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Abstract. The gravitational potential of initially Poisson distributed primordial black
holes (PBH) can induce a stochastic gravitational-wave background (SGWB) at second
order in cosmological perturbation theory. This SGWB was previously studied in the
context of general relativity (GR) and modified gravity setups by assuming a monochro-
matic PBH mass function. Here we extend the previous analysis in the context of GR
by studying the aforementioned SGWB within more physically realistic regimes where
PBHs have different masses. In particular, starting from a power-law cosmologically mo-
tivated primordial curvature power spectrum with a running spectral index we extract
the extended PBH mass function and the associated to it PBH gravitational potential
which acts as the source of the scalar induced SGWB. At the end, by taking into account
the dynamical evolution of the PBH gravitational potential during the transition from
the matter era driven by PBHs to the radiation era we extract the respective GW signal
today. Interestingly, in order to trigger an early PBH-dominated era and avoid the GW
constraints at BBN we find that the running of the spectral index αs of our primordial
curvature power spectrum should be within the narrow range αs ∈ [3.316, 3.355]× 10−3

while at the same time the GW signal is found to be potentially detectable by LISA.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBHs), firstly introduced in the early ‘70s [1–3], are formed in
the early Universe before the period of star formation, out of the collapse of enhanced
cosmological perturbations whose energy density is larger than a critical threshold [4–
6]. These objects have recently rekindled the interest of the scientific community since
they can address a number of issues of modern cosmology. They may indeed account
for a part or the totality of dark matter [7], while additionally they can explain the
large-scale structure formation through Poisson fluctuations [8, 9]. Furthermore, they
can potentially seed the supermassive black holes residing in the galactic centers [10, 11],
while at the same time they can act as viable candidates for the progenitors of black-hole
merging events [12]. Other indications in favor of the PBH scenario can be found in [13].

On the other hand, given the huge progress in the field of GW astronomy there
were numerous attempts connecting PBHs with gravitational waves [14]. Interestingly,
one can connect PBHs with GWs associated to PBH merging events [15–20], with the
SGWB of PBH Hawking radiated-gravitons [21, 22] as well as with GWs associated
with an early matter-dominated era [23–25] during which PBHs can be abundantly
produced. In particular, within the last decade there has been witnessed an intense
interest regarding the connection of PBHs with non linearly scalar induced gravitational
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waves (SIGW) generated at second order in cosmological perturbation theory [26–30]
given the fact that the same scalar perturbations that once enhanced collapse and form
PBHs they can couple at second order with tensor perturbations and generate GWs
[See [31] for a recent review].

However, apart from the aforementioned connection channels of PBHs with GW
signals, it has been recently noted in [32], and further studied within GR [33, 34] and
modified gravity setups [35, 36], that initially PBH Poisson isocurvature perturbations
during a radiation-dominated (RD) era can be converted to adiabatic curvature pertur-
bations in a subsequent PBH-dominated era and induce non-linearly a second order GW
background at scales much larger than the PBH mean separation scale.

Interestingly, it has been found that ultralight PBHs with masses M < 109g, evap-
orating before Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [37–40], can drive such early matter-
dominated (eMD) eras and reheat the Universe through their evaporation [19, 41–43]
while at the same time the associated to them SIGW background can be potentially
detected by future GW experiments [33, 34, 44, 45]. To the best of our knowledge, the
SIGW background associated to PBH Poisson fluctuations was studied within the con-
text of monochromatic PBH mass functions with the transition from the PBH-dominated
era to the RD era being well approximated as instantaneous [33, 44, 46]. However, one
should go to more realistic regimes where PBHs are formed with different masses [3, 47–
51] and see the effect on the respective SIGW background.

In this paper, we investigate this aspect by accounting for extended PBH mass
functions. In particular, after giving in Sec. 2 the basics of the PBH formation formal-
ism and computing the PBH mass function from a cosmologically motivated primordial
curvature power spectrum we study in Sec. 3 the dynamical evolution of the background.
Followingly, in Sec. 4 we extract the PBH gravitational potential, acting as the source
of the SIGWs, while in Sec. 5 we account for its dynamical evolution. Then, in Sec. 6
we deduce the respective GW signal by checking as well its potential detectability with
LISA. Finally, Sec. 7 is devoted to conclusions.

2 The primordial black hole formation formalism

2.1 From the comoving curvature perturbation to the energy density con-
trast

Assuming spherical symmetry on superhorizon scales, the overdensity region which col-
lapses to form a black hole can be described by the following asymptotic form of the
metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)eζ(r)
[
dr2 + r2dΩ2

]
, (2.1)

where a(t) is the scale factor and ζ(r) is the comoving curvature perturbation which is
conserved on superhorizon scales. This curvature perturbation is directly related with
the energy density contrast in the comoving gauge, the one standardly used in the PBH
literature, though the following expression:

δρ

ρb
≡ ρ(r, t)− ρb(t)

ρb(t)
= −

(
1

aH

)2 4(1 + w)

5 + 3w
e−5ζ(r)/2∇2eζ(r)/2, (2.2)
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where H(t) = ȧ(t)/a(t) is the Hubble parameter and w is the equation-of-state parameter
defined as the ratio between the total pressure p and the total energy density ρ, i.e.
w ≡ p/ρ. In the linear regime where ζ � 1 Eq. (2.2) is reduced to

δρ

ρb
' − 1

a2H2

2(1 + w)

5 + 3w
∇2ζ(r) =⇒ δk = − k2

a2H2

2(1 + w)

5 + 3w
ζk. (2.3)

From the above relation, one sees that there is an one-to-one correspondence between
ζk and δk meaning that statistical properties of ζk are inherited to δk. Thus, assuming
a Gaussian statistical distribution for ζk as suggested from the observations entails the
gaussianity of the energy density perturbations as well. However, the process of PBH
formation is a non linear process and one expects that the amplitude of the critical
threshold δc to be in general non-linear. Consequently, one one should consider the full
non-linear relation between ζ and δ given by Eq. (2.2). At the end, one can show that the
smoothed energy density contrast δm is related with the linear Gaussian energy density
contrast δl through the following expression [52, 53]

δm = δl −
3

8
δ2
l . (2.4)

At this point, we should highlight the fact that the use of ζ for the computation
of the PBH mass function vastly overestimates the number of PBHs since scales larger
than the PBH scale which are unobservable are not removed when the PBH distribution
is smoothed [54]. Consequently, one should use δ instead given the k2 damping on large
scales as it can be seen by Eq. (2.3).

