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ABSTRACT: In this work, we revisit the generation of stochastic gravitational waves (GWs)
from interactions in the thermal plasma. We extend the existing literature by incorporat-
ing the reheating phase into the thermal history. Our results show that the amplitude of
the GW spectrum can be significantly enhanced because the temperature during reheating
can be much higher than the reheating temperature. Furthermore, since the temperature
evolution during reheating differs from that of free radiation, the peak frequency of the
spectrum can also shift. Additionally, the morphology of the spectrum can present char-
acteristic features. We also compute the contribution of the integrated GW spectrum to
the effective number of neutrino species, A Neg, which can be substantially larger.
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1 Introduction

The precise measurement of light element abundances implies that the Universe must have
reached thermal equilibrium at a temperature of at least T ~ O(MeV) to have a success-
ful Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) [1-6]. Due to unavoidable gravitational couplings, a
stochastic background of gravitational waves (GWs) is generated from graviton produc-
tion through interactions of standard model (SM) particles in the thermal plasma [7-15].
Since the energy of these gravitons redshifts in the same way as the temperature in a
radiation-dominated phase, the resulting GW spectrum would resemble that of the cosmic
microwave background (CMB), peaking at a frequency of fpeak ~ 80 GHz. Furthermore,
the rate of graviton production scales as oc T3 /M2 [7-9], with Mp being the Planck mass,
implying that the amplitude of the GW spectrum is controlled by the highest temperatures
reached by the radiation bath. In the radiation-dominated era, this highest temperature
corresponds to the reheating temperature 7}y,.

In this work, we revisit the generation of GWs from the thermal plasma, aiming to
extend previous analyses [7—15] by incorporating the thermal history beyond the reheating
temperature T},'. This extension is necessary for the following reason. It is well-known
that the standard thermal Big Bang theory is incomplete. To resolve issues such as flat-
ness, horizon, and monopole problems, an inflationary phase is strongly motivated [17-20].
However, the exponentially-fast expansion during cosmic inflation ends with an extremely

We note that the temperatures under consideration are well below the Planck scale, so the graviton
would not thermalize. For an alternative scenario, see Ref. [16].



cold Universe. In order to transition to a background dominated by thermal radiation,
the Universe must undergo a reheating phase [21]. During reheating, the maximum SM
temperature T reached by the plasma could be much higher than the reheating temper-
ature Ty, [22]. This suggests that graviton production during the reheating phase could be
significantly more efficient than in the subsequent radiation-dominated phase.

The purpose of this study is to account for the reheating phase when calculating the
GW background from thermal plasma, which is currently lacking in the literature.? As
mentioned above, the temperature during reheating can exceed the reheating temperature.
We anticipate that this will lead to an enhancement in the peak of the GW spectrum.
Additionally, depending on the temperature scaling during reheating, the location of the
peak frequency can also change, generating new spectral features. Consequently, the GW
spectrum produced during reheating is expected to differ from that in the radiation phase.?

In this work, we parameterize the reheating phase using two key quantities: the
equation-of-state parameter w of the Universe during reheating and the temperature scal-

@ and a denotes the cosmic scale factor. We analyze

ing parameter «, where T ~ a~
the resulting GW spectrum for general values of w and «, comparing it to the standard
GW spectrum produced during the radiation-dominated era. Given that GWs contribute
to dark radiation, we further calculate their impact on the effective number of neutrino
species A Neg.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we offer the setup for computing
thermal GWs. In Section 3, we revisit reheating with a focus on parameterization of
the background. We investigate AN.g in Section 4, in particular the contribution from
the reheating phase. In Section 5, we present the GW spectrum with a focus on the

contribution of the reheating phase. Finally, we summarize our main findings in Section 6.

2 The Set-up

We begin with the evolution of the GW energy density pgw, which is governed by the

Boltzmann equation
dpaw
dt

where H denotes the Hubble parameter, ¢ the cosmic time, and  corresponds to the

+4 Hpew =7, (2.1)

graviton production rate density from the SM thermal bath. It takes a form [8, 9]

4T

Pk . 2Tt )

T)=—5 | —= 0T, k)=—— [ dek*A(T,k 2.2
()= [ G 1R = g [ A, (22)
with Mp ~ 2.4x10'® GeV being the reduced Planck mass, and the dimensionless parameter
k= k/T defined as a function of the graviton momentum k. For later convenience to

*We note that Ref. [23, 24] studies thermal GW during a kination phase.

