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We consider the possibility that the stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background suggested by
Pulsar Timing Array (PTA) datasets is sourced by Primordial Black Holes (PBHs). Specifically, we
perform a Bayesian search in the International PTA Data Release 2 (IPTA DR2) for a combined GW
background arising from scalar perturbations and unresolved PBH mergers, assuming a broad PBH
mass distribution. In our analysis, we incorporate constraints on the curvature power spectrum from
CMB µ-distortions and the overproduction of PBHs, which significantly suppress the contribution
of PBH mergers to the total GW background. We find that scalar-induced GWs dominate the
nHz frequency range, while PBH mergers alone cannot account for the observed signal under the
standard PBH formation scenario involving Gaussian perturbations, and including only Poissonian
PBH clustering. However, specific PBH models, such as those with enhanced clustering, could yield
a GW background dominated by PBH mergers. Overall, we find that the IPTA DR2 strongly favors
an astrophysical origin for the reported common-spectrum process over the PBH models considered
in this analysis.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) [1–4] might have
formed in the early radiation-dominated universe from
the collapse of large density perturbations upon horizon
re-entry. Such large perturbations on small scales (or
comoving wavenumber k ≫ 1 Mpc−1) required for sub-
stantial PBH formation can be efficiently produced in
many inflationary models (for examples see refs. [5–7]).
Additional PBH formation mechanisms can also be con-
sidered, for example, PBH formation can occur during a
first order cosmological phase transition [8–11], or from
the collapse of bubbles nucleated during inflation [12] (see
also Ref. [13]). The existence of PBHs would thus, be
connected to new physics in the early universe.
For PBH formation from the direct collapse of pri-

mordial density perturbations, the PBH mass is roughly
given by the size of the cosmological horizon at the time
of the collapse. PBHs, thus, can have a wide range of
masses, not limited by the Chandrasekhar limit [14], un-
like stellar-origin black holes. In fact, the detection of
a sub-solar mass black hole is considered to be the most
robust smoking gun signature of a primordial origin. Sev-
eral candidates have recently been identified [15–18] but
without enough significance to firmly claim a detection.
PBHs may have contributed to black hole merger
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events detected by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) Col-
laboration (see for e.g., Refs. [19, 20] for PBH explanation
of events GW190814 [21] and GW190521 [22]). More-
over, PBHs could also explain the dark matter (DM) or
a fraction of it. These motivations have resulted in the
growing interest for PBHs and ways to test these sce-
narios, primarily at gravitational wave experiments (see
Ref. [23] for review).

Unresolved PBH binary mergers would also contribute
to a stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB).
Furthermore, a GW background can also be sourced as a
consequence of the mechanism responsible for PBH for-
mation itself. For example, in the standard scenario for
PBH formation which relies on the collapse of large pri-
mordial density perturbations, an SGWB is unavoidably
induced by scalar perturbations at second order in per-
turbation theory [24–26].

A unique probe to study the gravitational-wave back-
ground (GWB) in the nano-Hertz (nHz) frequency range
is offered by Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTA). Recent results
released by the NANOGrav [27, 28], EPTA (in combina-
tion with InPTA) [29, 30], PPTA [31] and CPTA [32] col-
laborations along with the joint International PTA [33]
provide the first convincing evidence for a stochastic GW
spectrum in the nHz frequency range, with around 2−4 σ
significance for a Hellings-Downs correlation [34]. The
origin of this GW background is still unknown, the prime
explanation being a population of inspiralling supermas-
sive black hole binaries (SMBHBs). Alternatively, the
signal could have a cosmological origin. See for example
Refs. [35, 36] for a comparison between possible models.

A PBH interpretation of the PTA signal has been
widely investigated in literature [37–50]. These works
have either considered only the scalar-induced GW back-
ground [36–42, 44–48], or else considered that the PTA
GW background arises entirely from supermassive PBH
binaries in the early Universe [49, 50]. We are not aware
of any study of PTA data which considers all the rele-
vant GW backgrounds associated to PBHs i.e. the scalar-
induced GWs (SIGWs) as well as PBH mergers, for the
case of broad PBH mass distributions.

In this work, we systematically address this problem
and assess whether the GWB contribution from PBH bi-
naries could be substantial enough to compete with that
from SIGWs. In our analysis, instead of using a com-
monly assumed monochromatic or lognormal PBH mass
function, we have computed the PBH merger rates for a
PBH mass function starting from first principles. For a
realistic phenomenological PBH model, the computation
of a PBH mass function takes into account the primor-
dial power spectrum of curvature perturbations, Pζ , cor-

responding to small scales (k ≫ kCMB ∼ 1 Mpc−1). In
addition, we have considered the effect of the lowering
of the equation of state w, (with respect to its value in
the radiation-dominated universe, w = 1/3) associated to
an enhancement in PBH production associated to those
scales [51] plus the effect of this variation on the collapse
process itself.

For the SGWB from PBH mergers, we have considered
two channels for PBH binary formation: i) early PBH bi-
naries, which form when a PBH pair decouples from the
Hubble flow in the early radiation-dominated Universe,
and ii) late PBH binaries, which can form dynamically
inside Poisson-induced PBH halos or clusters, forming
right after matter-radiation equality. The merger rate
from both these channels have many uncertainties as we
discuss in section IV.
A crucial aspect of our analysis is the consideration of

mergers rates of dynamically formed late-time PBH bina-
ries in halos. Poisson fluctuations 1 in the PBH number
density will inevitably lead to the formation of small scale
PBH halos or clusters with varying cluster mass. Fur-
thermore, these PBH halos can further expand in radius
with time due to gravitational heating from PBHs [53, 54]
with the smallest halos evaporating. In our work, we ad-
dress these aspects and provide a detailed template for
such merger rate computations for a broad PBH mass
distribution. While our main conclusions exclude the
possibility (in line with Refs. [49, 50]) of explaining the
PTA signal with only PBH mergers, our analysis with
respect to previous works is more rigorous. Our analysis
template can be useful for such searches for PBH asso-
ciated GW backgrounds at other GW experiments like
LVK, and future LISA.
Before our analysis, Ref. [55] has previously considered

the scenario of an SGWB in the nHz frequency range
originating from PBH binaries with a broad mass dis-
tribution. As opposed to a monochromatic PBH dis-
tribution usually considered in literature, a broad PBH
mass distribution features various peaks, most notably a
strong peak at PBH mass m ∼ 1 M⊙ corresponding to
the QCD epoch in the Standard Model (SM) at a tem-
perature T ∼ 100 MeV [51]. Peaks in the broad mass
distribution correspond to the lowering of the equation
of state w of the Universe due to decoupling of SM parti-
cles. The analysis of Ref. [55] showed that the GWB
from PBH binaries forming in the late-time Universe
inside PBH halos could be probed with PTA observa-
tions. This large GWB from PBH mergers was identified
with a large number of merger events from PBH bina-
ries with asymmetric masses (typically m1 ∼ 2 M⊙ and
m2 ∼ 102−105 M⊙). PBH binaries, forming in the early
Universe, much before the matter-radiation equality, on
the other hand, result in a GW background that is much
more peaked in the LVK frequency range corresponding
to ∼ 10 Hz [55]. Contrary to the conclusions in Ref. [55],
we find that this enhancement from asymmetric binaries
is greatly reduced due to the cut-off at large scales in the
primordial power spectrum from CMB µ-distortions [56],
which restricts the PBH mass range in merger rates to

1 Note that we often call this inevitable effect of Poisson fluctua-
tions as “clustering”, however, it is not to be confused with PBH
clustering at formation which is negligible for the case in which
the curvature perturbations follow Gaussian statistics [52].
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m ≲ 1000 M⊙.
In this paper, for a PBH phenomenological model with

a broad mass function, we perform a Bayesian analysis of
the International PTA data release 2 (IPTA DR2) [57] to
investigate the possibility that the observed PTA signal
can arise from a combination of SIGWs and PBH merg-
ers. While our results show that the scalar induced GWs
dominate the GWB from PBH mergers for a broad PBH
mass function derived using Gaussian curvature pertur-
bations, we also investigate the enhancement in PBH
merger rates required to explain the PTA signal with
only PBH mergers. For example, a much more dense
PBH cluster or enhanced PBH clustering could possibly
lead to much enhanced merger rates with respect to our
computations. To account for this enhancement and var-
ious other uncertainties in the merger rates (discussed
in Section IVA), we take a phenomenological approach
and treat the parameter for clustering as a free parame-
ter and additionally perform a Bayesian search with this
nuisance parameter. An enhancement of merger rates
for early PBH binaries for highly clustered PBH distri-
butions has been previously studied in Refs. [58–60].
As a result of these Bayesian analyses, we derive poste-
rior probability distributions for the parameters of the
primordial power spectrum, namely, the amplitude and
the spectral tilt. We finally compare the predictive poste-
rior PBH mass function derived from the Bayesian search
with IPTA data in relation to other constraints on PBHs.

This paper is structured as follows: in Sec. II we review
the mechanism of PBH formation and the mass function
obtained in the case of a broad primordial power spec-
trum of curvature perturbations. In Sec. III and Sec. IV
we review the GWB induced by scalar perturbations at
second order and from PBH binaries, respectively. The
results of the Bayesian analysis are presented in Sec. V.
In Sec. VI, we discuss results in relation to other PBH
constraints. We finally conclude in Sec. VII and envisage
some perspectives. We further give details of our calcu-
lations in appendices: on SIGWs (Appendix A), binary
formation cross-section (Appendix B), PBH halo for-
mation (Appendix C), and related computation on the
clustering factor (Appendix C 4), primordial power spec-
trum constraints (Appendix D), and choice of window
function for PBH abundance (Appendix E). Finally, our
full posterior distributions are given in Appendix F.

II. PBH MASS FUNCTION FROM A POWER
LAW PRIMORDIAL SPECTRUM

In this section, we summarize the derivation of the
PBH mass distribution obtained from the collapse of cur-
vature perturbations in the Press-Schechter formalism,
broadly following Ref. [61].