2.2 Smoothing the energy density perturbation

In order now to proceed to the extraction of the PBH mass function due to the gravita-
tional collapse of non-Gaussian energy density perturbations, we make use of Eq. (2.4)
and we work with the linear Gaussian energy density contrast denoted as δl. To do so, we
smooth firstly the energy density contrast δl with a window function over scales smaller
than the horizon scale avoiding in this way the formation of PBHs on small scales. The
large scales which remain unobservable are naturally removed due to the k2 damping
of δ as it can be seen in Eq. (2.3). Thus, one can write the smoothed energy density
contrast as follows:

δRl =

∫
d3~x′W (~x,R)δ(~x− ~x′) =

∫ ∞
0

4πr2W (r,R)δ(r)dr, (2.5)

where the first and the second equalities are in cartesian and spherical coordinates re-
spectively and the function W (~x,R) is the smoothing window function. Throughout the
paper, we will assume a volume-normalised Gaussian window function, whose Fourier
transform is given by [54]

W̃ (R, k) = e−k
2R2/2, (2.6)
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with the smoothing scale R being equal to the horizon scale, i.e. R = (aH)−1. Regarding
now the smoothed variance of the energy density field, it can be recast as

σ2 ≡ 〈
(
δRl
)2〉 =

∫ ∞
0

dk

k
Pδl(k,R) =

4(1 + w)2

(5 + 3w)2

∫ ∞
0

dk

k
(kR)4W̃ 2(k,R)Pζ(k). (2.7)

where in the last equality we have used Eq. (2.3) and Pδl(k,R) and Pζ(k) stand for the
reduced energy density and curvature power spectra respectively.

As regards the PBH mass, it is generally considered to be of the order of the horizon
mass at PBH formation time, namely the horizon crossing time. More precisely, as it has
been demonstrated in [55–58], the PBH mass spectrum should follow a critical collapse
scaling law which reads as

MPBH = MHK(δ − δc)
γ , (2.8)

where MH is the mass within the cosmological horizon at horizon crossing time, and γ
is the critical exponent which depends on the equation-of-state parameter at the time
of PBH formation. For radiation it is γ ' 0.36. The parameter K is a parameter that
depends on the equation-of-state parameter and on the particular shape of the collapsing
overdensity region. In the following we consider a representative value of K ' 4, which
corresponds to an initial Mexican-hat energy density perturbation profile with δc ' 0.55.

2.3 Calculating the mass function within peak theory

One then can proceed to the derivation of the PBH mass function β(M). In the following,
we choose to work within the context of peak theory where the density of sufficiently
rare and large peaks for a random Gaussian density field in spherical symmetry is given
by [59]

N (ν) =
µ3

4π2

ν3

σ3
e−ν

2/2, (2.9)

where ν ≡ δ/σ and σ is given by Eq. (2.7). The parameter µ is the first moment of the
smoothed power spectrum given by

µ2 =

∫ ∞
0

dk

k
Pδl(k,R)

(
k

aH

)2

=
4(1 + w)2

(5 + 3w)2

∫ ∞
0

dk

k
(kR)4W̃ 2(k,R)Pζ(k)

(
k

aH

)2

.

(2.10)
At the end, the fraction of the energy of the Universe at a peak of a given height

ν which collapses to form a PBH, βν will be given by

βν =
MPBH(ν)

MH
N (ν)Θ(ν − νc) (2.11)

and the total energy fraction of the Universe contained in PBHs of mass M reads as

β(M) =

∫ 4
3σ

νc

dν
K

4π2

(
νσ − 3

8
ν2σ2 − δc

)γ µ3ν3

σ3
e−ν

2/2, (2.12)

where νc = δc,l/σ and δc,l = 4
3

(
1−

√
2−3δc

2

)
.
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Finally, accounting for the expansion of the Universe which makes the PBH mass
function increasing linearly with the scale factor during an RD era, the overall PBH
abundance defined as ΩPBH ≡ ρPBH

ρtot
, where ρtot is the total energy density of the Universe,

will be the integrated PBH mass function and will read as follows:

ΩPBH(t) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

(
MH(t)

M

)1/2

β(M)d lnM, (2.13)

where MH(t) is the mass within the cosmological horizon at time t. Note that in
Eq. (2.13) we have accounted for the fact that during the RD era MH ∼ a2 while no
considering the effect of Hawking evaporation which is studied in the following sections.

2.4 The primordial curvature power spectrum

In the following, we choose to work with a power-law primordial curvature power spec-
trum Pζ(k) which can be recast in the following form:

Pζ(k) = Aζ (k/k0)ns(k)−1 , (2.14)

with Aζ being the amplitude of the comoving curvature perturbation power spectrum,
k0 a characteristic pivot scale and ns(k) the scalar spectral index. The scale dependence
of ns(k) can be in general parametrised as follows [60]:

ns(k) = ns,0 +
αs

2!
ln

(
k

k0

)
− βs

3!
ln2

(
k

k0

)
+ ... (2.15)

In the following, we will consider the above expansion of ns by considering up to

O
[
ln
(
k
k0

)]
terms.

In the following, given the fact that Aζ and ns,0 are measured with a high statistical
significance on the CMB scales, we normalise Aζ and ns,0 in (2.14) with respect to their
values Aζ = 2.2 × 10−9 and ns,0 = 0.9603 on the CMB pivot comoving scale, namely
k0 = 0.05Mpc−1 [61]. Thus, in our physical setup the running of the spectral index αs

is a free parameter of our cosmologically motivated power spectrum being strictly larger
than 0, i.e. αs > 0 in order to ensure an enhanced power on small scales where PBHs
are assumed to be produced.

One should stress here that one could assume as a first approximation that the
spectral index ns is scale-independent transforming it in this way to the free parameter
of our physical setup. However, this would entail no running present for an incredibly
large hierarchy of scales, namely from the CMB up to the PBH scales, which is rather
questionable. For this reason, in the following we consider as a first approximation the
running of ns the free parameter of the problem at hand.

Following therefore the procedure described in Sec. 2.1, Sec. 2.2, Sec. 2.3 one can
derive the PBH mass function [See Eq. (2.12)] which is shown in Fig. 1 within the range
of masses we are interested in, namely M ∈ [10g, 109g]. As expected there is a higher
probability for smaller mass PBHs to form since αs > 0. Interestingly, we see as well
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Figure 1: The PBH mass function for different values of the running of the spectral
index αs.

that an increase in αs leads to an increase in the PBH mass function. In particular,
for αs > 3.6× 10−3 one is met with a PBH overproduction issue, that is that the PBH
abundance becomes larger than 1, namely ΩPBH > 1. Consequently, in the sections that
follow we will restrict ourselves to αs ≤ 3.6× 10−3.

