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Departamento de F́ısica Teórica and Instituto de F́ısica de Part́ıculas y del Cosmos (IPARCOS),
Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 28040 Madrid, Spain

(Dated: September 9, 2022)

We consider conformal vector models which could play the role of a cosmological dark radiation
component. We analyse the propagation of gravitational waves in the presence of this vector back-
ground and find a suppression in the tensor transfer function at large scales. We also find that
although the cosmological background metric is isotropic, anisotropies are imprinted in the tensor
power spectrum. In addition, the presence of the background vector fields induces a net polarization
of the gravitational wave background and, for certain configurations of the vector field, a linear to
circular polarization conversion. We also show that this kind of effects are also present for vector
models with more general potential terms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Models containing additional vector fields have been
proposed in different cosmological contexts in recent
years. From the pioneering works on inflation driven by
vector fields [1] to the more recent ones based on non-
abelian gauge fields (see [2] and references therein), the
vector inflation models have shown a rich phenomenol-
ogy including the possible generation of primordial vec-
tor modes or statistical anisotropies in the CMB power
spectrum [3, 4]. Vector fields have also been proposed as
candidates for dark energy, either from potential terms
[5, 6] or from purely kinetic actions [7, 8]. More recently
the possibility of constructing models of ultralight dark
matter from coherently oscillating massive vector fields
have been also analysed in detail both at the background
[9, 10] and perturbation levels [11]. This kind of models
exhibit a completely new phenomenology compared to
the more standard ultralight dark matter models based
on scalar fields. Thus, apart from the suppression of the
matter power spectrum on small scales which is typi-
cal of any fuzzy dark matter model, the presence of the
background vector field induces a mixing between scalar,
vector and tensor modes which allows the generation of
gravitational waves (GWs) from the usual density per-
turbations [11]. In addition, the propagation of tensor
modes is also modified with respect to standard General
Relativity inducing an anisotropic suppression of the ten-
sor power spectrum on large scales [12].

However, apart from dark matter or dark energy, it
is also possible to employ vector fields to model other
types of perfect fluids. Thus, a general result proven in
[13–15] shows that coherently oscillating homogeneous
fields of arbitrary spin will have an isotropic average
energy-momentum tensor provided that the oscillations
are faster than the universe expansion rate. The average
equation of state will depend on the type of potential
term driving the oscillations. Thus in particular, a mass
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term (quadratic potential) leads to a pressureless fluid as
mentioned before, but in general a V (A) = λ(AµA

µ)n

type potential will lead to a w = (n − 1)/(n + 1) equa-
tion of state. Precisely in this work we will explore the
possibility of constructing vector models of dark radia-
tion, typically with quartic potentials, and explore some
of their phenomenological implications.

Dark radiation is the possible radiation component ex-
isting in the universe in addition to the standard radi-
ation content corresponding to photons and neutrinos.
The abundance of dark radiation is usually parametrized
through the effective number of neutrino species Neff de-
fined as

ρR = ργ +Neff
π2
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)4/3

T 4, (1)

where ρR is the total radiation density and ργ is the
photon energy density. The Standard Model prediction
is NSM

eff = 3.046 so that the abundance of dark radiation
is parametrized by

∆Neff = Neff − 3.046. (2)

The current limits on this parameter from Planck 2018
TT+TE+EE+lensing and BAO reads [16]

∆Neff < 0.28 (95%C.L.). (3)

Future Stage-4 CMB experiments will increase the sen-
sitivity up to ∆Neff ' 0.03 [17]. Dark radiation increases
the expansion rate of the universe in the radiation era,
thus reducing the size of the sound horizon at recombi-
nation. This can be compensated by an increase in the
Hubble parameter today H0 so that the CMB tempera-
ture power spectrum remains unchanged [18]. Thus, dark
radiation has been proposed as a possible way to alleviate
the H0 tension between local universe and CMB obser-
vations [19]. The effect of dark radiation on inflation-
produced gravity waves has been studied in [20].

Dark radiation is usually described by means of new
relativistic particles weakly interacting with the Stan-
dard Model sector. Thus, models based on axion-like
particles have been proposed in [21, 22], supersymmet-
ric candidates have also been considered related to the
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cosmological gravitino problem or axino decays [23, 24]
among others.

In order to construct dark radiation models from cos-
mological vector fields, we will focus on conformal vec-
tor models either for abelian or non-abelian fields [25].
Such models [26] are generically described by Maxwell
or Yang-Mills terms plus a quartic self-interaction poten-
tial. Even though at the background level the vector field
configurations we will consider behave as isotropic per-
fect fluids, the presence of the background vector fields
induces non-vanishing anisotropic stresses in the per-
turbed energy-momentum tensor. As shown in [12], such
anisotropic stresses modify the propagation equation of
gravitational waves. Notice that this type of effect is
not generated by cosmological scalar fields. An impor-
tant consequence of this modification that we will anal-
yse in this work is that, unlike the case of massive vector
fields [12], vector dark radiation can induce a net polar-
ization of the primordial gravitational wave background.
This would be a clear smoking gun of this kind of mod-
els. Indeed, the primordial background of gravitational
waves generated during inflation is expected to be unpo-
larized in standard cosmology. Nonetheless, it is possible
to generate circularly polarized primordial gravitational
waves in extended versions of inflation, for example with
Chern-Simons gauge or gravitational couplings of the in-
flaton [27, 28]. Primordial helical turbulence produced in
first-order phase transition has been also proposed as a
mechanism for the generation of gravitational wave circu-
lar polarization [29]. After inflation, polarization of the
gravitational wave backgrounds, both astrophysical and
cosmological, can be induced by interaction with matter
structures [30], though the amount of polarization pro-
duced by this mechanism is relatively small. Prospects
for the detection of gravitational wave polarization with
current and future detectors have been explored in [31–
33].

The paper is organised as follows. Firstly, in Section
II we present our vector dark radiation model and study
its dynamics in an expanding universe. In Section III
we review the basics of GW propagation and GW back-
grounds, and introduce the formalism of Stokes parame-
ters to characterize their degree of polarization. In Sec-
tions IV and V we explore the effect of our dark radiation
model in the GW propagation and the impact on unpo-
larized and polarized GW backgrounds, respectively. In
Section VI we obtain the GW propagation equations in
presence of a vector field with a general potential. Fi-
nally, in Section VII we draw the main conclusions of
our work.

