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Abstract

Long-lived heavy particles present during the big bang could have a decay chan-

nel opened by gravitons. Such decays can produce gravitational waves with large

enough abundance to be detectable, and a peculiar narrow spectrum peaked to-

day around optical frequencies. We identify which particles can decay in one or

two gravitons. The maximal gravitational wave abundance arises from theories

with extra hidden strong gauge dynamics, such as a confining pure-glue group. An

interesting abundance also arises in theories with perturbative couplings. Future

observation might shed light on early cosmology and allow some spectroscopy of

sub-Planckian gravitationally-decaying particles, plausibly present in a variety of

theories such as gauge unification, supersymmetry, extra dimensions, strings.
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1 Introduction

Gravitons interact much less than neutrinos or other SM particles, so relic cosmological gravi-

tational waves would provide information on the very early universe. However, the tiny interac-

tion renders challenging detecting gravitational waves. The average cosmological energy density

dρGW/d ln f of relic gravitons g with frequency f must satisfy CMB and BBN constraints that

exclude an extra relativistic species with abundance comparable to neutrinos [1]:

∆N eff
ν ≡ 1.8 105

∫
h2
dΩGW

d ln f
d ln f ≲ 0.2 where

dΩGW

d ln f
≡ 1

ρcr

dρGW

d ln f
(1)

and h ≈ 0.67. Future CMB data are expected to improve the sensitivity by one order of

magnitude thanks to higher precision. A cosmological detection of some extra radiation would

not tell its identity nor its spectrum. More interestingly, future experiments based on graviton

to photon conversion in magnetic fields aim at detecting gravitational waves with good spectral

resolution around atomic frequencies f ∼ 1015−19Hz. For the moment, experiments planned

to search for axions using magnets built for colliders are expected to be sensitive only to

ΩGW ∼ 1 [2–20], as illustrated in fig. 1. Opening a new observational window requires reaching

sensitivities below the BBN/CMB bound of eq. (1).

Various processes could produce a cosmological background of relic gravitons with f ∼
T0 ∼ 300GHz, the current CMB temperature. However, most processes produce a graviton

abundance significantly lower than that of photons or neutrinos. This scarcity stems from the

suppression of graviton couplings E/M̄Pl at energies E below the reduced Planck mass M̄Pl ≈
2.4 1018GeV. The minimal contribution, from scatterings among SM particles, produces a

gravitational cosmological background with abundance ∆N eff
ν ≈ 0.01TRH/M̄Pl ≲ 10−4.5 around

microwave frequencies [21], as illustrated by the gray region in fig. 1. This is small because

the reheating temperature must be below TRH ≲ 0.003M̄Pl to avoid overproducing inflationary

tensor modes [1].

This paper discusses an exception to the typical outcome of a small graviton relic back-

ground: some particle S with mass M ∼ 1010−18GeV might have been present during the

big-bang and decayed slowly. Gravitons might have opened a channel for its decay (as opposed

to having a fast decay channel already opened by other particles and adding a small branching

ratio ∼ (M/4πM̄Pl)
2 into gravitons with smooth spectrum peaked around micro-waves [22–29]).

In view of the assumed slow decay, small Planck-suppressed graviton couplings can lead to a

big branching ratio into gravitons, as they only compete with other small couplings. Moreover,

during the big bang, a weakly interacting long-lived massive particle acquires an enhanced abun-

dance, because matter gets diluted more slowly than SM radiation. As a result, the resulting

graviton abundance ΩGW can easily approach the bound in eq. (1).

In section 2 we compute the assumed cosmology and the resulting peculiar spectrum of

produced gravitons, peaked at f ≫ T0 in view of the slow decay. In section 3 we apply helicity

methods to classify which processes S → gg, S → g SM, S ′ → Sg are allowed by Lorentz

invariance and locality, where S, S ′ are massive particles, and SM denotes any SM particle.
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Figure 1: Panoramic plot. The vertical axis is the gravitational wave characteristic strain hc,

connected to the energy density by dΩGW/d ln f = 2π2f 2h2c/3H
2
0 . The red region is excluded by

the CMB/BBN bound of eq. (1). The continuous curve is the LIGO/VIRGO GW observation.

The dashed curves are sensitivities of possible future experiments with the indicated names. The

gray region is the maximal cosmic microwave gravitational background. The hatching indicates

expected astrophysical backgrounds, including the solar background at optical frequencies [30,31].

The two green peaks at optical frequencies show an example of optical gravitational waves from

decays of the spin 0 and spin 2 glue-balls S and S ′ in the theory of section 4.1.

In section 4 we discuss specific theories. An hidden sector with strong coupling provides the

maximal graviton abundance. Theories with perturbative couplings (in particular, extensions

of Einstein gravity) can plausibly contain one or more particles that slowly decay gravitation-

ally producing detectable gravitational waves. Observing a multi-peaked spectrum of optical

gravitational waves could allow a spectroscopy of such states, offering an experimental window

into theories such as gauge unification, supersymmetry, extra dimensions, string theories, and

more. Conclusions are given in section 5.

2 A particle decaying into gravitons

We here compute the cosmology during the big-bang at temperature T of a particle S with

mass M , number abundance nS and slow decay rate ΓS = ΓGW + ΓSM ≪M with a significant

BRGW = ΓGW/ΓS opened by one or more gravitons (as opposed to adding a graviton to an
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allowed decay into SM particles). We parameterise the S decay width into gravitons as

ΓGW =
cM

4π

(
M

M̄Pl

)p

(2)

where c and p are dimension-less constants and M̄Pl =MPl/
√
8π = 2.4 1018GeV is the reduced

Planck mass. As discussed in section 4, the plausible value that maximise ΓGW seem c ∼ 1 and

p = 2 (for one graviton production) or p = 4 (for two-graviton production).

The minimal gravitational decay rate into SM particles due to virtual one-graviton exchange

or related gravitational operators is expect to be suppressed by 4 powers of the Planck mass,

ΓSM ≳
gSMM

4π

(
M

M̄Pl

)4

(3)

where gSM ≈ 106.75 is the number of SM degrees of freedom. Extra particles could exist at

energies around M . Of course, extra non-gravitational interactions can enhance ΓSM.