30ther sources of GWs during reheating count non-perturbative preheating effects [25], and graviton
bremsstrahlung or pair production from inflaton decays or scatterings [26-42]; however, contrary to the
present scenario, they depend on the particular properties of the inflaton. GWs from bremsstrahlung could
also be sourced from particles other than inflatons [43-45].



compute the GW spectrum, we also write the differential form of the rate density as

dry N 276 ., N
@(T, k) = 23 k2 i)(T, k). (2.3)

The source term 7 encodes all contributions from SM particles to graviton production. For
temperatures above the electroweak crossover, it is given by [8, 9]

for k < a?,

farL(T, k) 4+ (T, k) for k > max(r,)

where 7 is [46]

7= C(5) (;)3 <17TQ>5 2(12323% ~ 15.51. (2.5)

We note that the first piece in Eq. (2.4) comes from the hydrodynamic contribution for
momenta lower than the temperature. In the large-momenta regime, the contributions are
from microscopic particle scatterings. The dominant contributions arise from hard thermal
loops (HTL), and is given by [8, 9]

~ 3 ~
A > k ~ 92 k2
muro(1l, k) = ———— Np,m,(T) log |1+ = 2.6
(k) 167r(ek—1)nz1 ) iz (T) (26)
The other terms in the second part of Eq. (2.4) is [9]
in(T.k) = (395 +1203) ngg (k) + (97 + 393) g (k)
+ (591 + 993 + 2493) ng (k) + (3lyel® + 3lyo|* + lyr ) mss (k) , (2.7)

arising from infrared-finite loop integrals involving only gauge fields 7,4, scalars and gauge
fields 74, fermions and gauge fields 7,4, and scalars and fermions 7. Here, vy, y,, and
yr denote the Yukawa couplings for the top quark, the bottom quark, and the tau lepton,
respectively. The thermal mass parameters 7;(T) are defined via

mi(T)

m(T) = T = G gAT), (28)

with C; = Cy = 11/6, C5 = 2. Finally, Ny = 1, Ny = 3, and N3 = 8 are the number
of generators of U(1)y, SU(2)r and SU(3)., respectively, and ¢1(T"), g2(T), g3(T) are the
values of the gauge coupling strengths. We note that after integrating Eq. (2.2), one arrives

at

T7
M
with C ~ 0.73, for the integrated GW production rate.

1(T) ~C (2.9)



3 Parametrizing Cosmic Reheating

The detailed dynamics of the reheating phase remains uncertain, but is typically assumed to
be driven by the decay or annihilation of a scalar field ¢, such as the inflaton, characterized
by an effective equation-of-state parameter w. This implies that the energy density of the
scalar field scales as pg(a) o a—304%) during reheating. To reheat the Universe, energy
must be transferred from ¢ to the SM radiation, with a corresponding energy density given
by

2
™ 4

pr(T) = %9*(T)T ; (3.1)
where where g, (T') is the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom contributing
to the radiation energy. The reheating temperature Ty, is defined as the temperature
at which the radiation energy density is equal to the inflaton energy density, pg(am) =
pr(am) = 3Hr2h MI%, where a, is the scale factor at T' = T}y, and Hy, = H(a,y) is the
Hubble expansion rate at that time. It follows that the Hubble rate is [47, 48]

3(1+w)

Qyh 2
(i> for a < a,
a

(gg:(gz)f <gg*is((T;3)>§ (%)2 for am < a,

where ¢,5(T) denotes the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom contributing

H(a) = Hy, x (3.2)

to the entropy density
272
s(T) = o Gus(T) T3. (3.3)

Additionally, the evolution of the SM temperature during reheating is parametrized as
T(a) x a=®, and therefore [47, 48]

(6%
(@) for aini < a < ap,
a
T(a) =Ty, X 1 3.4
( ) th g*s(Trh) 3 Qrh ( )
=) — foran<a,
gss(T) a
where Tini = T(aini) = Trn X (amn/aini)®. After reheating, the Universe transitions to a

1 as expected.

radiation-dominated phase, where H(a) oc a=2 and T'(a) < a~

Here, we offer a few comments about the way reheating is parametrized. The most
popular reheating scenario corresponds to a heavy inflaton with an energy density that
scales as non-relativistic matter (w = 0), which perturbatively decays into a couple of SM
particles, giving rise to a scaling of the temperature of o« = 3/8 [22]. This scenario can
be realized in viable inflationary models such as Starobinsky inflation [17] or polynomial
inflation [49-52]. However, other scenarios are also possible. For example, within the
framework of the a-attractor inflation model [53, 54], it is possible that the inflaton oscil-
lates at the bottom of a monomial potential V' (¢) o ¢™ with n > 2 during reheating, with a
corresponding equation-of-state parameter w = (n—2)/(n+2) [55]. Furthermore, the value
of a depends on the mechanism by which the inflaton energy is transferred to the radiation,
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Figure 1. Summary of the different reheating scenarios. The black dot corresponds to the standard
case where the inflaton scales as non-relativistic matter and decays into SM particles with a constant
decay width, while the black crosses correspond to the alternative scenarios described in the text.
The red area in the upper left corner does not give rise to viable reheating. Above, over and below
the dashed blue line, the GW spectrum has a power-law, logarithmic or order-one enhancement
during reheating, respectively; cf. Eq (4.9).