II. VECTOR DARK RADIATION

In this section, we consider a simple model for dark
radiation based upon a vector field Aµ with a quartic

potential. The starting point is the action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
−1

4
FµνF

µν − λ

4
(A2)2

)
, (4)

where A2 = AµA
µ, g = det(gµν) is the determinant of the

metric tensor, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the field strength
and λ is a dimensionless parameter that determines the
strength of the self-interaction.

The equations of motion for the vector field read

Fµν ;ν + λAµA2 = 0, (5)

where the semicolon denotes the covariant derivative.
We will consider a flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) background metric

ds2 = a2(η)[dη2 − δij dxi dxj ], (6)

and a homogeneous vector field Aµ(η), which depends
solely on conformal time η. In these equations, Latin in-
dices i, j = 1, 2, 3 run over spatial components and, in the
case of the metric perturbation hij , indices are raised and
lowered with δij . We also use ~ = c = kB = 1 units. It
should be noted that, even though the background vec-
tor field breaks isotropy, its average energy-momentum
tensor will be isotropic as we will show below. Setting
µ = 0 in (5), we get

λA0A
2 = 0. (7)

We are not interested in the lightlike solution A2 = 0,
since it would simply grow linearly in time, and as shown
in [13] a fast oscillation around the potential minimum
is necessary to ensure that anisotropic pressures average
out. This necessarily sets A0 = 0. Therefore, the equa-
tion with µ = i reads

A′′i + λA2Ai = 0, (8)

where ′ ≡ d/ dη and with A2 = δijAiAj the squared
modulus of the spatial part of the vector field. This
equation of motion allows for several configurations of
the vector field, of which we shall analyse two particular
cases: Linear and circular polarizations.

A. Linear polarization

In the case of a linearly polarized vector field, it evolves
along a fixed direction which can be identified with the
z-axis after a convenient orientation of the axes:

Aµ(η) = (0, 0, 0, Az(η)). (9)

Working out the spatial equations of motion (8) in
components, we get

A′′z + λA3
z = 0. (10)
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which agrees with the corresponding equation in flat
space-time thanks to the conformal invariance of the ac-
tion (4). An analytic solution in terms of Jacobi elliptic
functions [34] can be readily obtained. Assuming an ini-
tial value A(ηin) = Ain with zero derivative and setting
ηin = 0 for simplicity, the solution is given by

Az(η) = Ain cn
(√

λAinη; 1/2
)
, (11)

where cn(x;m) is the elliptic cosine function with square
modulus m. This function is periodic on its first ar-
gument, with period 4K(m), where K(m) is the com-
plete elliptic integral of the first kind, and in particular
K(1/2) ' 1.854. Thus, the field has got a naturally as-
sociated comoving frequency, given by

ω =
√
λAin. (12)

Such frequency can be compared with the expansion
rate of the Universe, given by the comoving Hubble pa-
rameter H = a′/a, so that if the condition ω � H is
satisfied, the average energy-momentum tensor becomes
isotropic.

The stress-energy tensor obtained from the action (4)
reads

Tµν =
1

4

[
FρσF

ρσ + λ(A2)2
]
δµν − FµρFνρ − λAµAνA2.

(13)
The energy density can then be calculated by plugging

the analytical solution (11) into the stress-energy tensor

ρA = T 0
0 =

1

2a4

(
A′2z +

λ

2
A4
z

)
=
λA4

in

4a4
, (14)

which as expected for a conformal theory scales exactly as
radiation, i.e, ρA ∝ a−4. It is immediate then to obtain
today’s abundance

ΩA =
ρA,0
ρc

=
2πG

3H2
0

λA4
in. (15)

The model is completely characterized at the back-
ground level by two parameters (ω,ΩA), i.e. the os-
cillation frequency and the dark radiation abundance.
The current observational constraints on such parame-
ters come, on one hand, from the limits on the effective
number of neutrino species discussed in the introduction.
Thus,

ΩA ≤
∆Neff

NSM
eff + 16

7

(
11
4

)4/3 ΩSM
R < 0.024ΩR ' 2 · 10−6,

(16)
where we have used the current limits on ∆Neff given by
Eq. (3).

On the other hand, constraints on the frequency ω
come from the requirement of isotropy. Since the vec-
tor points in the direction of the z axis, the pressures
pi = −T ii can be different

px = py =
ρA
3

[
3− 6 cn4(ωη; 1/2)

]
, (17a)

pz =
ρA
3

[
12 cn4(ωη; 1/2)− 3

]
. (17b)

The pressures are oscillating around the isotropic con-
figuration of px = py = pz = ρA/3 with a larger am-
plitude in the z direction. Notice that the average of
the term involving the elliptic function is 〈cn4〉 = 1/3.
In the regime of fast oscillations ω � H, it has been
shown [11] that the effect of the pressure oscillations on
the background metric is suppressed by H/ω. Therefore,
for sufficiently large frequencies, the energy-momentum
tensor can be replaced by the average isotropic tensor.
In this scenario, the field can be described as a perfect
fluid and the description of the spacetime with a FLRW
metric is correct.

Since H is monotonically decreasing in radiation and
matter-dominated epochs, once the field has entered the
fast-oscillation regime, it will not leave it throughout its
whole evolution afterwards. In particular, if it oscillates
quickly at the end of reheating, when the radiation tem-
perature is TRH, i.e. provided

ω � H(TRH) = 265 Hz

(
TRH

1010 GeV

)
. (18)

then the field will be in the fast oscillation regime at all
times afterwards.

Even if the frequency is below this value, the field
would meet the fast oscillation regime at a later time. In
order to ensure a standard isotropic evolution from the
time of nucleosynthesis and recover the observed abun-
dances of light elements in the Universe, the correspond-
ing condition reads

ω � H(Tnuc) = 1.4 · 10−11 Hz

(
Tnuc

MeV

)
, (19)

with the nucleosynthesis temperature being around
Tnuc ∼ 0.1 MeV. In any case, if the anisotropies gen-
erated by the vector field, which can be roughly esti-
mated as ΩA/ΩR, are smaller than the typical amplitude
of anisotropies of the CMB, i.e. O(10−5) one should not
worry about the fast-oscillation condition.