2.1 Production of S

We here consider plausible values of the cosmological number density nS of S. It is convenient to

consider the combination YS = nS/s not affected by the expansion thanks to the entropy density

s = 2π2gSMT
3/45. Thermal equilibrium corresponds to YS ∼ 1/gSM. A minimal contribution

to YS arises from the inverse process SMSM → S with space-time rate density γ ∼ sΓSMe
−M/T .

This inverse decay contributes to the S abundance as:

YS ≡ nS

s
∼ max

T

γ

Hs
∼ ΓSM

M̄Pl

M2 e
−M/TRH ∼

(
M

M̄Pl

)3

e−M/TRH (4)

having assumed eq. (3). The peculiar inverse decay kinematics does not allow to benefit from

the possibility that the reheating temperature TRH after inflation is larger than M . So a

larger contribution to the S number density can arise from gravitational SMSM → SS pair

production, with rate γ ∼ T 8/M̄4
Pl resulting in

YS ∼ 10−2−3

(
TRH

M̄Pl

)3

e−M/TRH . (5)

This contribution can be larger in specific theories with extra interactions. Furthermore, in-

flationary production (considered in [32]) can contribute to YS. We will keep YS as a free

parameter.

2.2 Decay of S

We here compute the total gravitational wave abundance ρGW produced from S decays. Since

the decay is slow, S decays while non-relativistic and out of equilibrium. We assume that its
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interactions are small enough to be cosmologically negligible. The Hubble rate at temperature

T and time t is

H2 =
ρSM + ρS

3M̄2
Pl

, ρSM =
π2

30
gSM(T )T

4. (6)

The cosmological evolution during S decays is described by

dρS
d ln a

= −3ρS − ΓS

H
ρS,

dρSM
d ln a

= −4ρSM +
ΓSM

H
ρS,

dρGW

d ln a
= −4ρGW +

ΓGW

H
ρS. (7)

The equations for ρS and ρGW are solved starting at an initial a = ai by

ρS(a) = ρS(ai)

(
ai
a

)3

e−ΓSt, ρGW(a) =

∫ a

ai

d ln a′
(
a′

a

)4
ΓGWρS
H

. (8)

Eq.s (7) can be rewritten omitting the 2nd equation and switching as variable from scale factor

a to temperature T (defined in terms of ρSM as in eq. (6)), by using (see e.g. [33]):

Z = −d lnT
d ln a

= 1− 1

4

ΓSMρS
HρSM

. (9)

So T ∝ 1/aZ . Initially Z ≃ 1 even when ρS > ρSM. Next, after ρS/ρSM > H/ΓSM, one has

Z ≃ 3/8 i.e. T ∝ a−3/8 cools more slowly, due to reheating from S decays. Reheating ends

when 1/t ∼ H ∼ ΓS, reverting to Z ≃ 1.

2.3 Gravitational wave spectrum

While SM particles (including neutrinos at T ≳ MeV) interacted and thermalised, gravitons

would have travelled nearly free, such that the relic gravitational wave spectrum today still

reflects early cosmology. We write as dN/d lnE the differential spectrum of gravitons with

energy E produced by each S decay. Assuming that it happens at scale factor a, gravitons

have current energy E0 = aE. So the current graviton energy density spectrum is

dρGW

d lnE0

= E0

∫
da

a
a3
ρS
M

ΓGW

H

dN

d lnE
. (10)

For example, S → gg decays correspond to dN/dE = 2δ(E −M/2), such that the graviton

spectrum is a line convoluted with the exponential distribution of decay times, that gives

different redshift:
dρGW

d lnE0

= a4ρS
ΓGW

H
evaluated at a =

2E0

M
. (11)

In view of the simplest particle physics (a line), the frequency f = E0/2π spectrum of gravi-

tational waves directly reflects different epochs of the cosmology during S decays. In our case

dΩGW/d ln f has a peak with order unity width at some frequency f0peak.

The gravitational wave spectra can be computed in terms of three effective parameters:

1) the S abundance YS;
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Figure 2: Spectra of gravitational waves produced by a scalar S with mass M and initial

abundance YS slowly decaying into two gravitons at the temperature Tpeak = M/zpeak with

branching ration into gravitons BRGW = 0.01. The plot illustrates the full parameter space:

zpeak accounts for both the scalar mass and decay width, and different values of the branching

ratio in gravitons simply increase or decrease the overall gravitational wave abundance. The

gravitational wave signals lie below the CMB/BBN bound of eq. (1) in all the plotted region.

The numbers indicate ρS/ρSM at peak for each spectrum.

2) the S branching ratio into gravitons BRGW, that acts as a proportionality constant;

3) the dimension-less ratio zpeak ≡ M/Tpeak ≫ 1 between the S mass and the temperature

Tpeak that solves ΓS ≈ H(Tpeak), at which the S decay dominantly happens.

At this temperature, S can either be a negligible or dominant component of the cosmological

energy density, depending on whether the S density during the peak of S decays is dominant

or sub-dominant compared to the energy density of the SM bath:

ρS
ρSM

∣∣∣∣
peak

∼ YSzpeak. (12)

Numerical spectra are shown in fig. 2 for BRGW = 0.01 and for different values of zpeak and

of YS. The main features of the spectra can be understood as follows. Above the peak at

f ≫ f0peak the spectrum is proportional to an exponential cut-off exp[−f 3(1+w)/2], with w = 0

if S dominates and w = 1/3 if SM radiation dominates. Below the peak at f ≪ f0peak the GW
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spectrum gets suppressed as a4ρS/H ∝ a/H. To evaluate this factor and compute f0peak we

need to consider the two limiting cases.

• If S decays while sub-dominant, the low-frequency tail of the gravitational wave spectrum

is suppressed by a/H ∝ a3 ∝ f 3. The total ρGW will be computed in instantaneous decay

approximation in section 2.4.

