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The no-scale flipped SU(5) superstring framework constitutes a very promising paradigm for
physics below the Planck scale providing us with a very rich cosmological phenomenology in ac-
cordance with observations. In particular, it can accommodate Starobinsky-like inflation, followed
by a reheating phase, which is driven by a light "flaton" field, and during which the GUT phase
transition occurs. In this Letter, we extract for the first time a gravitational-wave (GW) signal
which naturally arises in the context of the flipped SU(5) cosmological phenomenology and is re-
lated to the existence of an early matter era (eMD) driven by the flaton field. Specifically, we study
GWs non-linearly induced by inflationary perturbations and which are abundantly produced during
a sudden transition from the flaton-driven eMD era to the late-time radiation-dominated era. Re-
markably, we find a GW signal with a characteristic peak frequency fGW,peak depending only on the

string slope α′ and reading as fGW,peak ∝ 10−9
(

α′

α′
∗

)4

Hz, where α′
∗ is the fiducial string slope being

related directly to the reduced Planck scale MPl as α′
∗ = 8/M2

Pl. Interestingly enough, fGW,peak lies
within the nHz frequency range; hence rendering this primordial GW signal potentially detectable
by SKA, NANOGrav and PTA probes at their very low frequency region of their detection bands.

Introduction – Superstring theory constitutes one of
the most promising paradigms describing the underlying
fundamental quantum "theory of everything" including
gravity as well as the standard model (SM). If string
theory describes nature unifying all fundamental interac-
tions, it should be able to explain all physical phenom-
ena at all scales. String phenomenology has made several
steps towards this goal by string constructions of particle
physics models and continue then with concrete models
of cosmology [1–6]. Though, very little has been done in
explicit constructions of both at the same time.

In this Letter, we focus on the flipped SU(5) super-
string framework which can give us a simultaneous de-
scription of particle phenomenology and cosmology [7, 8].
In particular, it can naturally give rise to Starobinsky-like
inflationary setups [9, 10], favored by CMB observations,
and explain the neutrino mass generation through an
inflaton-induced see-saw mechanism [11, 12], the baryon
asymmetry in the Universe as well as the neutralino dark
matter [13, 14].

Interestingly enough, during inflation, the vacuum re-
mains in the unbroken GUT phase, and GUT sym-
metry breaking occurs later when a field with a flat
direction (the flaton) acquires a vacuum expectation
value. At the end, reheating is driven by the incoher-
ent part of the flaton operating in the so-called strong

regime [12, 15, 16]. As the Universe cools down, the fla-
ton becomes non-relativistic and eventually triggers an
early matter-dominated era (eMD) [15–17].

During this eMD era [18, 19], the inflationary adia-
batic perturbations can be significantly enhanced induc-
ing at second order in cosmological perturbation theory
an abundant production of gravitational waves [20–25].
These scalar-induced GWs (SIGWs), behaving as radi-
ation, can contribute as well to the effective number of
extra neutrino species ∆Neff potentially relaxing in a nat-
ural way the Hubble tension. Interestingly enough, as it
was shown in [26, 27], enhanced cosmological perturba-
tions can collapse and form primordial black hole (PBHs)
inducing as well GWs that can increase ∆Neff , leading in
this way to the alleviation of the Hubble tension.

It is these GWs that we study within this work. Re-
markably, we find a peak GW frequency fGW,peak which
depends only on the string slope α′ and reading as

fGW,peak ∝ 10−9
(

α′

α′
∗

)4
Hz, where α′

∗ is the fiducial
string slope being related to the reduced Planck scale MPl

as α′
∗ = 8/M2

Pl. Notably, fGW,peak lies within the nHz fre-
quency range; hence rendering this primordial GW signal
detectable by SKA, NANOGrav and PTA probes.