B. Circular polarization

The linearly polarized solution constrains the oscilla-
tion of the field to a single direction, but that does not
need to be the case. Another simple solution can be ob-
tained by fixing the modulus of the field to be comovingly
constant, i.e. A2 = α2, with α a real constant. Under
this condition, the equations of motion read

A′′i + λα2Ai = 0, (20)

which has a solution in terms of trigonometric functions,
so that the vector field revolves in a circular motion, with
frequency

ω =
√
λα. (21)
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If we choose the z-direction to be perpendicular to the
rotation plane, and the vector field to initially point to-
wards the x-direction, the particular solution can be writ-
ten as

A(η) = α(cosωη, sinωη, 0). (22)

Notice that this solution is compatible with the initial
ansatz A2 = α2.

The stress-energy tensor is still given by (13), though
both energy density and pressures are different due to the
different solution. On the one hand, the energy density
is homogeneous and given by

ρA =
3λα4

4a4
, (23)

so that today’s abundance is

ΩA =
2πGλα4

H2
0

, (24)

which together with the frequency ω can be used as the
two parameters that characterise our model. On the
other hand, the pressures pi = −T ii are given by

px =
ρA
3

[1 + 4 cos(2ωη)] , (25a)

py =
ρA
3

[1− 4 cos(2ωη)] , (25b)

pz =
ρA
3
, (25c)

and the non-vanishing anisotropic pressures are

T xy = T yx = −ρA
3

sin(2ωη). (26)

As in the linearly polarized case, the pressures oscil-
late around the homogeneous configuration of a radiation
component, given by pi = ρ/3 and vanishing anisotropic
pressures. In the fast-oscillation regime ω � H these
deviations average out, so the discussion in the previous
section regarding the value of the frequency ω and the
isotropy of the Universe can also be applied here.

III. TENSOR POWER SPECTRA AND STOKES
PARAMETERS

Before we move to the analysis of the effects of the
background vectors on gravitational wave propagation,
we will briefly review the fundamental quantities em-
ployed to describe the amplitude and polarization of
gravity waves. Let us thus consider a flat FLRW met-
ric with tensor perturbations

ds2 = a2(η)[dη2 − (δij + hij) dxi dxj ], (27)

where hij is the transverse and traceless gauge-invariant
tensor perturbation, satisfying

hii = δijhij = 0, ∂ihij = 0. (28)

After Fourier-transforming the tensor metric perturba-
tion, if we work in a frame {u1,u2,u3} so that u3 = k̂ is
the propagation direction of the GW with wavevector k,
then this tensor can be written as

hij =

h+ h× 0
h× −h+ 0
0 0 0

 , (29)

where {+,×} refer to the linear polarization basis which
can be easily related to the right-left circular polarization
basis via

hR
L

=
h+ ∓ ih×√

2
. (30)

The perturbed Einstein equation in the absence of GW
sources δGµν = 0 for the metric (27) yields the well-
known GW propagation equation

h′′λ + 2Hh′λ + k2hλ = 0, (31)

where k = |k| and λ = {+,×} is one of the polarizations.
The evolution of a mode is entirely determined by its
momentum k and can be qualitatively described in the
following way: If the mode is super-Hubble (H � k), its
amplitude remains constant, whereas when it enters the
Hubble horizon (H � k) it oscillates with its amplitude
damped as 1/a.

Given a stochastic background of GWs, as it is as-
sumed to be the case for the GWs generated in the
early universe, one can define the tensor power spectrum
PT (k, η) in the usual way∑

λ,λ′

〈hλ(η,k)h∗λ′(η,k′)〉 = δ(3)(k− k′)PT (k, η), (32)

where 〈. . . 〉 represents an ensemble average. In a similar
way, power spectra for both linear polarizations can also
be defined, as well as a correlator between them

〈h+(η,k)h∗+(η,k′)〉 = δ(3)(k− k′)P+(k, η), (33a)

〈h×(η,k)h∗×(η,k′)〉 = δ(3)(k− k′)P×(k, η), (33b)

〈h+(η,k)h∗×(η,k′)〉 = δ(3)(k− k′)P+×(k, η). (33c)

If linear polarizations are uncorrelated, i.e. 〈h+h
∗
×〉 =

〈h×h∗+〉 = 0, then the total power spectrum is just the
sum of the partial power spectra PT = P+ +P×, whereas
the difference P+ − P× yields the net linear polarization
of the GW background. If correlation does exist, its real
part is associated with the linear polarization as well,
whereas its imaginary part indicates parity violation.
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In order to quantify these degrees of polarization, it
is possible to define the Stokes parameters for the GWs
[35, 36] I, Q, U and V , which are analogous to their
more common electromagnetic counterparts. These can
be expressed in terms of the plus and cross power spectra
and the plus-cross correlator (33) as

I = P+ + P× = PT , (34a)

Q = P+ − P×, (34b)

U = −2 ReP+×, (34c)

V = −2 ImP+×. (34d)

I is the total power spectrum, Q accounts for linear
polarization in the plus-cross basis, U measures linear
polarization in a basis that differs in a rotation from the
former, and V is the circular polarization. Non-zero Q or
U parameters indicate an anisotropic GW configuration,
whereas a non-zero V parameter means a parity violating
configuration.

The primordial GW background generated during in-
flation is typically described as a Gaussian, isotropic and
unpolarized stochastic ensemble (even though each par-
ticular realisation does not need to be so individually),
in which case the equality

P+,in = P×,in =
1

2
PT,in (35)

arises naturally, with “in” referring to primordial quanti-
ties. The primordial tensor power spectrum per logarith-
mic interval in k, denoted PT,in, is usually parametrised
in terms of the tensor amplitude AT and tensor tilt nT
as

PT,in(k) =
k3

2π2
PT,in(k) = AT (k∗)

(
k

k∗

)nT
, (36)

where k∗ is the pivot scale. The power spectrum within
standard cosmology can then be obtained at a later time
through the transfer function T (k, η), which relates the
value of a specific GW mode at a specific time with its
primordial value

hλ(k, η) = T (k, η)hλ(k, ηin). (37)

Since power spectra relate via the squared modulus of
the transfer function, one has

PT (k, η) = |T (k, η)|2PT,in(k). (38)

Notice that in standard cosmology, the transfer function
does not depend on the propagation direction nor the
polarization of the GW, as can be seen from the equa-
tion of propagation (31). As a result, if the GW back-
ground is primordially isotropic or unpolarized, these will
be an ever-present feature of this background at any fu-
ture time.