• If instead S decays as dominant component and reheats the SM plasma, the lower-

frequency tail is initially suppressed as a/H ∝ a5/2 ∝ f 5/2, implying a mildly broader

spectrum around the peak. The total ρGW is approximated in section 2.5.

The half peak is at f = {0.565, 1.51}f0peak if S decays while sub-dominant, and at f =

{0.519, 1.56}f0peak if S decays while dominant. If a positive signal will be seen, the peak

frequency will tell zpeak = M/Tpeak, but data alone will not allow to separately infer M and

Tpeak.

2.4 Decay of S as sub-dominant component

Assuming that S decays while ρSM ≫ ρS dominates the energy budget, the decay temperature

Tpeak is determined by ΓS ≈ H ≈
√
ρSM/3/M̄Pl, giving

R ≡ ρS
ρSM

≈ 0.77g
1/4
SM

YSM√
M̄PlΓS

≪ 1 at Tpeak ≈M
4YS
3R

. (13)

The graviton abundance at peak is

ρGW

ρSM

∣∣∣∣
peak

≈ BRGWρS
ρSM

≈ BRGWR = BRGW

4YS
3
zpeak. (14)

The exact solution of eq. (8) can be computed analytically finding that ρGW/ρSM is 1.25 higher

than in the instantaneous decay approximation of eq. (14). Gravitons produced with energy

E = M/2 and thereby frequency f = E/2π have today (at T = T0 ≈ 300GHz) a frequency

redshifted down to

f0peak ≃
M

4π

T0
Tpeak

=
T0
4π
zpeak. (15)

The gravitational decays of eq. (2) predict zpeak ≈ 2g
1/4
SM(M̄Pl/M)(p−1)/2/

√
c. This means that

a slow decay, zpeak ≫ 1, can enhance ρGW up to its maximal allowed value, and that the same

zpeak increases the graviton frequency f0peak above T0.

To conclude we convert a generic ρGW/ρSM at a generic high temperature Tpeak into ΩGW

today. Gravitons redshift as radiation, ρGW ∝ 1/a4, while the SM bath cools keeping its entropy

sa3 constant with gs0 = 3.91 today. So the current graviton energy density is

ρGW(T0)

ρGW(T )
=

(
gs0
gSM

)4/3
T 4
0

T 4 , i.e. ΩGW =
ρGW(T0)

ρcr
= 3.6 10−5 ρGW

ρSM

∣∣∣∣
peak

(16)

having used T0 = 2.725K, ρcr = 3H2
0M̄

2
Pl with H0 = h 100km/sMpc and h ≈ 0.67.
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2.5 Decay of S as dominant component

Assuming that S decays while dominating the energy budget, the decay temperature Tdecay is

determined by ΓS ≈ H ≈
√
ρS/3/M̄Pl. We obtain

ρS
ρSM

≈ R4/3 ≫ 1 at Tdecay ≈M
4YS

3R4/3
(17)

with the same R as in eq. (13). The value of Tdecay is however irrelevant, because S decays

later reheat the SM plasma up to Tpeak given by

ρSM(Tpeak) ≡
π2

30
gSM(Tpeak)T

4
peak = ρSM(Tdecay) + BRSM ρS(Tdecay). (18)

So the reheating temperature after S decays is

Tpeak
M

≈ (BRSM +R−4/3)1/4
4YS
3R

. (19)

It differs from what Tpeak was in the previous case of section 2.4 only because the extra first

factor. The single effective parameter zpeak = M/Tpeak > 1 controls the current frequency of

gravitational waves produced with energy E =M/2 at Tpeak:

f0peak =
M

4π

T0
Tpeak

≈
T0zpeak
4π

(20)

In the limit of strong S dominance the graviton density at Tpeak is

ρGW

ρSM

∣∣∣∣
peak

≃ BRGW

BRSM

. (21)

and the current ΩGW is obtained using eq. (16). BBN/CMB data demand ρGW/ρSM < 0.03

at peak. This is close to the naive expectation BRGW/BRSM ∼ 0.01 based on assuming a

common gravitational rate and counting the number of degrees of freedom is just below current

BBN/CMB bounds.

We provided simple analytic expressions for the gravitational wave abundance and spectrum

in terms of the effective parameters YS, zpeak, BRGW. Finally, we assume the decay rates of

eq. (2) and eq. (3) for different values of p = 2 (decay into a single-graviton), p = 4 (decay

into 2 gravitons), p = 6 (decay into 3 gravitons, or into 2 if the effective operator of eq. (25) is

pessimistically suppressed by Λ = M̄Pl). Fig. 3 shows the resulting iso-contours of the overall

abundance ΩGW of gravitational waves (computed numerically solving eq. (7)), and of the

peak frequency f0peak. The S-decay mechanism for GW production is so efficient that part

of the parameter space (shaded in red) is already excluded. An ΩGW within two orders of

magnitude below current bounds arises in the area shaded in green. Gravitationally decaying

particles below the Planck scale down to about 1010GeV (depending on p) can lead to detectable
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Figure 3: Parameter space for the decay of a particle S with mass M and cosmological abun-

dance YS = nS/s into into SM particles with rate ΓSM = gSMM
5/4πM̄4

Pl, and into Ng gravitons

with tree-level rate ΓGW = M(M/M̄Pl)
2Ng/4π (for Ng = 1 half of the energy goes into SM

particles). S decays while dominating the cosmological energy density below the grey dot-dashed

line. The continuous curves are iso-contours of the graviton abundance ΩGW, with the region

excluded by the BBN/CMB bound of eq. (1) shaded in red. Signals are more prominent in the

region shaded in green, just below the bound. The dashed horizontal lines are iso-contours of

the current peak frequency of gravitons. The dashed green curve is the minimal S abundance,

estimated as the sum of eq.s (4) and (5), dominated by the second. The dot-dashed green curve

is the S abundance in the glue-ball model of section 4.1. Both are computed for the maximal

TRH = 0.003M̄Pl. The bottom corner of the middle plot is excluded by entropy injection after

BBN.

gravitational waves around optical frequencies. For p = {2, 4} even the minimal S abundance,

given by the sum of eq. (4) and eq. (5) (dashed green curve), allows for significant gravitational

signals, provided that the reheating temperature is large enough. The dot-dashed green curve

shows the larger YS arising in the theory of section 4.1. We demand Tpeak ≳ MeV to avoid

entropy injection after BBN. (In line of principle the opposite extreme where S is decaying

today is allowed if BRSM is tiny enough).