specifically the nature of the inflaton-matter couplings [56-59]. For example, when the in-
flaton decays into bosons, one has o = 3/(2(n+2)), and when it decays into fermions with
n <7, a=3n-1)/(2(n+2)). In the case of fermionic inflaton decay and n > 7, one has
« = 1. When considering inflaton annihilation into bosons through contact interactions,
a =9/(2(n+2)) for n > 3. In the case of reheating via s-channel annihilation mediated by a
light scalar, resonant effects can lead to @ = 3 (7—2n)/(2(n+2)) and o = 3 (5—n)/(2(n+2))
for bosonic and fermionic final states, respectively [59]. If the mediator is massive, one has
a =1 for inflaton annihilations into a pair of fermions [59]. Moreover, it is also possible to
have a constant temperature during reheating with o = 0 [56, 60-62]. If the inflaton energy
density is diluted faster than free radiation, that is, if w > 1/3, it is not necessary for the
inflaton to decay or annihilate away, and then one can have o = 1, as in the case of kina-
tion [63, 64]. Finally, it is possible to have a > 1, in particular a = 2 for non-relativistic
particles in kinetic equilibrium.

The different reheating scenarios mentioned above are shown in Fig. 1, in the plane |w,
a]. The black lines represent specific reheating scenarios, which illustrates the relationship
between these parameters and the dynamics of the reheating process. The vertical gray
dotted line corresponds to a scenario with w = 0. The blue dotted line represents 14a —
11 — 3w = 0, a special case that will be frequently used in later discussions. The red area
with @ < 3(1 + w)/4 in the upper left corner does not give rise to viable reheating, as
for these parameters, the SM radiation energy density never overcomes the inflaton energy
density.



A N H Experiments ‘

0.34 Planck 2018 [74]

0.14 | BBN+CMB combined [75]

0.06 CMB-S4 [76], PICO [77]

0.027 CMB-HD (78]

0.013 COIE [79], Euclid [80]
3x 1070 | CVL [81] |

Table 1. Present constraints and projections on AN.g from different experiments. CVL corre-
sponds to hypothetical limit from cosmic variance.

4 ANeg

Since the GW energy density scales as radiation, in this section we explore their contribu-
tion to the effective number of neutrino species ANqg. The effective number of neutrinos,
Neg, is defined based on the total radiation energy density in the late Universe at a photon
temperature Tan,,, expressed as

prad(TANeff) = P~ + pv + pew = p’y(TANeff) . (41)

7 (T, \*
EE) e

s\,

Here, p,, py, and pgw denote the energy densities of photons, SM neutrinos, and GWs,
respectively. The ratio of neutrino-photon temperatures after neutrino decoupling is given
by T, /T, = (4/11)%/3. Within the SM, the prediction for the effective number of neutrinos,
which accounts for the non-instantaneous decoupling of neutrinos, is N5 = 3.044 [65-73].
Taking the contribution from GWs, it follows that [32]

4 4
ANy = Nog — NSM — 8 <1l> 3 paw (Tang) _ 8 (11 g*s(TANeH)> 3 gx(Thn) paw (Thn)

7\ 4 Py(TANg) 7T\ 4 Gxs(Thn) 2 PR(TﬁEa) ’)
4.2

where Tg, denotes the temperature at which the GWs from thermal plasma are evaluated.
Following Ref. [12], we take T§, to be the temperature at which the electroweak crossover
takes place.

Experimental bounds on AN are provided for two key epochs: Tan,, = TBBN,
corresponding to the time of BBN, and Tan, = TcwmB, when photons decouple from
the thermal plasma during recombination. There are several bounds (Planck [74] and
BBN+CMB combined data [75]) and projections (CMB-54 [76], PICO [77], CMB-HD [7§],
COrE [79] and Euclid [80]) on ANg. Furthermore, as mentioned in Ref. [81], a hypothetical
cosmic-variance-limited (CVL) CMB polarization experiment could presumably be reduced
to as low as ANgg ~ 3 x 1076, We briefly summarize them in Table 1.

Now, our task is to compute pgw(T5n) by solving Eq. (2.1). Since we will also consider
the contribution of graviton production during reheating to the total energy density of GW,



it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (2.1) with the scale factor as variable. This leads to

d(a4d2c;w) _ ;(Z) (T (4.3)
and therefore paw (Thn) is given by
1 o 43
pow (agn) = o H@ ~(T) da, (4.4)

where a;n; denotes the scale factor at the onset of the radiation bath during reheating, and
agn corresponds to the scale factor when T' = Tj,,. As mentioned above, by incorporating
the reheating phase, it follows that ain < amn < agn. To our knowledge, the regime
aini < a < a,, has not been previously considered in the literature.*