A. Modified propagation

Even though the primordial background possesses
these features, there is also the possibility that, in the
framework of a theory beyond the standard cosmology,
the modified GW propagation equations differ for both
polarizations, resulting in a richer power spectrum in
later stages of cosmic evolution. The deviation from
ΛCDM can then be encoded in four ratio functions Rλλ′ ,
which are defined as the ratio of the GW amplitudes be-
yond (labelled new) and within the standard model (la-
belled SM ) [12](

hnew
+

hnew
×

)
=

(
R+ R+×
R×+ R×

)(
hSM

+

hSM
×

)
, (39)

where we define Rλ ≡ Rλλ. Note that non-zero Rλλ′

with λ 6= λ′ are only possible when both polarizations
mix, since one has to act as a source of the other. Be-
sides cosmological parameters, these ratio functions can
have additional dependencies such as the direction of ob-
servation or new parameters of the model.

Let us consider a theory for which both linear polar-
izations mix, a phenomenon that can affect all Stokes
parameters. In the same way that the transfer function
(37) relates the GW mode in two different moments, the
ratio function can be thought of as a transfer function be-
tween two different cosmological models, the original one
being standard cosmology. With this idea, we can write
the Stokes parameters (34) for the new theory in terms
of the standard tensor power spectrum (38) and the ra-
tio functions as S = SPT , where S is any of the four
Stokes parameters and S the associated reduced Stokes
parameter. These have the following expressions

I =
1

2
(|R+|2 + |R×|2 + |R+×|2 + |R×+|2), (40a)

Q =
1

2
(|R+|2 − |R×|2 + |R+×|2 − |R×+|2), (40b)

U = −Re(R+R
∗
×+ +R×R

∗
+×), (40c)

V = − Im(R+R
∗
×+ −R×R∗+×). (40d)

It is clear from these equations that an anisotropic con-
figuration of the GW background can be achieved either
by having a different propagation for each polarization
R+ 6= R× or a correlation between them Rλλ′ 6= 0. Par-
ity violation requires this correlation to be complex.

IV. EFFECT OF VECTOR DARK RADIATION
ON GW PROPAGATION

In order to analyse the effects of the background vec-
tor field, we need to go to first order in metric perturba-
tions and obtain the modified equation of propagation.
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The equation to solve is the transverse-traceless Einstein
equation up to first order in metric perturbations for the
metric (27), which reads

Λij,lm(δGlm − 8πGδT lm) = 0, (41)

with δT lm being the perturbed energy-momentum tensor
(13),

Λij,lm = PilPjm −
1

2
PijPlm (42)

is the TT projector and

Pij = δij − k̂ik̂j . (43)

Here we are only interested in the effects on propaga-
tion, so that we ignore perturbations of the vector field
that would act as a source term of GWs, i.e. we only
pay attention to those terms proportional to hij in δT lm.
From this point onwards, we have to look at the two con-
figurations described in Section III separately, as they are
going to introduce different terms in the GW propagation
equation.

A. Linearly polarized vector field

Firstly, let us look at the linearly polarized vector field.
Thanks to axial symmetry around the direction of obser-
vation, we choose a basis in which GWs travel along the
z-axis and the vector field is contained in the yz-plane,

so we arrive to the modified equations of propagation for
GWs, which read

h′′λ + 2Hh′λ +

[
k2 − 8πG sin2 θ

a2

(
A′2 − λA4Lλ

)]
hλ = 0,

(44)
where A is the spatial part of Aµ, θ is the angle be-
tween the direction of propagation and the vector field

i.e. cos θ = k̂ · Â and

Lλ =

{
1 + sin2 θ, λ = +

1, λ = ×
(45)

is a term that depends on the linear polarization mode.
Here we see that the generation of a net GW linear polar-
ization is related to the anisotropy of the background vec-
tor field, since both equations differ as long as θ 6= 0 even
in the fast-oscillation regime of the field, which yields an
isotropic stress-energy tensor at background level. Hav-
ing different equations for both linear polarizations also
implies a correlation between circular polarizations due
to propagation, since their equations are no longer sepa-
rable, but no net circular polarization is generated. Thus
for the primordial stochastic background, we expect an
anisotropic modification of intensity and linear polariza-
tion power spectra.

If we write the equations in terms of the analytic so-
lution for the field obtained in Section II A, we get the
following expressions

h′′+ + 2Hh′+ +

[
k2 +

6H2
0 ΩA sin2 θ

a2

(
(3 + 2 sin2 θ) cn4(ωη; 1/2)− 1

)]
h+ = 0, (46a)

h′′× + 2Hh′× +

[
k2 +

6H2
0 ΩA sin2 θ

a2

(
3 cn4(ωη; 1/2)− 1

)]
h× = 0. (46b)

The amplitude of the new terms is proportional to the
dark radiation abundance ΩA. In particular, one can
expect a non-negligible effect so long as 6H2

0 ΩA/a
2 �

{a′′/a, k2} is satisfied at some point of the propagation.
As a matter of fact, since in the radiation-dominated
epoch a′′/a ∝ 1/a, the new term can grow quickly as
we go back in time and eventually become dominating in
the early universe as can be seen in Fig. 1

It is also worth noting that the vector field contribution
is slightly larger in the plus equation and contains an
additional sin4 θ anisotropic modulation compared to the
cross equation, so any effect resulting from the vector
field will be enhanced for this polarization. If the new
term is subdominant, the mode will behave the standard

way as described in Section III.

