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Abstract. We search for the stochastic gravitational-wave background (SGWB)
predicted by pre-big-bang (PBB) cosmology using data from the first three observing
runs of Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo. PBB cosmology proposes an alternative
to cosmic inflation where the Universe evolves from a weak-coupling, low-curvature
state to the hot Big Bang through a high-curvature bounce phase, predicting a dis-
tinctive SGWB spectrum. We perform a Bayesian analysis of the cross-correlation
data to constrain the model parameters characterizing the PBB spectrum. We find
no evidence for a PBB-induced SGWB, with a Bayes factor of 0.03 between the PBB
and noise-only model, strongly favoring the noise-only hypothesis. Our analysis es-
tablishes a lower bound β ≳ −0.19 at 95% confidence level, which is compatible with
the theoretical requirement β ≥ 0 for a smooth bounce transition. While we do not
detect a signal, our constraints remain consistent with the basic theoretical framework
of PBB cosmology, demonstrating the potential of gravitational-wave observations to
test early Universe theories.

∗Corresponding author.

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

09
46

1v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 1
2 

D
ec

 2
02

4

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9496-6476
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7016-9934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9610-2284
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0297-9633
mailto:tanqin@hunnu.edu.cn
mailto:zuchengchen@hunnu.edu.cn
mailto:youwuphy@gmail.com
mailto:liulang@bnu.edu.cn


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 SGWB from pre-big-bang cosmology 2

3 Data analysis 5

4 Results and discussions 8

1 Introduction

The detection of gravitational waves (GWs) by Advanced LIGO [1] and Advanced
Virgo [2] has ushered in a new era of observational astronomy [3–5]. GW observations
have not only opened up a novel window to study the Universe, providing valuable
insights into the physics of compact objects such as black holes and neutron stars,
but have also served as a powerful tool to test the validity of general relativity in the
strong-field regime. In addition to individual, high-amplitude GW events originating
from merging compact binaries, the superposition of numerous weaker, unresolved GW
signals can form a stochastic gravitational-wave background (SGWB). The study of
SGWBs can yield crucial information about the properties and distribution of their
sources, encompassing both astrophysical and cosmological origins [6, 7].

Astrophysical contributions to the SGWB arise from a variety of sources, includ-
ing merging compact binaries and core-collapse supernovae [8, 9]. On the other hand,
cosmological sources are associated with various physical processes in the early Uni-
verse, such as cosmic phase transitions [10–12], scalar-induced GWs [13–19], cosmic
strings [20–23], cosmic domain walls [24, 25], and primordial density perturbations
during inflation [26–28]. These cosmological sources are isotropic and predicted to
generate SGWBs with distinct spectral features, which could provide valuable insights
into the physics of the early Universe. However, it is important to note that these
sources are not entirely beyond the framework of general relativity, which may limit
our understanding of SGWBs in the context of quantum gravity.

The primordial Universe, characterized by its extremely high energy scale, serves
as a natural laboratory for studying quantum gravity. Among the existing theories of
quantum gravity, string theory has garnered significant attention due to its potential to
provide a unified description of all fundamental forces [29, 30]. String theory postulates
that the fundamental building blocks of the Universe are tiny, vibrating strings of en-
ergy, which can give rise to the observed particles and forces [31, 32]. String cosmology,
which applies the principles of string theory to the study of the early Universe, offers
possible solutions to long-standing cosmological problems, such as the trans-Planckian
problem [33] and the Big Bang singularity [34, 35]. One of the most iconic scenarios
in string cosmology is the Pre-Big Bang (PBB) scenario [36–43], which is based on
the underlying duality symmetries of string theory and has emerged as a compelling
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framework for generating SGWBs [44]. This scenario predicts a cosmological phase of
growing spacetime curvature and accelerated evolution, known as “superinflation” [45]
followed by a non-singular transition to the standard radiation-dominated regime. As
a result, a SGWB with a blue-tilted spectrum is naturally produced [46, 47]. This
distinctive spectral shape could potentially distinguish the PBB scenario from other
cosmological models, such as standard slow-roll inflation [48].

