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Gravitational waves (GWs) from gravitational three-body decay (graviton Bremsstrahlung process)
can leave an indelible signal at ultrahigh frequencies. We focus on a scenario where superheavy
particles are produced gravitationally at a transition between the inflationary and kination phases and
analyze the detectability of the signal in the presence of GWs generated from the vacuum fluctuations
during inflation. We find that, in many cases, GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung are buried in
the stochastic gravitational wave background originating from inflation. However, if the superheavy
particles are as heavy as the Planck scale, the graviton Bremsstrahlung can produce a sizable amount
of GWs, surpassing the inflationary ones.
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1 Introduction
The discovery of gravitational waves (GWs) by the LIGO-Virgo collaborations [1,2] has opened a new
era where GWs can be used as a practical tool to understand the evolution of the universe as well as
the underlying fundamental physics. Following the detection of GWs from mergers of compact bina-
ries by the ground-based experiments, the international pulsar timing array (PTA) networks recently
reported evidence of stochastic gravitational wave background [3–6]. While it is considered that the
signal stems from the superposition of GWs from supermassive black hole binaries, there exist sev-
eral interpretations originating in cosmological phenomena [7] and the report made it more realistic to
utilize GWs to understand details of the universe.

GWs with cosmological origin appear over a wide range of frequencies. The most notable imprint
on all scales comes from the primordial tensor perturbations generated quantum-mechanically during
cosmic inflation [8–13]. The detection of such inflationary GWs allows us to probe particle contents
and their interactions at presumably the highest energy scale accessible to us. In addition to the in-
flationary GWs, a sizable amount of cosmological GWs can be produced by several phenomena, e.g.
the first-order phase transition [14–20] and the formation of topological defects [21–26]. The signals
with such origins typically appear from a few mHz to a few hundreds of Hz corresponding to the
horizon size at the formation epoch and have the potential to be tested by forthcoming observations
such as LISA [27], the Einstein Telescope (ET) [28–31], the Big Bang Observer (BBO) [32–34], and
DECIGO [35, 36].

Recently, reheating has been attracting some attention as a possible source of cosmological GWs.
Not only the scattering of the inflaton [37, 38] but also inevitable gravitational processes [39–45] may
generate a noticeable amount of GWs. Interestingly, the spectrum of GWs generated during the reheat-
ing phase tends to have a peak at high frequencies, expecting that the inflationary scale is sufficiently
high. As high-frequency GWs may offer an arena with good opportunities to investigate new physics
without astrophysical interference, it is of great importance to scrutinize possible realizations of GWs
during reheating.
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Among gravitational interactions, three-body decay called graviton Bremsstrahlung has been a
process in question. This process occurs whenever a parent particle decays into light particles through
two-body decay. However, the amplitude of the produced GWs is suppressed when the parent particle
is identified as the inflaton because the branching ratio of the three-body decay is suppressed by the
ratio M/MPl where M is the mass of the parent particle and MPl is the reduced Planck mass [39–41,
44, 45]. Therefore, it is interesting to look for scenarios in which superheavy particles are naturally
produced in the early universe as investigated in Ref. [45].

In this work, we discuss GW signatures from gravitationally produced superheavy particles. In the
case of kinetically-driven models [46, 47] or in some potential-driven models, the universe undergoes
the kination phase [48–56] in which the kinetic energy of a scalar field such as inflaton dominates
the total energy budget. In this circumstance, massive particles can be produced through gravitational
particle production [57–60] and reheating is completed through the decay of the massive particles
into radiation. The massive particles produced in this way can be heavier than the scale of inflation
depending on details of a transition between the inflation and kination phases [61] so that the graviton
Bremsstrahlung process can give rise to a significant amount of GWs. In the presence of the kination
phase, one thing to be taken into account is that the inflationary GWs observed today are relatively
enhanced at high frequencies [49–55, 62]. This is due to the quick decay of the background energy
density ρinf ∝ a−6, while radiation decays a bit slower as ρR ∝ a−4. This enhancement makes it less
obvious whether or not we can extract pure information about new physics during reheating with the
use of high-frequency GWs, which is the topic covered in the paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we first define our model and present two possible
dynamics of our universe. Then, in Sec 3, we discuss the detectability of GWs produced by the
graviton Bremsstrahlung in the presence of the inflationary GWs enhanced by the kination phase.
Finally, we conclude in Sec. 4. Throughout the paper, we adopt the natural unit c = ℏ = 1 and
ηµν = diag (−1, 1, 1, 1) is used for the sign of the Minkowski metric.