Another major point is the fact that this new contri-
bution makes the GW phase velocity cT slightly different
from the speed of light c. The relative difference between
these two δc = |cT − c|/c has been strongly bounded by
the gravitational-wave event GW170817 observed by the
Advanced LIGO and Virgo detectors, and the gamma-
ray burst (GRB) GRB 170817A independently observed
by Fermi [37] and is limited to δc <∼ O(10−15) at the
frequency operating range f = 10 Hz ∼ 10 kHz. The
modified dispersion relation that appears in the equation
of propagation, which can be seen either as an anomalous
velocity for the tensor modes cT 6= 1 or an effective mass
of the graviton mg 6= 0 [38], yields a much smaller devi-
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FIG. 1: GW evolution for ΩA = ΩR/100, ω = 2500 Hz, θ = π/2 and three different wavenumbers, one in each column. The
fast-oscillation regime applies throughout the entire evolution, so the results are valid for any frequency ω that satisfies so.
The top row shows the evolution of the plus (dash-dotted) and cross (solid) modes, the later being just the standard evolution
in ΛCDM, as well as the analytical solution for plus modes in a radiation-dominated epoch (dotted), given by Eq. (49). The
modes are normalised by their primordial values. The bottom row shows the scales of the different terms in the propagation
equation corresponding to the evolution above them, with ka =

√
|a′′/a| the damping term scale and kA =

√
6ΩAH0| sin θ|/a

the vector field term scale.

ation, at about δc ≤ O(10−44) for those frequencies and
the aforementioned upper bound for ΩA. This difference
in velocity between polarizations produces a Shapiro time
delay as well as residuals for pulsars, although the effects
are too small to be measured with current or near-future
detectors.

On the other hand, depending on the vector field oscil-
lation frequency ω, we can consider two regimes. In the
slow-oscillation regime ω � H both polarizations are af-
fected, with the oscillating term being larger for the plus
polarization. An analytical solution of the differential
equation is not possible in this case.

If instead the oscillation of the field is fast enough (ω �
H), the elliptic function can be averaged leading to the
following effective equations:

h′′λ + 2Hh′λ +

[
k2 +

4H2
0 ΩA sin4 θ

a2
δλ,+

]
hλ = 0, (47)

where δλ,+ is the Kronecker delta. So in the fast-
oscillation regime, the behaviour of the cross polarization
reduces to the standard propagation equation in ΛCDM
(31), whereas the plus polarization is still affected. It is
also worth noting that these equations are independent
of ω, so changing the frequency of the field has no ef-
fect as long as the fast oscillation condition is satisfied.
This much simpler equation allows for an analytic so-
lution when the vector field term dominates. Thus, in

a radiation-dominated era, in which a(η) = arη, with
ar ' H0

√
ΩR, the mode evolution reduces to

h′′+ +
2

η
h′+ +

4H2
0 ΩA sin4 θ

a2
rη

2
h+ = 0, (48)

which has the following solution

h+(η) = C1η
− 1

2 (1−
√

1−4ξ) + C2η
− 1

2 (1+
√

1−4ξ), (49)

where C1, C2 are integration constants and

ξ =
4H2

0 ΩA sin4 θ

a2
r

' 4 sin4 θ
ΩA
ΩR
� 1. (50)

Thus, for fast-oscillating vector fields in the radiation-
dominated era, super-Hubble GW plus modes undergo
a slight damping with h+ ∝ a−ξ in contrast with the
constant behaviour of such modes in ΛCDM. Oscillation
would be possible as long as ξ > 1/4, but the upper
bound on ΩA implies that ξ < 0.1, which forbids it.
A similar analysis can be done for a matter-dominated
epoch, for which the long-term behaviour for the plus
polarization is a constant value.

Fig. 1 shows the numerical evolution of three different
modes alongside the radiation-dominated solution in the
fast-oscillation regime. We can see the qualitative be-
haviour of the GW modes when each of the three terms
in the propagation equation dominates:
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1. If the damping term a′′/a dominates, the mode is
a purely super-Hubble mode so that it remains at
a constant value.

2. If the wavenumber term k dominates, the mode is a
purely sub-Hubble mode, which oscillates with its
amplitude damped as 1/a.

3. If the vector field term dominates and the fast-
oscillation regime applies, the cross mode remains
unaffected so it evolves according to whichever of
the other two terms is dominating. The plus mode
decays as a−ξ, ξ > 0 according to Eq. (49). A
net GW polarization is thus generated during this
stage.

The change in the total power spectrum and the gener-
ated non-zero linear polarization power spectrum can be
described by means of I and Q, as defined in Eq. (40).
U = V = 0 since the linear polarizations do not mix in
the chosen basis (R+× = R×+ = 0).

In our model, the power spectra are anisotropic, ex-
hibiting a dependence on the polar angle θ, so we shall
perform a multipole decomposition of both non-zero re-
duced Stokes parameters as

S(k, θ, η) =
∑
`

√
2`+ 1

2
S`(k, η)P`(cos θ), (51)

and the normalization is chosen so that ||S||2 =
∑
` S2

` ,
where the norm takes the standard form

||S||2 =

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ S2(θ). (52)

Both I` and Q` vanish for odd ` since the GW prop-
agation equation is invariant under the transformation
θ → θ′ = π−θ. On top of that, the modulation of the new
term in the GW propagation equation is proportional to
sin2 θ and sin4 θ, so since the power spectra contain the
square of the GW amplitudes, we expect a significant
contribution coming from multipoles up to ` = 8.

Finally, let us define the degree of polarization D, which
measures how polarized the GW background is. For that
matter, we shall take into account that the Stokes pa-
rameters satisfy I2 ≥ Q2 + U2 + V 2, with the equality
holding when there is total polarization. Thus, an ap-
propriate way to define the degree of polarization is

D2 =
Q2 + U2 + V2

||I||2
, (53)

which can be decomposed into multipoles as well. In this
case, it is given simply by

D` =
Q`√∑
l I2
`

, (54)

which gives a measure of how much linear polarization
there is in each multipole. If the GW background is com-
pletely polarized, i.e. only one of the two polarizations

FIG. 2: Multipole expansion up to ` = 8 of intensity and
degree of polarization today, for ΩA = ΩR/100 and ω = 2500
Hz. The gray dotted line in the I` plot is the value I0 =√

2, which corresponds to the case of no polarization and no
deviation from standard cosmology R+ = R× = 1.

occurs, then
∑
`D2

` = 1, and if that configuration hap-
pens to be allocated only in a particular multipole ` = n,
then Dn = 1, with all the other components vanishing.