4.1 After Reheating

For convenience in comparing with the results in the literature, we will first consider the
regime after reheating, that is, during the radiation-dominated era, when a,;, < a < agp.
In this case, Eq. (4.4) can be analytically solved, so that

pew (Tin) = ﬁn/ (T) da
1 Do [g*smh)r/?’ {g*@rh)]”] [MT)]/
9%
1

3 C Tﬁn T

T\ 9« (Trh) Mp Tin | 9xs(Thn)
~ £ Tﬁn Trh |: _ Tﬁn:| (4 5)
o g*(Tﬁn) MP Trh ’

where we have used Eq. (3.2) and Eq. (3.4) in the second step. In the last step, we have
assumed gy (Trn) = g«(Tan) and gus(Tin) = gxs(Thn), which remains a good assumption for
Tin > Tan ~ O(100) GeV. With Eq. (4.5), we find that the contribution of the GWs
generated during the radiation phase using Eq. (4.2) is

4
360C (11 gus(Tang)\? [ 10 T Ty
AN = ANZP ~ — off 2ol =22 4.6
eff off s ( 4 Jxs (Tﬁn) g*(Tﬁn) MP Trh ( )

Since Tx, < Ty is expected, ANEP%D x Tyn/Mp suffers a large suppression of 1/Mp.
The contribution to ANeg from the radiation-dominated era is presented in Fig. 2 as

a function of T}y, with a thick black line. Future experiments could probe large reheat-
ing temperatures close to the Planck scale, as shown by the horizontal red dotted lines
(cf. Table 1). However, such large values are already in tension with the maximal re-
heating temperature T}, < 5.5 x 10!5 GeV (blue vertical band), from the upper limit of
BICEP/Keck on the inflationary scale [84].> The proposed CVL scenario, if implemented,

“In the context of string cosmology, the GW spectrum generated by the gas of long strings was studied
in Refs. [82, 83].

5The BICEP /Keck 2018 observations provide the most stringent limit on the inflationary tensor-to-scalar
ratio, r < 0.035 [84}, which can be translated into a constraint on the inflationary scale: Hr < 2 x 107°% Mp.
Using the fact that H,, < Hj, we derive the limit T}, < 5.5 X 10'° GeV.
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Figure 2. Contribution to ANeg as a function of T}y, from the radiation-dominated era. The blue
band is in tension with CMB measurements of the inflationary scale, while the red bands and red
lines correspond to actual limits and future projections from Table. 1.

could, in principle, probe a significant portion of the parameter space corresponding to
Ty = 10 GeV. These conclusions can be modified by including the effects of reheating
on GW production, as will be discussed in the following section.

4.2 During Reheating

We now compute the contribution from reheating, analytically solving Eq. (4.4) in the
regime aijn; < a < ay,. For the case where

11 — 14a + 3w (4.7)
is not zero, we obtain
)= [ )
pew(Tm) = — Y(T') da
' afh Qini H(a)

11—14a+3w

5 s P—
_ 6C 10 Trh 1 . TI‘h 2 7 (4'8)
(11 — lda + 3w) ™ g*(Trh) Mp Tini

and therefore

ANy = ANRH = —

4
8 (11 g*s(TANeH)> 3 9x(Tin) paw (Tin)

7 4 Gxs (Trh) 2 pR(Trh)
4 11—1lda+3w
. 720C <11 Gxs (TANeH)> 3 10 Trh (Trh > 2a
7(11 — lda + 3w) 3 4 g*s(Trh) g*(Trh> Mp Tini
2 T 14a—11—-3w T 14a—11—3w
L. 2a 2a

~ANRP = = 1-— rh . 4.9

£IM—H—m(ﬂJ [ Qm (49)

140—11-3w
It is interesting to note that ANZH features a power-law enhancement (Tini/Tn)~ 2o

with respect to the contribution during radiation domination for 14ac — 11 — 3w > 0. This
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Figure 3. Total AN.g as a function of T}, summing the contributions during and after reheating,
and maximizing Tiy; as in Eq. (4.11). The dashed line corresponds to w = 1/3 and a = 1, the
dot-dashed line corresponds to w = 1/2 and o = 1, while the the dotted line to w = 0 and o = 3/8.
As a reference, the solid line (cf. Fig. 2) depicts the contribution fo the radiation-dominated era
exclusively. The blue band is in tension with CMB measurements of the inflationary scale, while
the red bands and red lines correspond to actual limits and future projections from Table 1.

arises from the fact that during reheating, the temperature can be much higher than the
reheating temperature 7;y,.
Alternatively, for the special case where 14a — 11 — 3w = 0, we find

4
360C (11 gus(Tan.,)\? 10 T . T
ANeg = AN = — off . thy,Im
ot of = 7o <4 9es(Tinm) 9:(Tw) Mp  Tin
1 T
~ ANSZP —In <T“> , (4.10)

rh

with features a logarithmic boost In(7i,i/Tn) with respect to the contribution during radia-
tion domination. Referring to Fig. 1, the dashed blue line corresponds to 14a—11—3w = 0.
Above, at, and below this line, A N.g features a power-law, logarithmic, or order-one en-
hancement, respectively.