3 The dynamical evolution of the background

In this work, we consider a gas of initially randomnly distributed in space PBHs with
different masses at formation time within the range Mf ∈ [10g, 109g] which form during
the RD era and evaporate before BBN [37–40]. Each black hole evaporates with its mass
decreasing according to [62]

M(t) = Mf

{
1− t− tf

∆tevap(Mf)

}1/3

, (3.1)

with tf being the PBH formation time and ∆tevap being the black hole evaporation time
reading as [62]

∆tevap(Mf) =
160

πgeff

M3
f

M4
Pl

, (3.2)

with geff being the effective number of degrees of freedom. For the epochs we are inter-
ested in, namely before BBN it can be approximated as geff ∼ 100 since it is the order of
magnitude predicted by the Standard Model before the electroweak phase transition [63].
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Knowing therefore the dynamical evolution of the PBH masses, one can derive
the dynamical evolution of the PBH abundance ΩPBH(t) accounting for the effect of
Hawking evaporation. In particular, if β̄ denotes the mass fraction in the absence of
Hawking evaporation, one can write ΩPBH(t) as

ΩPBH(t) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

β̄ (M, t)

{
1− t− tini

∆tevap(Mf)

}1/3

d lnM , (3.3)

where tini stands for the initial time of our problem at hand which is actually the time
of formation of the smallest mass PBH. The lower mass bound Mmin is given as the
maximum between the minimum PBH mass at formation and the PBH mass which

evaporates at time t defined as Mevap(t) ≡
(
πgeffM

4
Pl∆tevap

160

)1/3
. Thus, one gets that

Mmin = max[Mf,min,Mevap(t)]
Let us see now how β̄, which is the PBH mass function without accounting for the

effect of Hawking evaporation, can be derived. To do so, we should consider the fact
that the PBH energy density contained in an infinitesimal range of masses δ(lnM) is
given by δρ̄ = ρtotβ̄ (M, t) δ(lnM). Since PBHs behave as matter with zero pressure,
in the absence of Hawking evaporation, one has that ˙δρ̄ + 3Hδρ̄ = 0. Plugging the

former expression into the latter, one gets that (ρ̇tot + 3Hρtot) β̄ (M, t)+ρtot
˙̄β (M, t) = 0.

Thus, one has that ρ̄tot = ρ̄PBH + ρ̄rad and that in the absence of Hawking evaporation,
˙̄ρtot = −3Hρ̄PBH−4Hρ̄rad = −3HΩPBHρ̄tot−4H(1−ΩPBH)ρ̄tot = Hρ̄tot(ΩPBH−4). At
the end, the equation for the dynamical evolution of β̄ can be recast as:

˙̄β(M, t) +H (ΩPBH − 1) β̄(M, t) = 0 . (3.4)

Since the above equation is linear and does not depend on the PBH mass explicitly, one
can introduce the function b that satisfies

ḃ +H (ΩPBH − 1) b = 0 with b (tinstab) = 1 , (3.5)

such as that β̄ can be redefined as

β̄ (M, t) ≡ β̄ (M, tf) b (t) . (3.6)

The set of equations (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6) defines then a system of coupled differential
equations that one can integrate numerically. At the end, the PBH and the radiation
background energy densities will be given respectively by the following expressions:

ρPBH(t) = ΩPBH(t)ρtot(t) (3.7)

ρr(t) = [1− ΩPBH(t)] ρtot(t), (3.8)

where ρtot(t) is given by the Friedmann equation ρtot = 3M2
PlH

2.
As one can see from the left panel of Fig. 2, the PBH abundance as we go from

higher to lower energies, i.e. forward in time, increases initially linearly with the scale
factor since initially when ΩPBH � 1 and Hawking evaporation is negligible, ΩPBH =
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Figure 2: Left Panel: The dynamical evolution of the background PBH energy density
for different values of αs. The dashed horizontal black line stands for transition point
from the PBH to the radiation-dominated era, when ΩPBH = Ωr = 0.5. Right Panel: The
dynamical evolution of the background PBH and radiation energy densities in terms of
the number of e-folds, N for αs = 3.33×10−3. The magenta vertical dashed line denotes
the time of the onset of the radiation-dominated era, i.e. when Ωr = 0.5 whereas the
green dashed vertical line stands for the time when Ωr = 0.99, namely when we are fully
back to the radiation-dominated Universe.

ρPBH
ρtot
∝ a−3/a−4 ∝ a. Then at some point Hawking evaporation becomes important and

ΩPBH starts its decreasing course. Interestingly, all the curves start to decrease roughly
at the same time, which corresponds to the time at which the smallest PBH evaporates
completely [43]. Furthermore, one may notice that as the running of the spectral index
αs increases ΩPBH increases as well, a behavior which is expected since as we can see
from Fig. 1, an increase in αs is equivalent with an increase in the PBH mass function
β(M).

In the right panel of Fig. 2, we see the evolution of ΩPBH and Ωr by choosing as our
time variable the e-folds number N defined as the logarithm of the scale factor N = ln a.
As one may see, the e-folds passed between the onset of the RD era, i.e. Ωr = 0.5
(magenta dashed vertical line in the right panel of Fig. 2) and the time when we are
fully back to the RD Universe, i.e. Ωr = 0.99 (green dashed vertical line in the right
panel of Fig. 2) is ∆N ∼ 3, signaling that the transition between the PBH-dominated
era to the RD era is gradual. This phenomenology is kind of expected since now we are
not in the monochromatic case. We have a gas of PBHs with different masses which
evaporate at different times, hence rendering gradual the transition to the RD era.

4 The primordial black hole gravitational potential

In this section, following closely [32] we extract the power spectrum of the gravitational
potential of a gas of PBHs with different masses.
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4.1 The matter power spectrum of PBH Poisson fluctuations

We start by describing the statistics of the PBH density field. To do so, we consider
a gas of N PBHs, each of them having a mass mi different from the mass of the other
PBHs. We assume as well that PBHs are randomly distributed in space inside a volume
V . Thus, the location of each PBH is not correlated with the location of other PBHs,
which is equivalent to consider that each black hole behaves as a point-like particle. In
this way, we neglect the existence of an apparent horizon around the position of the
centre of a black hole, which defines an exclusion zone. However, within this work we
will not study scales smaller than the PBH apparent horizon which are not properly
described in this setup, hence focusing on scales larger than the black hole size.