Fig. 2 shows a particular example of this multipole de-
composition for the different Stokes parameters evaluated
today. We see the suppression of power in the monopole
I0 at large scales with respect to ΛCDM similarly to that
found for vector dark matter [12] and the generation of
a quadrupole and hexadecapole contributions which are
absent in ΛCDM, whereas higher multipoles are negligi-
ble. On the other hand, we also see a large degree of
polarization with a monopole distribution and also non-
negligible polarization with a quadrupolar and hexade-
capolar distribution patterns. We can clearly see that a
larger amount of net polarization happens for modes with
smaller wavenumbers k, along with a diminution of the
total power spectrum, both originated by the decay of the
plus modes. Such an effect is due to the fact that modes
with larger wavenumbers enter the Hubble horizon earlier
in their evolution, so that they undergo the decay caused
by the vector field for a smaller time. An extreme yet
clear indicator of this is that modes with k >∼ 10−11 eV
have always been inside the Hubble horizon (for the cho-
sen reheating scale TRH = 1010 GeV), and as a result no
difference from standard cosmology is observed for them,
so that R+ = R× = 1 (equivalently, I = 1,Q = 0). On
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FIG. 3: Monopole of the total power spectrum today I0 as a
function of wavenumber, for ΩA = ΩR/100 and four different
frequencies ω of the field. Smaller frequencies yield a larger
suppression of the power spectrum, as a result of the field
oscillating slowly for longer.

the other side, we have those modes with wavelengths
larger than today’s Hubble radius k < H0 ' 10−33 eV
so they have always been super-Hubble and have evolved
in the same way irrespective of k, giving rise to the flat
plateau observed in the low-k region of the figure.

If the frequency of the vector field is not large enough
to be always in the fast oscillation regime, the GW modes
are affected by the slow oscillation of the vector field.
Since ωη � 1, the elliptic cosine in Eq. (46) is approx-
imately constant with value cn ' 1. As a result, and
as long as the modes are super-Hubble, they undergo
a damping which is similar to that of the plus mode in
the fast-oscillation regime, but steeper, as the vector field
term is now slightly larger (even larger for the plus polar-
ization). When the vector field enters the fast-oscillation
regime, the cross polarization mode freezes and follows
a standard propagation, whereas the plus mode keeps
damping, with a less steep slope, until it enters the Hub-
ble horizon. This can be seen in Fig. 3, which shows
that the monopole I0 is more suppressed for smaller fre-
quencies, as both polarizations are damped for longer.
All curves have the same behaviour for wavenumbers
k � ω, i.e. for modes that enter the Hubble radius dur-
ing the slow-oscillation phase of the vector field. This
particular example aims just to illustrate the effect of a
slow oscillation, since the anisotropy magnitude, about
ΩA/ΩR = 1/100, is higher than the typical cosmological

perturbations, and thus an accurate study would require
a description in terms of a Bianchi I spacetime back-
ground.

FIG. 4: Coordinate systems arrangements for the circularly
polarized vector field. The GW coordinate system is labelled
(1, 2, 3) so that the GW travels along the 3-direction, defined

by the wavenumber k̂. The vector field coordinate system is
labelled (x, y, z), with the field rotating in the xy-plane, de-
fined by its normal n̂, which forms an angle θ with the prop-
agation direction. The GW plane is chosen so that directions
1 and x match.

B. Circularly polarized vector field

We repeat now the same analysis with the circularly
polarized vector field. We now label the GW propagation
direction as “3” instead of “z” so as to avoid confusion
with the (x, y, z) system of coordiantes defined by the
vector field. Thus, the GW propagates along the 3-axis
and, thanks to axial symmetry, we choose the normal to
the vector field rotation plane n̂ to be in the 23-plane. In
addition, we choose the vector field to be initially oriented
towards the 1-direction, so that Ax as defined in Eq. (22)
coincides with A1 in this coordinate system. This layout
is shown in Fig. 4. The GW propagation equations are
now given by

h′′+ + 2Hh′+ + k2h+ +
2ΩAH

2
0

a2
[(F +B)h+ +Mh×] = 0,

(55a)

h′′× + 2Hh′× + k2h× +
2ΩAH

2
0

a2
[(F −B)h× +Mh+] = 0,

(55b)
where
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F =
λ(A2

1 +A2
2)(A2

1 +A2
2 + 2α2)− 2(A′1

2 +A′2
2)

λα4

= cos4 ωη + cos4 θ sin4 ωη + 2 sin2 θ cos 2ωη +
1

2
cos2 θ sin2 2ωη, (56a)

B =
Re[(A1 + iA2)4]

α4
= cos4 ωη + cos4 θ sin4 ωη − 3

2
cos2 θ sin2 2ωη, (56b)

M =
Im[(A1 + iA2)4]

α4
= 2 cos θ sin 2ωη(cos2 ωη − cos2 θ sin2 ωη), (56c)

and cos θ = k̂ · n̂. These equations exhibit some simi-
larities with the linearly polarized case: The new terms
are proportional to the abundance ΩA and dominate in
the early universe for modes with sufficiently small k due
to the a−2 scaling, in which case they are expected to
affect GWs in the early stages of their evolution. The
equations are also different for each polarization, which
produces a net polarization of the GW background. On
top of that they are coupled, with each mode acting as a
source of the other, which enhances the polarization gen-
eration, but this mixing is purely real, so parity is still
preserved.

When ωη � 1, a fast-oscillation regime applies, in
which the oscillations of the vector field can be averaged
for the integration of the GW propagation, resulting in

〈F 〉 =
3

8

(
1 + cos4 θ

)
+

1

4
cos2 θ, (57)

〈B〉 =
3

8

(
1 + cos4 θ

)
− 3

4
cos2 θ, (58)

〈M〉 = 0. (59)

In this regime, the polarizations do not mix anymore,
so if there is any mixing between both polarizations it
needs to happen when the vector field is revolving slowly.
As in the previous subsection, it is also possible to obtain
the analytical solution for super-Hubble modes in the
radiation-dominated era, which is given by (49) for both
polarizations with

ξ+
×

=
2ΩAH

2
0 〈F ±B〉
a2
r

' 2〈F ±B〉ΩA
ΩR

. (60)

Since the long-time behaviour of the modes is hλ ∝
a−ξλ , and ξ+ > ξ×, super-Hubble plus-polarized modes
are more suppressed than cross-polarized ones, especially
around θ = π/2 where the difference is maximum.

Let us look at the Stokes parameters now. Circular
polarization still does not occur, therefore V = 0, but as
opposed to the previous section, now both linear polariza-
tions do mix, which implies U 6= 0. Fig. 5 shows all three
non-zero Stokes parameters as a function of wavenumber
for the same abundance and frequency as in Fig. 2. Once
again, I and Q receive contributions from even multi-
poles only. This is because the equations of propagation
are different in a term proportional to B, which is even

in 0 ≤ θ ≤ π. However, the anisotropy created by the
mixing of both polarizations, which is governed by M , is
odd in this same interval, so U receives contribution from
odd multipoles only.