The standard PBH formation scenario relies on the as-
sumption of large primordial curvature fluctuations ζ at
small scales, parameterized by the curvature power spec-
trum Pζ(k). At horizon crossing, a PBH is formed from

the collapse of an overdensity of amplitude δ (generated
by the perturbation ζ) if it exceeds a critical threshold
denoted by δc.
The PBH mass is then approximately close to the hori-

zon mass at re-entry

MH(k) = 4πM2
p/H (1)

≃ 20 M⊙

(
k

106 Mpc−1

)(
g4∗,s(Tcr)g

−3
∗ (Tcr)

17.25

)−1/6

(2)

with Tcr being the temperature at horizon crossing given
by k = aH(Tcr), and g∗(T ) and g∗,s(T ) are the tempera-
ture dependent effective number of relativistic degrees of
freedom, contributing to the energy density and entropy
density respectively.
Below we review the calculation for the PBH mass

function obtained from a power law primordial spectrum
of the form

Pζ(k) = Aζ

(
k

k⋆

)(ns−1)

Θ(k − kmin)Θ(kmax − k), (3)

where Aζ is the amplitude at small scales,
k⋆ = 106 Mpc−1 is an arbitrary pivot scale here,
fixed to correspond to MH∗ ≈ 1M⊙, ns is the spectral
tilt and kmin, kmax are the cut-off scales at large and
small scales respectively, introduced so as to not violate
the current constraints from the CMB µ-distortions [56].
The higher cut-off kmax is only relevant for ns ≳ 1 and
is introduced in order to not overproduce small-mass
PBHs. For broad mass distributions obtained for
values of ns ∼ 1, the behaviour of the equation of
state of the Universe w(T ) with temperature, spe-
cially during the QCD epoch, can play an important
role [51, 62]. A non-negligible change in the effective
number of degrees of freedom, g∗(T ), g∗,s(T ), with
temperature, leads to a transient reduction in the
value of w(T ) ≡ p/ρ = 4g∗,s(T )/3g∗(T ) − 1, below its
constant value of 1/3 during the radiation dominated
Universe. This translates into a simultaneous variation
of the critical threshold δc [51, 62]. Hence, the PBH
mass distribution is imprinted by the periods where w
and consequently the critical threshold decrease. This
is, for instance, the case at the QCD crossover, when
quarks confine into hadrons, resulting in an enhanced
density of solar-mass PBHs. For the same reason, the
W± and Z bosons decoupling would enhance the PBH
production around 10−5 M⊙ and the e+e− decoupling
around 106 M⊙ [62].

Under the Press-Schechter formalism of spherical col-
lapse [63] and assuming Gaussian perturbations, the frac-
tion of the radiation energy density that collapses into
PBHs of mass m when the scale k−1 re-enters the hori-
zon is given by [64, 65]

βk(m) =

∫ ∞

δc

dδ
m(δ)

MH(k)
Pk(δ) δD

[
ln

m

m(δ)

]
. (4)
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Here, δ 2 is the smooth density contrast at linear or-
der and δD is the Dirac delta function. The function
m(δ) [66–69] represents the actual mass of the PBHs
formed from the collapse of the overdensity δ, m(δ) =

κMH(k)
(
δ − 1

4Φδ
2 − δc

)γ
where γ ≃ 0.36 is the univer-

sal critical exponent during the radiation dominated Uni-
verse [69], and κ is a parameter depending on the partic-
ular shape of the density contrast. We set κ ≃ 4 [69], the
typical value obtained for a nearly-scale invariant spec-
trum of Gaussian primordial fluctuations. The function
Pk(δ) in Eq. (4) is the Gaussian probability density func-
tion of the linear density contrast δ, at scale k

Pk(δ) =
1√
2πσk

e−δ2/(2σ2
k) , (5)

with the variance σ2
k at scale k given by [65, 69]

σ2
k =

4

9
Φ2

∫ ∞

0

dk′

k′

(
k′

k

)4

T 2(k′, k)W 2(k′, k)Pζ(k
′) ,

(6)
where T (k′, k) is the linear transfer function andW (k′, k)
is the window function used to smooth the perturbations
(see Appendix E for full equations), and Φ [70] is a func-
tion depending on w of the Universe, in the radiation
dominated Universe, Φ = 2/3. It is important to stress
that the choice of the window function has been shown
to have a strong impact on the PBH abundance [48] (see
also the discussion in Appendix E). Here we choose a
top-hat window function.

Finally, the PBH mass function is given by [51, 65]

fPBH(m) ≡ 1

ρDM

dρPBH

d ln(m)

=
2

ΩDM

∫
d ln k

(
Meq

MH(k)

)1/2

βk(m)

=
4

γ κ1/γΩDM

∫
d ln k

(
Meq

MH(k)

)1/2

×
(

m

MH(k)

)1+1/γ
Pk(δ(m))

1− 3
4δ(m)

,

(7)

where ΩDM = 0.265 is the dark matter relic abundance
today, Meq = 2.7 × 1017M⊙ is the horizon mass at the
time of matter-radiation equality and

δ(m) = 2Φ
(
1−

√
1− 1

Φ
(δc + q1/γ)

)
, (8)

with q = m/κMH(k). In the rest of this work, we
will additionally use the normalized PBH mass function,
ϕ(m) ≡ fPBH(m)/fPBH, given by

ϕ(m) =
1

ρDMfPBH

dρPBH

d lnm
, (9)

2 Note that δ here is δl in the notation of Ref. [61].
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FIG. 1. Top panel: Evolution of the critical threshold
(δc) for PBH formation as a function of the horizon mass
(MH) and the temperature of the Universe (Tγ). The dip
around MH ≈ 1M⊙ corresponds to the QCD phase transi-
tion. Figure adapted from Ref. [70]. Bottom panel: PBH
mass function for ns = 1.05 (blue), ns = 0.95 (yellow) and
ns = 0.85 (red). In the three cases, the amplitude of the
primordial spectrum (Aζ) has been fixed to obtain fPBH = 1
with kmin = 104.5Mpc−1, and kmax = 109Mpc−1.

with fPBH being the fraction of DM constituted by
PBHs. The function ϕ(m) is normalized such that∫
ϕ(m) d lnm = 1.

Using this formalism, we calculate the PBH mass
function for the primordial power spectrum defined
in Eq. (3). According to Refs. [70–74], the critical
threshold δc must be carefully calculated as a function
of the primordial power spectrum shape. In the case
of the spectrum in Eq. (3), it has been shown that
δc ≈ 0.55 [70]. Moreover, we also consider the effect of
the change of w of the Universe on δc. In Fig. 1, we
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FIG. 2. Total PBH abundance as a function of the amplitude
Aζ and the power spectral index ns of small-scale primordial
fluctuations. In this example, we set kmin = 104.5Mpc−1 and
kmax = 109Mpc−1.

show the evolution of the critical threshold as a function
of the horizon mass MH [70]. As already discussed, δc
reaches its lowest value around the QCD epoch.

In the bottom panel of Fig. 1 we show the correspond-
ing mass functions for three choices of the spectral in-
dex: ns = 1.05, ns = 0.95 and ns = 0.85 (for each,
kmin = 104.5 Mpc−1 and kmax = 109 Mpc−1). For
ns ≈ 0.95, the mass function peaks at the solar mass
level corresponding to the lowering of δc during the QCD
epoch. For ns < 0.85, the mass function peaks at large
PBH mass, roughly corresponding to the horizon mass
at kmin, While for ns > 1.05, the mass function peaks
at low PBH mass, roughly corresponding to the horizon
mass at kmax.
As already pointed out in numerous papers (see for

instance Refs. [48, 75]), the final PBH abundance fPBH

is exponentially sensitive to the primordial power ampli-
tude Aζ (through the variance σ2

k defined in Eq. (6)).
This sensitivity of fPBH on the primordial spectrum

parameters is illustrated in Fig. 2.

III. SCALAR INDUCED GRAVITATIONAL
WAVES

A stochastic spectrum of second-order GWs is induced
by scalar perturbations (see review in Ref. [76]). For
Gaussian perturbations, this induced GW spectrum can
be sizeable for enhanced primordial curvature perturba-
tions at small scales, typically around Pζ ≃ 10−2 [77–
80]. Such large curvature perturbations are typically re-
quired for PBH formation (see Sec. II). There are two

implications for PBHs. First, it is possible to exclude a
scalar-induced origin of a GW background if the corre-
sponding PBH abundance exceeds that of dark matter,
i.e., fPBH > 1 [36, 48]. Second, it is possible to com-
pletely rule out PBH formation in certain mass ranges
due to the collapse of large perturbations if no GW
background is observed in the corresponding GW fre-
quency range. For the PTA signal, it has been shown
that only a small portion of the primordial power spec-
trum parameter space typically survives after imposing
fPBH < 1 [35, 36, 41, 48, 81] unless one includes the
impact of non-Gaussianity (NG) in the perturbations in
computing the PBH abundance [82–85].
In the following, we summarize the calculation of

SIGWs following Refs. [24–26]. The observable in-
duced GW spectrum today is defined as Ωgw,0 ≡
(1/ρc) dρ

0
gw/d ln f , where f is the frequency of the GWs,

ρ0gw is the energy density in GWs today, and ρc is the
critical energy density today. This can be expressed in
terms of the induced GW spectrum in the radiation era
through [24, 86]

Ωgw,0(f)h
2 = Ω0

rh
2

(
g∗(TRD)

g0∗

)
×
(

g0∗,s
g∗,s(TRD)

)4/3

Ωgw,RD(f), (10)

where Ω0
rh

2 = 4.1×10−5, is the radiation density fraction
today3, while g0∗ = 3.36 and g0∗,s = 3.91. The last factor

Ωgw,RD(f) is the time-independent 4 GW spectrum dur-
ing the radiation dominated era (valid up to the matter-
radiation equality). This can be written as a function of
the curvature perturbation power spectrum [26]:

Ωgw,RD(k) =
1

12

∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

−1

ds

[
t(2 + t)(s2 − 1)

(1− s+ t)(1 + s+ t)

]2
× Ī2(u, v)Pζ(uk)Pζ(vk), (11)

with the variables u and v defined in terms of the integra-
tion variables s, t as u = (s+t+1)/2 and v = (t−s+1)/2.
The function Ī2(u, v) appearing inside the integral is de-
fined in Appendix A (see also Ref. [26]). Finally, we use
the following expression to relate the comoving wavenum-
ber k of the curvature mode to the frequency f of the GW
spectrum:

f =
k

2πa0
≃ 1.6 nHz

(
k

106 Mpc−1

)
(12)

where a0 = 1 is the scale factor today.

3 including photons as well as neutrinos
4 The time-independence of the GW spectrum results from aver-
aging the oscillatory behaviour, deep inside the horizon [24], as
detailed in Appendix A.
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Eq. (11) shows the dependence Ωgw ∝ P2
ζ ∝ ζ4.

Note that Eq. (11) assumes Gaussian perturbations ζ.
We do not consider the impact of non-gaussianities, see
Refs. [45, 82–85] for the inclusion of non-Gaussianities in
the SIGW calculation.

Considering the power spectrum in Eq. 3, one can de-
rive an approximate analytical expression for the induced
GW spectrum today [26], given by

ΩSIGW
gw,0 (f)h2 = 7.5× 10−5g∗(T ) (g∗,s(T ))

−4/3 Q(ns)

(13)

×A2
ζ

(
f

f⋆

)2(ns−1)

Θ(f − fmin)Θ(fmax − f),

where Q(ns) can be computed by integrating Eq. (11)
and is an O(1) factor [26]. For example, for ns = 0.9655,
one gets Q(ns) = 0.814. Here, fmin (fmax) correspond to
the kmin (kmax) cut-offs in the frequency space.
In the case of the spectrum defined in Eq. (3) because
of the large (small)-scale cutoff kmin(kmax), one has to
compute the SIGW spectrum numerically directly using
Eq. (11). For our analysis, we used the approximate so-
lution above for reducing the computational time.