Let us now consider a sphere of radius r (and of volume v = 4πr3/3) within the
volume V , and denote with Pn(r) the probability that n PBHs are located inside this
volume. For each PBH, the probability to be inside the sphere is given by v/V , and the
probability to be outside is given by (V − v)/V , so one has

Pn(r) =

(
N

n

)( v
V

)n (
1− v

V

)N−n
. (4.1)

By defining r̄ as the mean distance between black holes, such as that V = 4πr̄3N/3, the
aforementioned probability can be recast as

Pn(r) =

(
N

n

)(
r3

Nr̄3

)n(
1− r3

Nr̄3

)N−n
−→
N→∞

(r
r̄

)3n e−
r3

r̄3

n!
, (4.2)

where we have taken the large-volume limit. Such statistics are denoted as Poissonian.
The total mass of PBHs contained inside the volume v is then given by n〈mPBH〉

where 〈M〉 is the mean PBH mass defined through the PBH mass function as

〈M〉(t) ≡
∫Mmax

Mmin
Mβ̄ (M, t)

{
1− t−tini

∆tevap(Mf)

}1/3
d lnM∫Mmax

Mmin
β̄ (M, t) d lnM

, (4.3)

where in order to have the correct normalisation we have divided in the denominator
with the PBH abundance without the effect of Hawking evaporation [See Eq. (2.13) in
the case of a RD dominated Universe]. Thus, the mean PBH energy density within the
volume v can be recast as

ρ̄PBH(r) =
n〈M〉
4
3πr

3
. (4.4)

Using now Eq. (4.2), one can obtain the two first moments of this quantity. Therefore,
one firstly gets that

〈ρ̄PBH(r)〉 =

∞∑
n=0

Pn(r)
n〈M〉
4
3πr

3
=
〈M〉
4
3πr̄

3
, (4.5)
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corresponding to the average energy density. Then, proceeding to the second moment
one finds that

〈
ρ̄2

PBH(r)
〉

=

∞∑
n=0

Pn(r)

(
n〈M〉
4
3πr

3

)2

=
9〈M〉2
16π2r6

[(r
r̄

)3
+
(r
r̄

)6
]
. (4.6)

Combining the above expressions, one can find the variance of the energy density fluc-
tuation, 〈

δρ̄2
PBH(r)

〉
=
〈
ρ̄2

PBH(r)
〉
− 〈ρ̄PBH(r)〉2 =

9〈M〉2
16π2r̄6

( r̄
r

)3

. (4.7)

Followingly, let us focus on the modeling of the PBH density field. As noted in [32]
one can describe the gas of PBHs in terms of a fluid with an energy density ρPBH(x),
and density contrast δρPBH(x)/ρtot, where δρPBH(x) = ρPBH(x) − 〈ρ̄PBH〉 and ρtot is the
mean total energy density. At the end, ρ̄PBH can be recast as

ρ̄PBH(r) =
1

4
3πr

3

∫
|x|<r

d3xρPBH(x)

= 〈ρ̄PBH〉+
ρtot
4
3πr

3

∫
|x|<r

d3x
δρPBH(x)

ρtot
.

(4.8)

Given the fact now that PBHs are randomly distributed in space, the position of PBH
at location x is uncorrelated with the position of a PBH at location x′, which entails
that 〈

δρPBH(x)

ρtot

δρPBH(x′)
ρtot

〉
= ξ δ(x− x′) , (4.9)

with ξ depending a priori on x and x′. However, given the statistical homogeneity and
isotropy of the underlying density field, ξ depends only on |x−x′|. Thus, by taking the
average of the square of Eq. (4.8), one can infer that

〈
δρ̄2

PBH(r)
〉

=
9ρ2

tot

16π2r6

4

3
πr3 ξ . (4.10)

By comparing Eqs. (4.7) and (4.10), one can identify ξ as ξ = 3〈M〉2/(4πρ2
totr̄

3). Then,
by introducing the PBH fractional energy density ΩPBH = 〈ρ̄PBH〉 /ρtot, Eq. (4.9) can
thus be recast as 〈

δρPBH(x)

ρtot

δρPBH(x′)
ρtot

〉
=

4

3
πr̄3Ω2

PBHδ(x− x′) , (4.11)

Going now to the comoving coordinates and defining the PBH density contrast with
respect to the PBH energy density, which is the dominant component of the Universe
during the eMD era driven by PBHs, one can rearrange the above formula as〈

δρPBH(x)

ρPBH

δρPBH(x′)
ρPBH

〉
=

4

3
π
( x̄
a

)3

δ(x− x′) , (4.12)
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where x stands for the comoving coordinates. Finally, defining the power spectrum as
〈δkδ∗k′〉 ≡ Pδ(k)δ(k − k′) where δk is the Fourier transform of δPBH one can obtain that

Pδ(k) =
4π

3

( r̄
a

)3

. (4.13)

As we can see from the above equation, Pδ(k) is independent of k, as expected for
Poissonian statistics. At this point we should stress out that the description of the PBH
gas in terms of a continuous fluid is only valid at scales larger than the PBH mean
separation scale r̄, in order not to probe the granularity of the PBH density field and
stay within the perturbative regime where Pδ(k) < 1. This consideration imposes an
ultra-violet cutoff defined as

kUV ≡
a

r̄
, (4.14)

where r̄ is given by

r̄(t) =

(
3〈M(t)〉

4πρPBH(t)

)1/3

. (4.15)

At this point, one should highlight that the UV cutoff scale, usually denoted in the
literature as exclusion scale, is defined as the position of the maximum of the matter
correlation function, which for large scales goes to zero. Strictly speaking for the case
of wide mass distributions this exclusion scale is not a single scale. One in principle
should run N-body simulations with compact objects of different masses and determine
the exclusion scale as the position of the maximum of the matter correlation function, a
calculation which has not been fully performed yet to the best of our knowledge.

Consequently, in our work not aiming to perform computationally high cost N-body
simulations for the determination of the exclusion scale, we focus on large scales imposing
a UV cutoff scale related with the mean PBH separation scale defined in Eq. (4.15), an
approximation which works quite well in the case of monochromatic mass functions (see
here [64] for the case of large scales structures).

In our present case, given the fact that the PBH mass function is tilted towards the
lower masses (as it can be seen from Fig. 1), the mean PBH mass at time t will be tilted
towards the lowest PBH mass present at that time. Thus, the mean PBH separation
scale (4.15) will be tilted towards its lowest possible value1 leading in this way to an
underestimation of the PBH matter power spectrum. In this sense, the GW amplitude
and the bounds on the running of the spectral index αs derived in Sec. 6.2 should be
regarded as rather conservative.