The flipped SU(5) superstring paradigm– The
string-derived flipped SU(5) model, initially introduced
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in [1], constitutes a step towards a unified particle and
cosmological phenomenology [7, 8] being built within the
framework of the free fermionic formulation (FFF) of
four-dimensional (4d) heterotic superstrings [28–30]. The
FFF has the advantage of calculability in perturbation
theory around a vacuum where all moduli, except the
dilaton, are fixed at the fermionic point by a set of gauge
and discrete symmetries, such as flipped SU(5) × U(1)
[31–33].

The choice of the sub-Planckian gauge group, i.e.
flipped SU(5)×U(1), is not accidental. In weakly-coupled
heterotic string compactifications the matter representa-
tions are limited in size, e.g. to 5̄ and 1̄0 representations
of SU(5) [34]. This consideration motivates our choice
for a GUT gauge group, namely the flipped SU(5)×U(1)
[31–33] one, pretty uniquely as it can be broken down
to the Standard Model (SM) SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y
group by a combination of 1̄0 and 10 antisymmetric Higgs
representations, whereas SU(5) and larger GUT groups
require adjoint or larger Higgs representations. The re-
semblance of the representation content of SU(5)×U(1)
and that of the SM SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y is rather
striking. Interestingly enough, flipped SU(5)×U(1) offers
a promising framework for supersymmetric grand unifi-
cation that provides resolutions of several phenomenolog-
ical issues in particle physics. For example, in addition
to accommodating, naturally, light neutrino masses, it
provides a minimal mechanism for splitting the masses
of the triplet and doublet components of the fiveplets of
Higgs fields and in such a way that avoids automatically
the dimension-5 operator that leads to catastrophically
fast proton decay, endemic in supersymmetric GUTs, like
SUSY SU(5) [33].

Recently, the particle physics and cosmology of the
string derived flipped SU(5) × U(1) have been studied
in great detail [7, 8]. Specifically, a set of vacuum expec-
tation values (vevs) ⟨ϕi⟩ are triggered by the breaking
of an anomalous U(1)A gauge symmetry [35], ⟨ϕi⟩ ∼ ξ
of roughly an order of magnitude below the string scale,
which are induced in order to satisfy the F− and D−
flatness superpotential conditions up to 6th order [8].
In particular, all extra color triplets become superheavy,
guarantying observable proton decay stability while the
Higgs doublet mass matrix has a massless pair eigenstate
with realistic hierarchical Yukawa couplings to quarks
and leptons [8]. Actually, more than thirty years ago,
this string derived flipped SU(5) × U(1) model [1] pre-
dicted that the mass of the top quark would be around
∼ 170 − 180GeV (see fig.1 of [1]) as was observed at
Fermilab in 1995. The stringy derived masses of quarks
and leptons and their relations (at the string scale) are
summarized below [8] e.g.

mc ∼ ξ2mt, ms ∼ ξ2mb,

mu ∼ ξ5mt,md ∼ ξ3mb, me ∼ ξ4mt (1)

with ξ dynamically calculated to be ξ = Ms/2π with Ms

the string scale Ms ≡ 1/
√
2a′ , with a′ the string slope,

and thus, in string units, ξ ≈ O(1/10).
The flipped SU(5) superstring cosmology– It has

been shown [7] that the string derived no-scale flipped
SU(5) × U(1) can accommodate also a successful cos-
mology, based on the no-scale supergravity [36–40] de-
rived from string theory [7, 41–43] as well as an appro-
priate induced superpotential suppressed by five pow-
ers of the string scale [7]. It utilises two gauge singlet
chiral superfields present in the low energy spectrum,
namely the inflaton field y, identified as the superpart-
ner of a state mixed with right-handed neutrinos, and
the goldstino field z with a superpotential of the form
WI = MIz(y− λy2), where λ is a dimensionless O(1) pa-
rameter. MI ∼ 1013GeV is the mass scale of inflation,
being generated at the 5th order by the breaking of an
anomalous U(1)A gauge symmetry of the heterotic string
chiral vacuum [7]. 1 The resulting scalar potential leads
to Starobinsky-type inflation with a scalar spectral index
ns ≃ 0.965 and a tensor-to-scalar ratio r = 2.4× 10−3 [7]
in excellent agreement with Planck [44].