2 Setup and the background dynamics
As mentioned in the introduction, massive particles can be gravitationally produced due to the con-
sequence of a change of two vacua between the inflation to kination phases with the breaking of
conformal symmetry. This is clear if one considers a massive particle S which couples non-minimally
to gravity:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R +

1

2
ξS2R− 1

2
(∂S)2 − 1

2
M2S2

]
. (2.1)

It is easy to derive that a (normalized) mode function of the scalar χk satisfies

d2χk

dη2
+

[
k2 + a2M2 +

(
ξ +

1

6

)
a′′

a

]
χk = 0 , (2.2)

where k is the comoving wavenumber, a is the scale factor and primes denote derivatives with respect
to conformal time η. In the limit of M → 0 and ξ → −1/6, the mode equation takes a simple form
with a time-independent frequency, meaning that particle production does not occur. While the particle
production can be sourced by both the mass term and non-minimal coupling, the symmetry breaking
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by the mass term has been well studied [63–67], which may be because the conformal coupling with
ξ = −1/6 appears in some UV models based on supergravity and superstring. Recently, this direction
was developed analytically and numerically in Ref. [61] with the aim of studying the production of
superheavy particles.

In this work, we consider a similar setup studied in Ref. [61] for analytical purposes. Concretely,
we consider the action of the conformally coupled superheavy particle S with a trilinear coupling
between the superheavy particle S and a complex doublet Φ, where the Lagrangian is defined by 4

L = Linf −
1

12
S2R− 1

2
(∂S)2 − 1

2
M2S2 − ∂Φ†∂Φ−m2Φ†Φ− µSΦ†Φ , (2.3)

where µ is a dimensionful coupling, and M and m are masses of S and Φ, respectively. Here we do not
specify a concrete form of the inflationary sector Linf . The post-inflationary dynamics is determined
by the amount of the energy density of the produced superheavy particles and the time of decay into
light fields which create the thermal bath for the successful Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN). The
energy density of the superheavy particles at the production is given by [61]

ρS,inf ≃ 2× 10−4 e−4M∆tM2H2
inf , (2.4)

where Hinf is the Hubble scale at the end of inflation, or in other words the moment of gravitational
particle production, with a subscript “inf” and ∆t is the time scale of transition which is typically the
Hubble time but can be small in some occasions. The time of decay is controlled by the decay rate
Γ(2) of a process S → Φ†Φ, given by

Γ(2) =
µ2

8πM

√
1− 4y2 , y :=

m

M
, (2.5)

where we assume throughout that the field Φ is enough light y ≪ 1 so that it can be treated as
radiation. 5

For simplicity, here we assume that the inflaton’s energy density evolves as ρinf ∝ a−6 during
the kination phase without entropy injection and the superheavy particles decay into radiation instan-
taneously. Then, due to the difference in the time evolution of energy densities of the superheavy
particles and the radiation, there exist two background evolution paths that the universe follows, de-
pending on when the superheavy particles decay into radiation. In the first case, the superheavy parti-
cles decay into radiation before the energy density of the superheavy particles exceeds the one of the
inflaton. It follows that the end of reheating is defined at the moment when ρR = ρinf is satisfied. We
call this path case 1. On the other hand, in the second case, the universe undergoes an intermediate
matter-dominated phase between the kination and radiation-dominated phases. The end of reheating is
evaluated when the superheavy particles decay into radiation. We call this path case 2. The dynamics
of the energy densities are schematically described in Fig. 1.

2.1 Critical case
Let us first find a set of critical parameters which define the two cases. These parameters can be
obtained by assuming the superheavy particles decay when their energy density satisfies ρS = ρinf .

4A key ingredient for gravitational particle production is the breaking of conformal symmetry. Thus one can consider
gravitational production for massive Dirac fermions as the mass term breaks the symmetry [68].