One needs to comment as well on the possible seeding effect induced from the large
mass PBHs. In general, one expects that the cloud-in-cloud phenomenon, for which small
mass primordial black holes may be absorbed by bigger mass ones, is actually absent due
to the fact that the formation of a primordial black hole is an extremely rare event [65].
However, in our case as it can be seen from Fig. 1 we can have regimes where β(M)

1Note that in Sec. 6 the PBH mean separation scale and subsequently the PBH matter power spectrum
is computed at PBH domination time and then is evolved through the use of the transfer function. Thus,
in Eq. (4.15) ρPBH(t) is an increasing function of time up to PBH domination time.
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can reach values up to 0.1 so one can not treat PBH formation as a rare event. In this
dense PBH formation regime, one should perform high cost numerical simulations within
the excursion set formalism in order to extract the real PBH mass distribution [66],
something which is beyond the scope of this work. Interestingly, however, as it was
shown in [66] for values of β(M) < 0.1 the real PBH mass distribution differs slightly
from the “raw” PBH mass function [See Eq. (2.12)]. The biggest change was observed
in the region of small PBH masses wherever there was an extended plateau behavior
of β(M) at values of order O(1) - in particular β(M) was reduced in this small mass
region in order to account for the cloud-in-cloud phenomenon. This feature however is
absent in our case where the β(M) profiles exhibit a far more abrupt decrease as we go
to higher PBH masses 2. For values of as > 3.6× 10−3, one can observe such a plateau
behavior, but for these high as values one is met with PBH overproduction already at
formation time. Therefore, as a first approximation, in what it follows the PBH seeding
effect driven by heavier PBHs will be neglected.

Concerning now accretion of the surrounding radiation, which would eventually
increase the PBH mass, recent analyses [67, 68] find that within the regime of Bondi-
Hoyle type accretion [69] accretion is negligible when mPBH < O(10)M�. Thus, in our
case where we consider ultralight PBHs with masses smaller than 109g the effect of
accretion can be safely neglected.

4.2 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential

We proceed now to the derivation of the power spectrum of the gravitational potential
of the gas of PBHs, denoted as Φ, connecting it with the PBH matter power spectrum
obtained in the previous section. To do so, we assume that PBHs are formed in the RD
era which succeeds inflation. Considering now that PBHs are randomly distributed in
space, their energy density is inhomogeneous while the total background energy density
of radiation is homogeneous. Under these respects, the PBH energy density perturba-
tions can be viewed as isocurvature Poisson fluctuations with the associated Poissonian
reduced power spectrum for the PBH density contrast being read as

Pδ(k) =
k3

2π2
Pδ(k) =

2

3π

(
k

kUV

)3

Θ(kUV − k), (4.16)

where in the last equality we used Eq. (4.13).
Looking now into the dynamical evolution of the PBH abundance as shown in

Fig. 2, ΩPBH initially starts from small values and then increases reaching at some point
the value ΩPBH ' 1. At this point, the Universe enters a PBH-matter dominated era
and as a consequence the initial isocurvature PBH perturbations during the RD era will
be converted to adiabatic curvature perturbations in the subsequent PBH dominated
era [70, 71].

2This behavior can be physically interpreted as follows: In the case where one is met with values of
β(M) of order O(1) for a large range of masses the cloud-in-cloud phenomenon is unavoidable. In the
case however, where β(M) decreases abruptly as we go to higher PBH masses, which happens to be our
case, the cloud-in-cloud phenomenon is suppressed since heavier mass PBHs form with a dramatically
lower probability compared to smaller mass PBHs.
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Following now closely [32] we relate Φ and δPBH by introducing the uniform-energy
density curvature perturbation for the PBH and radiation fluids [72] defined as:

ζr = −Φ +
1

4
δr (4.17)

ζPBH = −Φ +
1

3
δPBH, (4.18)

where Φ is the Bardeen potential [73] as well as the isocurvature perturbation defined
by

S = 3(ζPBH − ζr) = δPBH −
3δr

4
. (4.19)

At super-horizon scales S is conserved, thus it can be evaluated at PBH formation time.
For the PBH scales which we are interested in, we ignore the radiation contribution and
as a consequence S can be identified with the PBH density contrast at formation time,
i.e. δPBH(tf). Focusing therefore on the PBH contribution one has that ζ ' ζPBH =
ζr + S/3 ' S/3. Consequently, one obtains for super-horizon scales that

ζ ' 1

3
δPBH(tf) for k � H . (4.20)

Thus, during the PBH-matter dominated era, where w = 0 and Φ is constant in time [74],
using the fact that on super-horizon scales ζ ' −R [72], where R is the comoving
curvature perturbation, as well as the relation between R and Φ in GR [74], we finally
obtain that [32, 35]

Φ ' −1

5
δPBH(tf) for k � H . (4.21)

On the other hand, at sub-horizon scales the evolution of δPBH can be determined by
solving the evolution growth equation for the matter density perturbations

δ′′m +Hδ′m − 4πGa2ρ̄mδm = 0, (4.22)

which, in the case of a Universe with radiation and PBH-matter, takes the form of the
so-called Mészaros growth equation [75]:

d2δPBH

ds2
+

2 + 3s

2s(s+ 1)

dδPBH

ds
− 3

2s(s+ 1)
δPBH = 0 . (4.23)

By solving the above equation we deduce that the dominant solution is given by

δPBH =
2 + 3s

2 + 3sf
δPBH(tf) . (4.24)

It is important to highlight here that the aforementioned expression for the evolotion of
δPBH is valid at all scales, and since it does not involve the comoving scale k, it entails
that the statistical distribution of PBHs remains of Poissonian type, i.e. PδPBH

∝ k3
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even after formation time [65, 76, 77]. Then, deep in the PBH-dominated era, δPBH can
be approximated as [32]

δPBH '
3s

2
δPBH(tf). (4.25)

Thus, given the fact that the Bardeen potential is related to the PBH density pertur-

bation through the Poisson equation, i.e. δPBH = −2
3

(
k
H
)2

Φ, one can insert Eq. (4.25)
into the Poisson equation in order to find that

Φ ' −9

4

(
kd

k

)2

δPBH(tf) for k � Hd , (4.26)

with kd ≡ Hd being the conformal Hubble parameter at the PBH domination time.
Finally, making a crude interpolating between (4.26) and (4.21), and using (4.16), we
obtain that

PΦ(k) ≡ k3

2π2
PΦ(k) =

2

3π

(
k

kUV

)3(
5 +

4

9

k2

k2
d

)−2

. (4.27)

5 Evolving the primordial black hole gravitational potential

In this section, following [78] we account for the evolution of the gravitational potential
Φ during the transition from the PBH-dominated era to the RD era following PBH
evaporation. This is quite crucial given the fact that Φ acts as the source of the SIGWs
so the details of the dynamicall behavior of Φ during the transition will have a huge
impact on the resultant GWs.