Furthermore, it should be stressed that during in-
flation and subsequent reheating, the GUT symmetry
SU(5) × U(1) is left unbroken [12, 15, 16, 45]. The
SU(5) × U(1) symmetry is broken by a 10 and 1̄0 Higgs
fields, H and H̄ respectively, along the F− and D− flat
directions ⟨ν̃cH⟩ = ⟨ν̃c

H̃
⟩ ≠ 0, where νcH and νc

H̃
are the

SM singlets in the flipped 10 and 1̄0 representations re-
spectively. These vevs, which can be naturally large
thanks to the F− and D− flat directions, are induced
by the soft supersymmetry breaking masses. The re-
sulting symmetry breaking pattern is SU(5) × U(1) →
SU(3)C×SU(2)L×U(1)Y . 2 After H and H̄ develop vevs,
a SM singlet, a linear combination of νcH and νc

H̃
, appears

as a physical state, massless in the supersymmetric limit,
due to the presence of the F− and D−flat direction in
the potential, and has a mass of the order of the soft
supersymmetric- breaking mass scale. We denote this
combination by Φ and refer to it as the flaton [12, 15, 16].
At low energies the soft supersymmetric breaking scale,
i.e. the flaton mass-squared, m2

Φ, is driven negative by
renormalisation group equation effects (RGE) due to rel-
evant Yukawa couplings [33]. This negative mass-squared
term destabilizes the origin of the flat direction, and thus

1 Note that MI ≃ C6a5sMs ∼ 1013GeV and λ ≃ gs
MPl
Ms

∼ O(1),
with C6 the numerical value of the correlator associated to the
N = 6 coupling and as ≡ gs/2π, with gs the string coupling
constant.

2 Notice that this symmetry breaking pattern is unique, contrary
to the case of SUSY GUTs, which have degenerate vacua, e.g.
SU(5) may be broken into other gauge groups, as SU(4) × U(1)
[46]. We also mention that flipped SU(5)×U(1) is free from any
monopole problem, even if it is broken after inflation, since the
SU(5)×U(1) group is not simple [32].
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the flaton field develops a vev, breaking the SU(5)×U(1)
GUT symmetry into the SM group.

Notice that if the height of the potential barrier be-
tween the symmetric (SU(5)×U(1)) GUT and the Higgs
(SU(3)C×SU(2)L×U(1)Y ) phase of the theory is smaller
than the thermal kinetic energy of Φ, the incoherent
part of Φ will drive the transition [15, 17], destroying
any coherent contribution and displacing Φ to the low-
energy vacuum within a Hubble time [15, 17]. We call
this scenario strong reheating [12, 15, 16], during which a
substantial amount of entropy release of O(104) reduces
the cosmological baryon asymmetry and the density of
the neutralino dark matter so as to be compatible with
Planck [44]. In particular, as the Universe cools down,
the energy density of Φ will simply redshift as radiation,
until the temperature of the Universe decreases at such
level that the interactions keeping the flaton in thermal
equilibrium cease to be efficient. At even later times,
when mΦ > TΦ, the flaton becomes non-relativistic and
eventually dominates the energy budget of the universe,
leading to an early matter dominated era (eMD) [15, 16].

This transient eMD era lasts until the end of the fla-
ton decay, which proceeds fast [15–17]. Consequently, the
transition from the eMD era to the subsequent late radi-
ation dominated era (lRD) is quite sudden. This means
that the gravitational waves induced by inflationary adi-
abatic perturbations around the time of the flaton decay
will become significantly enhanced due to the fast oscil-
lations of the scalar metric perturbations well within the
Hubble horizon [20]. It is the spectrum of these GWs
that we are going to investigate in what follows.