To show the enhancement, in Fig. 3, we illustrate AN.g as a function of the reheating
temperature T;,. The solid black line indicates the contribution of GWs generated solely
during the radiation era (that is, Eq. (4.6)), and corresponds to the curve in Fig. 2. The
additional dashed, dot-dashed and dotted curves account for the effect of the reheating
phase in various combinations of w and «, and correspond to the total sum of contributions
during and after reheating, that is, Egs. (4.6) and (4.9) or (4.10). For these curves, the
initial temperature Tiy; has been maximized respecting the limits on the inflationary scale
Hy, that is [47]

0 g o

Toni < Ty | ——
ini T [71'29* Tr4h

In that sense, the dashed, dot-dashed, and dotted lines have to be taken as upper limits of
the contribution to ANgg; the solid line being the lower limit of ANgg.



As a first comment on Fig. 3, we note that the constraint on the inflationary scale
implies that ANeg < O(107%). For the cases where w = 1/3 with a = 1 (dashed line)
and w = 1/2 with @ = 1 (dot-dashed line), AN.g has a large power-law enhancement of
(Tini/Tin)* and (Tini/ Trh)3/ 4 respectively. However, in the case where w = 0 and o = 3/8,
there is only a small boost of ~ 31/23; see Eq. (4.9). Furthermore, it is interesting to
observe that, in the case where @ = 1 and w = 1/3, the maximal initial temperature Tip;
becomes independent of Tyy,; see Eq. (4.11). Consequently, the expression for the maximal
A Ngg simplifies to ANeg o ANQ}D /Tin x Tr%. Therefore, in this scenario, the maximal
A N.g is expected to be independent of Ty}, as shown by the dashed line in Fig. 3.

5 Gravitational Wave Spectrum

In the previous section, we computed the integrated GW spectrum and its contribution to
ANcg. Now we will analyze the differential spectrum. The primordial GW spectrum at
present, Qaw/(f), per logarithmic frequency f, is defined as

1 dpaw _ o dlpew/pr)
pe dln f T dlnk 7

where the frequency relates with the momentum as k& = 2« f, p. corresponds to the critical

Qaw(f) = (5.1)

energy density of the Universe, and Qg h? ~ 2.47 x 107° is the photon abundance at

present [74]. Our next task is to obtain the differential spectrum %. To incorporate
the reheating phase, it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (2.1) as
d | 4dpaw a® dy, -
@ A A 5.2
da [a amnk |~ w7 (52)

with which we find that the differential GW energy density at agy, is

dpaw 1 [/aa} da ajllzg;) ;’% (T(a), I%(a)) + /aﬁ“ da a;zg;) d—z (T(a),l%(a))]

dln kﬁn <aﬁn) N aTﬁn ini Qrh
krh /arh 4 (Qrh % d7 arh \¢ 3 a ot
[ )T 8 (2 (2
aﬁnathrh[ Qi @a a dk "y rh Qrh
fin dry arh -
daa* ) (T ah i )
+/arh a a dk rh @ s Mfin
Qrh 8a—3w—3 R a—1
/ m(%g2ﬁ@m<a> )
Qini a Qrh

+m%al?mwtﬁ1, (5.3)

by using Egs. (3.2) and (3.4), and noticing that the graviton momenta always scales as

1.3 3
~ 2kﬁnTﬁnTrh
7T2M1%Hrhaﬁn

k(a) o< 1/a regardless of the behavior of the background. The first term inside the square
brackets represents the contribution from the reheating phase, while the second is the
contribution from the radiation era. In the second part, the running of the couplings (and
thus the temperature dependence of the source term) has been neglected. In the next
sections, the two terms will be independently analyzed.

~10 -



5.1 After Reheating

We first focus on the contribution after reheating, in the radiation-dominated phase, namely
the second term in Eq. (5.3). We find that

dpGAW (aﬁ ) ~ 2k3 T3 Trh n(kﬁn) /aﬁn da (arh)2 2kﬁn T3 Trh n(kﬁn) Qrh |:1 _ arh:|
d1n kgp 7T2M Hyatin  Ja, a 7T2M2H Qfin fin

2k?in]jﬁn rhn(kﬁn) l_Tﬁn NE 10 MA
2 Mg, Hp Tw] 7\ 9(Tw) Mp

tnfi(kin) . (5.4)
with which we find that at present

4
dpcw dpaw <aﬁn>4 6 [g*s(TO) ]3 10 TiTy -5 -

¢ \ao) = o laan) (") =0 i3 (k) -
dlnkﬁn( ° dlnkﬁn( ) ag Gss(Thn) 0(Tim) Mp fin 71 (Kfin)