Our physical system is comprised by matter in form of PBHs which “decays” to
radiation through the process of PBH evaporation hence being similar to the decaying
dark matter scenario. Consequently, by making the correspondence ρm −→ ρPBH and
neglecting the anisotropic stress of radiation the perturbations can be described from
the following system of equations in the Newtonian gauge3 [84]:

δ′PBH = −θPBH + 3Φ′ − aΓΦ

θ′PBH = −HθPBH + k2Φ

δ′r = −4

3
(θr − 3Φ′) + aΓ

ρPBH

ρr
(δPBH − δr + Φ)

θ′r =
k2

4
δr + k2Φ− aΓ

3ρPBH

4ρr

(
4

3
θr − θPBH

)
,

where δα is the energy density contrast defined as δα ≡ (ρα − ρtot)/ρtot with α =
{PBH, rad} and θ is the velocity divergence for each fluid component defined as θ ≡
∂vi/∂xi with vi being the fluid velocity while primes denote differentiation with respect
to the conformal time η defined as dη ≡ dt/a.

3We choose to work in the Newtonian gauge as it is standardly used in the literature within the
context of SIGWs. The effect of the gauge dependence of the SIGWs is discussed in [79–83]
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In the above expressions, Γ is the PBH evaporation rate. Given the fact that in
our problem at hand we have different PBH masses evaporating at different times, one
can define a mean PBH evaporation rate defined as

〈Γ〉(t) =

∫ tevap,max

tevap,min
β(tevap)ΓM (tevap, t)d ln tevap∫ tevap,max

tevap,min
β(tevap)d ln tevap

, (5.1)

where the PBH evaporation rate of a PBH with mass M , ΓM (tevap, t) reads as [44, 62]

ΓM (tevap, t) ≡ −
1

M

dM

dt
=

1

3(tevap − t)
, (5.2)

with tevap being a function of the PBH mass given by Eq. (3.2). The distribution function
of the PBH evaporation times can be constructed by the PBH mass function at formation
and accounting for the fact that tevap ∝ M3. At the end, considering conservation of
probability, i.e. β(Mf)d lnMf = β(tevap)d ln tevap, one can straightforwardly show that

β(tevap) = β [Mf(tevap)] . (5.3)

The time evolution of Φ can be extracted from the Poisson equation and is given
by [85]:

Φ′ = −
k2Φ + 3H2Φ + 3

2H2
(
ρPBH
ρtot

δPBH + ρr

ρtot
δr

)
3H , (5.4)

while the time evolution of the background energy densities of PBHs and radiation is
dictated by Eq. (3.7).

The above system of equations is solved numerically by adopting the following
adiabatic initial conditions for the perturbations:

δPBH,ini = −2Φini, δr,ini =
4

3
δPBH,ini, θPBH,ini = θr,ini = 0. (5.5)

Restricting ourselves to the linear regime, the overall normalisation of the perturbations
does not count. Thus, we take conventionally Φini = 1.

At this point, we should stress out that we work within the linear regime where
matter perturbations should be less than unity. During a matter-dominated era, like
the one driven by PBHs, the PBH energy density perturbation increases linearly with
the scale factor, i.e. δPBH ∼ a, and for some scales δPBH will become larger than one
already before the end of the PBH-dominated phase. For this reason, one can define the
non-linear scale, kNL as the scale whose perturbation amplitude becomes unity at the

onset of the RD era, i.e. δPBH,kNL
(ηr) = 1. Given the fact now that |δPBH,k| ∼ P1/2

δ (k),
where Pδ(k) is the reduced matter power spectrum defined in Eq. (4.16), the PBH energy
density pertrurbation at PBH domination time of a mode k can be roughly estimated
as

δk(ηd) ∼
√

2

3π

(
k

kUV

)3/2

(5.6)
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Figure 3: The dynamical evolution of Φ for different values of the comoving scales k
for αs = 3.35× 10−3.

and starts growing linearly with the scale factor once the mode enters the horizon at
a conformal time ηk. This is because the matter perturbations are frozen on super-
Hubble scales and can only grow during the PBH-dominated era. One then can solve
δPBH,kNL

(ηr) = 1 and find that the non-linear scale can be recast after a straightforward
calculation as

kNL = k
3/7
UV

(
3π

2

)1/7(ad

ar

)2/7(4a2
d

9t2d

)2/7

. (5.7)

Concerning now the smallest comoving scale considered in the computation of the
SIGWs we want to be quite conservative choosing to work with only the scales which
cross the horizon during the PBH-dominated era, namely kr ≤ k ≤ kd [78]. Therefore,
the smallest scale considered, here or equivalently the larger comoving number, will be
given by

kmax = min[kd, kNL]. (5.8)

At this point, it is very important to stress out that the PBH scales corresponding to
PBH masses M ∈ [10g, 109g] have entered the horizon deep in the early RD era before
the onset of the PBH-dominated era. At the end, the power spectrum of the gravitational
potential Φ given in Eq. (4.27) will now read as:

PΦ(k) =
2

75π

(
k

kUV

)3

. (5.9)
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In Fig. 3, we show for αs = 3.35×10−3 the dynamical evolution of the gravitational
potential Φ during the transition from the PBH-dominated era to the RD for different
values of the comoving scale k. As one may, for modes crossing the horizon during the
PBH era, the gravitational potential initially decays and soon after the onset of the RD
era it starts to oscillate due to the radiation pressure. Interestingly, for values k > 5kr

where kr is the comoving scale crossing the Hubble radius at the onset of the RD era
we see that gradually as we increase the value of k the dynamical profile of Φ converges
towards the dynamical profile of the mode crossing the Hubble radius at the onset of the
PBH-dominated era, namely Φkd

. The same behavior was confirmed as well for other
values of the running of spectral index αs. For this reason, when computing the SIGW
signal in the next section we will consider only Φkd

as the dynamical profile of Φ for all
values of k > 5kr underestimating thus Φ at most by a factor of 2 in the case where
k = 5kr as it can be seen from Fig. 3.

6 Scalar induced gravitational waves

Having derived in the previous section the dynamical evolution of the gravitational
potential Φ which actually seed the scalar induced gravitational waves in this section we
move on computing the respective SGWB associated to the PBH Poisson fluctuations.

6.1 The tensor perturbations

Working in the Newtonian gauge and assuming zero anisotropic stress, the perturbed
metric can be recast in the following form:

ds2 = a2(η)

{
−(1 + 2Φ)dη2 +

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

hij
2

]
dxidxj

}
, (6.1)

where we have multiplied by a factor 1/2 the second order tensor perturbation as is
standard in the literature4. Then, by performing a Fourier transform of the tensor
perturbation and accounting for the two polarization states of the GWs in GR, the
equation of motion for the tensor modes hk reads as

hs,′′k + 2Hhs,′k + k2hsk = 4Ssk , (6.2)

where s = (+), (×). The source function Ssk is given by

Ssk =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
esij(k)qiqj

[
2ΦqΦk−q +

4

3(1 + wtot)
(H−1Φ′q + Φq)(H−1Φ′k−q + Φk−q)

]
,

(6.3)
The polarization tensors esij(k) are defined as [86]

e
(+)
ij (k) =

1√
2

1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 0

 , e
(×)
ij (k) =

1√
2

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 . (6.4)

4The contribution from the first-order tensor perturbations is not considered in this work.