Scalar induced gravitational waves– Having de-
scribed above the flipped SU(5) cosmological phe-
nomenology, let us now review the basic formalism of
the gravitational waves induced by second order gravi-
tational interactions [47–50] [See [51] for a review] and
which in our setup are abundantly produced due to the
existence of an eMD era driven by the flaton field. We
choose to work within the so-called Newtonian gauge3,
in which the perturbed metric is written as

ds2 = a2(η)

{
−(1 + 2Ψ)dη2 +

[
(1− 2Ψ)δij +

hij

2

]
dxidxj

}
,

(2)

3 Here, one should refer to the issue of gauge dependence of GWs
emitted at second order in cosmological perturbation theory
firstly studied in [52]. As it was shown in [53–56], the gauge
invariance of the second-order GWs is generically retained when
the emission is followed by a phase where the GW source is not
active anymore. In our case, although the GW emission takes
place during an eMD era driven by the flaton field, during which
the scalar and the tensor modes are coupled to each other, it
is followed by the late RD era, during which the scalar pertur-
bations decay very quickly and decouple from the tensor per-
turbations [55, 56]. Thus, the GW signal computed here in the
Newtonian gauge during the late RD era is gauge-independent.

where Ψ is the first order Bardeen gravitational poten-
tial and hij denotes the second order tensor perturbation.
Then, after a Fourier transformation of the tensor pertur-
bation and minimisation of the tensor part of the cubic
order gravitational action, one straightforwardly gets the
equation of motion for hk reading as

hs,′′
k + 2Hhs,′

k + k2hs
k = 4Ss

k, (3)

where ′ denotes differentiation with respect to the con-
formal time and s = (+), (×), stands for the two tensor
mode polarisation states in general relativity (GR), with
H is the conformal Hubble parameter, while the polariza-
tion tensors esij(k) are the standard ones [57]. The source
function Ss

k is given by 4

Ss
k =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
esij(k)qiqj

[
2ΨqΨk−q

+
4

3(1+wtot)
(H−1Ψ′

q +Ψq)(H−1Ψ′
k−q +Ψk−q)

]
(4)

and as one can see is quadratically dependent on the first
order scalar perturbation of the metric. After a lengthy
but straightforward calculation, one obtains that the ten-
sor power spectrum P(s)

h (η, k) reads as [57, 61–63]

P(s)
h (η, k) = 4

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1+v2−u2)2

4uv

]2
·I2(u, v, x)PΨ(kv)PΨ(ku) , (5)

where 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 a complicated function containing informa-
tion for the transition between the eMD era driven by
the flaton field and the lRD era [20, 21, 25, 63]. Us-
ing Eq. (5), one can derive the GW spectral abundance,
which is defined as follows as [64]

ΩGW(η, k) ≡ 1

ρ̄tot

dρGW(η, k)

d ln k
=

1

24

(
k

H(η)

)2

P(s)
h (η, k),

(6)
where the bar stands for the oscillation average, i.e
the GW envelope. Finally, considering that the radi-
ation energy density reads as ρr = π2

30 g∗ρT
4
r and that

the temperature of the primordial plasma Tr scales as
Tr ∝ g

−1/3
∗S a−1, one finds that the GW spectral abun-

dance at our present epoch reads as

ΩGW(η0, k) = Ω(0)
r

g∗ρ,∗
g∗ρ,0

(
g∗S,0
g∗S,∗

)4/3

ΩGW(η∗, k), (7)

4 We mention here that in this work we neglect possible effects of
non-Gaussianities [58, 59] and one-loop corrections [60] to the
induced GW background.
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where g∗ρ and g∗S denote the energy and entropy rela-
tivistic degrees of freedom. Note that the reference con-
formal time η∗ in the case of a sudden transition from
the eMD to the lRD era should be of O(1)ηr [20].