(5.5)
Using Eq. (5.1), we obtain the GW spectrum from the radiation-dominated era

4
d 18 | g+s(T0) |3 10 10 Tin 23 .,
Q%\?V(f) 0o (paw/pr) (ag) ~ Qg +° |: 9xs(To) :| h 73 (ki) ,

dln kg, Gxs(Ttin) 9x(Tn) 9+(To) Mp
(5.6)
which is linearly proportional to Ty, [8, 9]. The frequency f relates to kg, as
b Kan ko [gwﬁn)] Y _omf [g*s@ﬁn)] v (5.7)
Y Tan To | gxs(To) To | 9xs(To)
with which we find the peak frequency is located around
3.92 [ gus(Th) 12
To ~ 74 GH 5.8
fpeak 27T |:g*s (Tﬁn) 0 Z 9 ( )

independently of the reheating temperature. We note that the factor 3.92 corresponds to
the position of the maximum of the function k dz ~ k3 q(k) ~ kY/(e" —1) in Bq. (5.2),
neglecting the logarithmic part of the function 7 in Eq. (2.6). Instead, if the logarithmic
term is taken into account, we find that the peak is fpeak ~ 80 GHz, as shown in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 4, we present the GW spectrum from the radiation-dominated era. For com-
parison, we also include the sensitivity bands of several proposed GW detectors, such as
LISA [85], the Einstein Telescope (ET) [86-89], the Big Bang Observer (BBO) [90-92],
and the ultimate DECIGO (uDECIGO) [93, 94], and the Cosmic Explorer (CE) [95]. For
development on ultrahigh-frequency GWs, see Ref. [96] for a recent review. We consider
two benchmark scenarios with T}, = 6 x 10'® GeV (solid black line) and Ty, = 10'° GeV
(dashed black line). For the highest allowed reheating temperature, Ty, = 6 x 10! GeV,
the peak amplitude reaches Q%l\?v( fpeak) =~ 10710, which remains well beyond the sensi-
tivity of current experimental constraints.® As we will demonstrate in the next section,
the amplitude can be significantly enhanced when the reheating phase is included in the
analysis.

5The energy stored in GWs behaves like dark radiation, contributing to the effective number of neutrino
species. For a given ANeg, Qawh? < 5.6 X 107 AN.g [25].

- 11 -
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Figure 4. GW spectrum produced in the radiation-dominated era, for different T, (black lines).
The vertical blue dotted line corresponds to the peak frequency fpeax ~ 80 GHz. The sensitivity
curves of several proposed GW detectors are shown in red.

5.2 During Reheating

We now focus on the contribution to the GW spectrum during reheating, namely, the first
term of Eq. (5.3), which is

dpcw L N I A a\*!
IPGW (e )~ Z8nZhin feh [ g (7) o (-2 . 5.9
dln gy ) = TN 0 /a “\a T (5.9)

ini

Introducing the dimensionless variable z = a/a,,, and comparing with Eq. (5.4), one has
that

8a—3w—3

1
ORI () =~ Q8RR P ! (1> |
EW () = QAR (£) % [ﬁRD<krh> // e

A (i%rh xa—l)] . (5.10)

where the term within the square bracket corresponds to a potential enhancement, which
depends on Tini/Ty, (via the integration limit aini/awh), o, and w. For instantaneous re-
heating, the term within the square brackets approaches 1, and there is no enhancement.
We also note that the bulk of the contribution occurs when = < 1, as expected, since
graviton production is a UV-dominated freeze-in process.

@, which can differ from the

During reheating, the temperature scales as T'(a) o a~
scaling of the graviton momentum, k < a~ . As a result, the analytical integration of the

source term becomes, in general, very challenging for o # 1.7 For the special case with

"The analytical solution can be written in terms of a difference of incomplete gamma, functions, not
particularly enlightening for ordinary humans.
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Figure 5. GW spectra for T, = 1019 GeV. The blue solid lines (RD) correspond to the contribution
after reheating, while the black lines to the full spectrum (during and after reheating), for different
reheating scenarios. Top left: @ =1 with w =0, 1/3 or 1/2. Top right: w = 1/2 with « = 1.1, 1 or
0.9. Bottom: w =a =1 and w =0 with o = 3/8.

a =1, we find

1

(N =AW x [ daaF
@ini/arh e
_z (Tini> ’ —1] forw#1,
QBB () x ¢ BT [\ (5.11)
log (?:;) forw=1,

which features a power-law enhancement ~ (Tini/Ti )1 ~“)/2 compared to the pure radia-
tion case for w # 1. We also note that in this case where o = 1, the location of the peak
is the same as in the radiation-dominated scenario.