– 17 –



One now can proceed by writing the Fourier transform of Φ, i.e. Φk(η), as Φk(η) =
Φ(η)φk, where φk is the value of the gravitational potential at some initial time (which
here we consider it to be the time at which PBHs dominate the energy content of the
Universe, ηd) and Φ(η) is the gravitational potential transfer function being actually the
solution of Eq. (5.4). Consequently, Eq. (6.3) can be written in a compact form as

Ssk =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
es(k, q)F (q,k− q, η)φqφk−q , (6.5)

where

F (q,k− q, η) ≡ 2Φ(qη)Φ (|k − q|η) +
4

3(1 + w)

[
H−1Φ′(qη) + Φ(qη)

]
·
[
H−1Φ′ (|k − q|η) + Φ (|k − q|η)

]
,

(6.6)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to the conformal time, that is,
Φ′(qη) ≡ ∂Φ(qη)/∂η = q∂Φ(qη)/∂(qη). The contraction esij(k)qiqj ≡ es(k, q) can be
expressed in terms of the spherical coordinates (q, θ, ϕ) of the vector q as

es(k, q) =

{
1√
2
q2 sin2 θ cos 2ϕ for s = (+)

1√
2
q2 sin2 θ sin 2ϕ for s = (×)

. (6.7)

At the end, the tensor modes hsk can be obtained using the Green’s function formalism
where one can write hsk as

hsk(η) =
4

a(η)

∫ η

ηd

dη̄ Gsk(η, η̄)a(η̄)Ssk(η̄), (6.8)

where the Green’s function Gsk(η, η̄) is the solution of the homogeneous equation

Gs,′′k (η, η̄) +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
Gsk(η, η̄) = δ (η − η̄) , (6.9)

with the boundary conditions limη→η̄ Gsk(η, η̄) = 0 and limη→η̄ G
s,′
k (η, η̄) = 1. Below, we

will use the Green’s functions during the transition from a MD era to an RD era as well
as during an RD era. Following closely [78, 87] one can show that

kGMD→RD
k (x, x̄) = C(x, xr)x̄j1(x̄) +D(x, xr)x̄y1(x̄), kGRD

k (x, x̄) = sin(x− x̄), (6.10)

where j1 and y1 are the first and second spherical Bessel functions and the coefficients
C and D read as

C(x, xr) =
sinx− 2xr(cosx+ xr sinx) + sin(x− 2xr)

2x2
r

, (6.11)

D(x, xr) =
(2x2

r − 1) cosx− 2xr sinx+ cos(x− 2xr)

2x2
r

(6.12)

by requiring continuity of the Green function kGMD→RD
k (x, x̄) and its derivative at the

transition time x̄ = xr.
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6.2 The gravitational-wave spectrum

Having derived above the tensor perturbations, we derive below the gravitational-wave
spectrum. To do so, we extract firstly the tensor power spectrum, Ph(η, k) which is
defined through the following relation:

〈hrk(η)hs,∗k′ (η)〉 ≡ δ(3)(k − k′)δrs
2π2

k3
Psh(η, k), (6.13)

where s = (×) or (+). Thus, after a straightforward but rather long calculation one
acquires that Ph(η, k) for the (×) and (+) polarization states can be recast as [86–89]

P(s)
h (η, k) = 4

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1 + v2 − u2)2

4uv

]2

I2(u, v, x)PΦ(kv)PΦ(ku) ,

(6.14)
The two auxiliary variables u and v are defined as u ≡ |k − q|/k and v ≡ q/k, and the
kernel function I(u, v, x) is given by

I(u, v, x) =

∫ x

xd

dx̄
a(x̄)

a(x)
k Gsk(x, x̄)Fk(u, v, x̄). (6.15)

In the above expressions, x = kη and Fk(u, v, η) ≡ F (k, |k − q|, η) given the fact that
the function F (q,k− q, η) depends only on the modulus of its first two arguments.

In what follows, by accounting for the transition from the PBH-dominated era to
the RD era and the continuity of the scale factor and the Hubble parameter, a and H
are given by the following expressions in terms of the cosmic and the conformal times :

a(t) =

ad

(
t
td

)2/3
for t < tr

ar

(
t
tr

)1/2
for t > tr

dt≡dη−−−−→ a(η) =

ad

(
η−ηd
A1

+ 1
)2

for η < ηr

ar

(
η−ηr

A2
+ 1
)

for η > ηr

(6.16)

H(t) =

{
2
3t for t < tr
1
2t for t > tr

dt≡dη−−−−→ H(η) ≡ a′

a
=

{
2

η−ηd+A1
for η < ηr

2A2
ηr−ηd+A1

1
η−ηr+A2

for η > ηr,

(6.17)
where ′ denotes differentiation with respect to the conformal time, A1 = 3td/ad and
A2 = 2tr/ar. Thus, the kernel function in Eq. (6.15) for times within the RD era, i.e.
x > xr, can be recast as follows:

I(u, v, x) =

∫ xr

xd

dx̄

(
x̄− xd +A1k

xr − xd +A1k

)2 A2k

x− xr +A2k
kGMD→RD

k (x, x̄)Fk(u, v, x̄)

+

∫ x

xr

dx̄
x̄− xr +A2k

x− xr +A2k
kGRD

k (x, x̄)Fk(u, v, x̄).

(6.18)

At the end, using the flat spacetime approximation and treating the tensor pertur-
bations as freely propagating GWs one can find [90] that the GW spectral abundance
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defined as the GW energy density per logarithmic comoving scale can be recast as [87]

ΩGW(η, k) ≡ 1

ρ̄tot

dρGW(η, k)

d ln k
=

1

24

(
k

H(η)

)2

P(s)
h (η, k), (6.19)

where s = (×) or (+).
In order now to compute the GW spectral abundance at our present epoch, one

must evolve ΩGW(η, k) from a reference conformal time η∗, where GWs start propagating
as free waves, up to today. Doing so, one has that

ΩGW(η0, k) =
ρGW(η0, k)

ρc(η0)
=
ρGW(η∗, k)

ρc(η∗)

(
a∗
a0

)4 ρc(η∗)
ρc(η0)

= ΩGW(η∗, k)Ω(0)
r

ρr,∗a4
∗

ρr,0a4
0

, (6.20)

where we have taken into account that ΩGW ∼ a−4, and where the index 0 refers to the
present time. Then, considering that the radiation energy density reads as ρr = π2

15 g∗ρT
4
r

and that the temperature of the radiation bath Tr, scales as Tr ∝ g
−1/3
∗S a−1, one finds

that

ΩGW(η0, k) = Ω(0)
r

g∗ρ,∗
g∗ρ,0

(
g∗S,0
g∗S,∗

)4/3

ΩGW(η∗, k), (6.21)

where g∗ρ and g∗S stand for the energy and entropy relativistic degrees of freedom. In
order to choose the reference conformal time η∗ after which GWs behave as free waves
one should account for the fact that as it can be seen from Fig. 3 during the RD era, the
gravitational potential, which is the source of the SIGWs, decays on subhorizon scales.
Consequently, ΩGW becomes constant after the gravitational potential has sufficiently
decayed during RD. As noted in [78], η∗ ∼ O(1)ηr. Here, being quite conservative we
take it η∗ = 10ηr.