Recent studies [49, 50] have investigated the compatibility of the PBB scenario
with the stochastic signal detected by the North American Nanohertz Observatory for
Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) and concluded that the current formulation of the
PBB model cannot adequately account for the observed data. These contrasting results
highlight the need for further investigation into the viability of the PBB scenario in
light of the latest observational evidence.

In this paper, we will use data from the first three observing runs of the LIGO-
Virgo collaboration to constrain the parameters of the PBB model. Although the
LIGO-Virgo collaboration has not yet detected an SGWB signal, they have determined
an upper limit to its amplitude, which enables us to constrain various cosmological
models. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide an
overview of the PBB scenario and its predictions for the SGWB. In Section 3, we
outline the methodology for obtaining model parameter constraints using data from
Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo. Finally, we summarize our findings and discuss
the implications of our results in Section 4.

2 SGWB from pre-big-bang cosmology

In this section, we will briefly review the PBB scenario and its resulting SGWB. Due to
the scale-factor duality of string cosmology [44], the evolution of our Universe should
have a nearly mirror-symmetric phase of accelerated expansion preceding the deceler-
ated expansion. This phase, referred to as the PBB scenario [36], provides a possible
example of primordial tensor perturbations that peak at high frequencies and exhibit
a blue-tilted spectrum at low frequencies. Here we review the derivation of SGWB.
The spectral energy density of the SGWB present today inside our cosmic horizon can
be written as:

Ωgw(k, τ0) =
1

ρcrit(τ0)

dρgw
d ln k

, (2.1)

where τ0 represents the current value of the conformal time, ρcrit = 3M2
PlH

2 is the
critical energy density. Here we are concerned with the contribution to the SGWB of
the cosmological amplification of perturbations of the metric tensor. For each mode k,
the energy density is

dρ(τ0) = 2k⟨nk(τ0)⟩
d3k

8π3
=

k4

π2
⟨nk(τ0)⟩ ln k, (2.2)

where ⟨nk(τ0)⟩ is the number density of gravitons produced at τ0. We can obtain
⟨nk(τ0)⟩ by solving the following evolution equation for the tensor mode hk [40]:

v′′k +

(
k2 − ξ′′

ξ

)
vk = 0, (2.3)
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where vk = ξhk and ξ(τ) is called the “pump field”. It can be seen from the above
equation that it determines the dynamics of the fluctuation hk. For the model chosen
in this paper, the background is approximated as a sequence of five cosmic phases.
The pumping field ξ is a simple power-law behavior like ξ = (MPl/

√
2)|τ/τ1|α in each

phase, where τ1 denotes the time at the end of the string phase. Then the solution hk

of Eq. (2.3) can be expressed by the first and second kinds of Hankel functions H
(1)
ν ,

H
(2)
ν as

hk(τ) =

(
2τ1
M2

Pl

) 1
2
∣∣∣∣ ττ1
∣∣∣∣ν [A+(k)H

(2)
ν (kτ) + A−(k)H

(1)
ν (kτ)

]
. (2.4)

Here, ν = 1
2
−α, A± are coefficients determined by the continuity of hk and h′

k in each

phase and by imposing the condition as vk = (1/
√
2k) exp(−ikτ) for τ → −∞. Now,

the number density ⟨nk(τ0)⟩ can be expressed as

⟨nk(τ0)⟩ =
4

π
|A−(k)|τ=τ0 . (2.5)

By combining the above equation with Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2), we can get the the SGWB
produced by the PBB scenario.