Despite this new source of anisotropy, the generation
of net linear polarization is still dominated by the differ-
ence in the term that involves F ±B in Eq. (55), rather
than the source term, since Q � U . The sourcing is
only possible when the vector dark radiation is not os-
cillating rapidly, which cannot happen for a long period
of time without breaking background isotropy. Similarly
to the previous section, modes in larger scales are more
suppressed and exhibit a larger degree of linear polariza-
tion. Comparatively, the total power spectrum suffers a
greater diminution, since the circularly polarized vector
field causes both GW polarizations to decay, instead of
just one of them. As a result, the difference in propa-
gation between polarizations is smaller, which causes the
net polarization to be smaller as well.

The only region in k where U , and therefore the mixing,
become important corresponds to modes that initially
(at the end of reheating in this case) were sub-Hubble,
i.e. k >∼ HRH. In that case, the polarizations do not
undergo a different super-Hubble damping phase, so Q is
suppressed, and at the same time k is not large enough
to completely dominate the evolution, which would make
both polarizations evolve the same way.

Fig. 6 shows a zoom of this high-wavenumber re-
gion. Besides the already mentioned suppression of Q
at the scale of the Hubble horizon, two resonances at
k = ω ' 10−11 eV and its first overtone are also ap-
parent. For bigger wavenumbers, the k term completely
dominates the propagation and no sign of polarization is
observed. Note that this discussion is valid for GWs of
cosmological origin. Even though high-frequency GWs
coming from astrophysical events (such as compact bina-
ries or pulsars) lie around this region in wavelength, this
effect and resonances would not be present, as they orig-
inate when the mode is well inside the Hubble horizon.

For the sake of completeness, we plot in Fig. 7 the
monopole of the total power spectrum for different fre-
quencies of the vector field, which exhibit the same be-
haviour as the ones discussed in the previous section.
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FIG. 5: Multipole expansion of the reduced Stokes param-
eters today for the circularly polarized vector field, with
ΩA = ΩR/100 and ω = 2500 Hz. I and Q have even mul-
tipoles, whereas U has odd ones. The linear polarization is
dominated by Q � U except in the high-k region, where the
total spectrum remains unchanged I0 =

√
2 but polarization

still appears (see Fig. 6).

V. POLARIZED PRIMORDIAL BACKGROUND

Up to this point, we have studied the effect of the
dark radiation vector field on the propagation of GWs
originating from an unpolarized stochastic background.
Although that is the standard assumption, there is also
the possibility of having a primordial background with
some degree of polarization. In order to explore such
scenario, let us consider the extreme example of a back-
ground which is initially totally linearly polarized with
h× = 0. This in particular implies according to (30) that

FIG. 6: Stokes parameters Q and U today in the high-
wavenumber region, smaller than the size of Hubble hori-
zon at reheating, with HRH ' 10−12 Hz. In this region,
both Stokes parameters accountable for linear polarization
are about the same size. The fundamental and first overtone
of k = ω ' 10−11 eV are seen as resonances. For larger k,
both parameters go to zero, as net linear polarization is no
longer generated.

hL = hR, i.e., for every right-handed tensor mode, there
is a left-handed one with the same direction, amplitude
and phase [35].

In terms of analysing the propagation of the modes,
the only difference is that there is no × polarization at
origin nor × modes sourced by + modes, which makes
R+× = R× = 0. For the linearly polarized vector field,
since tensor polarizations do not mix, it just means that
the total power spectrum is reduced by half and becomes
completely polarized, as only one of the two polarizations
contributes.

For the circularly polarized vector field, GW polariza-
tions are mixed, therefore the analysis is slightly different.
The total power spectrum and the net linear polarization
are still dominated by the fact that cross polarization is
missing at origin. In terms of the reduced Stokes param-
eters (40), since |R+| � |R×+| as the sourced mode is
considerably smaller than the source, I ' Q, which are
roughly half as I with the unpolarized primordial back-
ground.

The novelty is that this situation also opens up the pos-
sibility of creating net circular polarization. This requires
the product R+R

∗
×+ to have a non-vanishing imaginary
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FIG. 7: Monopole of the total power spectrum I0 today as a
function of wavenumber, for ΩA = ΩR/100 and four different
frequencies ω of the circularly polarized field. The behaviour
is similar to that of the linearly polarized vector field, with
smaller frequencies causing a larger suppression.

part, i.e., that h+ and h× do not share the same phase.
That happens just for modes which initially have k ' H,
which we have already discussed in the previous section.
In this regime, the h× mode, which is absent initially,
needs to be produced before entering the Hubble hori-
zon, which is what creates this phase delay between both
polarizations and ultimately a circularly polarized real-
ization. We plot in Fig. 8 all reduced Stokes parameters
for this high-k region. As stated before, I acquires half
the values as in the unpolarized background, and Q is
roughly equal to it. The other linear polarization U , now
much smaller than Q, is also halved, as the contribution
sourced by the h× mode is not present, while still exhibit-
ing two resonances, the fundamental one being at k = ω.
The new addition, the circular polarization parameter V,
is about the same order of magnitude as U , and since it
is also generated by polarization mixing, it also has got
the resonances and only odd-multipole contributions. As
expected, the net circular polarization goes to zero as k
is so big that it completely dominates the evolution, and
also as we go to very small k, where the difference in
phase between polarizations disappears.

VI. GW PROPAGATION FOR A GENERAL
VECTOR POTENTIAL

Lastly, let us consider an abelian vector field in a flat
FLRW background with a general potential. The action
for the vector field in this scenario is given by

SVF =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
−1

4
FµνF

µν + V (A2)

)
, (61)

FIG. 8: Multipole expansion of the reduced Stokes parame-
ters today when the primordial background is initially totally
linearly polarized. Such scenario allows for non-zero net circu-
lar polarization V generation in the high-wavenumber region,
which also presents resonances at k = ω and its first overtone
due to the polarization mixing.

with V (A2) the general self-interaction potential.