In order to ensure an eMD phase driven by PBHs one should require on the one
hand that ηr ≥ ηd. Since now an increase of αs entails an increase of the PBH abundance
by requiring that ηr ≥ ηd one can find a lower bound on αs. As it was found numerically,
in order to have an eMD phase driven by PBHs, αs ≥ 3.316× 10−3.

On the other hand, one needs to avoid the GW constraints at BBN as well. In par-
ticular, one has that the constraint on the energy density contribution of GWs at BBN
time is ΩGW,BBN < 0.05.5 At the end, one can translate this upper bound on ΩGW,BBN

on an upper bound on the running of the spectral index αs since as explained before
an increase in αs signals an increase in the duration of the PBH-dominated phase and
consequently an increase on the amplitude of the SIGWs associated to PBH Poisson fluc-
tuations. Interestingly, we found numerically that in order to avoid GW overproduction
at BBN we obtain that αs < 3.355 × 10−3. At the end, the observationally interesting
window for αs can be read as follows:

3.316× 10−3 < αs < 3.355× 10−3. (6.22)

5We used the fact that ΩGW,BBN < 7
8

(
4
11

)4/3
∆Neff ∼ 0.05 [91] accounting for the latest Planck 2018

upper bound on ∆Neff , namely ∆Neff < 0.2 [61].
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Figure 4: The scalar induced gravitational-wave spectrum for different values of the
running of the spectral index αs. With the magenta dashed curve we show also the LISA
gravitational-wave sensitivity curve while with the black dashed horizontal line we show
the upper limit on the amplitude of gravitational waves from BBN constraints.

As one can see, it is quite narrow signaling the very high sensitivity of the SIGW signal
on the spectral index.

This behavior can be verified in Fig. 4 where we show in logarithmic scale the GW
amplitude of the SIGWs associated to PBH Poisson fluctuations as a function of the
frequency in Hz for different values of the running of the spectral index αs within the
observationally interesting window (6.22)6. Astonishingly, an increase in the third digit
after comma in αs is equivalent with an increase of a factor of 10 in the amplitude of
the GWs! We also find a characteristic oscillatory feature of the SIGW signal which is
a characteristic signature of the gradualness of the transition from the PBH-dominated
to the RD era as already noted in [78].

Very interestingly, we find as well that the frequency of the SIGWs studied here
lies within the frequency band of LISA [92] with the respective SIGW amplitude being
orders of magnitude higher than the lowest GW amplitude detectable with LISA. Thus,
the SIGW signal studied here, constituting a characteristic signature of PBHs given also
its oscillatory pattern, can be potentially detectable by LISA.

6As explained in Sec. 5 approximating Φ with Φkkd underestimates at most by a factor of 2 its true
value. Therefore, since from Eq. (6.14) and Eq. (6.19), ΩGW ∼ Φ4, in the GW signal curves shown
in Fig. 4 we have multiplied the GW spectral abundance with a factor 24 = 16 accounting for the
underestimation of the gravitational potential Φ.
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7 Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the scalar induced gravitational waves associated to the
Poisson energy density fluctuations of ultralight PBHs with masses M < 109g which
evaporate before BBN and can potentially trigger an eMD era. During our analysis, we
accounted for the effect of an extended PBH mass function, an aspect which was never
studied before in the literature to the best of our knowledge.

Following closely the analysis of [32] we studied carefully the PBH density field
and extracted at the end the matter power spectrum of PBHs whose the initial spatial
distribution follows Poisson statistics. Then, following [78], we studied the dynamical
behavior of the background and the perturbations accounting carefully for the evolution
of the PBH gravitational potential Φ, seeding the SIGWs, during the gradual transition
from the PBH-dominated era to the RD era.

We focused mainly on the SIGWs which are sourced from the gravitational potential
of modes k which cross the Hubble radius during the eMD era driven by PBHs while
at the same time we discarded the modes which become non-linear during the PBH-
dominated era by imposing an appropriately chosen non-linear cutoff scale kNL.

At the end, we applied our formalism for the computation of the SIGWs by adopt-
ing a cosmologically motivated power-law primordial curvature power spectum for the
generation of the gas of PBHs. Interestingly, we found an oscillatory GW signal which is
quite sensitive on the running of the spectral index αs of the power spectrum responsible
for the PBH generation. By requiring that PBHs can drive an eMD era and accounting
as well for GW constraints from BBN we set an observational window for αs, namely

3.316× 10−3 < αs < 3.355× 10−3. (7.1)

Interestingly, we found that the frequency of the SIGWs studied here lies within the
frequency band of LISA with the respective GW amplitude being orders of magnitude
higher than the lowest GW amplitude detectable by LISA. Thus, the SIGW signal stud-
ied here, constituting a characteristic signature of PBHs, can be potentially detectable
by LISA.

Here it is important to highlight that our formalism can be generalised to any type
of primordial power spectrum responsible for the generation of PBHs triggering an eMD
era either within GR [19, 41–43] or within modified gravity setups [93, 94]. In this way,
one can use this portal as a novel probe to constrain on the one hand primordial power
spectra on the small PBH scales which are not accesible by CMB or LSS probes [95] and
on the other hand gravitational theories responsible for PBH production.

Finally, we need to point out that our analysis can be extended in various ways. In
particular, one can study as well the contribution from the modes entering the Hubble
radius during the early RD era before the onset of the PBH-dominated phase as well
GWs due to Hawking radiated gravitons [96] which will clearly enhance the SIGW signal.

Additionally, given the fact that a large PBH abundance is reached when PBHs
come to dominate the energy budget of the Universe, one expects the onset of PBH
clustering which will obviously enhance the formation of PBH binaries [18] as well as the
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formation of small scale virialised structures enhancing subsequently the power spectrum
above its Poissonian value and leading in this way to an even larger GW signal than the
one extracted in the present work.

Given therefore all these considerations, this work gives a lower bound on the
potential GW signatures of the early PBH-domination scenario. The inclusion of all
the extra aforementioned effects will clearly enhance the GW signal and subsequently
tighten the constraints on αs hence rendering our results rather conservative.
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