IV. GW BACKGROUND FROM PBH BINARIES

In this section, we determine the GW spectrum from
PBH binary mergers. Two main channels are commonly
considered. The first one comes from early Universe
PBH binaries that decoupled from the Hubble flow before
matter-radiation equality [87, 88] (see also Refs. [89, 90]
for detailed computations). The second channel instead
relies on PBH binaries that can dynamically form in
clusters via capture. The formation of such small-scale
PBH clusters is inevitable due to the Poisson fluctu-
ations in the spatial distribution of PBHs at forma-
tion [19, 54, 91, 92] (details on PBH clustering can be
found in Appendix C). The formation of these small-scale
PBH clusters can be described using the Press-Schechter
formalism [63] (see Appendix C). N-body simulations of
Ref. [93] (and more recently done in Ref. [94]) further
confirm this 5.

In Ref. [19], it was shown that for broad mass spectra
(which can be obtained from the PBH mass function de-
fined in Eq. 7 of Sec. II for values of ns ≃ 1), the GW
background from late-time PBH binaries in dense clusters
would be enhanced compared to the case of a monochro-
matic or lognormal mass function. This enhanced GW
amplitude was identified in Ref. [55] as originating from
the numerous binaries with asymmetric masses. Further-
more, it has been shown in Ref. [55] that for ns close to

5 These PBH clusters could even correspond to ultra-faint dwarf
galaxies [95].

0.95, the GW background from clustered PBHs could
reach the NANOGrav sensitivity and largely dominate
over the early universe binaries which instead, dominate
the GW background in the LVK frequency range corre-
sponding to 10 Hz− 10 kHz. We note here that the con-
clusions of Ref. [55] were derived for a small-scale primor-
dial spectrum without any cut-off at small wavenumber
kmin. Constraints from µ−distortions (see discussion in
appendix D1) from COBE/FIRAS [96, 97] which require
kmin ≳ 105 Mpc−1, will limit the formation of any PBHs
above m ≳ 1000 M⊙. In this scenario, we find that the
GWB expected from late binaries will be much smaller
than the one calculated in Ref. [55].
In the following subsections, we review the calculation

of the GW background from PBH binaries and then
discuss the merger rates for early PBH binaries and for
late PBH binaries formed in small-scale clusters.

A. PBH merger rate from early binaries

As we indicated earlier, an important binary forma-
tion channel comes from PBH pairs that decoupled from
the Hubble flow and formed binaries before the matter-
radiation equality. The merger rate of such PBH binaries
formed in the early Universe is [89]

dV(z)early
d lnm1d lnm2

=
1.6× 106

Gpc3 yr
f
53/37
PBH

(
t

t0

)− 34
37
(

M

M⊙

)− 32
37

(14)

× η−
34
37 S(ϕ, fPBH,M) ϕ(m1) ϕ(m2)

where M = m1+m2, η = m1m2/M
2, and t0 is the age of

the universe. The suppression factor S(ϕ, fPBH,M) < 1
accounts for effects in the early and late-time Universe,
S ≡ Searly ×Slate. The suppression factor from the early
Universe originates due to the interaction of PBH bi-
naries with a third PBH as well as surrounding matter
perturbations, that can disrupt the binary. This is given
by (see for e.g. Ref. [89, 98])

Searly ≈ 1.42

( ⟨m2⟩/⟨m⟩2
N̄ + C

+
σ2
M

f2
PBH

)−21/74

exp
(
−N̄

)
(15)

where σM ≃ 0.004, C is a fitting function that we take
from Appendix A of Ref. [98] while N̄ is the expected
number of PBHs that fall into the PBH binary 6

N̄ ≈ M

⟨m⟩
fPBH

fPBH + σM
. (17)

6 Note that the averaged mass-dependent quantities above are de-
fined in our notation as:

⟨X⟩ =
∫
Xm−1ϕ(m)d lnm∫
m−1ϕ(m)d lnm

(16)
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PBH mass distributions with a small ⟨m⟩ will result in
N̄ ≫ 1, giving an exponential suppression in the merger
rate from early binaries.

The suppression in the early merger rate in the late
Universe denoted by Slate occurs due to the absorption
of early PBH binaries by small-scale PBH clusters (see
for example Ref. [90]). The suppression factor at any
redshift z is accounted for by the probability of finding
unperturbed PBHs outside of unstable PBH clusters. We
use the following numerical fit for this suppression factor
given in Ref. [98]

Slate(z = 0) ≈ min
[
1, 9.6 · 10−3x−0.65 exp

(
0.03 ln2x

)]
(18)

where x = (t(z)/t0)
0.44fPBH. It is important to note that

the late-time suppression factor above has been com-
puted for a monochromatic mass distribution [90]. The
extension for wider mass PBH functions is non-trivial
and still an open issue. We will extrapolate the result for
the narrow mass distribution of Eq. (18) also for broad
mass spectra. Note that for small fPBH ≃ 0.004 [90],
Slate(z = 0) ≃ 1 for the monochromatic PBH mass
distribution case, implying no suppression in the early
merger rate from PBH cluster effect.

B. PBH merger rate in late-Universe halos

After the epoch of recombination in the late Universe,
PBH binary formation can also take place dynamically
via two-body capture. A crucial ingredient for this chan-
nel is the formation of PBH clusters due to the enhanced
matter power spectrum at small scales, inevitably in-
duced by the Poisson fluctuations in the PBH number
density (see Refs. [92, 93, 99]). This small-scale structure
formation can be described using the Press-Schechter for-
malism (more details on PBH cluster formation can be
found in Appendix C). After the matter-radiation equal-
ity, these PBH clusters can form and virialize. In this
section, we give details of the merger rates from PBH
binaries that can form dynamically in such dense PBH
clusters.

We first proceed with the calculation of the merger rate
in a single PBH halo, denoted byRh. Let us consider two
PBHs with masses m1 and m2 moving with a relative
velocity v in a PBH halo of mass Mh. If the energy
loss due to gravitational waves exceeds the orbital kinetic
energy, the objects form a binary system. The cross-
section for this binary formation process is given by [100,
101]

σbin = 2π

(
85π

6
√
2

)2/7
G2(m1 +m2)

10/7(m1m2)
2/7

c10/7 v18/7
. (19)

The differential merger rate per unit logarithmic mass is

then given by [102]:

dRh

d lnm1d lnm2
=

4π

m1m2

∫ rh

0

dr r2
1

2

(
dρPBH(r)

d lnm1

)
×
(
dρPBH(r)

d lnm2

)
⟨σbin v⟩ .

(20)

Here the quantity ⟨σbin v⟩ denotes the thermal average
of the binary formation cross-section defined in Eq. (19),
whose detailed calculation can be found in Appendix B.
The local PBH density distribution in the halo is cap-
tured by dρPBH(r)/d logm = ρNFW(r)fPBHϕ(m), where
ϕ(m) is the PBH mass distribution defined in Eq. (9)
and ρNFW(r) is the density profile of the cluster. We
have assumed a Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile,
ρNFW(r) = ρs[(r/rs)(1 + r/rs)

2)]−1 [103], with a char-
acteristic radius rs and characteristic density ρs. rh is
the Virial radius of the cluster, defined as the radius
where the halo density is equal to 200 times the crit-
ical cosmological density. They are related by a con-
centration parameter C, defined as C ≡ rh/rs. The
density profile of halos is fully determined once C has
been expressed as a function of the halo mass Mh. Fol-
lowing Ref. [102], we use the concentration-mass rela-
tions from Refs. [104, 105]. The total mass of the
halo within rh is given by Mh = 4π ρs r

3
s g(C) where

g(C) = ln(1 + C)− C/(1 + C).
Finally, the total cosmological merger rate of PBHs can

be computed by convoluting the merger rate in a single
halo Rh with the halo mass function dn/dMh, [102]

dV(z)
d lnm1d lnm2

=

∫ ∞

Mmin(z)

dMc
dR

d lnm1d lnm2

dn(z)

dMh
,

(21)
where the halo mass function above includes haloes from
Poisson fluctuations arising from the discrete nature of
PBHs (see similar calculations in Refs. [106, 107]). We
use the PBH halo mass function derived using the Press-
Schechter formalism in Ref. [93]

dn(z)

dMh
=

ρ̄PBH√
π

(
Mh

M∗(z)

)1/2
e−Mh/M∗

M2
h

(22)

with ρ̄PBH being the background PBH density today
given by ρ̄PBH = fPBHρDM and M∗ being the character-
istic halo mass formed at redshift z [93] (see also Eq. (C6)
in appendix C)

M∗(z) ≃
(
3656

1 + z

)2

⟨f2
PBHm⟩. (23)

Compared to [91] that applied this to monochromatic or
peaked mass distributions, we have averaged f2

PBHm for
the considered broad mass functions, replacing f2

PBHm
with ⟨f2

PBHm⟩ (see Eq. (C7) for the definition of the av-
eraged quantity in this case). Due to the exponential
cutoff in dn/dMh at large halo masses, the upper limit of
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FIG. 3. The clustering parameter or Rcl appearing in the
merger rate for late binaries in Eq. (24) (see Eq. (C15) in ap-
pendix for exact expression) as a function of fPBH, evaluated
at redshift z = 0 (today), for three different values of spectral
index: ns = 1.5 (red), ns = 0.93 (blue), ns = 0.2 (yellow).

the integral in Eq. (21) does not impact the final merger
rate. Indeed, the biggest contribution to the merger rate
will come from the lightest PBH halos.

The lower limit of the integral in Eq. (21), thus, must
be carefully considered: once formed, PBH halos can un-
dergo dynamical heating and therefore, expand. Even-
tually, the small halos are completely diluted in larger
halos [54] and do not contribute to the merger rate in
Eq. (21). We parameterize this effect with a lower halo
mass limit Mmin(z) that encodes the lowest cluster mass
that has not been diluted. The calculation of Mmin(z) is
detailed in Appendix C 4.

Using Eqs. (19),(20), (9), we can now write the differ-
ential total merger rate per unit logarithmic mass, as a
function of redshift

dV(z)late
d lnm1d lnm2

= f2
PBHRcl(z) ϕ(m1) ϕ(m2)

× (m1 +m2)
10/7

(m1m2)5/7
, (24)

where we have introduced Rcl(z), a dimensionful factor
(in units of Gpc−3yr−1) containing clustering informa-
tion, following [54]. It includes the PBH halo mass func-
tion, the dependence on the halo mass and radius, as well
as the PBH cluster evolution with redshift. Details of the
calculation of this factor can be found in Appendix C 4
that extend the previous estimations of [54]. We illus-
trate the dependence of Rcl on fPBH for different values
of ns for z = 0 (today) in Fig. 3.