3 Allowed decays into gravitons

We here consider which 1 → 2 decays of a massive particle allow for graviton production

compatibly with locality and conservation of quantum numbers related to Lorentz invariance.

The Landau-Yang theorem forbids the decay of a massive vector into two identical massless

vectors. The extension to gravitons of this kind of non-trivial restrictions can be computed

with two different methods: effective field theory operators, or on-shell helicity amplitude
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techniques [34–37]. The second method appears simpler, as it avoids unnecessarily extending

the little-group symmetries of the process into the full Lorentz group. The decay amplitude of

a massive particle S with spin s and momentum P into two massless particles with helicities h1
and h2 and momenta p1 and p2 is found by writing the momenta P = p1 + p2 as pµ1 = λ1σ

µλ̃1,

pµ2 = λ2σ
µλ̃2 in terms of two-component spinors λa, so that σµ are the usual relativistic Pauli

matrices. The amplitude can be written as [35]

A ∝ (λs+h2−h1
1 λs+h1−h2

2 )[λ̃a1ϵabλ̃
b
2]

s+h1+h2 , (22)

where the term in squared parentheses is the Lorentz scalar built using the anti-symmetric

tensor ϵab, and the term in round parentheses indicates the completely symmetric spin s product

of the number of λ1 and λ2 dictated by their exponents. Locality demands no negative powers

of momenta λ1,2, so helicities must satisfy

s ≥ |h1 − h2|. (23)

3.1 Decay of a massive particle into two gravitons

Inserting the graviton helicities h1, h2 = ±2 in eq. (22) shows that:

0) A spin 0 particle can decay into two gravitons, that must have the same helicity h1 = h2
because of eq. (23). The amplitude of eq. (22) arises from the effective operators1√

| det g|S RµνρσR
µνρσ/Λ,

√
| det g|S RµνρσR̃

µνρσ/Λ̃ (24)

where Λ, Λ̃ are mass scales and R̃ is the dual Riemann tensor. The first operator con-

tributes to S decay into two gravitons as [37]2

A (S → h++h++) =
[λ̃1λ̃2]

4

2ΛM̄2
Pl

, ΓGW =
M7

64πΛ2M̄4
Pl

. (25)

1) The decay amplitude for a spin s = 1 vector into two gravitons vanishes because of the

anti-symmetry of the last factor in eq. (22). The only possible decay of a vector into two

identical particles is into spin 1/2 fermions.

1Simpler operators do not contribute for the following reasons. The tadpole operator Λ4
√

|det g|S gets

cancelled at the minimum of the S potential. The operator Λ
√

|det g|SR does not contribute to S decays into

gravitons, as it also induces a S/graviton kinetic mixing: one needs to diagonalise the action reaching mass

eigenstates via a Weyl field redefinition to the Einstein frame, that removes such operator. Effective operators

of the form
√
|det g|SR2/Λ or

√
|det g|S RµνR

µν/Λ do not contribute since on-shell gravitons in flat space

satisfy Rµν = 0 and thereby R = 0 [37, 32]. The first operator of eq. (24) is mediated at one loop by matter

fields with coefficient proportional to a β function of 4-derivative gravity. The second operator involving the

dual Riemann tensor R̃ can be mediated by one loop of chiral fermions.
2Its gravitational wave effects have been studied in [32] in a parameter range with Hinfl ∼ TRH that leads to

a large f0peak ∼ 1023 Hz.
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2) A spin 2 particle can decay into two same-helicity gravitons h1 = h2. The effective

operator is a contraction of (∂µ∂νSαβ) Riemann2/Λ3 and

A (S → h++h++) ∼ [λ̃1λ̃2]
6λ21λ

2
2

M2Λ3M̄2
Pl

, ΓGW ∼ M11

4πΛ6M̄4
Pl

. (26)

3) A spin 3 particle cannot decay into two gravitons, similarly to a spin 1 particle.

4) A spin 4 particle can decay into two same-helicity gravitons and (via a lower dimensional

operator) into opposite-helicity gravitons. We do not consider this possibility.

3.2 Decay of a massive particle into a graviton and a SM particle

A process that produces one graviton g only has a rate suppressed by only two powers of the

Planck scale. Given that we are interested in values of M much above the weak scale, we

can approximate the SM particle as massless and apply eq. (22), inserting now h1 = ±2 and

−1 ≤ h2 ≤ 1, the possible helicities of a SM particle. The amplitude shows that:

0) A massive spin 0 or 1/2 particle cannot decay into a graviton and a SM particle.

1) A massive spin 1 vector can decay as S → gγ where γ denotes an abelian SM vector

such that h1 = 2 and h2 = 1. Effective operators such as RαβµνFαβSµν/Λ
d (where the

anti-symmetric field Sµν could have mass dimension d = 2 or 1) lead to

A (S → h++γ+) ∼ [λ̃1λ̃2]
4λ22

M3−dΛdM̄Pl

, ΓGW ∼ M3+2d

4πΛ2dM̄2
Pl

. (27)

3/2) A massive spin 3/2 particle can decay into a graviton and a SM fermion ψ as

A (S → hψ) ∼ [λ̃1λ̃2]
4λ32

M5/2ΛM̄Pl

, ΓGW ∼ M5

4πΛ2M̄2
Pl

. (28)

2) A massive spin 2 vector can decay into gγ and into gh, where h is a massless neutral

scalar (so the decay amplitude into the Higgs is suppressed by the weak scale v).