The model considered in this paper is divided into five phases by four transition (at
τi : τ1, τσ, τd, τs). Here, τσ, τd, τs correspond to the beginning of a dust phase dominated
by axion oscillations, the beginning of the post Big-Bang evolution, and the moment of
transition from a low energy initial stage to a possible late attractor, respectively. In
each of the above phases, the pump field has a simple power-law behavior. Specifically,
in the initial PBB region −∞ < τ ≤ −τ1, we have two phases with the following pump
field [40]

ξ ∼ MPl√
2
(−τ)1/2, τ < −τs; ξ ∼ MPl√

2
(−τ)β−1, − τs < τ < −τ1, (2.6)

and in the subsequent bouncing state −τ1 < τ < τ0, the evolution of the universe is
decelerated, and the pump field behavior of the corresponding three phases is:

ξ ∼ MPl√
2
τ, − τ1 < τ < τσ; ξ ∼ MPl√

2
τ 2, τσ < τ < τd; ξ ∼ MPl√

2
τ, τd < τ < τ0.

(2.7)
Here β is a parameter that describes the high-energy growth of the dilaton and the
dynamics of internal dimensions. According to the specific forms of the pump field
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above, we can now represent the energy density fraction spectrum of SGWB as [40, 43]

Ωgw(f) =



Ωr0

(
H1

MPl

)2(
fd
fσ

)2

exp [−(f − f1)/f1], f > f1

Ωr0

(
H1

MPl

)2(
fd
fσ

)2(
f

f1

)3−|3−2β|

, fσ ≲ f ≲ f1

Ωgw(f1)

(
fσ
f1

)3−|3−2β|(
f

fσ

)1−|3−2β|

, fd ≲ f ≲ fσ

Ωgw(fσ)

(
fd
fσ

)1−|3−2β|(
f

fd

)3−|3−2β|

, fs ≲ f ≲ fd

Ωgw(fd)

(
fs
fd

)3−|3−2β|(
f

fs

)3

, f ≲ fs

(2.8)

where fi = 1/(2πτi), Ωr0 ≈ 4.15× 10−5h−2 is the current fraction of the energy density
of radiation. For convenience, one can define three parameters as [43]

zs =
τs
τ1

=
f1
fs
, zσ =

τσ
τ1

=
f1
fσ

, zd =
τd
τ1

=
f1
fd
. (2.9)

Now the frequencies f1 and the corresponding curvature scales H1 = H(τ1) can be
written by the above three newly defined parameters as

f1 =
3.9× 1011

2π

(
H1

MPl

)1/2(
zσ
zd

)1/2

Hz, (2.10)

and

log10

(
H1

MPl

)
=

2

5− ns

{
log10

[
4.2π2

T 2(H1)

]
− 9 + (1− ns)(log10 1.5− 27)

+ (1− ns − 2β) log10 zs +
ns − 1

2
(log10 zσ − log10 zd)

}
. (2.11)

Here, ns = 0.9649± 0.0042 [51], and

T (H1) ≈ 0.13

(
H1

MPl

)1/6

z
1/4
d z

− 7
12

σ + 0.25

(
H1

MPl

)−1/6

z
−1/4
d z

7
12
σ − 0.01. (2.12)

Now, the spectrum of SGWB (2.8) is determined by only four undetermined
parameters: β, zs, zσ, and zd. It is worth pointing out that the spectrum (2.8) can be
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fitted by the following functions [43]

ΩGW(f) = ΩPBBf
3(f 2 + f 2

s )
− |3−2β|

2 (f 2 + f 2
d )

−1(f 2 + f 2
σ)(f

2 + f 2
1 )

|3−2β|−3
2

× exp

(
arctan

f

f1
− f

f1

)
. (2.13)

In next section, we will use data from LIGO-Virgo observations to constrain these
parameters by searching for the PBB signal.

3 Data analysis

In this section, we present the methodology employed to constrain the SGWB in the
PBB model using GW data from the first three observing runs of the Advanced LIGO
and Virgo detectors following our previous work [52, 53]. The detector network consists
of the LIGO-Hanford, LIGO-Livingston, and Virgo detectors, each labeled by the index
I = H,L, V . The analysis spans the frequency range of 20 ∼ 1726 Hz, determined
by the detector sensitivity and sampling rate. The time-series output, sI(t), of each
detector is converted into the frequency domain using a Fourier transform, resulting
in s̃I(f).