C. SGWB from unresolved PBH binaries

The SGWB from PBH mergers follows the standard
relationship to the comoving number density of compact
binary sources (for e.g. astrophysical black holes, neu-
tron stars). We summarise this derivation here following
Ref. [108] (see also e.g. Refs. [55, 70, 109, 110] for a
similar derivation applied to the PBH scenario).
The spectrum of GWB expected from PBH binaries

(PBHBs) today can be written as

ΩPBHB
gw,0 (f) =

1

ρc

dρ0gw
d log f

=
1

ρc

∫ ∞

0

N(z)
1

1 + z

(
fr
dEgw

d fr

)
dz,

(25)

where N(z) is the comoving number density of PBH
merger events between z and z+dz and fr (dEgw/dfr) is
the energy emitted as gravitational radiation per event
between the frequency fr and fr+dfr, with fr = f(1+z),
the frequency measured in the source frame and f the ob-
served GW frequency today7.
We can relate N(z) to the total merger rate per co-

moving unit volume V(z) through

N(z) =
V(z)

[H(z)(1 + z)]
(26)

where H(z) = H0 (Ωm(1+z)3+Ωr(1+z)4+ΩΛ)
1/2, with

Ωm = 0.315 and ΩΛ = 0.685.
For the case of circular PBH binaries of masses m1

and m2, in the Newtonian limit, the form of the differ-
ential GW spectrum emitted in Eq. (25) can be well-
approximated by

dEgw

dfr
=

π2/3

3G

(GMc)
5/3

f
1/3
r

, (27)

where Mc is the chirp mass defined in terms of com-

ponent PBH masses as M5/3
c = m1m2(m1 + m2)

−1/3.
Eq. 27 is valid for fr < 2fISCO where

fISCO = 2.3 kHz

(
M⊙

m1 +m2

)
(28)

is the frequency corresponding to the Innermost Stable
Circular Orbit (ISCO). In principle, there is a lower limit
on frequency coming from the initial separation of PBH
binaries, but for the typical velocity dispersions in the
PBH clusters we consider, this lower limit is below the
nHz range [109].

7 Note that the differential energy dEgw/dfr emitted per event is
expressed in the source rest frame as well. This explains the
additional factor of (1/1+ z) in Eq. (25), which accounts for the
GW redshifting. This follows from the scaling of GW energy
density as ρgw ∝ a−4.



9

Note that the GW spectrum given above captures the
inspiral phase of any BH binary (including PBH bina-
ries), while for the merger and ringdown phases, a com-
pletely different dependence of the spectrum on fr is ex-
pected (see for example expressions in Ref. [111]). For
PTA frequencies of O (nHz), the leading contribution to
the GW spectrum comes from inspiralling BHs.

We can finally express the GW spectrum from PBH
binaries by plugging Eq. (24) and Eq. (14) in Eq. (25),
giving

ΩPBHB
gw,0 (f) = f2/3 (πG)2/3

ρc

∫
dz d lnm1d lnm2 (29)

× 1

H(z)(1 + z)4/3
dV(z)

d lnm1d lnm2
M5/3

c

with V = Vearly+Vlate. At frequencies lower than 2fISCO,
the GW spectrum has the characteristic frequency de-
pendence, Ωgw(f) ∼ f2/3, as expected for inspiralling
binaries under the approximation of circular orbits [108].

V. RESULTS AND INTERPRETATION
OF PTA DATA

In this section, we describe our analysis of the PTA
dataset for a GW background sourced by a combina-
tion of scalar perturbations and PBH binaries. For fixed
values of the primordial parameters (Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax)
introduced in Eq. (3), the GWB is given by summing
Eq. (13) and Eq. (29), i.e.,

h2Ωgw(f) = h2ΩSIGW
gw (f) + h2ΩPBHB

gw (f). (30)

In a general PBH model, our search emphasizes the con-
tribution to the GWB from SIGWs in addition to the
GWB from PBH binaries. However, there can be alter-
native models with a suppressed SIGW background or
PBH formation scenarios which do not lead to a GWB.
In such cases, the total GWB would originate only from
PBH binaries. We conduct a separate analysis to cover
this scenario.

We perform Bayesian analyses by obtaining Monte
Carlo Markov Chains (MCMC) using the publicly avail-
able code PTArcade [112, 113] in which we implemented
the GW signal h2Ωgw(f) in Eq. (30) from PBH mergers
and scalar induced GW. In our search, we used the lat-
est IPTA dataset (IPTA DR2) [57] which contains timing
data from 65 pulsars including a combination of the fol-
lowing individual PTA data releases: the EPTA data re-
lease 1.0 [114], the NANOGrav 9-year data set [115], and
the PPTA first data release [116, 117]. We furthermore
include the pulsar white and red noise contributions ac-
cording to the prescription of IPTA DR2 [33]. Following
the prescription in Ref. [33], we limit the search of GW
background to the first 13 frequency bins.

Our analysis is divided into two parts. For the analy-
sis in Section VA, we compute the clustering factor Rcl

appearing in the late-time PBH merger rate in Eq. (24)
as a function of redshift z from the primordial power
spectrum parameters, following Appendix C 4, such that
at any z, Rcl ≡ Rcl(Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax) is fixed. While
for the analysis in Section VB, we consider the clus-
tering factor Rcl appearing in Eq. (24) as an extra free
parameter in addition to the primordial spectrum pa-
rameters, such that the total GWB is now given by
Ωgw(f ;Rcl, Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax). This allows us to consider
models with enhanced PBH clustering. Here, we also in-
clude a scenario where the entire GW background arises
from PBH binaries only.

A. Fixed Clustering Factor Analysis

In this first analysis, the clustering factor Rcl multiply-
ing the late PBH merger rate in Eq. (24), is computed
using the PBH halo mass function including Poissonian
fluctuations (Eq. (C15)) for fixed primordial power spec-
trum parameters. The total GW spectrum in Eq. (30)
is only a function of the primordial parameters, Ωgw ≡
Ωgw(f ;Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax).
We derive the posterior distributions of the primordial

parameters Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax after setting logarithmic
uniform priors for Aζ , kmin, kmax and uniform prior for
the spectral index ns, with prior limits given in Table II.
We furthermore restrict our analysis to the parameter
space constrained by fPBH ≤ 1 and where the primordial
power spectrum respects the known constraint from the
CMB µ-distortion [56] (see Appendix. D).

The one- and two-dimensional posterior distributions
for the fixed Rcl analysis are shown in blue in Fig. 4,
where the light and dark regions represent 95 % and 68
% C.I. regions respectively. The maximum posterior val-
ues and the 68 % C.I. for the curvature amplitude are
given by log10 Aζ = −2.06 ∈ [−2.20,−1.99], while for
the spectral index are given by ns = 0.97 ∈ [0.83, 1.14].
From the full posterior distributions shown in Fig. 8,
we can see the maximum posterior values for the cut-off
scales in the primordial spectrum: log10 kmin/Mpc−1 =
5.68 ∈ [4.62,−] (where the upper 68% limit does not ex-
ist), log10 kmax/Mpc−1 = 7.33 ∈ [6.73, 12.42].

For these maximum posterior values (see also Fig. 4),
the PTA signal is always dominated by the scalar in-
duced GWB, ΩSIGW

gw (f) with the PBH binaries giving
a much sub-leading contribution to the total GW spec-
trum. To explain the PTA common-spectrum process,
a spectral index ns ∼ 1.3 would yield the required in-
creasing frequency dependence of the GW spectrum from
SIGWs, ΩSIGW

gw ∝ f2(ns−1). With the amplitude fixed at

Aζ ∼ 10−2 and kmax ∼ 107 Mpc−1, a resulting signal
of Ωgw ∼ O(10−9), covering the highest PTA frequency
bin fmax ∼ 10−8 Hz can be obtained. However, for these
parameter values, light PBHs will overclose the Universe
giving fPBH ≥ 1. This explains the preferred central val-
ues we obtain for the spectral index ns ∼ 0.97. This ns
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FIG. 4. Left: Posterior distributions for the parameters Aζ and ns of the primordial power spectrum defined in Eq. (3) for
the fixed clustering analysis (blue). The 1d marginalized distributions are reported on the diagonal of the corner plot, with
the 68 % Bayesian credible intervals (vertical lines), while the off-diagonal panel (2d distribution) shows the 68 % (darker)
and 95 % (lighter) C.I. regions respectively. The posteriors shown respect fPBH ≤ 1 as well as the CMB µ distortion limits
from FIRAS/COBE [96, 97]. Right: GW spectrum obtained for the maximum likelihood values of parameters (log10 Aζ =
−2.11, ns = 1.31, log10 kmin = 4.80, log10 kmax = 6.96) for the fixed Rcl analysis, containing contribution only from scalar
induced GWs (see main text). Gray violins shown indicate the free spectrum posteriors obtained by converting the results of
IPTA DR2 [33].

value results in a broad PBH mass distribution, where
kmax is not restricted by the fPBH ≤ 1 constraint. This
can be further seen in the 2d distribution for (ns, kmax)
in Fig. 8, where for ns ∼ 1, all kmax(kmin) values are al-
lowed. Additionally, the CMB µ-distortion limit becomes
important for log10 kmin ≲ 4.4, which explains the cut-off
in the corresponding 2d distribution for (ns, log10 kmin).
Finally, the upper limit on the curvature perturbation
amplitude of log10 Aζ ≤ −1.9 is set by the fPBH ≤ 1 con-
straint. The resulting maximum likelihood GW spectrum
for this analysis is shown Fig. 4 (right) as solid (dotted)
curves for the exact (approximate) GWB arising from the
dominant scalar induced GW component obtained using
Eq. (10) (Eq. (13)).

The PBH binaries in this analysis give a sub-leading
contribution to the total GW spectrum as already men-
tioned. This can be understood as follows: the typical
value of the clustering factor, Rcl, from Eq. (C15), is
approximately O(1− 100)Gpc−3 yr−1 for mass distribu-
tions with ns ≲ 1 (see also Fig. 3). In contrast, for mass
spectra with ns > 1, the clustering parameter can be
large Rcl ∼ 106 Gpc−3 yr−1 (see also Fig. 3), however,
for these values of ns, the average PBH mass is typically
≪ 1M⊙ for kmax > 107 Mpc−1, leading to an overall
small merger rate from late PBH binaries. Moreover, the
CMB µ-distortion limits set kmin ≳ 104.4 Mpc−1 which
corresponds to a cut-off in the PBH mass function giving

m ≲ 1000 M⊙, resulting in a significant suppression of
the late-time PBHmerger rate in Eq. (24). Consequently,
the GW spectrum from PBH binaries, ΩPBHB

gw (f), is sup-
pressed at nHz frequencies.
Finally, we compare this PBH model with a fixed clus-

tering factor to the astrophysical model of inspiralling
SMBHBs. The GW background for the latter is charac-
terized by a power-law given by

ΩSMBHB
gw =

2π2

3H2
0

A2
BHB

(
f

yr−1

)5−γBHB

yr−2, (31)

where we have fixed γBHB = 13/3 [108] and varied the
amplitude ABHB, with log uniform priors for the latter
given by −18 ≤ log10 ABHB ≤ −11.