5In the calculation of GWs, we take y = 10−5.
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Figure 1: The evolution of energy densities. The black solid line represents the inflaton’s energy
density which decays as ρinf ∝ a−6. The Pink line describes the evolution of the superheavy particles
which evolve as ρS ∝ a−3. Depending on when the superheavy particles decay into radiation, there
exist two different cases. In case 1, the decay occurs before the superheavy particles dominate the
universe. In case 2, the universe experiences an intermediate matter-dominated universe between the
kination and radiation-dominated phases. Red blobs denote the end of reheating in each case.

Recalling that the superheavy particles are non-relativistic and taking the evolution of the scale factor
into account, the reheating temperature in this critical case T∗ can be estimated by using Eq. (2.4)
as [61]

T∗ ≃ 2× 1013 e−2M∆t

(
M

MPl

)(
Hinf

1013 GeV

)1/2

GeV , (2.6)

where we use g∗ = 106.75 for the number of relativistic degrees of freedom at high temperature and
again MPl = 2.4 × 1018 GeV denotes the reduced Planck scale. As can be seen in the Fig. 1, this
critical case provides the maximum reheating temperature. Assuming that reheating is instantaneously
completed, one can derive a critical value of the coupling µ using a relation

T∗ ≃
(

90

2π2g∗

)1/4√
Γ(2)MPl . (2.7)

Using Eqs. (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7), we find that a critical value of the coupling µ in the limit of y → 0
is approximately given by

µ∗ ≃ 2× 1014 e−2M∆t

(
M

MPl

)3/2(
Hinf

1013 GeV

)1/2

GeV . (2.8)

2.2 Case 1: decay before the domination (µ > µ∗)

Let us next consider the case 1 where the superheavy particles decay into radiation before they dom-
inate the universe. Letting aRH be the scale factor at the end of reheating, the reheating temperature
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TRH can be obtained by solving

π2g∗
30

T 4
RH = 3M2

PlH
2
inf

(
aRH

ainf

)−6

. (2.9)

The scale factor at the end of reheating can be written in terms of the energy densities as

aRH

ainf
=

(
ρR,decay

ρS,inf

)−1/3(
ρR,RH

ρR,decay

)−1/4

, (2.10)

where the subscript “decay” denotes the moment of decay of the superheavy particles into radiation.
With this relation, the reheating temperature can be expressed as a function of the parameters of the
theory as

TRH ≃ 1√
3

(
π2g∗
30

)−1/4 ρ
3/4
S,inf

MPlH
3/4
inf

(
Γ(2)

)−1/4
,

≃ 1× 1013
(
1015 GeV

µ

)1/2

e−3M∆t

(
M

MPl

)7/4(
Hinf

1013 GeV

)3/4

GeV , (2.11)

where we again assume that the number of relativistic degrees is unchanged during reheating. Note
that the coupling µ has to be stronger than the critical value defined by Eq. (2.8) with given M and
Hinf . Note also that the coupling is bounded from above to realize the BBN, which requires

µ < 1047 e−6M∆t

(
M

MPl

)7/2(
Hinf

1013 GeV

)3/2

GeV . (2.12)

If we are interested in superheavy particles and the energy scale of inflation is not too low, this bound
is less restrictive compared to an EFT argument µ < MPl.

2.3 Case 2: decay after the domination (µ < µ∗)

In the case 2, the universe undergoes the matter-dominated phase after kination. Then decay of the
superheavy particles into radiation determines the end of reheating, where the reheating temperature
is a solution of

π2g∗
30

T 4
RH = 3M2

Pl

(
Γ(2)

)2
, (2.13)

leading to

TRH ≃
(

90

π2g∗

)1/4√
Γ(2)MPl ≃ 1× 1012

( µ

1013 GeV

)(
M

MPl

)−1/2

GeV . (2.14)

Note that there exist the maximum and minimum values the coupling µ can take. The maximum value
is trivially fixed by the critical coupling while the minimum value is determined by requiring that the
BBN successfully occurs. The second condition roughly means TRH > 1 MeV, so that the coupling is
constrained to be