The flipped SU(5) induced gravitational wave
signal– We are going to focus now on the induced
gravitational waves generated within the flipped SU(5)
paradigm. Interestingly enough, these induced GWs are
significantly enhanced in our case since during the sudden
transition from the flaton-driven eMD era to the lRD era,
the time derivative of the Bardeen potential goes very
quickly from Ψ′ = 0 (since in a MD era Ψ = constant
) to Ψ′ ̸= 0 [See [20, 51] for more details.]. This en-
tails a resonantly enhanced production of GWs sourced
mainly by the H−2Ψ′2 term in Eq. (4). Furthermore,
since the sub-horizon energy density perturbations dur-
ing an MD era scale linearly with the scale factor, i.e.
δ ∝ a, one should ensure working within the perturbative
regime. Thus, we set a non-linear scale kNL by requiring
that δkNL

(ηr) = 1. In particular, following the analysis
of [22, 65] one can show that the non-linear cut-off scale
at which δkNL

(ηr) = 1 can be recast as

kNL ≃
√

5

2
P−1/4
R (kNL)H(ηr). (8)

Since within the flipped SU(5) paradigm, one predicts a
Starobinsky-like inflationary setup with ns = 0.965 [12],
one can assume as a first approximation a scale-invariant
curvature power spectrum of amplitude 2.1 × 10−9 as
imposed by Planck [44], giving rise to kNL ≃ 470/ηr ≃
235kr [20],where kr is the comoving scale crossing the
cosmological horizon at the onset of the lRD era. How-
ever, strictly speaking, one should take into account the
tilt of the power spectrum leading to a little larger kNL.
Accounting therefore for this tilt effect, we find that
kNL ≃ 400kr.

At this point, we need to mention that one in prin-
ciple can account for the emission of non-linear modes
where δk>kNL

, which can potentially enhance the GW
signal [66]. The treatment of these modes require how-
ever high-cost GR numerical simulations, being beyond
the scope of the current work. Therefore, by neglect-
ing them we underestimate the GW signal, thus giving a
conservative estimate for the GW amplitude.

At the end, the relevant amplified GW signal is calcu-
lated as follows

Ωres
GW(η0, k) = cgΩ

(0)
r ΩGW(ηlRD, k), (9)

where cg =
g∗ρ,∗
g∗ρ,0

(
g∗S,0

g∗S,∗

)4/3
∼ 0.4 and ηlRD ∼ O(ηr)

stands for a time during the lRD era by which the cur-
vature perturbations decouple from the tensor perturba-
tions, thus one can assume freely propagating GWs while
ΩGW(ηlRD, k) is derived from Eq. (6) where I(u, v, x) =
IlRD(u, v, x) [20].

Regarding the frequency of the GW signal, it can be
computed as follows

fGW =
k

2πa0
=

k

2πadΦ

adΦ
aeq

aeq
a0

=
k

2πadΦ

(
ρeq
ρdΦ

)1/4(
ρ0
ρeq

)1/3

,

(10)

where ρeq = 1.096 × 10−36GeV4 and ρ0 = 3.6 ×
10−47GeV4 are the background energy densities at the
matter-radiation equality and today respectively. Lastly,
ρdΦ and adΦ respectively stand for the energy density
and the scale factor at the end of the eMD, namely at
the time of the flaton decay.

In order to compute now ρdΦ and adΦ, let us recap the
basic physical quantities describing the dynamics of the
flaton-driven eMD era. In particular, the Hubble param-
eter during the flaton-dominated era is given by [15]

H =

(
ρΦ
3M2

P

)1/2

=

(
ζ(3)mΦT

3
Φ

3π2M2
P

)1/2

. (11)

With regard now to the decay rate ΓΦ of the flaton,
the latter was calculated in [17] via effective D-term di-
agrams, leading to

ΓΦ ≃
9λ4

1,2,3,7

2048π5

(
mΦm

2
F,f̄ ,ℓc,ϕ̃a

M2
GUT

)
(12)

where mΦ is the mass of the flaton, MGUT is the GUT
energy scale and mF,f̄ ,ℓc,ϕ̃a

are the masses of the various
fields and λ1,2,3,7 are appropriate Yukawa couplings of the
order of O(1/2) [See [15] for more details.]. Assuming to a
very good approximation mF,f̄ ,ℓc,ϕ̃a

≃ mΦ [15], one finds
that the flaton decays approximately when H ∼ ΓΦ, or
equivalently when the flaton temperature is

TdΦ ≃
3λ

8/3
1,2,3,7

128

(
9

2ζ(3)π8

)1/3
(
mΦm

4
F,f̄ ,ℓc,ϕ̃a

M2
P

M4
GUT

)1/3

.