Search Bayes Factors

SIGWs + PBHBs [Fixed Rcl] log10(BSMBHB,PBH) = 1.88

SIGWs + PBHBs [Free Rcl] log10(BSMBHB,PBH) = 1.86

PBHBs [Free Rcl] log10(BSMBHB,PBH) = 0.05

TABLE I. Summary table for Bayes factors BSMBHB,PBH for
the astrophysical SMBHB model with respect to the PBH
model for the free and fixed clustering factor analyses.
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We compare the two models using the Bayes factor,
log10 Ba,b, of model a with respect to model b. With the
IPTA DR2 analysis for fixed Rcl (see Fig. 4), we find:
log10(BSMBHB,PBH) ≃ 2 (see Table I), which implies very
strong evidence for the astrophysical SMBHB model over
the PBH merger model with fixed clustering parameter
Rcl including SIGWs triggered at PBH formation.

B. Free Clustering Factor Analysis

In this section, we describe the analysis in which
the clustering factor Rcl in the PBH merger rate (in
PBH clusters) in Eq. (24) is considered to be a free
parameter. The total GW spectrum in Eq. (30) also
depends on the clustering parameter now i.e., Ωgw ≡
Ωgw(f ;Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax, Rcl). This can help determine
the enhancement in late-time PBH merger rates required
to fit the PTA signal, and verify whether such large
PBH merger rates can be realistic and accounted for with
current uncertainties on the PBH clustering model (de-
scribed in appendix C 4).

We consider a uniform logarithmic prior on the free
clustering parameter: log10 Rcl ∈ [0, 10] (see also Ta-
ble II). The µ-distortion limits from COBE/FIRAS [56]
and fPBH ≤ 1 constraint are implemented as before.
The one- and two-dimensional posterior distributions

for the freeRcl analysis including both contributions from
SIGWs and PBH binaries to the GWB are shown in blue
in Fig. 5 (full posteriors shown in Fig. 9). The maximum
posterior values and the 68 % C.I. for the curvature am-
plitude is given by log10 Aζ = −2.10 ∈ [−2.28,−1.97].
For the spectral index, the maximum posterior value
is given by ns = 0.97 and the 68 % C.I. upper limit
is ns < 1.22 (no lower limit exists). The free cluster-
ing parameter reaches the maximum posterior value at
log10 Rcl/Gpc−3yr−1 = 10, (equal to the upper limit of
the prior value) with the 68 % C.I. lower limit given by
log10 Rcl/Gpc−3yr−1 > 4.10. From the full posterior dis-
tributions shown in Fig. 9 (in blue), the maximum pos-
terior values and the 68 % C.I. for the cut-off scales in
the primordial spectrum are: log10 kmin/Mpc−1 = 4.58 ∈
[4.39, 5.91], log10 kmax/Mpc−1 = 6.99 ∈ [6.69, 13.89].
For these maximum posterior values, the GW spectrum
is dominated by the scalar induced GWs and the contri-
bution from (late) PBH binaries to the GW spectrum at
f ∼ 1 nHz, is very suppressed, ΩPBHB

gw ∼ 10−17.
The 2-d posterior distribution for (Aζ , ns) shows two

distinct regions in Fig. 5 (left). The region with larger
values of spectral index (ns ≥ 0.8) corresponds to the pa-
rameter space for which the PTA signal is dominated by
GWB from SIGWs. This can be seen from the 2-d pos-
terior distribution of (Rcl, ns) in (left) Fig. 5 where for
ns ∼ 1, all values of Rcl are allowed. Whereas, the second
region with lower values of the spectral index (ns ≤ 0.8)
corresponds to a PTA signal fitted by a GWB contribu-
tion from both scalar induced GWs and PBH binaries.
The clustering factor required to enhance the contribu-

tion from late PBH binaries is Rcl ≥ 104 Gpc−3 yr−1,
much larger than the expected value for Poisson fluc-
tuation induced PBH clustering (see typical values in
Fig. 3). Moreover, the late PBH binaries in this analysis
can only contribute to the total GWB when Rclf

2
PBH ∼

O(1). This can explain the large maximum posterior
value of clustering factor, Rcl ∼ 1010 Gpc−3yr−1 ob-
tained, which compensates for the small fPBH values.
Since ΩPBHB

gw ∝ f2
PBH for late PBH binaries, changing

log10 Aζ even slightly leads to a drastic change in the
GW contribution from late binaries, whereas the scalar
induced spectrum remains almost constant due to the
quadratic dependence on the power spectrum amplitude
ΩSIGW

gw ∝ A2
ζ .

The resulting maximum likelihood GW spectrum
for this analysis is shown Fig. 5 (right) where
the total GW background is a combination from
scalar induced (shown in blue solid) till the cut-off
kmax(fmax) ∼ 107 Mpc−1(10−8 Hz). For the higher
frequency bins f > fmax, the PTA signal is fitted with
the contribution from (late) PBH binaries (shown in
dashed red). A strong preference is found in favor of the
astrophysical model with only inspiralling SMBHBs in
comparison to this PBH model with SGWB from PBH
binaries and associated SIGWs, with the Bayes factor
log10(BSMBHB,PBH) = 1.86.

Finally, a similar analysis is performed with the free
Rcl parameter including the contribution from PBH bi-
naries (late and early) only (without the SIGWs contri-
bution). The 1d, 2d posterior distributions are shown
in the left panel of Fig. 5 in yellow. The maximum
posterior values for all parameters and the correspond-
ing 68 % C.I. are: log10 Aζ = −1.971 ∈ [−2.11,−1.78],

ns = 0.72 ∈ [0.16, 0.88], log10 Rcl/Gpc−3yr−1 = 10
(equal to the upper prior limit) with the lower 68 %
limit given by log10 Rcl/Gpc−3yr−1 ≥ 6.87. From the
full posteriors shown in Fig. 9 (in yellow), the maxi-
mum posterior values for the cut-off scales in the spec-
trum are: log10 kmin/Mpc−1 = 4.91 ∈ [4.54, 5.48] and
log10 kmax/Mpc−1 = 6.48 ∈ [6.05, 17.83]. Since in our
model, the Rcl parameter enters only in the late binary
GWB, the only dominant contribution comes from the
late PBH binary channel. The total PBH abundance
fPBH for these maximum posterior values is 0.1 and for
a large range of PBH masses, the posterior PBH abun-
dance is strongly constrained from CMB (see Fig. 6 in
the next section and the related explanation).

VI. PBH CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we describe the constraints on the PBH
(fPBH(m),m) parameter space obtained from our anal-
ysis with IPTA DR2 in relation to existing PBH con-
straints. Fig. 6 shows the posterior predictive distri-
bution for the PBH abundance fPBH(m) (as defined in
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FIG. 5. Left : Posterior distributions for the parameters of the primordial power spectrum defined in Eq.(3) for the free clustering
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likelihood GW spectrum for the free clustering analysis (log10 Aζ = −2.11, ns = 1.49, log10 kmin = 4.61, log10 kmax = 6.78) with
contribution from both SIGWs and late PBH binaries. The signal is dominated at small frequencies by the SIGWs (blue),

scaling as ΩSIGW
gw ∼ f2(ns−1), and from f > fmax ∼ 10−8 Hz onwards, by GWB from inspiralling (late) PBH binaries (dashed

red) with the characteristic scaling ΩPBHB
gw ∼ f2/3.

Eq. (7)) obtained from the PTA inference, alongside the
most stringent existing constraints (see Ref. [13] for a re-
cent review on this) in this PBH mass range.
In the planetary-mass and low stellar-mass range up to
m ∼ 10 M⊙, the strongest constraints on the PBH abun-
dance fPBH(m) come from microlensing surveys. These
include: EROS searches for massive compact halo ob-
jects (MACHOs) towards the Large Magellanic Cloud
(LMC) [118], fast transient event (ICARUS) near critical
curves of massive clusters [119, 120], and the most re-
cent results from observation of stars in LMC and Galac-
tic Bulge by the Optical Gravitational Lensing Exper-
iment (OGLE) [121]. In the stellar and intermediate
mass ranges, the most stringent limits come from X-
ray emissions from PBHs interacting with the interstellar
medium. In Fig. 6, we show bounds coming from obser-
vation of X-ray binaries [122], cosmic radio and cosmic
X-ray backgrounds from ARCADE2 and Chandra [123].
More stringent limits from LVK black hole population
analysis [124] exist but they do not apply to our mass
distributions with ns ≳ 0.9.
In the intermediate mass range, the most severe con-
straints are coming from CMB anisotropies produced
by accreting PBHs in the early Universe, where we are
showing the bounds from Ref. [125]. Note that in gen-
eral bounds on PBHs from CMB anisotropies can change

drastically on changing the PBH accretion model and
on including DM mini-halos, and they additionally suffer
from astrophysical uncertainties. Ref. [126] set a con-
servative limit on PBHs from CMB where for 2M⊙ ≲
m ≲ 104M⊙, the PBH abundance is constrained to be
10−3 ≲ fPBH ≲ 1 (see also Ref. [127]). Finally, we have
shown Dynamical limits coming from the distribution of
stars in Segue I [128] and Eriadnus II [53] dwarf galaxies
in Fig. 6.

The predictive PBH abundance distributions shown in
Fig. 6 correspond to the PBH mass distributions for the
maximum posterior parameter values obtained from the
Bayesian inference of the IPTA DR2. In Fig. 6 the solid
red curve corresponds to the scenario where only late-
time PBH binaries contribute to the entire GWB and
the clustering parameter, Rcl, is free. The dark blue (yel-
low) curves correspond to the scenario where all channels,
SIGWs, early PBHBs and late PBHBs, are included in
the GWB analysis for free (fixed) clustering parameter
Rcl, respectively. We observe that the distribution ob-
tained for only PBH binaries with free Rcl is excluded
by several probes, including the most conservative CMB
limits. Moreover, the posterior values for this analysis
give fPBH ∼ 0.8, ⟨m⟩ ∼ 600 M⊙, and are in viola-
tion of the constraints coming from LVK merger rates
∼ O(1− 100) Gpc−3yr−1 [129].
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FIG. 6. The PBH mass distribution derived using the maximum posterior values of our model parameters obtained from the
PTA inference this work, compared to existing (most stringent) constraints on PBHs [23]. Among existing PBH constraints, we
have shown microlensing ones from EROS [118], ICARUS [119] and OGLE [121] (solid gray), dynamical limits from the heating
of dwarf galaxies Eridanus II and Segue I (white dashed), constraints from X-ray binaries [122] and X-ray background (dot-
dashed gray) [X-ray bkg] and finally constraints coming from CMB distortions [CMB dist.] (gray dashed) as well as the most
stringent [125] [CMB] and conservative constraints [126] [CMB (cons.)] from CMB anisotropies (dotted black). Constraints
from Ligo-Virgo-KAGRA O3 merger rates (dotted gray) shown here have been taken from Ref. [124].