In both cases 1) and 2), S can also decay into two SM vectors. If the decay operator is

mediated by a loop of particles with mass m and gauge charge g, one expects 1/Λ2 ∼ g/(4πm)2

and ΓGW/ΓSM ∼ (m/gM̄Pl)
2 ≲ 1 if gravity is the weakest interaction.

3.3 Decay of a massive particle into a graviton and a massive particle

Finally, we consider a decay S ′ → Sg where S and S ′ are two massive particles with spins s

and s′ [35]. The graviton energy from the decay at rest is E = (M ′2 −M2)/2M ′. The decay

is allowed if s + s′ ≥ 2 as long as S and S ′ are either both bosonic or both fermionic. For

low spins this reduces to the spin combinations listed in the previous section. At larger spins,

decays with |s− s′| > 2 become allowed, altought suppressed in the non-relativistic limit.
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Figure 4: Illustrative Feynman diagrams for gravitational glue-ball decays. Blue dots denotes

gravitational couplings. SM denotes any Standard Model particle, including gravitons.

4 Theories for decay into gravitons

The next key issue is whether in motivated theories the suppression scales Λ of operators

for decays into gravitons can have a sub-Planckian value, down to Λ ≳ M where the range of

validity of the effective operator approximation breaks down. Section 4.1 presents theories based

on strong gauge dynamics that achieve Λ ∼ M and thereby the maximal gravitational wave

abundance. Section 4.2 presents theories with weak couplings g ∼ 1, resulting in Λ ∼ (4π)2M/g

a loop factor above M .

4.1 Theories with non-perturbative interactions

Maximal gravitational decays arise in theories with gauge group structure GSM ⊗G, provided

the extra factor G becomes strongly coupled and remains hidden. Hidden means that no sub-

Planckian matter fields couple the two sectors at renormalizable level. Concretely, this means

that no matter field can be charged under both factors GSM and G, and no scalar charged under

G can have a quartic coupling to the SM Higgs. We will focus our discussion on the simplest

possibility: a pure-gauge non-abelian gauge interaction G. This is automatically hidden, as

gauge invariance forbids renormalizable interactions with SM particles. We thereby extend the

SM adding an extra pure-glue gauge sector G. The action is

S =

∫
d4x

√
| det g|

[
−M̄

2
Pl

2
R− 1

4
Ga

µνG
µνa + LSM + LNRO

]
(29)

where Ga
µν = ∂µG

a
ν − ∂νG

a
µ − gfabcGb

µG
c
ν , g is the gauge coupling, and we left implicit the dark

θ term. The extra gauge vectors interact with SM particles only via gravitational interactions

and via possible non-renormalizable operators LNRO that we assume to be Planck-suppressed,

corresponding to the absence of light matter field charged both under G and under the SM.

Planck-suppressed operators are unavoidably generated by RG running. Similarly to QCD, the

gauge interaction G confines at some scale Λ naturally below the Planck scale. The confinement

phase transition is expected to be of 1st order with slow bubbles [38], so it produces a negligible

extra amount of gravitons. Being a pure glue theory, confinement forms a set of glue-ball

12



composite states with massesM ∼ Λ. The abundance of glue-balls from pair production of dark

massless vectors via gravitational interactions (gravitational freeze-in) followed by confinement

is [39]:

• For low masses M ≲ M̄Pl(TRH/M̄Pl)
15/4, the dark vectors thermalize among themselves

before confining into glue-balls with abundance YS ∼ (TRH/M̄Pl)
9/4, neglecting logarith-

mic corrections from SSS → SS scatterings. We omitted 10−2−3 factors, that depend on

the dimension of the gauge group.

• In the intermediate range M̄Pl(TRH/M̄Pl)
15/4 ≲M ≲ T 2

RH/M̄Pl, the glue-balls self-thermalize.

The abundance is similar to previous case.

• For larger masses, the dark vectors immediately hadronise and the glue-balls never reach

an equilibrium distribution. The resulting abundance is YS ∼ N(TRH/M̄Pl)
3e−M/TRH ,

where N is an enhancement due to the particle multiplicity in G-vector jets produced by

collisions at energy TRH ≫ Λ [39].

The lightest glue-ball corresponds to the operator TrG2: it has spin s = 0 and we denote it

as S. Its decay rates into gravitons and SM particles are estimated to be comparable and have

the form of eq. (2) for p = 4:

ΓSM = Γ(S → SMSM) ∼ gSM
M5

4πM̄4
Pl

, ΓGW = Γ(S → gg) ∼ M5

4πM̄4
Pl

(30)

where gSM is number of SM degrees of freedom. A precise prediction of the decay rates is

prevented by uncertainties due to the non-perturbative nature of the glue-ball state, and by

Planck-suppressed operators in LNRO, that provide contributions comparable to Einstein grav-

ity. The estimates in eq. (30) are justified as follows.

An Effective Field Theory approach restricts the coupling of the lightest glue-ball S to

soft gravitons. The dominant operator would be the tadpole
√
| det g|S, with coefficient com-

putable from the covariantization of the matrix element ⟨0|TrG2|S⟩, known from lattice com-

putations [40]. However, as discussed in section 3.1, the tadpole vanishes at the minimum and

does not lead to a gravitational decay. Going to higher orders, the dominant effect is given by

eq. (25) with expected suppression scale Λ ∼M , leading to the rates in eq. (30).

However, higher order operators are relevant and the EFT expansion breaks down, as S

decays into hard gravitons with energy E =M/2. Their production probes the glue-ball inner

structure and thereby depends on unknown non-perturbative form factors. Going beyond the

EFT limit, the S decay rate is estimated as follows. If a non-relativistic description of S as a

bound state with wave function ψS were applicable, the glue-ball gravitational decay would be

computable as a gravitational collision of dark gluons, as illustrated by the Feynman diagrams

in fig. 4. Given that non-perturbative couplings lead to relativistic constituents, we approximate

the collision speed as the speed of light, obtaining

Γ(S → gg, SMSM) ≈ |ψS|2σ(GG→ gg, SMSM) ≈ M5

4πM̄4
Pl

. (31)
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Indeed the squared wave-function ψS of the bound state is roughly given by its inverse volume,

|ψS|2 ∼ M3, and the gravitational cross-section of two dark gluons G into two gravitons or

two SM particles is σ(GG ↔ gg, SMSM) ∼ s/4πM̄4
Pl. Graviton-mediated cross sections into

SM particles are computed e.g. in [39]. No extra suppression is expected, as the decay of a

massive spin 2 particle into two gravitons is allowed by symmetries as discussed in section 3.1.