In Fig. 5, fully numerical solutions of the GW spectrum are shown, for T}, = 10'? GeV
and different combinations of w and «. The blue lines correspond to the contribution from
the radiation-dominated era, while the black lines correspond to the total spectrum with
the contribution from reheating. In that case, the maximal inflationary scale has been used
to compute Tiy;.
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e In the upper left panel of Fig. 5, we investigate the impact of w on the GW spectrum.
To this end, we fix @ = 1, and consider w = 0 (dot-dashed black line), w = 1/3 (dashed
black line), and w = 1/2 (dotted black line). In this scenario, the peak frequency
remains the same as in the pure radiation case, around fpeax ~ 80 GHz. Compared to
the pure radiation scenario (blue line), we find a significant enhancement in the GW
amplitude, as also suggested by the first line of Eq. (5.11). Moreover, as w increases,
the enhancement decreases because the maximum temperature T;,; decreases, leading
to a suppression of graviton production during reheating.

e In the upper right panel of Fig. 5, we explore the effect of a on the GW spectrum. We
fix w=1/3 and vary «, taking a = 1.1 (dot-dashed black line), « = 1 (dashed black
line) and o = 0.9 (dotted black line). Unlike in the previous case, the peak frequency
shifts to high frequencies as « increases. This is because a larger « corresponds to
a higher Tjy; (cf. Eq. (4.11)), implying that the bulk of the production occurs much
earlier, hence with higher frequencies. Similarly for the amplitude, we find that a
higher value of « leads to a more pronounced enhancement in the GW spectrum.

e Finally, we explore two special cases in the lower panel of Fig. 5 with w = a =1 and
w = 0 with a = 3/8. The former case corresponds to the second line of Eq. (5.11),
where a mild logarithmic enhancement is expected. In fact, numerically, we find an
enhancement factor ~ 10, consistent with the analytical estimation. The latter case
corresponds to the scenario where the reheating phase is governed by a non-relativistic
matter field. In such a case, we find only an order-one enhancement. These features
are similar to the boost on ANeg; see Egs. (4.9) and (4.10).

As noted above, the location of the peak and the amplitude vary with o and w. In
Fig. 6, we illustrate these features in more detail. The blue lines represent T}, = 10° GeV,
while the black lines correspond to Ty = 10’0 GeV. We have again fixed the inflationary
scale parameter in Eq. (4.11) to its maximum value.

e In the upper-left panel of Fig. 6, we examine the relationship between the peak
frequency fpeak and . Solid, dotted and dashed lines indicate w = 0, w = 1/3, and
w = 1/2, respectively. The horizontal dotted red line corresponds to fpeax ~ 80 GHz,
which corresponds to the peak frequency for GW in radiation domination. Taking
reheating into account, we find that f,c.x approaches the horizontal dotted red line
for « = 1, and for small values of @ < (11 + 3w)/14, where there is no significant
enhancement of the spectrum; cf. Eq. (4.7). In the range (11 4+ 3w)/14 < a < 1, the
peak shifts to smaller frequencies, with larger displacements occurring in the case of
small values of Ty, that is, long reheating periods, where the GWs experience more
redshift.

e In the upper right panel of Fig. 6, we explore the amplification of the spectrum,
defined as the maximal amplitude of the full spectrum (at f = fpeak) over the maximal
amplitude of the spectrum with only the contribution from the radiation-dominated
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Figure 6. Left panels: Frequency fpecax at which the GW spectrum reaches its maximum, for
Tin = 10° GeV (black) and T}, = 10'° GeV (blue). Right panels: Amplification of the spectrum,
defined as the maximal amplitude of the full spectrum (at f = fpeax) over the maximal amplitude
of the spectrum with only the contribution from the radiation-dominated era. Lower panels: The

red area in the upper left corner does not give rise to viable reheating. Above, over and below the
solid red line, the GW spectrum has a power-law, logarithmic or order-one enhancement during

reheating, respectively; cf. Eq (4.9).

era, namely

e [0+ Q88
T e (O

For v < (11 4 3w)/14 there is an order-one boost (corresponding to the flat part

(5.12)

of the curves), whereas for a > (11 + 3w)/14 the maximum of the spectrum has a
power-law amplification. For fixed values of w and «, a smaller T}y, implies larger Tiy;
(cf. Eq. (4.11)), resulting in greater amplification. This explains the slopes for the
blue lines with respect to the black lines.