10−2

(
MPl

M

)1/2

GeV < µ < µ∗ . (2.15)
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2.4 Comment on gravitationally produced gravitons
Through the gravitational particle production, massless spin-2 gravitons are also produced and they
behave as freely propagating radiation. Their energy density at the production is twice as much as that
of a minimally coupled massless scalar field, which is given by [48, 69]

ρgravGW,inf ≃ c
9

16π2
H4

inf , (2.16)

where c is a numerical factor of order O(1) or O(10) depending on details of the transition. At the
time of production, the energy density of the gravitationally produced gravitons is smaller than that of
the superheavy particles if the mass M satisfies

M ≳ 20 c1/2 e2M∆tHinf . (2.17)

Assuming that the mass of the superheavy particles is almost the same as the inverse of the transition
time scale, M ∼ (∆t)−1, the above condition reads

M ≳ 102Hinf . (2.18)

Note that, if the condition (2.17) is not satisfied, the evolution of the universe can be complicated as
a major component of the total energy density differs case by case. Since we are interested in GWs
from the superheavy particles in this work, for simplicity we consider the parameter region where the
condition (2.17) is satisfied.

3 Gravitational wave spectrum
We have seen that the universe follows different evolution paths depending on the parameters of the
theory. The aim of this section is to compare observational imprints of the inevitably-produced GWs
through the graviton Bremsstrahlung process and inflationary GWs. In Sec. 3.1, we review the basics
of GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung. After a few comments on other possible sources of GWs
in Sec. 3.2, we turn to examples of observational signatures in Sec. 3.3.

3.1 Graviton Bremsstrahlung
In any particle decay processes, a collection of the gravitons is inevitably emitted through the interac-
tion

Sint =
1

MPl

∫
d4x

√−g hµνTµν , (3.1)

where Tµν denotes the energy-momentum tensor and hµν is the graviton expanded around the Minkowski
spacetime, defined by

Tµν = − 2√−g

δSmatter

δgµν
, gµν ≃ ηµν +

2

MPl
hµν . (3.2)
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The interaction (3.1) gives rise to three-body decay S → Φ†Φ+hµν called the graviton Bremsstrahlung
process and the total decay width can be written as

Γ ≃ Γ(2) + Γ(3) , (3.3)

where Γ(2) and Γ(3) denote the widths of two-body and three-body decays, respectively. The differen-
tial decay width of the graviton Bremsstrahlung process can be calculated by integrating the associated
amplitude for the three-body phase space without performing the integration for energy. Its explicit
form is given by [42]

dΓ(3)

d lnE
=

1

32π3

µ2

M

M2

M2
Pl

[
(1− 2x)(1− 2x+ 2y2)

4α−1
+ y2(y2 + 2x− 1) ln

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
, (3.4)

with

x :=
E

M
, α :=

√
1− 4y2

1− 2x
, (3.5)

where E ≲ M/2 is the energy of the graviton.
The current density parameter of GWs is defined by

ΩGW(f) :=
1

ρc,0

dρGW

d ln f

∣∣∣∣
T=T0

= Ω(0)
γ

g∗,decay
g∗,0

(
g∗s,0

g∗s,decay

)4/3
d

d lnE

(
ρGW,decay

ρR,decay

)
, (3.6)

where a subscript “0” denotes the current value, f denotes the frequency evaluated today, g∗,s is the
effective degrees of freedom for entropy, and ρc is the critical energy density of the universe. As in
the case of the radiation production through the decay of the superheavy particles, we assume that the
graviton emission occurs instantaneously at the decay. By utilizing the Boltzmann equations which
describe the evolution of the energy densities

dρS
dt

+ 3HρS = −
(
Γ(2) + Γ(3)

)
ρS , (3.7)

dρR
dt

+ 4HρR = Γ(2)ρS +

∫
dΓ(3)

d lnE

(
1− E

M

)
ρS d lnE , (3.8)

dρGW

dt
+ 4HρGW = +

∫
dΓ(3)

d lnE

E

M
ρS d lnE , (3.9)

where

Γ(3) =

∫
dΓ(3)

d lnE
d lnE , (3.10)

one can relate the energy densities to the differential decay width as follows

d

da

(
ρGW

ρR

)
=

1

aH

ρS
ρR

[∫
dΓ(3)

dE

E

M
dE − ρGW

ρR

∫
dΓ(3)

dE

(
1− E

M

)
dE − ρGW

ρR
Γ(2)