The stress-energy tensor for the vector field given by
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the following expression:

Tαβ =

(
1

4
FµνF

µν + V (A2)

)
δαβ

−FαµFβµ + 2V ′(A2)AαAβ , (62)

where the prime in V ′(A2) denotes a derivative with re-
spect to the argument of the potential.

On the other hand, if we vary the action (61) with
respect to the vector field Aµ, we get its equations of
motion

Fµν ;ν − 2AµV ′(A2) = 0, (63)

which in components reads

A0V
′(A2) = 0, (64a)

A′′i + 2a2AiV
′(A2) = 0. (64b)

Equation (64a) requires A0 = 0 in order to avoid a triv-
ial solution in which the vector field would lie motionless

at the minimum of its potential, which does not allow
for an isotropic stress-energy tensor at background level.
Therefore, we are left with just the spatial components
Ai, whose evolution is determined by Eq. (64b).

Now we need to make an assumption about the field to
allow for further analysis. A circularly polarized-like so-
lution, i.e. the vector field revolving within a particular
plane, cannot be readily studied for an arbitrary poten-
tial. The geometry of the motion will be more compli-
cated in general, describing non-periodic or open trajec-
tories that are unknown unless a particular potential is
chosen, so we restrict ourselves to a linearly polarized
ansatz. Assuming a homogeneous vector field, we can
write

Aµ(η) = (0, 0, 0, Az(η)), (65)

and the solution for the only component left can be found
after specifying the shape of the potential.

For tensor perturbations, we follow the same procedure
as in Section IV to arrive to the modified propagation
equations for GWs:

h′′+ + 2Hh′+ +

[
k2 − 8πG sin2 θ

a2

(
A′2 − 2a2V ′(A2)A2 − 2V ′′(A2)A4 sin2 θ

)]
h+ = 0, (66a)

h′′× + 2Hh′× +

[
k2 − 8πG sin2 θ

a2

(
A′2 − 2a2V ′(A2)A2

)]
h× = 0. (66b)

In these equations, θ is again the angle between the
direction of propagation of the GW mode and the direc-
tion of the vector field, and A2 = δijAiAj = A2

z, so that
A2 = −a2A2. The propagation for both polarizations is
manifestly different provided that V ′′(A2) 6= 0, which is
true for any potential with the exception of constant or
mass-like quadratic potentials and as in the quartic case,
this implies the generation of a net linear polarization.
Note that linear polarizations do not mix regardless of
the potential, because since the vector field always points
in the same direction, it is possible to align its transversal
part with one of the two polarizations, and the net linear
polarization occurs in that basis.

For a generic polarization of the vector field, we also
expect for a general potential with V ′′(A2) 6= 0 a similar
phenomenology to that studied for a circularly polarized
vector in the quartic case, with generation of Q and U
polarization modes.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied coherent vector fields with a quar-
tic potential in an expanding universe, which play the
role of a possible dark radiation component. We have
analysed their effects on GW propagation and, in partic-
ular, on the primordial GW background generated dur-
ing inflation. We observe an overall suppression of the
primordial GW background due to the effect of the vec-
tor field, which is relevant while the GW mode is super-
Hubble, as a result of which the damping is larger for
large-scale modes. The suppression in GW intensity ex-
hibits an anisotropic pattern whose angular power spec-
tra contains only even multipoles. The effect on GWs
with astrophysical origin is negligible.

We have computed the Stokes parameters for the pri-
mordial GW background today, assuming it was initially
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Gaussian, isotropic and unpolarized. In the two studied
cases (linearly and circularly polarized vector field), we
find that a net linear polarization is generated, mainly
due to the different damping of each of the two linear
polarizations, which is observed on even multipoles only.
A linearly polarized vector field causes a larger suppres-
sion of the polarization that is more aligned with the
direction at which it points, but not a mixing between +
and × modes, thus generating only Q polarization of the
GW. In the case of the rotating vector field, there is also
a mixing between + and × modes so that both Q and U
polarizations with an anisotropic pattern are generated.
Since U is produced by the mixing of + and × polariza-
tions, it contains odd multipoles only. This polarization
generation is especially important at large scales.

We have also studied the case of a background which
is initially totally polarized with pure linear polarization.
We have found that for circularly polarized vector field,
net GW circular polarization is produced for modes with
wavelengths initially comparable to the size of the Hubble
horizon.

Next generation of CMB experiments, both ground-
based such as BICEP Array [39] or Simons Array [40],
and satellite-based like LiteBIRD [41], with an improved
sensitivity for the measurement of tensor to scalar ra-
tio σ(r) < 0.006 (even smaller in the case of LiteBIRD
σ(r) < 0.001) will allow for the detection of the primor-
dial tensor modes generated in typical models of infla-
tion with r around r = 0.01. This detection could take
place through CMB B-mode observations for ` < 200
as larger multipoles are dominated by gravitational lens-
ing. Therefore, with this sensitivity we expect that the
effects resulting from vector dark radiation would be no-
ticeable, mainly as an angular modulation of the tensor
power spectrum, in that multipole range. Although it
is possible to detect the polarization of a GW stochas-
tic background with interferometers [31–33], the typical
frequency range covered by this type of detectors is far
away from those in which linear GW polarization is gen-

erated. However, the resonances observed in the Q and U
parameters in Fig. 6 appear in the detectable frequency
range for certain values of the vector field oscillation fre-
quency, although for typical primordial power spectra,
the corresponding amplitude would be negligibly small.

There are other effects which could also affect the prop-
agation of GWs and that, in some cases, could be de-
generate with the presence of vector dark radiation. In
particular, neutrino free streaming explored first in [42]
produces an anisotropic stress which induces a damp-
ing of GWs. Decoupled neutrinos induce a suppression
in the amplitude of GWs ranging from 5% to 20% for
the modes that enter the Hubble horizon well after the
neutrinos decouple from the photons, which corresponds
to scales k � 10−25 eV. Although the neutrino-induced
damping is degenerate in this wavenumber region with
the monopole suppression produced by vector dark ra-
diation, it does not feature an anisotropic suppression
nor a polarization generation of the gravitational wave
background and could be observationally disentangled.

Although in this work we have limited ourselves to
abelian vector fields, conformal vector models based on
non-abelian fields can also be considered as dark radia-
tion. These models exhibit a richer phenomenology since,
as shown in [43, 44], gravitational wave oscillations be-
tween different tensor modes would be possible. These
models will be explored elsewhere.
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