The behavior of fpeak is further studied in the lower left panel of Fig. 6, now in
the plane [w, a]. The solid, dashed, dot-dashed, and dotted lines correspond to
foeax = 10° GHz, 80 GHz, 10 GHz, and 5 GHz, respectively. (i) Below the red
line with 14a — 11 — 3w < 0, the enhancement of the GW spectrum is insignificant
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Figure 7. GW spectra for Ty, = 105 GeV (blue), 101° GeV (black) and 10° GeV (red). The solid
lines correspond to the contribution after reheating, while the dashed lines to the full spectrum
(during and after reheating) for w = 1/15 and o = 4/5.

and therefore the peak stays near 80 GHz. (ii) Along the red line corresponding to
1l4ac — 11 — 3w = 0, there is no enhancement for the spectrum, i.e. the spectrum
features a plateau, that will be further explored in Fig. 7. This feature can also be
seen by vertical lines in the upper left panel. We note that such plateau feature
is maximized for the lowest values of a compatible with viable reheating, that is,
w=1/15 and a = 4/5 (black star % in the lower panels of Fig. 6). (iii) Above the
red line with 14a—11—3w > 0, there are three regime for . For a@ < 1, it is necessary
that o decreases with w to yield a fixed fpeak as shown by the dash dotted and dotted
lines. In the regime with o > 1, « increases with w as shown in the solid line. Finally,
for @ = 1, changing reheating temperature would only modify the amplitude of the
peak, not the location. This is why the black dashed and blue dashed lines overlap
with each other. These features can also be seen in the upper-left panel of Fig. 6.

e Finally, the lower-right panel of Fig. 6 explores the amplification factor A, defined
in Eq. (5.12), as a function of w and a. The solid, dashed, dot-dashed, and dotted
lines correspond to A = 102, A = 10°, A = 10%, and A = 10>, respectively. We
remind the reader that the black lines represent Ti, = 10° GeV, while the blue lines
correspond to Ty, = 100 GeV. Focusing first on T}, = 10° GeV, as mentioned above,
the further away the curves are from the red line, the larger A becomes. This explains
why the solid black line with A = 10'2 is much further from the red line compared
to the other three black curves. For the blue curves with larger Ty, = 100 GeV
(i.e., a larger reheating temperature), it is expected that the amplification factor A
is smaller (cf. upper-right panel). This implies that to achieve a fixed amplification
factor, such as A = 103, a larger « is needed to compensate. This explains why the
blue lines are above the black lines for the same T}, at a fixed A.

To demonstrate the novel plateau feature mentioned above, Fig. 7 shows the GW
spectrum for the case w = 1/15 with a = 4/5 for Ty, = 10'5 GeV (blue), 101° GeV (black)
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and 10° GeV (red). The solid lines correspond to the contribution after reheating, whereas
the dashed lines correspond to the full spectrum (during and after reheating). A prominent
plateau spanning from f ~ 80 GHz to lower frequencies can be seen. Even a small change
in « tilts the plateau, generating a maximum near f ~ 80 GHz or at smaller frequencies,
if a is reduced or increased, respectively, explaining the fast transition in the upper left
panel of Fig. 6.

Before closing this section, we emphasize that the production of GW during reheating
not only boosts the amplitude of the GW spectrum but also can alter its shape, introducing
new spectral features.

6 Conclusions

In this study, we revisited the production of the stochastic gravitational wave (GW) back-
ground generated through graviton emission from interactions of standard model (SM) par-
ticles in the thermal plasma. The GW spectrum produced during the radiation-dominated
era peaks at a frequency of approximately 80 GHz, with an amplitude that scales linearly
with the reheating temperature.

We extended existing results in the literature by incorporating the cosmic reheating
phase in the thermal history of the Universe. Since graviton production is suppressed by
powers of the Planck scale, it exhibits a UV freeze-in behavior, implying that it mainly
occurs at the highest temperatures reached by the bath, typically during the reheating era.
Being agnostic about the evolution of the background during reheating, we conveniently
parametrize the evolution of the SM temperature and the Hubble expansion rate as a
function of the cosmic scale factor a as T'(a) o« a~® and H(a) o a~3(H%)/2 respectively.
This general parametrization allows us to explore various reheating scenarios.

Compared to the case of pure radiation domination, there is a significant enhancement
in GW production, with typically a strong dependence on the ratio of the maximum tem-
perature to the reheating temperature. The boost in the total energy density in the form
of GWs can be quantified by its contribution to the effective number of neutrinos A Neg, as
shown in Eq. (4.9) and Eq. (4.10). We find that for 11 —14a+3w > 0, = 0 or < 0, there is a
power law, logarithmic, or order-one enhancement, respectively. The result is summarized
in Fig. 3, where we demonstrate that the enhancement brings the A N.g contribution from
the GW spectrum closer to the sensitivity of future experiments, even in the case of very
low reheating temperatures.

The enhancement also manifests itself in the differential GW spectrum. In the case
where 11 —14a+3w > 0, we find that the GW spectrum exhibits a power-law enhancement,
as shown in Eq. (5.11) and Fig. 5. Furthermore, beyond the overall boost in amplitude, the
GW spectrum produced during reheating can peak at different frequencies when « # 1, as
demonstrated in Fig. 6. Moreover, we observe novel characteristic features, with a broader
spectrum emerging, as illustrated in Fig. 7.

In summary, this work presents a thorough exploration of GW production from the
thermal plasma, taking the reheating phase into account. We have highlighted new features
of the GW spectrum compared to the pure radiation domination case.
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