]
. (3.11)

7



Note that the second term in the bracket on the right-hand side would be negligible compared to the
third term since a relation Γ(3) < Γ(2) holds for M < MPl. Then, in the limit of the instantaneous
decay, Eq. (3.11) can be approximately integrated as

d

d lnE

(
ρGW,decay

ρR,decay

)
≃ 1

Γ(2)

dΓ(3)

d lnE

E

M

∣∣∣∣
decay

. (3.12)

We then arrive at an expression of the spectrum

ΩGW = 5× 10−7

(
M

MPl

)2

F (x, y) , (3.13)

with

F (x, y) :=
x√

1− 4y2

[
(1− 2x)(1− 2x+ 2y2)

4α−1
+ y2(y2 + 2x− 1) ln

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
. (3.14)

Here we use Ω
(0)
γ ≃ 5.4 × 10−5. It should be noted here that the right-hand side of Eq. (3.13) is a

function of the graviton energy at the production E(= Mx). This has to be rescaled to depict the
spectrum ΩGW(f) in terms of observed frequency, which can be done by

E = 2π
Tdecay

T0

(
g∗s,decay
g∗s,0

)1/3

× f . (3.15)

Recalling that the temperature at decay is proportional to µ/
√
M , the current density parameter of

GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung for E ≲ M/2 is proportional to

ΩGW ∝ M2x =
√
Mµ , (3.16)

indicating that, from an observational point of view, it is preferable for the parent particles to have a
heavy mass or strong coupling to matter fields.

3.2 Other relevant sources
On top of GWs from the superheavy particle decay, there exist primordial GWs from inflationary
tensor perturbations which have a non-trivial scaling in the presence of the kination phase. Letting
w be the equation-of-state parameter of the universe, the amplitude of the primordial GWs is roughly
expressed as [56]

ΩGW ∝ f−2 1−3w
1+3wPT,inf , (3.17)

showing that the amplitude grows linearly at high frequencies with w = 1 corresponding to the kination
phase. It is worth noting that the UV tail of the spectrum decays exponentially for frequencies larger
than one corresponding to the mode that enters the horizon at the end of inflation (recently pointed out
in [70]). The initial tensor power spectrum for inflationary GWs, denoted as PT,inf , is simply given by

PT,inf =
2

π2

(
Hinf

MPl

)2(
k

kp

)nt

, (3.18)
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where kp is the pivot scale and nt is the spectral index. In slow-roll inflation, the spectral index can be
written in terms of the tensor-to-scalar ratio r as

nt ≃ −r

8
. (3.19)

It is widely known that GWs are also produced in the thermal plasma simply because particle
scattering is accompanied by accelerations [71–73]. Such GWs form a stochastic gravitational wave
background which peaks at around O(10) GHz range. We confirm that, in the current setup, GWs
from the thermal plasma are smaller than GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung or inflation. Thus
we neglect the contributions from the thermal plasma in this work.

3.3 Observational signatures
Let us now discuss the detectability of the signal from the graviton Bremsstrahlung process by compar-
ing it with the inflationary GWs in the presence of the kination phase as the post-inflationary dynamics.
For concreteness, without specifying an underlying inflationary model, we fix the tensor-to-scalar ratio
to be r ∼ 10−2 which can be tested by the next-generation CMB experiments such as LiteBIRD [74]
and CMB-S4 [75, 76]. The Hubble scale at the end of inflation is also fixed by using

H2
inf ≃

π2

2
rPζM

2
Pl , (3.20)

where Pζ ≃ 2.1× 10−9 is the dimensionless power spectrum of curvature perturbation. For the other
parameters M , ∆t, and µ, we consider four concrete cases listed in Table 1. Here we assume that the
time scale of transition is simply given by the inverse of the mass of the produced superheavy particles
as an optimistic case where the particle production efficiently occurs. In addition, as an extremal case,
we consider the case with M = MPl. As we have discussed in Sec. 2, for fixed M the background
dynamics can be divided into two types depending on the choice of µ.