Non-renormalizable operators, such as |H|2Ga
µνG

µνa/M̄2
Pl, can contribute at comparable level.

In conclusion, the expected amount of gravitational waves from glue-ball decays is shown by

the middle panel of fig. 3. The dot-dashed green curve shows the expected glue-ball abundance.

Each group G predicts a specific glue-ball spectrum that contains extra heavier glue-balls.

Those with mass ≥ 2M can decay via gauge interactions into SS, negligibly contributing to

gravitational waves. Some models and computations predict at least one exception: a resonance

S ′ with spin s′ = 2 and mass M ′ ≈ 1.5M [43]. Its lightness would imply that S ′ → SS is

kinematically blocked, so that these two lighter glue-balls are co-stable. In such a case S ′ can

decay emitting one graviton g as S ′ → Sg (allowed according to section 3.3), with decay rate

estimated as

Γ′
GW = Γ(S ′ → Sg) ∼ M ′3

4πM̄2
Pl

(
1− M2

M ′2

)
. (32)

It is suppressed by only p = 2 powers of M̄Pl because one graviton only is emitted (a S ′ with spin

1 would instead decay as S ′ → Sgg). This kind of earlier S ′ decays produce extra gravitational

waves at lower frequencies. The resulting spectrum gravitational waves can feature multiple

peaks, observable in part of the parameter space. An example is shown in fig. 1: the faster

S ′ → Sg decay with p = 2 gives gravitational waves peaked around ∼ 1013Hz. These get

mildly suppressed by the later S → gg, SMSM decay with p = 4 that gives GW peaked around

1015Hz, about M̄Pl/M higher.

Some pure gauge theories predict extra special very long lived glue-balls S ′′, proposed in [39]

as gravitational dark matter candidates. For example, the group G = SU(N) predicts C-

odd GGG glue-balls with slow gravitational decay rate ΓS
′′ ∼ M9/M̄8

Pl arising from Planck-

suppressed operators. The group G = SO(N) with even N predicts glue-balls odd under

an SO(N) parity with decay rate ΓS
′′ ∼ M(M/M̄Pl)

2N−4. Such longer-lived glue-balls match

the dark matter density if their abundance is YS′′ ∼ eV/M ′′, much below the YS,S′ that lead

to gravitational waves at observable level. Naive hadronization models suggest YS′′/YS,S′ ∼
0.76N [39]. Some other groups don’t predict longer-lived glue-balls.

4.2 Theories with perturbative interactions

The previous discussion suggests that observing gravitational waves around optical frequencies

might allow to discover ‘gravitational particles’, with mass a few orders of magnitude below

the Planck scale, that slowly decayed with a non-negligible branching ratio into gravitons. We

conclude discussing which theories contain plausible candidates for such states.
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Figure 5: Feynman diagrams for gravitational decays of a Higgs-like particle S.

We start considering the pessimistic case where operators such as eq. (24) arise at loop level,

from the first three Feynman diagrams in fig. 5. To compute the coefficient we recall that the

coefficient γ of the Riemann squared operator√
| det g|γRµνρσR

µνρσ (33)

at one loop level runs as [44,45,32]

∂γ

∂ lnµ
= βgravity

γ + βmatter
γ with βmatter

γ =
52NV − 7NF − 4NS

720(4π)2
(34)

in the presence of NS real scalars, NF Weyl fermions, NV vectors, generically denoted as

‘matter’. Indeed, the operator of eq. (24) arises when S couples as a Higgs to these matter

particles, giving them S-dependent masses that act as an IR cut-off in the RG running of γ.

The maximal operator coefficient arises when the masses of these particle arise solely from the

vacuum expectation value of S as mF = y⟨S⟩, mS =
√
λ⟨S⟩, mV = g⟨S⟩, where y generically

denotes Yukawa couplings, g denotes gauge couplings and λ quartic couplings. In this case the

operator arises with coefficient [32]

1

Λ
=
βmat
γ

⟨S⟩
∼ g

(4π)2mV

+ · · · . (35)

The S RµνρσR̃
µνρσ/Λ̃ operator arises from one loop exchange of fermions with Yukawa couplings

to a scalar S that affects the phase of the fermion mass. The operator coefficient can be

extracted from the gravitational chiral anomaly, as a rephasing Fi → eiciS/⟨S⟩Fi of Weyl spinors

Fi can remove the coupling to S, while generating the operator with coefficient [46,32]

1

Λ̃
=

∑
i ci

24(4π)2⟨S⟩
. (36)
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Eq.s (35) and (36) mean that the pure gauge theory of section 4.1 where g ∼ (4π)2 andmV ∼M

provides the maximal S decay rate into gravitons. If instead 1/Λ is loop suppressed, the decay

width into gravitons ΓGW gets suppressed by (M/Λ)2 ∼ g2/(4π)4. The amount of gravitational

waves can remain large, despite that ΓGW is now loop suppressed, provided that other decay

channels such as ΓSM are suppressed down to a similar level. A first danger is that the S

couplings to matter can also allow for S decays into pairs of matter particles at tree level, that

would suppress the S branching ratio into gravitons. Such decays are kinematically blocked if

mS,F,V ≥M/2. The condition is automatically satisfied in the minimal theory where S itself is

the only matter particle in the loop. In such a case, the S → gg decay arises provided that the

S potential has a cubic S3 term when expanded around the minimum. The second danger is

decays into SM particles, that are much lighter than M . Then, the possibility of a small ΓSM

depends on whether the S, F, V matter in the loop directly interacts with SM particles.