The two other analyses including SIGWs, however, evade
all these limits and are viable. The posterior values for
the fixed and free Rcl analysis, including the contribu-
tion from both SIGWs and PBH binaries to the GWB,
peak at fPBH ∼ 10−5 − 10−4, at PBH mass of around
4−10 M⊙. Moreover, the merger rates of both early and
late PBH binaries in these two scenarios are compati-
ble with the LVK constraints for merger rates (see also
Ref. [124]). This can open some interesting perspectives
for PBH models to explain at the same time a small frac-
tion of LVK mergers and the GWB observed by PTAs.

VII. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have searched for a GW background
arising from inspiralling PBH binaries in the Interna-
tional PTA dataset (IPTA DR2). We have considered
two channels for PBH binary formation in our analysis:
PBH pair formation in the early Universe as well as PBH
binary formation via dynamical capture in late-Universe
PBH clusters. While for small PBH abundance or fPBH,
PBH binaries decoupled in the early Universe from the
Hubble flow can dominate the merger rate, for large val-
ues of fPBH, PBH binaries formed dynamically inside
PBH clusters can be dominant. Our Bayesian search
in the IPTA DR2 was largely motivated by the results
of Ref. [55] which showed that a GWB from late-time
PBH binaries could be large enough to be probed by
PTAs at the nHz frequency range, due to a large contri-
bution from binaries with asymmetric masses (between
a solar-mass PBH and and an intermediate-mass PBH).

Our analysis shows that such a contribution to the GWB
is largely suppressed due to the need to introduce a cut-
off at scale kmin ∼ 105 Mpc−1 to evade the limits from
CMB µ−distortions [56], which restricts the formation of
PBH with mass m ≳ 1000 M⊙.
In comparison to previous works, our analysis is based

on merger rates for a broad PBH mass function including
the features from the QCD epoch (as detailed in sec. II).
The broad PBH mass function used in our analysis has
been derived assuming the direct collapse of enhanced
density perturbations obtained from a power-law power
spectrum of curvature perturbations at small scales, with
a large-mass cut-off (or small k, kmin) introduced to evade
the constraints from CMB µ-distortions and a low-mass
cut-off (or large k, kmax) to prevent overclosing the Uni-
verse with light PBHs. Most importantly in relation to
previous works, in our analysis for the search for GWB
from PBH binaries, we have included the scalar induced
stochastic GW background, which will be unavoidable
due to the enhanced curvature perturbations needed for
PBH formation in the standard scenario.
We also note some limitations in our computation for

merger rates both from early binaries and late binaries.
For broad PBH mass spectra obtained for ns ∼ 0.96, the
early merger rate suppression from third-PBHs is still un-
certain [55]. For the late PBH binaries, we have carefully
accounted for the formation of PBH binaries in late small
scale halos with the correct halo mass function for Pois-
sonian fluctuations, and included effects from dynamical
heating [53, 54] on the cluster size. Both these effects,
as we also discuss in Appendix C 4, can have an impor-
tant impact on the late merger rates. This latter effect of
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dynamical heating, in addition to, effects of mass segrega-
tion between light PBHs and heavy PBHs can lead to un-
certainties on the late merger rate computation for broad
PBH mass distribution (obtained for ns ∼ 1). Our work,
nevertheless, provides a rigorous and complete template
for merger rate computation that can be used for analy-
sis involving PBH merger rates, for instance for analysing
limits on the GW background by LIGO-Virgo-Kagra.

Our main results from the Bayesian inference show
that the contribution to the GWB from PBH bina-
ries (both early and late channels) is largely subdomi-
nant with respect to the GWB from scalar induced per-
turbations for power law PBH mass distributions (see
Sec. VA). It is not possible to explain the PTA signal
with only PBH binaries in late time PBH clusters, under
the assumption of standard PBH formation scenario with
PBH clustering from Poissonian fluctuations.
We further performed an analysis with a nuisance param-
eter in the PBH merger rate from late binaries given by
the “free” clustering parameter Rcl (see Sec. VB). We
find that the values of Rcl required to explain the PTA
signal with late PBH binaries is ∼ O(104) Gpc−3 yr−1

larger than the Rcl values arising from Poissonian fluctu-
ations. Nevertheless, this analysis with the free clustering
parameter Rcl can serve as a proxy for the enhancement
in PBH clustering required for the GWB from late PBH
binaries to dominate over the SIGW background. An
enhancement in PBH clustering will necessarily impact
the early PBH binary merger rates as well (see Refs. [58–
60]). However, our analysis, which uses a free clustering
parameter, neglects this effect in the early PBH merger
rate as it is difficult to estimate.
Our analysis also reveals that PBH mass distributions
with ns ≲ 1 are statistically preferred, because they natu-
rally suppress low-mass PBHs (from overclosing the Uni-
verse) and do not require a small-scale cut-off kmax.

In addition to the two channels considered in our anal-
ysis, a third channel via three-body interaction can also
lead to PBH binary assembly in small scale PBH halos.
Ref. [130] has shown that this can give a larger contri-
bution than the capture channel in small clusters. Given
the required enhancement of merger rates to match the
PTA signal, it is unlikely that the inclusion of this chan-
nel will have an impact on our main conclusions. Ad-
ditionally, we always consider non-eccentric or circular
binaries. The dynamical channel for PBH binary for-
mation can lead to highly eccentric binaries as shown
in Ref. [131]. A more detailed analysis comparing all
channels and incorporating eccentric binaries is left for a
future work.

In some sense, our analysis in this work contributes
to the search for the cosmological origin of the PTA sig-
nal by excluding a series of plausible scenarios related
to PBHs. As a corollary of our analysis, we can iden-
tify the following scenarios that can possibly lead to an
increase in the merger rates from PBH binaries in the
late-Universe: an increased clustering at PBH formation
could lead to an increased merger rates from both early

PBH binaries as well as late-time dynamically formed
PBH binaries. In addition, an effect opposing the dy-
namical heating leading to contraction of the PBH cluster
radius (such as gravitational cooling) could also enhance
the merger rate. Note that such such enhanced PBH
clustering could also have a significant effect on the mi-
crolensing constraints on PBH abundance (see for exam-
ple Ref. [132]). While for PBH formation from Gaussian
perturbations, clustering at PBH formation is negligible,
for non-Gaussian perturbations, an enhanced clustering
can be expected as shown in Ref. [133].
Moreover, in order to form PBHs with mass m ≳
1000 M⊙, which can eventually lead to increased merger
rates and subsequently a larger GWB, a PBH formation
mechanism is required that can evade the tight CMB
spectral distortion limits on the primordial perturbation
amplitude at scales larger than k ∼ 105 Mpc−1. While in
general, it is very challenging to form massive PBHs from
direct collapse, these limits can be avoided, if the distri-
bution of primordial curvature perturbations is highly
non-Gaussian [134]. Under this mechanism, PBHs can
form from the smaller peaks in the primordial power spec-
trum from the tail of a sufficiently non-Gaussian distribu-
tion of the curvature perturbations ζ. While, large scale
observations on non-Gaussianity parameters fNL and gNL

constrain ζ to be nearly Gaussian [135], small scales re-
lated to PBH formation are free from such constrains.
See recent work in Ref. [136] on the formation of super-
massive PBHs from non-Gaussian ζ.
An additional possible route to evade CMB spectral dis-
tortion limits that can additionally suppress the GWB
from SIGWs is to consider another PBH formation mech-
anism such as PBHs produced from a first-order phase
transition [8].

In addition to µ-distortion limits, our results are also
strongly dependent on the condition that PBHs do not
overclose the Universe, fPBH ≤ 1. Indeed, we have im-
plemented this condition in obtaining our final posteriors
shown in Sec. V and App. F. Since the computation for
PBH abundance is exponentially sensitive to the choice
of the window function, the threshold for PBH forma-
tion (see also discussion in Ref. [48]) and to the method
of abundance computation, our posterior parameter val-
ues are subject to this theoretical uncertainty as well.

In the next few years, the combined dataset from all
PTAs will be released as International PTA Data Re-
lease 3 (IPTA DR3), the analysis of which will improve
our understanding on the origin of the GW excess in the
nHz frequency range. While the most plausible motiva-
tion for this excess comes from astrophysical SMBHBs,
as has been shown in literature, the origin of this sig-
nal can arise also from many well-motivated new physics
scenarios in the early Universe. Our work clarifies the
premises and assumptions that would be needed to see a
GW background from PBH mergers in the dataset.
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Appendix A: Scalar Induced GWs

In this appendix, we provide the analytical expressions
that are used to calculate the GW spectrum during the
radiation era. It is obtained by solving the double inte-
gral

Ωgw,RD(k, η) =
1

12

(
k

a(η)H(η)

)2 ∫ ∞

0

dt

∫ 1

−1

ds

×
[

t(2 + t)(s2 − 1)

(1− s+ t)(1 + s+ t)

]2
I2RD(u, v, kη)Pζ(uk)Pζ(vk),

(A1)

with H(η), a(η) being the Hubble rate and the scale
factor as a function of the conformal time η. An ad-
ditional time dependence is contained inside the function
IRD(u, v, kη). In the limit kη ≫ 1, it is given by [26]

IRD(u, v, x → ∞) =
1

x

(
3(u2 + v2 − 3)

4u3v3

)(
sin(x)(

− 4uv+(u2 + v2 − 3) log
|3− (u+ v)|
|3− (u− v)|

)
−

π(u2 + v2 − 3)Θ(v + u−
√
3) cos(x)

)
.

(A2)

For the production of SIGWs from small scales primor-
dial perturbations, it is reasonable to assume that all
the relevant modes k enter the horizon early in radiation
domination. Hence, deep in radiation domination, those
modes satisfy the condition kη ≫ 1. On taking the oscil-
lation average after squaring Eq. (A2) above, the factors
of sin2(x) and cos2(x) will simply give a factor of 1/2.
We can thus write the oscillation average as:

Ī2RD(u, v, x) =
1

2x2

(
3(u2 + v2 − 3)

4u3v3

)2 ((
− 4uv+

(u2 + v2 − 3) log
|3− (u+ v)2|
|3− (u− v)2|

)2
+

π2(u2 + v2 − 3)Θ(v + u−
√
3)
)
.

(A3)

One can note that the time dependence in the pre-factor
of Eq. (A1), k/(aH) = kη = x, cancels the time
dependence of Ī2RD(u, v, x) encoded in x−2 in Eq. (A3).
The GW spectrum in the radiation era is therefore
time-independent, as expected since GWs scale as
radiation ρGW ∝ ρr ∝ a−4.