To search for the SGWB signal, we utilize the cross-correlation statistic ĈIJ(f)
for each detector pair (baseline) IJ , as given by [54, 55]

ĈIJ(f) =
2

T

Re[s̃⋆I(f)s̃J(f)]

γIJ(f)S0(f)
, (3.1)

where T represents the observation time, γIJ(f) denotes the normalized overlap reduc-
tion function [55] that accounts for the geometric sensitivity of the detector pair, and
S0(f) = (3H2

0 )/(10π
2f 3) is a normalization factor related to the critical energy density

of the Universe. The overlap reduction function is normalized such that γIJ(0) = 1 for
co-located and co-aligned detectors.

The cross-correlation statistic is constructed such that its expectation value equals
the GW energy density spectrum, ⟨ĈIJ(f)⟩ = ΩGW(f), assuming no correlated noise
between the detectors. For a weak SGWB signal, the variance of the cross-correlation
statistic can be approximated as

σ2
IJ(f) ≈

1

2T∆f

PI(f)PJ(f)

γ2
IJ(f)S

2
0(f)

, (3.2)

where PI(f) denotes the one-sided power spectral density of the noise in detector I and
∆f represents the frequency resolution. The variance σ2

IJ enables us to estimate the
uncertainty in the cross-correlation measurement based on the detector noise properties
and the observation time.

We perform a Bayesian analysis to search for the SGWB signal originating from
the PBB model, using the publicly available, model-independent cross-correlation spec-
tra ĈIJ(f) data [56] from the first three observing runs of Advanced LIGO and Ad-
vanced Virgo detectors. To estimate the parameters of the SGWB model arising from
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Parameter Prior Result

β Uniform[−1, 3] 0.42+1.84
−0.63

log10 zs Uniform[0, 25] 11.3+8.0
−6.6

log10 zd Uniform[0, 20] 6.7+7.8
−4.9

log10 zσ Uniform[0, 18] 3.7+7.2
−3.3

Table 1. Prior distributions and posterior estimates for the PBB model parameters. The
posterior estimates are reported as median values along with their corresponding 90% equal-
tail credible intervals.

the PBB model, we construct a likelihood function by combining the cross-correlation
spectra from all detector pairs IJ [57]:

p(ĈIJ(fk)|θ) ∝ exp

−1

2

∑
IJ

∑
k

(
ĈIJ(fk)− ΩM(fk|θ)

σ2
IJ(fk)

)2
 , (3.3)

where θ represents the set of parameters characterizing the SGWB model, denoted by
ΩM(f |θ). The likelihood assumes that the cross-correlation spectra ĈIJ(fk) follow a
Gaussian distribution in the absence of a signal. The sum runs over all frequency bins k
and detector pairs IJ , with σ2

IJ(fk) being the variance of the cross-correlation statistic
at each frequency bin. Using Bayes’ theorem, we express the posterior distribution of
the model parameters as

p(θ|CIJ
k ) ∝ p(CIJ

k |θ) p(θ), (3.4)

where p(θ) represents the prior distribution on the parameters.
To evaluate the statistical significance of the SGWB signal from the PBB model,

we calculate the Bayes factor, which quantifies the relative evidence between two com-
peting hypotheses: the model that includes the SGWB signal and the model that
considers only noise,

BGW
NOISE =

p(ĈIJ |Model with SGWB signal)

p(ĈIJ |Pure noise model)
=

∫
p(ĈIJ |θGW) p(θGW) dθGW

N
. (3.5)