Let us consider grand unified theories, where a unification gauge group breaks to the SM

gauge group via the Higgs mechanism at mildly sub-Planckian energies ≳ 1015GeV, as de-

manded by proton decay bounds. Candidates for gravitationally-decaying scalars S are the SM

singlets in the 24 of SU(5), in the 16 of SO(10), in the 27 of E6. Indeed unification theories

predict, in addition to SM particles, extra heavy vectors and scalars (and possibly fermions)

that receive masses from S and that thereby mediate at one loop level the operator in eq. (24).

These heavy GUT particles have gauge-like couplings gGUT ∼ 1 to S, but also to the SM

particles. SM particles are not directly coupled to S, because they do not acquire GUT-scale

masses. If mS,F,V ≥M the decays of S into SM particles are partially suppressed, by a 4-body

phase space or by a 1-loop factor. The resulting partially small ΓSM ∼ g6M/(4π)5 leads to

an amount of gravitational waves that falls between the CMB/BBN bound ΩGW ∼ 10−6 and

the solar background ΩGW ∼ 10−15, depending on M . An Higgs-like scalar lighter than the

particles to which it gives mass can arise e.g. if the unification symmetry is broken dynamically

via the Coleman-Weinberg mechanism.

Better candidates for gravitationally-decaying particles can be found in extensions of Ein-

stein gravity. Theories with (discrete or continuous) extra dimensions predict a (finite or in-

finite) number of massive Kaluza-Klein excitations of gravitons gn as well as extra particles.

These include extra scalars: the extra dimensional ‘radion’ components of the graviton gMN ,

and extra ‘moduli’.3 The zero modes of such fields control the size and shape of the extra

dimensions. Thereby they act as geometric Higgs bosons, affecting the masses of matter fields.

Eq. (35) means that the S → gg operator of eq. (24) arises at the compactification scale.

The lower Kaluza-Klein excitations gn of the graviton g0 have spin 2, so they could decay

into gravitons such as

g1 → g0g0, g2 → g1g0. (37)

This kind of decays can happen under two conditions. First, the extra dimension must be not

3A different phenomenon, production of gravitational waves from stochastic inhomogeneities in theories with

extra dimensions, was considered in [47,48].
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translationally invariant, to avoid “KK number” conservation. Second, the higher dimensional

action gravitational action cannot have the minimal Einstein form (curvature plus vacuum

energy), and must instead contain 4-derivative Riemann2 terms (again unavoidably generated

by one loop corrections). These non-minimal gravitational terms are necessary because the

effective operators identified in section 3 all involve 4 derivatives.4

Warping is one plausible source of breaking of extra-dimensional translational invariance.

However, according to the AdS/CFT duality, Kaluza Klein graviton excitations in a warped

geometry can be re-interpreted as spin 2 glue-balls of some conformal field theory. More gen-

eral holographic techniques can similarly approximate the spectrum of scalar and vector glue-

balls [43] arising from 4-dimensional strong dynamics, similar to the theories of section 4.1.

A related possibility is that the SM fields are confined around some value of the extra-

dimensional coordinates, thereby approximatively living along a 3+1 dimensional brane in

extra dimensions. In such a case, the 4-dimensional effective field theory also contains a set

of massive ‘branon’ scalars, describing the position of the brane in the extra dimensions. The

branon potential energy can contain a self cubic term, leading to decays into gravitons at one

loop level.

Given that decays into gravitons need Riemann squared operators, an interesting possibility

is the most general action in 3+1 dimensions containing terms with positive mass dimension

only, as it gives a renormalizable theory of quantum gravity [50]. This is known as 4-derivative

gravity because R2 and R2
µν terms in the action imply a graviton kinetic term with 4 derivatives.

As a result the theory contains the usual graviton, a possibly problematic spin 2 ghost and the

spin 0 gravi-scalar also present in Starobinsky R2 inflation. Such extra states could decay

into gravitons. However these decay rates vanish at tree level [51], because the Gauss-Bonnet

term is topological in 3+1 dimensions. A non-vanishing rate is expected at loop level. 4-

derivative theories predict a different big source of gravitational waves: UV divergences are

made renormalizable at the price of enhancing IR divergences, such that energies above the

ghost mass are released via graviton bremsstrahlung [52].

More in general, the Planck mass might be dynamically induced by the vacuum expectation

value of a scalar S, dubbed Planckion. As it acts as the Higgs for gravity, one expects S → gg

similar to eq. (35), mediated at loop level by a purely gravitational loop (4th diagram in

fig. 5). This loop is computable in renormalizable 4-derivative gravity that predicts βgravity
γ =

−413/180(4π)2 [44, 45].

4Furthermore, if the gravitational action only contains minimal Einstein terms and vacuum energy terms

(possibly including background contributions localised along sub-spaces such as branes and orbifold fixed points),

graviton KK modes are described by eigenfunctions of the Laplacian, orthogonal when weighted by the back-

ground metric. The cubic couplings among different KK graviton modes n1,2,3 are proportional to wave-function

overlaps In1n2n3
. We live in a special compactification, with energies tuned such that the 4-dimensional vac-

uum energy nearly vanishes (this might require a warping or negative-energy non-dynamical objects). Then

the graviton 0 mode g0 is massless and its wave-function is constant, when weighted by the metric [49]. This

implies the vanishing of some overlap integrals, such as I100 ∝ I10 = 0 and I210 ∝ I21 = 0.
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If supersymmetry exists and is broken around the Planck scale, the minimal N = 1 gravi-

tational super-multiplet contains the massless graviton, a massive spin 3/2 gravitino and two

scalars (remnants of the chiral super-multiplet ‘eaten’ by the massless gravitational super-

multiplet), such that the number of bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom match. The

gravitino does not decay into a graviton and a SM fermion. Theories where supersymmetry is

broken in an hidden sector are often considered to avoid problematic spectra of super-particles.

