Iγ(η)⟩ →

1

2
(Ih,0 + Iγ,0) . (4.13)

This result indicates that the equipartition of gravitational waves and gauge fields is realized
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irrespective of the initial condition in the limit Mn → ∞.

4.1.2 Variance of intensity

Next, we proceed to study the behavior of the statistical variance of the intensity. This is

achieved by taking the square of Eqs. (3.28)–(3.31) and taking the ensemble average, i.e.,

the average over the magnetic field directions. From Eq. (3.28), it follows that

⟨[Ih(ηn) + Iγ(ηn)]
2⟩ = (Ih,0 + Iγ,0)

2 . (4.14)

On the other hand, from Eqs. (3.29)–(3.31), we obtain


⟨(Ih,n − Iγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Ln + Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn −Nn)

2⟩

 =


⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩

⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1
2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩

0 1/2 1/2



⟨(Ih,n−1 − Iγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Ln−1 + Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 −Nn−1)

2⟩

 ,

(4.15)

where the subscripts n and n−1 attached to the parameters represent that they are evaluated

at time ηn and ηn−1, respectively. In the right-hand side of Eq. (4.15), the average over the

angle γn was already performed and the average over θn is indicated by the bracket ⟨· · ·⟩.
As we have done in Eq. (4.13), focusing on the efficient conversion limit, i.e., Mn → ∞,

we can simplify Eq. (4.15) as


⟨(Ih,n − Iγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Ln + Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn −Nn)

2⟩

 =


1/2 1/4 1/4

1/2 1/4 1/4

0 1/2 1/2



⟨(Ih,n−1 − Iγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Ln−1 + Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 −Nn−1)

2⟩

 ≡ W1


⟨(Ih,n−1 − Iγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Ln−1 + Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 −Nn−1)

2⟩

 .

(4.16)

The coefficient matrix W1 can be diagonalized as

P−1
1 W1P1 =


1 0 0

0 1/4 0

0 0 0

 , P1 =


1 −1/2 0

1 −1/2 −1

1 1 1

 . (4.17)
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Therefore, the asymptotic values can be derived as
⟨(Ih,n − Iγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Ln + Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn −Nn)

2⟩

 = P1


1 0 0

0 1/4 0

0 0 0


n

P−1
1


(Ih,0 − Iγ,0)

2

(L0 + Z0)
2

(X0 −N0)
2


n→∞−−−→ P1


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

P−1
1


(Ih,0 − Iγ,0)

2

(L0 + Z0)
2

(X0 −N0)
2



=


1/3 1/3 1/3

1/3 1/3 1/3

1/3 1/3 1/3



(Ih,0 − Iγ,0)

2

(L0 + Z0)
2

(X0 −N0)
2

 . (4.18)

Combining Eqs. (4.14) and (4.18) yields the asymptotic behavior,

⟨I2h(η)⟩+ ⟨I2γ(η)⟩ →
2

3
(I2h,0 + I2γ,0 + Ih,0Iγ,0) +

1

6
[(L0 + Z0)

2 + (X0 −N0)
2] . (4.19)

Furthermore, it is legitimate to expect equality between ⟨I2h⟩ and ⟨I2γ⟩ in the case of efficient

conversion. In this case, we obtain

⟨I2h(η)⟩ →
1

3
(I2h,0 + I2γ,0 + Ih,0Iγ,0) +

1

12
[(L0 + Z0)

2 + (X0 −N0)
2] . (4.20)

This equation gives the asymptotic value of the statistical variance of the gravitational wave

intensity in terms of the initial Stokes parameters in the case of efficient conversion through

a number of random magnetic field domains.

As a by-product, we can also derive the asymptotic value of the correlation ⟨IhIγ⟩ in the

same case as

⟨Ih(η) Iγ(η)⟩ →
1

6
(I2h,0 + I2γ,0) +

2

3
Ih,0Iγ,0 −

1

12
[(L0 + Z0)

2 + (X0 −N0)
2] . (4.21)
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4.2 Circular polarization

Next, we turn to Class II, i.e., Eqs. (3.32)–(3.35), to reveal the asymptotic behavior of the

circular polarization denoted by Vh/γ. The analysis is parallel to that of intensity.

4.2.1 Mean of circular polarization

Equation (3.32) shows that, similarly to intensity, the total circular polarization of the grav-

itational waves and gauge fields is conserved,

Vh(η) + Vγ(η) = Vh,0 + Vγ,0 , (4.22)

where Vh,0 = Vh(η0) and Vγ,0 = Vγ(η0) denote the initial circular polarization. The conser-

vation of the total circular polarization follows from the fact that the + and × modes are

separated and evolve in the same manner.