(13)
At this point, we should stress that the flaton field de-

cays through effective D-term diagrams into supersym-
metric particles at a temperature TdΦ of around 1-10keV
[See Eq. (13)], leading at the end to a peak frequency
of the order of nHz as shown in Eq. (14) and Eq. (16).
Then, the flaton decay products decay quickly into the
truly relativistic Standard Model particles which ther-
malize at a temperature Treh ∼ O(MeV), being higher
than TdΦ, producing in this way an amount of entropy
necessary to account for the present-day baryon asym-
metry. One then recovers the standard model plasma at
a temperature of a few MeV, around what is needed to
start the process of nucleosynthesis. See [15, 16] for more
details.

Having reviewed above the dynamics of the flaton-
dominated era and recap its decay process, let us derive
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here the characteristic scales of the problem at hand. In
particular, the mode kΦ, which crosses the cosmologi-
cal horizon at the onset of the flaton domination era at
T ∼ mΦ, will be written as kΦ = aΦHΦ =

(
ζ(3)m4

Φ

3π2M2
Pl

)1/2
,

where we have normalised aΦ = 1 whereas the mode kdΦ
crossing the horizon at the time of the flaton decay when
H ∼ ΓΦ will read as kdΦ = adΦHdΦ, where HdΦ = ΓΦ

and adΦ = (H2
Φ/H

2
dΦ)

1/3.
Finally, the peak frequency of our problem at hand,

where one expects a resonantly amplified GW signal,
is associated with the non-linear comoving cut-off scale,
kNL = 400kr, where in our case kr = kdΦ. At the end,
plugging kdΦ in Eq. (10), we obtain that the peak fre-
quency fGW,peak reads as

fGW,peak =
kNL

2πa0
=

k

2πadΦ

adΦ
aeq

aeq
a0

=
k

2πadΦ

(
ρeq
ρdΦ

)1/4(
ρ0
ρeq

)1/3

= 1.5× 10−9

(
λ1,3,5,7

0.5

)2 ( mΦ

104GeV

)3/2(1016GeV

MGUT

)
.

(14)

10−10 10−8 10−6 10−4 10−2 100 102 104 106

f(Hz)

10−18

10−16

10−14

10−12

10−10

10−8

10−6

Ω
G

W
(η

0
,k

)h
2

LISA

SKA

ET

BBO

MΦ = 104GeV, MGUT = 1016GeV

∆Neff bound

NANOGrav − 15years

FIG. 1. The primordial GW background non-linearly in-
duced by inflationary perturbations (solid green curve) arising
from flipped SU(5) superstring theory for mΦ = 104GeV and
MGUT = 1016GeV . On the top of our theoretical prediction
for the induced stochastic GW background we show the 15-year
NANOGrav GW data, as well as the sensitivities of SKA [67],
LISA [68, 69], BBO [70] and ET [71] GW experiments. In
the horizontal black dashed line, we show also the upper bound
on ΩGW,0h

2 ≤ 6.9× 10−6 coming from the upper bound con-
straint on ∆Neff from CMB and BBN observations [72].