Appendix B: Thermal average of binary
cross-section

In this appendix, we give details on how to compute
the thermal average of the binary-formation cross-section
defined in Eq. (19).
As mentioned in the main text, following the velocity

model of Ref. [102], one can approximate the PBH rel-
ative velocity denoted by v with a Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution

P (v) = N

[
exp

(
− v2

v2esc

)
− exp

(
− v2vir
v2esc

)]
, (B1)

where the second term in the distribution introduces a
cut-off at the virial velocity of the halo, defined as

vvir ≃
√

GMh

rh
, (B2)

while N is a normalisation constant found by imposing∫ vvir

0
d3v P (v) = 1. Here, vesc is the PBH velocity dis-

persion in the halo, defined as the escape velocity at the
radius Rmax = CmRs with Cm = 2.1626,

vesc =

√
GM(R < Rmax)

Rmax
= vvir

√
C

Cm

g(Cm)

g(C)
, (B3)

where g(Cm) = 0.46759 and

M(R < Rmax) =

∫ Rmax

0

4πr2ρNFW(r) dr . (B4)

Using Eq. (B1), we can finally compute the thermal av-
erage of the cross-section as

⟨σbinv⟩ = 4π

∫ vvir

0

d v σbin v
3P (v) (B5)

= 2π

(
85π

6
√
2

)2/7
G2(m1 +m2)

10/7(m1m2)
2/7

c10/7

× v
−11/7
vir F

[
Cm, C(Mh), g(Cm), g(C)

]
(B6)

where σbin is given by Eq. (19) and where
F [Cm, C(Mc), g(Cm), g(C)] ≡ Favg is a complicated
function of the parameters Cm and C that remains after
the integration of the Maxwellian velocity distribution
given in Eq. (B1). To a very good approximation,
⟨σbinv⟩ ≈ 3σbin(vvir) vvir. Note that, picking any other
velocity distribution could lead to a larger thermal
average. This uncertainty from the choice of the PBH
velocity distribution will be captured by our free Rcl

clustering analysis (see section VB).
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Appendix C: PBH Clustering

In this appendix, we discuss the Poisson fluctuations in
the PBH number density that contribute as an additional
term in the matter power spectrum, dominant at small
scales. As mentioned in the main text, within the Press-
Schechter formalism, these fluctuations collapse and form
PBH halos. We first provide a calculation of the clus-
tering factor introduced in Eq. (24), resulting from this
effect. Then we discuss the dynamical heating of PBH
clusters to obtain the minimum cluster mass Mmin.

1. Poisson fluctuations from PBHs

Due to the discrete nature of PBHs, Poisson fluctu-
ations are expected in their local number density [92].
These Poisson fluctuations give rise to isocurvature per-
turbations in the matter power spectrum that could be
observable as a small-scale plateau [137] (see also e.g.
Refs. [54, 93, 138–140] for analyses including Poisson fluc-
tuation effects for PBH dark matter). We have neglected
other possible sources of isocurvature fluctuations and
particle dark matter clustering.

The cold dark matter power spectrum PCDM(k)8 in
our scenario is therefore the sum of contributions from
the adiabatic perturbations and isocurvature perturba-
tions originating from these Poisson fluctuations. The
adiabatic perturbations include the standard contribu-
tion from the primordial power spectrum on large scales
and the small-scale term introduced in Eq. 3. The ad-
ditional isocurvature contribution expected from Poisson
fluctuations, in the case of a monochromatic PBH distri-
bution, is given by [91, 93],

PPBH
iso = f2

PBHn
−1
PBHD

2
PBH(z) (C1)

≃ 1.7× 10−3fPBH

(
m

3 M⊙

)
(1 + z)−2 Mpc3 ,

where DPBH(z) is the growth factor of PBH induced per-
turbations that can be approximated analytically as [93]

DPBH(z) =

(
1 +

3

2

ΩDM

Ωm

1 + zeq
1 + z

)
(C2)

where zeq ≈ 3400 is the redshift for matter-radiation
equality, nPBH is the average number density of
PBHs in a comoving volume and we have used
nPBH m = fPBHΩ

0
DMρc in the second line in Eq. (C1),

with Ω0
DM = 0.265, ρc = 2.77 × 1011h2M⊙Mpc−3 and

h = 0.674. Note that the above equation holds only for
k > keq, which is fulfilled for realistic PBH masses.

8 This is the dimensionful matter power spectrum written in
terms of the usual dimensionless power spectrum as ∆2 =
k3PCDM/2π2.

In the case of our broad mass distribution, differ-
ent PBH masses induce Poisson fluctuations and their
combined effect requires the substitution of fPBHm by
its averaged value over the considered mass function or
⟨fPBHm⟩ in Eq. C1 [54]. This is given by

⟨fPBHm⟩ =
∫

mfPBH(m) d lnm. (C3)

The next step is to use the Press-Schechter formalism
to study the mass and size of PBH clusters induced by
these Poisson fluctuations.

2. Cluster formation

Here, we give an estimate of the size of the PBH clus-
ters formed from the collapse of Poisson density pertur-
bations. According to the Press-Schechter formalism, the
density fluctuations associated to the matter power spec-
trum, including Eq. (C1), decouple from the Hubble flow
and collapse into proper clusters when the overdensity
exceeds the critical threshold of δc ≈ 1.686.
We can write the mass of the cluster contained within

a sphere of radius λ = 2π/k as:

Mh(λ) =
4π

3
λ3ρ0m(1+δc) ≃ 2×1011 M⊙

(
λ

Mpc

)3

(1+δc)

(C4)
where ρ0m is the matter density today. Then a cluster of
massMh, associated to modes for which the Poisson term
dominates, will be expected to form around a redshift zh,
given by [19]

(1 + zh) ≃ 3× 10−3

(
k

Mpc−1

)3/2(
fPBH m

M⊙

)1/2

(C5)

≃ 30

(
106M⊙
Mh

⟨mfPBH⟩
M⊙

)1/2

.

To estimate the redshift of cluster formation above,
we have used the expectation that at zh, ∆2

PBH ≡
k3PPBH

iso /2π2 ≃ δ2c and used PPBH
iso defined in Eq. (C1)

and further used the cluster mass defined in Eq (C4) as-
sociated with k in the second line.

a. Characteristic PBH Halo Mass

In the Press-Schechter formalism, the characteristic
PBH halo mass can be defined as the scale at which the
PBH overdensity reaches the critical threshold δc giv-
ing [93]:

M∗(z) =
2

δ2c
DPBH(z)

2f2
PBH m (C6)

≃ 2

δ2c
· 9
4
· ΩDM

Ωm

(
1 + zeq
1 + z

)2

f2
PBH m
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We use this to write Eq. (23), with f2
PBH m replaced

by ⟨f2
PBH m⟩, the value averaged over the PBH mass

distribution given by:

⟨f2
PBH m⟩ ≡ f2

PBH

∫
m ϕ(m) d lnm. (C7)

b. PBH Cluster Radius

In order to estimate the cluster radius at formation,
the spherical collapse theory predicts a cluster density
given by ρh ≃ 178 · ρc(z = zh) where ρh = 3Mh/(4πr

3
h).

This allows us to write cluster radius, after the cluster
has virialized [19],

rh ∼ 70 pc

( ⟨mfPBH⟩
M⊙

)1/2(
Mh

106 M⊙

)5/6

. (C8)

where we have used Eq. (C5) and ρc ∝ a−3. Note that in
Eqs. (C4), (C5), (C8), we have corrected some numerical
factors found in the expressions of [19].

Using the Press-Schechter formalism, we can addition-
ally compute the fraction of fluctuations that will collapse
at redshift zh into PBH halos with a mass Mh using:

F (Mh, zh) = Erfc

[
δc√

2σ(Mh, zh)

]
(C9)

where the variance σ2(Mh, zh) smoothed at the scale
k(Mh) is defined as:

σ2(Mh, zh) =

∫ ∞

0

dk

k

k3PPBH
iso (z = zh)

2π2
W 2(k, k(Mh))

(C10)
with W (k, k(Mh)) being the top-hat window function de-
fined in Eq. (E1). This is valid when the Poissonian con-
tribution to the power spectrum dominates over the adia-
batic contribution. We find that form = 2.6M⊙, fPBH =
1, k(Mh) = 400 Mpc−1, zh = 30, F ∼ 0.77, meaning that
already by the z ∼ 30, more than half of the Poissonian
fluctuations at this scale have collapsed to PBH clusters.

3. Dynamical heating of PBH clusters

Once a PBH cluster is formed, gravitational interac-
tions between PBHs can lead to a gain in kinetic energy,
via a process called dynamical heating, eventually caus-
ing the system to “puff up” or expand. This process is
similar to the evolution properties of known gravitation-
ally interacting systems, for example, star clusters. This
effect was used in [53] (see also [141]) to constrain the
abundance of massive compact halo objects (MACHOs)
in ultra-faint dwarf galaxies. In our case, we consider
the dynamical heating of PBH clusters, which causes
the cluster radius to grow with time (see for example

Ref. [54]). Following [53, 54], in the case of a monochro-
matic PBH distribution, the time evolution of the cluster
radius is governed by the following equation

drh
dt

=
4
√
2 πGfPBHm

2vβrh
log Λ (C11)

with log Λ ≈ log

(
rhv

2

G m

)
≈ log

(
Mh

2 m

)
.

We assumed that the typical PBH velocity is of order of
the virial velocity, v ∼ vvir (see Eq. (B2)). In Eq. (C11),
β is an O(1) factor that depends on the PBH cluster pro-
file. We will set β = 3.5, which is the expected value for
a PBH cluster following a NFW density profile, for con-
sistency with the merger rate calculation. If one instead
assumes a core profile, β changes by an order one factor,
as well as the final cluster radius rh. Uncertainties on
the profile are taken into account in our free clustering
parameter Rcl (see Sec. VB).
For a broad mass distribution, (obtained for example

for spectral index ns = 0.965), additional effects may
come from the PBH mass segregation, with heavy PBHs
sinking towards the center of the cluster and light PBHs
moving towards the periphery. Numerical N-body simu-
lations would be needed for fully detailed cluster dynam-
ics and are out of the scope of the paper. We have fol-
lowed Ref. [141] where the dynamical heating by PBHs
of stars with a fixed mass in ultra-faint dwarf galaxies
was considered for a broad PBH mass distribution and
replaced the PBH mass dependent quantity, fPBHm ln Λ
in Eq. C11 by the averaged value over the mass function
⟨fPBHm ln Λ⟩, given by:

⟨fPBH m ln Λ⟩ =
∫

mfPBH(m) lnΛ d lnm (C12)

with fPBH(m) defined in Eq. (7). Note that for our
final solutions described in sec. V, we have approxi-
mated ⟨fPBH m ln Λ⟩ with (fPBH⟨m⟩ ln Λavg) with Λavg =
Mh/2⟨m⟩ and ⟨m⟩ being the average PBH mass weighted
with the mass distribution (note that this is not the same
as ⟨m⟩ defined in Eq. (16))

⟨m⟩ =
∫

m ϕ(m) d lnm. (C13)

Our results do not change with this approximation.
In Eq. (C11), we have neglected the competing cooling

effect of any low mass particle like WIMP dark matter or
even very light PBHs that could be present in the cluster.
We consistently checked that this effect is indeed system-
atically smaller than the heating effect. Moreover, the
total stellar mass in the typical PBH clusters is expected
to be a negligible fraction of the total cluster mass [142].
For this reason we also neglect the heating effect induced
by the stars.