Then, the two extra scalars can be gravitationally decaying particles.

Strings XM(τ, σ) in 10 dimensions have been proposed as theories of quantum gravity [53].

A huge number of possible compactifications can lead to the gravitationally-decaying particles

typical of extra dimensions, but hugely reduce the string predictivity. For example one of

the many possibilities is that the theories of section 4.1 with a maximal gravitational wave

abundance could arise with hidden group G = E8 from the heterotic string [53]. To avoid

getting lost in a plethora of possibilities, lets us focus one the most characteristic particles

arising in the QFT limit of strings. These are fields with the quantum numbers of XMXN , that

decompose into the graviton gMN (symmetric two-index gauge field) accompanied by a scalar

and by the Kalb-Ramond field BMN (anti-symmetric two-index gauge field). It generalises the

photon coupling to particle currents into coupling to string currents. A variety of sources can

make it massive [53, 54]. Then, its 4-dimensional component is dual to a pseudo-vector Sµν ,

with suppressed couplings to matter that include axion-like couplings, magnetic-like couplings

to fermions, and interactions with vectors and gravitons. The KR field could decay into a

graviton and a SM vector as in eq. (27). The higher-dimensional components of BMN are dual

to pseudo-scalars, that can decay in two gravitons as in eq. (25). Other stringy candidates

for gravitationally-decaying scalars are moduli. In particular, chiral fermions and CP violation

in 3+1 dimension can arise in string theories from compactification on extra dimension with

complex structure. Toroidal-like compactifications can lead to a QFT with a stringy SL(2,Z)
symmetry [53]. Its modulus τ is equivalent to a combination of scalars that spontaneously break

CP. Thereby τ affects the phase of fermion masses, and is expected to acquire a gravitational

decay width as in eq. (36), plus a Planck-suppressed width into SM particles.

Trying to be more general than strings, graviton amplitudes with good properties seem to

need heavy states along one or more Regge trajectories, see e.g. [55, 56]. This kind of states

could decay gravitationally, be sub-Planckian and maybe generalise the string excitations.

Alternatively, these attempts could just be an approximation to quantum gravity analogous

to how Regge trajectories approximate QCD. The analogy suggests that a deeper quantum

gravity theory might feature gravitons and space-time emerging out of (unknown) fermionic

dynamics. Such an hypothetical quantum gravity theory could feature, around the Planck

scale, massive spin 3/2 ‘excitations’ of SM fermions, that could decay into a graviton and a SM

fermion as discussed in section 3.2.

Finally, a signal could arise from hypothetical primordial black holes with mass M mildly

above the Planck scale. These would have evaporated with rate gSMπM̄
4
Pl/80M

3 and branching

ratio BRGW ≈ 1/gSM ∼ 0.01 into gravitons, with a different spectrum [57].
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In conclusion, while dedicated computations can be performed, the current discussion suf-

fices to show that plausible candidates for mildly sub-Planckian states with substantial gravi-

tational decays seem easily found in plausible theories.

5 Conclusions

We proposed theories where relic gravitational waves around optical frequencies can have densi-

ties mildly below the CMB/BBN bound on extra radiation, ΩGW ≲ 10−6, despite that gravitons

interact less than photons. This can happen if some long-lived particle S has a decay channel

opened by gravitons, and thereby proceeding with a Planck-suppressed rate. The cosmology is

computed in section 2, finding that a particle that decays at a temperature Tpeak much lower

than its mass M gives a specific graviton spectrum, today peaked around optical frequencies

∼ T0M/Tpeak. Simple analytic approximations are provided. The detailed shape of the grav-

itational wave peak depends on whether S decays as a sub-dominant component, or while

dominating the cosmological abundance. In the latter case, a decay with branching ratio into

gravitons given by the inverse of the number of SM degrees of freedom (as naively expected in

various theories) implies a gravitational wave abundance just below current CMB/BBN bounds.

• Section 3.1 shows that a particle with spin s = 0 or 2 can decay into two gravitons, with

rate suppressed by p ≥ 4 powers of the Planck mass. The middle panel of fig. 3 shows

that gravitational wave signals can be observable even if the S abundance is low and/or

M is mildly sub-Planckian.

• Section 3.2 shows that a particle with spin s = 1 or 2 can decay into a graviton and a SM

particle with rate suppressed by p ≥ 2 powers of the Planck mass. The left panel of fig. 3

shows that gravitational wave signals can be observable provided that the S abundance

is mildly small.

Section 4 presents plausible theories where such decays generate gravitational waves with ob-

servable abundance. The maximal abundance arises in theories with a hidden extra gauge

interaction that becomes non-perturbative and confines at some scale Λ. A simple case is an

extra pure gauge sector (thereby automatically hidden) that forms a spectrum of glue-ball

states with mass M ∼ Λ. Such states decay gravitationally into a characteristic gravitational

wave spectrum with multiple peaks, as exemplified in fig. 1.

Moving from theories at strong coupling to perturbative SM-like couplings g ∼ 1, the decay

rate into gravitons gets loop suppressed. The amount of gravitational waves remains detectable

provided that the decay rate into SM particles too is suppressed. Plausible candidates for

gravitationally decaying particles are found, under favourable but plausible conditions, in a

variety of plausible theories mildly below the Planck scale. As discussed in section 4.2, these

include gauge unification, extra dimensions, supersymmetry, strings.

These theories were considered before the Large Hadron Collider, that however found no new

physics around the weak scale. Thereby they remain in a limbo: these new physics plausibly lies
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around Planckian energies, many orders of magnitude above the energies where physics is an

experimental discipline. Optical gravitational waves might offer a new window and maybe even

some spectroscopical information on gravitationally decaying particles mildly below the Planck

scale. This possibility appears as interesting as colliders. Detecting optical gravitational waves

would need experiments able of reaching sensitivity to ΩGW ∼ 10−6, and improving possibly

down to the ultimate solar astrophysical background, ΩGW ∼ 10−15 [30,31]. Longo lo cammino

ma grande la meta [58].
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