As performed in Eq. (4.3), we take the average of Eq. (3.33) over the magnetic field

directions and write the recurrence relation for the mean as

⟨Vh(ηn)− Vγ(ηn)⟩ = ⟨cos 2Φn⟩ · ⟨Vh(ηn−1)− Vγ(ηn−1)⟩ . (4.23)

Comparing Eqs. (4.3) and (4.23), we see that the mean of the difference of the circular

polarization ⟨Vh − Vγ⟩ has the same structure as that of the intensity ⟨Ih − Iγ⟩. Combining

this with Eq. (4.22), the means of the circular polarization are given by

⟨Vh(ηN)⟩ =
1 + ΠN

2
Vh,0 +

1− ΠN

2
Vγ,0 , (4.24)

⟨Vγ(ηN)⟩ =
1 + ΠN

2
Vγ,0 +

1− ΠN

2
Vh,0 , (4.25)

where ΠN is defined in Eq. (4.5). Furthermore, in the efficient conversion limit Mn → ∞,

the degree of circular polarization becomes equally distributed between gravitational waves

and gauge fields,

⟨Vh(η)⟩ →
1

2
(Vh,0 + Vγ,0) , ⟨Vγ(η)⟩ →

1

2
(Vh,0 + Vγ,0) . (4.26)
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4.2.2 Variance of circular polarization

The statistical variance of the circular polarization can be found by taking the square of

Eqs. (3.32)–(3.35). First, Eq. (3.32) tells us

⟨[Vh(ηn) + Vγ(ηn)]
2⟩ = (Vh,0 + Vγ,0)

2 . (4.27)

On the other hand, taking the square of Eqs. (3.33)–(3.35) and averaging them over the

angles θn and γn, we obtain
⟨(Vh,n − Vγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Mn −Wn)

2⟩
⟨(Kn + Yn)

2⟩

 =


⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩

⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1
2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩

0 1/2 1/2



⟨(Vh,n−1 − Vγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Mn−1 −Wn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Kn−1 + Yn−1)

2⟩

 .

(4.28)

When focusing on the efficient conversion limit Mn → ∞, we can simplify Eq. (4.28) as


⟨(Vh,n − Vγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Mn −Wn)

2⟩
⟨(Kn + Yn)

2⟩

 =


1/2 1/4 1/4

1/2 1/4 1/4

0 1/2 1/2



⟨(Vh,n−1 − Vγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Mn−1 −Wn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Kn−1 + Yn−1)

2⟩

 ≡ W2


⟨(Vh,n−1 − Vγ,n−1)

2⟩
⟨(Mn−1 −Wn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Kn−1 + Yn−1)

2⟩

 .

(4.29)

Note that the coefficient matrix W2 is the same as W1 in Eq. (4.16). Therefore, the asymp-

totic values are obtained in the same way as Eq. (4.18):


⟨(Vh,n − Vγ,n)

2⟩
⟨(Mn −Wn)

2⟩
⟨(Kn + Yn)

2⟩

 n→∞−−−→


1/3 1/3 1/3

1/3 1/3 1/3

1/3 1/3 1/3



(Vh,0 − Vγ,0)

2

(M0 −W0)
2

(K0 + Y0)
2

 . (4.30)

Combining Eqs. (4.27) and (4.30), we obtain the asymptotic behavior,

⟨V 2
h (η)⟩+ ⟨V 2

γ (η)⟩ →
2

3
(V 2

h,0 + V 2
γ,0 + Vh,0Vγ,0) +

1

6
[(M0 −W0)

2 + (K0 + Y0)
2] . (4.31)
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Furthermore, assuming equality ⟨V 2
h ⟩ = ⟨V 2

γ ⟩, we obtain

⟨V 2
h (η)⟩ →

1

3
(V 2

h,0 + V 2
γ,0 + Vh,0Vγ,0) +

1

12
[(M0 −W0)

2 + (K0 + Y0)
2] . (4.32)

This equation represents the asymptotic value of the statistical variance of the circular

polarization of gravitational waves in terms of the initial Stokes parameters. The assumptions

in derivation were that conversion is efficient in a single domain and that the waves pass

through many domains where the direction of the magnetic field is random.

We can also obtain the asymptotic value of the correlation ⟨VhVγ⟩ as

⟨Vh(η)Vγ(η)⟩ →
1

6
(V 2

h,0 + V 2
γ,0) +

2

3
Vh,0Vγ,0 −

1

12
[(M0 −W0)

2 + (K0 + Y0)
2] . (4.33)

4.3 Linear polarization

Finally, we study the asymptotic behavior of the linear polarization denoted by Qh/γ and

Uh/γ for which Class III, i.e., the set of Eqs. (3.36)–(3.39), is relevant.

4.3.1 Mean of linear polarization

As we have done for the intensity Ih/γ and circular polarization Vh/γ, we can express the

parameters Qh/γ and Uh/γ in the n-th domain in terms of the Stokes parameters in the

(n − 1)-th domain from Eqs. (3.36) and (3.37). In this case, only linear terms with respect

to cos γn, cos 2γn, and so on, appear. Then, averaging over the angle γn leads to

⟨Qh(η)⟩ = ⟨Qγ(η)⟩ = ⟨Uh(η)⟩ = ⟨Uγ(η)⟩ = 0 . (4.34)

Hence, the means (expectation values) of linear polarization vanish.

4.3.2 Variance of linear polarization

The statistical variance of linear polarization can be studied by taking the square of Eqs. (3.36)–

(3.39) and taking the average over the magnetic field directions characterized by θn and γn.