In order to solve Eq. (C11), we set the initial radius
size to the value at cluster formation (after the cluster
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FIG. 7. Mass - radius relation given in Eq. (C14) (solid lines)
of the PBH clusters at redshift values z fixed to 0, 4, 20. The
large halo masses are unaffected by dynamical heating and fol-
low the mass - radius relation at halo formation (dotted line)
(given by Eq. (C8)). The lighter clusters progressively expand
with time and are eventually diluted [54]. The dashed lines
show the solution in Eq. (C14) with rh(tc) = 0. The minimum
cluster mass Mmin(z) (dotted dashed lines) is given by the in-
tersection of the dotted and dashed lines at the corresponding
redshift z. In this example, we have fixed ⟨fPBHm⟩ = 3M⊙.

has virialized), given in Eq. (C8). Finally, we can write
the PBH cluster radius at any time t as:

rh(t)
3/2 =rh(tc)

3/2 +
6π

β

√
G

Mh
⟨fPBHm ln Λ⟩(t− tc)

(C14)

where tc denotes the time of collapse, at the redshift of
cluster formation zh. For large Mh, the first term in the
RHS dominates, whereas for small Mh, the second term
from heating will dominate.

In Fig. 7, we show the time evolution of the mass–
radius relation for PBH clusters made of PBHs with fixed
⟨fPBH m⟩ = 3 M⊙. Initially the clusters follow the initial
mass–radius relation given in Eq. (C8), with the halo ra-
dius growing with the halo mass. Progressively, the light
clusters become affected by the dynamical heating and
start expanding. As argued in Ref. [54], as the cluster
expands, it gets disrupted and eventually diluted inside
larger clusters. The heating effect is roughly suppressed

as ∝ M
−1/2
h for heavier clusters. In Fig. 7, we show the

minimum cluster mass Mmin(z) as dashed vertical lines
above which the expansion process is not relevant in in-
creasing the cluster size. Numerically, we approximate
the minima of Eq. (C14) or Mmin, by finding the halo
mass for which the two terms in the R.H.S of Eq. (C14)
are equal in magnitude. For those parameter values for

which the heating effect is very small i.e. the first term is
much larger than the second, we set the mimimum halo
mass Mmin ∼ 10 ⟨m⟩. Additionally, we impose for all sce-
narios that Mmin should always be larger than ∼ 10 ⟨m⟩.
As time passes, PBH clusters of heavier masses are
heated, such that the minimal cluster mass depends on
time: Mmin(z).

4. Clustering factor Rcl(z)

In this section, we provide a calculation of the clus-
tering factor that enters in Eq. 24. We can assemble
Eqs. (19),(20),(22) to write:

Rcl(z) =
4π2

3

(
85π

6
√
2

)2/7
G2 ρ̄2DM

c10/7

∫ ∞

Mmin(z)

dMh (C15)

× v
−11/7
vir Favg GNFWr3h δ2cl

dn(z)

dMh
Gpc−3 yr−1,

where GNFW is the factor associated to the radial inte-
gration of the NFW profile of the halo [102],

GNFW =
C3 (1− 1/ (1 + C)3)

9 ( ln(1 + C)− 1/(1 + C))2
, (C16)

while δcl parametrizes the overdensity of the halo com-
pared to the background density,

δcl =
3Mh

4π r3h ρ̄DM
. (C17)

Note that here rh corresponds to the cluster Virial ra-
dius at the time of cluster formation or collapse given
by Eq. C15. Using the explicit expression of the halo
mass function from Eq. (22), we can further simplify the
clustering factor to

Rcl(z) =
√
π

(
85π

6
√
2

)2/7
(G ΩDMρc)

2

c10/7

∫ ∞

Mmin(z)

dMh

× v
−11/7
vir Favg GNFW δcl

√
Mh

M∗(z)
e−Mh/M∗

Mh
.

(C18)

This approach still contains a certain number of uncer-
tainties and several physical effects may undermine the
validity of this calculation, for instance the tidal disrup-
tion of clusters in the halo of massive galaxies, collisional
disruptions, hierarchical mergers (see Ref. [54] for a dis-
cussion on this). This provides additional motivations to
perform an analysis with a free value of Rcl.

Appendix D: Constraints on the Primordial Power
Spectrum

1. µ-Distortions

In the analysis performed in Sec.V, we imposed the
CMB µ-distortion constraints on the curvature power
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spectrum at scales k ≲ 105 Mpc−1 [56]. This is usually
parameterized in terms of the parameter µ,

µ ≈
∫ ∞

1Mpc−1

dk

k
Pζ(k)Wµ(k), (D1)

with the window function defined as

Wµ(k) ≈ 2.27

[
exp


− (k/1360)

2(
1 + (k/260)

0.3
+ k/340

)


− exp

{(
−
(

k

32

)2
)}]

,

(D2)

where µ has been constrained by FIRAS/COBE [96, 97]
to have the upper limit µ < 9× 10−5.
In our Bayesian inference, we systematically impose this
µ-distortion constraint on the power spectrum in Eq. (3).

2. ∆Neff

Since gravitational waves act as radiation, they are
thus constrained by current bounds on the effective num-
ber of neutrino species limit, ∆Neff < 0.28 [143]. In our
analysis, only the SIGWs will be subject to these con-
straints since the GWB from late PBH binaries will con-
tribute after CMB. This will give the following constrain
(see for e.g. [48]):∫

d log(f)h2ΩSIGW
gw (f) < 5.6× 10−6∆Neff, (D3)

where h2ΩSIGW
gw (f) is the scalar induced spectrum in

the total spectrum defined in Eq. (30). The posteriors
obtained in Sec. V satisfy this limit.

3. LVK-Constraint

Finally, the LVK constraint [144] (See also Refs. [145,
146]) imposes that, at fLVK = 25 Hz,

Ωgw ≤ 1.7× 10−8. (D4)

The posteriors obtained for the fixed clustering analy-
sis in Fig. 8 do not violate this constraint. For ns > 1,
kmax cuts-off the scalar induced GWB at fmax ∼ 10−8Hz,
much below the LVK frequency range. While for the pa-
rameter space with ns ∼ 1, log10 Aζ ≲ −1.9 due to the
fPBH ≤ 1 constraint which gives an Ωgw satisfying the
LVK bound. For the free clustering analysis posteriors
for the case with both SIGWs and PBHs shown in Fig. 5,
the same reasoning will apply for the parameter space
corresponding to ns ≥ 0.8, where the signal is dominated

by the scalar induced GWs. Some parts of the parame-
ter space where ns ≤ 0.8 corresponding to the GW spec-
trum originating from PBH binaries can violate the LVK
bound. However, the GW background from PBH late
binaries for the maximum posterior values satisfies the
LVK bound given in Eq. (D4).
The best fit values used for the GW spectrum shown

in Fig. 5 are in violation of this LVK bound.

Appendix E: Choice of Window Function

Here, we give the formulae for the window function
W (k′, k) and the linear transfer function T (k′, k) used in
Eq. (5) to define the variance σ2

k of overdensity δ. We
want to reiterate here that the relic abundance of PBH
exponentially depends on the variance, whose computa-
tion relies on the precise shape of the smoothing function
W . For the choice of W , there is currently no prescrip-
tion (see refs. [61, 65, 69, 147] for discussion on this).
For our computation of the PBH abundance, we pick the
Fourier transform of the real top-hat smoothing function
which is one of the common choices used in literature.
This window function can be written as:

W (k′, k) = 3
sin
(

k′

k

)
− (k

′

k ) cos
(

k′

k

)
(k

′

k )
3

(E1)

The linear transfer function instead used in Eq. 6 is given
by [69]:

T (k′, k) = 3
sin
(

k′
√
3 k

)
− ( k′

√
3 k

) cos
(

k′
√
3 k

)
( k′√

3 k
)3

(E2)

Appendix F: Full Posterior Distributions

In this appendix, we describe the full parameter pos-
terior distributions.
In the right panel of Fig. 8, we show the full 1d, 2d

posterior distributions for the fixed clustering parameter
analysis with Rcl ≡ Rcl(Aζ , ns, kmin, kmax). As detailed
in the main text, the clustering factor from Poissonian
fluctuations is not large enough to enhance the the GW
spectrum from PBH binaries. As a result, the 2d poste-
rior region for which the PTA signal can have an impor-
tant contribution from PBH binaries (ns ≤ 0.8) no longer
exists. Only the 2d region with ns ≥ 0.8 remains, where
the PTA GWB can be fitted with only scalar induced
GWs (see Fig. 8 2d panel for (log10 Aζ , ns)).
In the left panel of Fig. 9, we show the complete 2d,

1d posterior distributions for free clustering factor analy-
sis (see Section VB), including (kmin, kmax). As pointed
out in the main text, two regions can be identified in
the 2d posteriors for (Aζ , ns) for analysis including both
SIGW and PBH binaries (blue): one for which the signal



20

−2.5 −2.0
log10Aζ

10

15

lo
g

1
0
k

m
a
x
/M

p
c−

1

4.5

5.0

5.5

lo
g

1
0
k

m
in
/
M

p
c−

1

0.5

1.0

n
s

0.5 1.0
ns

4.5 5.0 5.5
log10 kmin/Mpc−1

10 15
log10 kmax/Mpc−1

SIGWs + PBHBs [Fixed Rcl]
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λ log10 Aζ ns log10 kmin log10 kmax log10 Rcl

Prior [−4,−1] [0.1, 1.5] [4, 6] [6, 18] [0, 10]

TABLE II. Model parameters and their prior range. The parameter Rcl is only employed for the free clustering factor analysis,
see SectionVB, and is otherwise computed using App. C 4.

is only fitted by SIGWs and a second for which SIGWs
and PBH binaries coexist with similar amplitudes. Look-
ing at the two-dimensional posteriors in (kmin, ns), we
indeed clearly see that for ns ≥ 0.8, the distribution be-
comes degenerated in kmin. In this parameter space, the
signal is fully captured by SIGWs and the GW spectrum
is insensitive on kmin. For ns ≤ 0.8 the GW spectrum
from PBH binaries contribute to the signal and depends
directly on the value of kmin. The latter acting effectively
as a large mass cutoff in the PBH mass function. The
same conclusion applies for the posterior distribution in

(Rcl, ns).
In the same way, the parameter kmax acts as a low mass
cutoff. In the low spectral index region, ns ≤ 0.8 (where
the signal is explained by both SIGWs and PBH bi-
naries), the PBH mass function decays quickly at low
masses and the parameter kmax has little impact on it
and therefore on the GW spectrum. For this reason, in
this region the distribution is fully degenerated in kmax

(see (kmax, ns) panel). In the region where the signal is
dominated by SIGWs (ns > 0.8), and especially when
ns > 1, the light PBHs become a dominant part of the
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PBH mass function. Even if the SIGW spectrum is insen-
sitive on kmax, as ns increases, the constraint fPBH ≤ 1

tends to impose a larger value for the cutoff kmax to pre-
vent overclosure with light PBHs (see 2d posteriors for
(kmax, ns)).
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