M = (∆t)−1 µ∗ µ TRH

A-1 103Hinf 5× 1010 GeV 1013 GeV 3× 109 GeV

A-2 103Hinf 5× 1010 GeV 107 GeV 1× 107 GeV

B-1 MPl 5× 1013 GeV 1016 GeV 3× 1011 GeV

B-2 MPl 5× 1013 GeV 1010 GeV 1× 109 GeV

Table 1: Four pairs of parameters. A-1 and B-1 are classified as case 1, and A-2 and B-2 are examples
of case 2.

Fig. 2 shows the current density parameter of GWs with M = 103Hinf . The left panel corresponds
to the case 1 where the inflationary GWs behave in an ordinary way and we can see that their amplitude
is much greater than GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung. In the right panel corresponding to the
case 2, we see that the inflationary GWs decrease around 100 Hz due to the presence of the intermediate

9
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Figure 2: The current density parameter of GWs with M = 103Hinf and µ = 1013 GeV (left) or
µ = 107 GeV (right). The red dash-dotted line denotes the GWs originating from inflation, while
the blue solid line is the one from the graviton Bremsstrahlung. The gray line is an upper bound
h2ΩGW < 1.3 × 10−6 to have the successful BBN [77]. Dashed lines smaller than MHz exhibit
the future sensitivity prospects by DECIGO, Einstein Telescope, and the Big Bang Observer (taken
from Ref. [78]). The GHz region can be probed by gravitational wave detectors based on resonant
cavities [79, 80].
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2 but for the case with M = MPl and µ = 1016 GeV (left) or µ = 1010 GeV
(right).
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matter-dominated universe. Accordingly, in the GHz region, the predicted amplitude is relatively small
compared to the case 1. However, GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung are also suppressed for small
µ, so that they are buried in inflationary GWs.

If the parent particles can be as heavy as the Planck scale, the situation can be different as the
suppression of GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung becomes small. This can be seen in Fig. 3.
The left panel, with µ = 1016 GeV (case 1), shows that GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung
surpass the ones from inflation. We check that this relation between the two magnitudes holds when
1016 GeV ≲ µ ≲ MPl and they are comparable when 1014 GeV ≲ µ ≲ 1015 GeV. The right panel of
Fig. 3, with µ = 1010 GeV (case 2), shows that GWs from inflation would be greater than ones from
the graviton Bremsstrahlung. This relation holds true in almost all parameter space of the case 2, say
10−2 GeV ≲ µ ≲ 1013 GeV. It may be interesting to look at modes that did not cross the horizon as
the inflationary GWs decay exponentially [70] while the one from the graviton Bremsstrahlung still
grows linearly in f in the GHz frequency range. However, we have to note that the frequency region
that can be probed by resonant cavities is narrow and a fine-tuning of the parameter is needed. To add
more, GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung for f < fpeak have the same power-law behavior as
the inflationary GWs which reenter the horizon in the kination phase. To distinguish GWs from two
sources, multi-frequency observations, e.g., using the deciHz (DECIGO/BBO) and GHz (Cavities)
bands, would be important.

4 Conclusions
In this paper, we investigate the detectability of GWs from the inevitable graviton Bremsstrahlung
process in the presence of the kination phase that relatively amplifies inflationary GWs at higher fre-
quencies due to the quickly decaying background energy density. Figs 2 and 3 show the predictions of
the current density parameter of GWs with fixed M and µ in comparison with the sensitivity curves
of some future detectors. We find that GWs from the graviton Bremsstrahlung are buried in ones orig-
inating from inflation if the parent particles are not as heavy as the Planck scale. If the mass of the
parent particles is close to the Planck scale, the graviton Bremsstrahlung process can produce a sizable
amount of GWs, surpassing the primordial ones.

Our analysis adopts the estimations studied in Ref. [61], where the parent particles couple confor-
mally to gravity. While we expect that our setup is quite general for inflation models that undergo the
kination phase and reheat the universe gravitationally, it would be interesting to study thoroughly how
the breaking of conformal symmetry affects the amount of the energy density at the production, the
mass of produced particles, and the spectrum of GWs. It would also be intriguing to consider realistic
models that fall into the category discussed in our work.
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