27



Indeed, we obtain the recurrence relation for the average of the square as
⟨Q2

h,n + U2
h,n⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n + U2

γ,n⟩
⟨(Ln − Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn +Nn)

2⟩

 =


⟨cos4Φn⟩ ⟨sin4Φn⟩ 1

4
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

4
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩

⟨sin4Φn⟩ ⟨cos4Φn⟩ 1
4
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

4
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩

1
2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩

1
2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨sin2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩ 1

2
⟨cos2 2Φn⟩




⟨Q2

h,n−1 + U2
h,n−1⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n−1 + U2

γ,n−1⟩
⟨(Ln−1 − Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 +Nn−1)

2⟩

 .

(4.35)

When focusing on the efficient conversion limit Mn → ∞, Eq. (4.35) is further simplified:


⟨Q2

h,n + U2
h,n⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n + U2

γ,n⟩
⟨(Ln − Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn +Nn)

2⟩

 =


3/8 3/8 1/8 1/8

3/8 3/8 1/8 1/8

1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4

1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4




⟨Q2

h,n−1 + U2
h,n−1⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n−1 + U2

γ,n−1⟩
⟨(Ln−1 − Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 +Nn−1)

2⟩

 ≡ W3


⟨Q2

h,n−1 + U2
h,n−1⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n−1 + U2

γ,n−1⟩
⟨(Ln−1 − Zn−1)

2⟩
⟨(Xn−1 +Nn−1)

2⟩

 .

(4.36)

The coefficient matrix W3 can be diagonalized as

P−1
3 W3P3 =


1 0 0 0

0 1/4 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 , P3 =


1 −1/2 0 −1

1 −1/2 0 1

1 1 −1 0

1 1 1 0

 . (4.37)
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Hence, we find the asymptotic values through the infinite number of domains n → ∞ as
⟨Q2

h,n + U2
h,n⟩

⟨Q2
γ,n + U2

γ,n⟩
⟨(Ln − Zn)

2⟩
⟨(Xn +Nn)

2⟩

 = P3


1 0 0 0

0 1/4 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0



n

P−1
3


Q2

h,0 + U2
h,0

Q2
γ,0 + U2

γ,0

(L0 − Z0)
2

(X0 +N0)
2



n→∞−−−→ P3


1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

P−1
3


Q2

h,0 + U2
h,0

Q2
γ,0 + U2

γ,0

(L0 − Z0)
2

(X0 +N0)
2



=


1/3 1/3 1/6 1/6

1/3 1/3 1/6 1/6

1/3 1/3 1/6 1/6

1/3 1/3 1/6 1/6




Q2

h,0 + U2
h,0

Q2
γ,0 + U2

γ,0

(L0 − Z0)
2

(X0 +N0)
2

 . (4.38)

In particular, the first component represents the asymptotic value of the variance of the

linear polarization of gravitational waves in terms of the initial Stokes parameters:

⟨Q2
h(η)⟩+ ⟨U2

h(η)⟩ →
1

3
[(Q2

h,0 + U2
h,0) + (Q2

γ,0 + U2
γ,0)] +

1

6
[(L0 − Z0)

2 + (X0 +N0)
2] .

(4.39)

5 Conclusion and discussion

Gravitational waves will offer a novel and powerful tool for exploring the early universe.

Furthermore, since gravitational waves have universal coupling with particles in the dark

sector, they can be useful in probing the dark sector. In this paper, we considered the

conversion processes between gravitons and dark photons in cosmological dark magnetic

fields and investigated their imprints on the gravitational waves. Specifically, we considered

a sequence of magnetic domains in which the direction of the magnetic field is randomly given.

Then, we studied the asymptotic behavior of the intensity and polarization of gravitational

waves when they pass through many domains.
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As indicated in Sec. 3.2, the evolution equations for gravitational wave intensity, circular

polarization, and linear polarization are separated in the framework of minimal coupling

between gravitons and dark photons. This is clearly different from the case of axion-photon

conversion [18, 19], where axions are converted only to the polarization component of photons

parallel to the magnetic field.

We explicitly showed that the statistical means (expectation values) of the intensity

and circular polarization become equally distributed between gravitational waves and dark

photons as Eqs. (4.13) and (4.26) when the conversion is efficient. Besides, the mean of the

linear polarization vanishes as Eq. (4.34), which is due to the randomness of the magnetic

field directions. Going further, we obtained asymptotic values of the statistical variance of

the intensity and polarization of gravitational waves in terms of the initial Stokes parameters

as Eqs. (4.20), (4.32), and (4.39). We should emphasize that the obtained results can be

used to infer the initial polarization of dark photons. For example, if the primordial circular

polarization of dark photons exists, it can be transferred to that of gravitational waves

as Eq. (4.24). Hence, we can get information on primordial dark photons through the

observations of gravitational waves. Furthermore, observational confirmation of the predicted

variance (4.32) will corroborate that the conversion occurred through random magnetic fields.

It will be important to study to what extent the results in this paper depend on the

setup. In particular, non-minimal coupling between gravitons and dark photons and peculiar

magnetic field configurations may alter the results. We leave these issues for future work.
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