Remarkably, within the framework of flipped SU(5)
one can re-express the mass parameters of Eq. (14) in
terms of solely the Planck Mass and ultimately directly

in terms of only the string slope parameter α′. In particu-
lar, as it was shown in [15, 16], there is a relation between
the flaton vev, ⟨Φ⟩, and the flaton soft supersymmetry-
breaking mass term mΦ

|mΦ| ∼
⟨Φ⟩6

M5
Pl

. (15)

Since the flaton vev is of order of the GUT scale ⟨Φ⟩ ≈
MGUT [15], then, by substituting MGUT = 1016GeV and
MPl = 4Ms where Ms is the heterotic string scale being
defined as Ms ≡ 1/

√
2α′ [7] one obtains that

fGW,peak = 1.5× 10−9

(
λ1,2,3,7

0.5

)2(
α′

8/M2
Pl

)4

Hz. (16)

We note here that in our analysis we ignored the GWs
which are resonantly enhanced during the first reheating
stage when the inflaton field oscillates at the bottom of
its potential and during which the Universe effectively
behaves as pressureless matter [12, 15]. During this first
eMD era before the flaton field dominates the Universe
content, GWs can be abundantly produced at higher fre-
quencies compared to the flaton-driven eMD era induced
GWs. However, since after the end of the first reheating
stage there follows a long second eMD era driven by the
flaton, one expects that these GWs are sufficiently diluted
since ΩGW ∝ ρGW/ρflaton ∝ a−4/a−3 ∝ 1/a. The rele-
vant dilution factor of these primordial GWs generated
during the first reheating stage will read as ∆ ≡ adΦ

aΦ
≃

1010, for mΦ = 104GeV and MGUT = 1016GeV. Never-
theless, if one accounts for the non-linear growth of the
perturbations entering the inflaton-driven eMD era, they
may enhance the GW amplitude rendering it potentially
detectable by the LISA, BBO and ET GW probes.

Conclusions – The flipped SU(5) superstring
paradigm accommodates a very rich particle and cos-
mological phenomenology consistent with observations.
In particular, it can naturally give rise to stable
Starobinsky-type inflation preferred by Planck. Whats
more, it can explain successfully the lepton and quark
mass, while at the same time it can provide a realis-
tic mechanism for the generation of the baryon asym-
metry in the Universe and the production of neutralino
dark matter. Among its most interesting aspects is its
strong reheating scenario which proceeds via the inco-
herent component of the flaton field.

In this Letter, we focused on a particular phenomenol-
ogy associated with the flaton field which naturally arises
in the flipped SU(5) superstring paradigm. Specifically,
as it was shown in [12, 15], one meets an eMD era driven
by the flaton which transitions quite suddenly to the lRD
era. This sudden transition leads to an abundant produc-
tion of a GW signal non-linearly induced by inflation-
ary curvature perturbations, constituting a pure obser-
vational GW signature of the flipped SU(5) superstring
theory. Remarkably, we found that the peak frequency
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of this GW signal fGW,peak depends only on the string
slope α′ and reads as

fGW,peak ∝ 10−9

(
α′

α′∗

)4

Hz, (17)

where α′
∗ is the fiducial string slope being related to the

reduced Planck scale MPl as α′
∗ = 8/M2

Pl. Notably, as one
may see from Eq. (17), the peak frequency of these GWs
lies in the nHz frequency range and is very close to the
NANOGrav/PTA data; hence rendering this primordial
GW signal potentially detectable by SKA, NANOGrav
and PTA probes at their very low frequency region of
their detection bands.

If one now takes into account via GR numerical sim-
ulations the highly non-linear energy density perturba-
tions present at smaller scales, i.e. at higher frequen-
cies [66], the expected GW signal will be significantly
enhanced at these scales compared to the one given
here and displaced within the 10−9− 10−8nHz frequency
range, hence being potentially a good candidate to ex-
plain the NANOGrav/PTA GW signal [See here for re-
cent works [59, 73–92] on different cosmological models
explaining the NANOGrav/PTA signal.]. Lastly, due to
the linear growth of the sub-horizon energy density per-
turbations during the second reheating stage driven by
the flaton, one expects the formation of flaton structures
similar to the inflaton ones [93, 94] as well as primordial
black holes [95, 96] with very interesting phenomenology.
These aspects will be studied in future works.
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