The numerator denotes the marginal likelihood of the model incorporating the SGWB
signal, which is calculated by integrating the likelihood p(ĈIJ |θGW) multiplied by the
prior p(θGW) across the parameter space θGW. The denominator N represents the
evidence for the pure noise model, obtained by setting ΩM(f) = 0 in Eq. (3.3). It
represents the probability of observing the data given the model that assumes only
the presence of noise. The Bayes factor provides a quantitative measure of the relative
support for the model with the SGWB signal compared to the pure noise model. A
value of BGW

NOISE > 1 indicates that the data favor the model with the SGWB signal
over the pure noise model. The strength of the evidence can be interpreted using a
standard scale, such as the Jeffreys scale [58], where Bayes factors BGW

NOISE exceeding
3, 10, 30, and 100 indicate substantial, strong, very strong, and decisive evidence in
favor of the model with the SGWB signal, respectively.
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Figure 1. Posterior distributions for the PBB SGWB model parameters. The marginalized
one-dimensional posteriors are shown in the diagonal panels, and the joint two-dimensional
posteriors with confidence contours at 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ levels are displayed in the off-diagonal
panels.

The free parameters in our analysis are θGW ≡ (β, zs, zd, zσ). We list the priors
of the four free parameters in Table 1. These parameters are subject to the following
theoretical constraints [43]:

1 ≲ zσ < zd < zs, (3.6)

log10

(
H1

MPl

)
+

3

2
log10 zd −

7

2
log10 zσ ⩽ 0, (3.7)

log10

(
H1

MPl

)
− 3 log10 zd + log10 zσ > −42− log10 4, (3.8)

log10 zs < 26− log10 9 +
1

2
log10

(
H1

MPl

)
+

1

2
(log10 zσ − log10 zd) . (3.9)

We conduct the Bayesian analysis using the Bilby package [59, 60], employing the
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dynamic nested sampling algorithm implemented in Dynesty [61] with 1024 live points
to ensure adequate sampling of the parameter space.

4 Results and discussions

PBB cosmological models offer an alternative to the standard inflationary paradigm,
proposing that the Universe existed in a low-energy string phase prior to the Big
Bang. One of the key predictions of PBB models is the generation of a SGWB with
a distinctive spectrum. In this study, we search for the SGWB signal predicted by
PBB cosmology using data from the first three observing runs of Advanced LIGO and
Advanced Virgo. By parameterizing the predicted SGWB spectrum and performing
a Bayesian analysis, we constrain the model parameters, obtaining β = 0.42+1.84

−0.63,
log10 zs = 11.3+8.0

−6.6, log10 zd = 6.7+7.8
−4.9, and log10 zσ = 3.7+7.2

−3.3. The posterior distributions
for the parameters of the SGWB model from the PBB cosmology are presented in
Figure 1.

Our analysis reveals no statistically significant evidence for the presence of a PBB
SGWB signal in the Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo data. The Bayes factor
between the PBB model and the noise-only model is found to be 0.03, indicating “very
strong” preference for the noise-only model. Consequently, we establish a lower limit for
the parameter β as β ≳ −0.19 at 90% confidence level. The theoretically viable range
for this parameter is 0 ≤ β < 3, where the lower bound arises from the requirement
of growing string coupling necessary for a smooth bounce transition [62–64], and the
upper bound prevents background instabilities [65]. Notably, our observational lower
limit of β ≳ −0.19 is compatible with the theoretical constraint β ≥ 0, indicating that
while we do not detect a SGWB signal, our results remain consistent with the basic
theoretical framework of PBB cosmology.

Our findings underscore the potential of GW experiments in probing alternative
cosmological models and exploring the pre-big-bang era. As the sensitivity of GW
detectors continues to improve, we anticipate placing even more stringent constraints
on PBB models or potentially detecting the PBB SGWB signal. The upcoming ob-
serving runs of Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo, along with future detectors such
as the Einstein Telescope [66] and Cosmic Explorer [67], will play pivotal roles in this
endeavor, opening new avenues for investigating the earliest stages of the Universe and
testing the fundamental principles of string theory and quantum gravity.
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