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Abstract. We present a novel model-independent generic mechanism for primordial
black hole formation within the context of non-singular matter bouncing cosmology.
In particular, considering a short transition from the matter contracting phase to the
Hot Big Bang expanding Universe, we find naturally enhanced curvature perturbations
on very small scales which can collapse and form primordial black holes. Interestingly,
the primordial black hole masses that we find can lie within the observationally uncon-
strained asteroid-mass window, potentially explaining the totality of dark matter. Re-
markably, the enhanced curvature perturbations, collapsing to primordial black holes,
can induce as well a stochastic gravitational-wave background, being potentially de-
tectable by future experiments, in particular by SKA, PTAs, LISA and ET, hence serv-
ing as a new portal to probe the bouncing nature of the initial conditions prevailing in
the early Universe.

Keywords: Non-singular bouncing cosmology; primordial black holes; gravitational
waves; LISA; NANOGrav.


mailto:t.papanikolaou@ssmeridionale.it
mailto:shreya@iitism.ac.in
mailto:yifucai@ustc.edu.cn
mailto:capozziello@na.infn.it
mailto:msaridak@noa.gr

Contents
1 Introduction 1

2 Non-singular bouncing cosmology 3
2.1 Background dynamics 3
2.2 Perturbation dynamics 4
2.3 The curvature power spectrum during the Hot Bing Bang era 7

3 Primordial black hole formation in the expanding Hot Big Bang era 8

3.1 Basic steps of primordial black hole formation 9
3.2 The primordial black hole abundance within peak theory 11
4 Scalar induced gravitational waves 13
4.1 Tensor perturbations 14
4.2 The scalar induced gravitational-wave signal 15
5 Conclusions 19

1 Introduction

The Hot Big Bang (HBB) [1] cosmological paradigm, despite its success to describe
the origin of the Universe and, more specifically, the abundances of the light elements
and the origin of the isotropic cosmic microwave background (CMB), suffers from many
issues, most importantly the cosmological horizon and the flatness problems. In order
to address such issues, inflationary theory was introduced in early '80s [2—6], being able
to explain as well the origin of the large-scale structures (LSS) of the Universe.

An attractive alternative to the inflationary paradigm is the non-singular bouncing
cosmology [7, 8], which postulates that the Universe was always contracting before the
HBB era and, at some point, transitioned into the expanding Universe we are observing.
This cosmological scenario is free of the initial singularity problem present in inflationary
cosmology [9], solving as well the flatness and horizon problems of the standard HBB
theory [see Ref. [10] for a review on the topic| and giving rise to scale-invariant curvature
power spectra on large scales [11-13], hence being compatible with CMB observations [14,
15].

In order to accommodate a non-singular bouncing phase, one needs to introduce
an effective violation of the null energy condition for a short period of time. Con-
sequently, modified gravity theories [16-18] provide us with an ideal landscape where
one can realise easily a bouncing cosmological behaviour. Indicatively, let us mention
that bouncing cosmological solutions have been constructed within Pre-Big-Bang [19]



and Ekpyrotic [20, 21] setups, higher order gravitational theories [22-24], f(R) grav-
ity [25, 26], f(T) gravity [27], f(Q) gravity [28], non-relativistic gravity [29, 30], massive
gravity [31], braneworld scenarios [32, 33], loop quantum gravity [34, 35] as well within
DHOST and cyclic [36-38] cosmological models [39-41].

On the other hand, primordial black holes (PBHs), introduced back in ‘70s [42—
45] can form in the early Universe before star formation out of the collapse of enhanced
cosmological perturbations on small scales [See here [46, 47] for nice reviews on the topic]
compared to the ones probed by CMB and LSS scales. Remarkably, PBHs have rekindled
the interest of the scientific community since, among others, they can account for a part
or the totality of the dark matter density [48, 49] and explain the LSS formation through
Poisson fluctuations [50, 51], providing as well the seeds for the supermassive black holes
residing in the galactic centres [52, 53]. Interestingly enough, PBHs are associated as well
with numerous gravitational-wave (GW) signals originated from both binary merging
events and stochastic cosmological sources [54, 55]. Observational evidence for their
existence can be found in [56].

An interesting way to probe non-singular bouncing cosmological scenarios is thus by
exploring their interplay with PBHs '. Up to now, some first attempts to bridge PBHs
with bounce realizations have been performed, in particular by studying PBH formation
during a matter contracting phase both analytically [68-71] and numerically [72]. PBH
formation was studied as well during the HBB expanding era but only within the frame-
work of f(R) gravity [73]. In this paper, we find within non-singular matter bounce
cosmological scenarios a natural model-independent mechanism for PBH formation dur-
ing the HBB expanding era. Furthermore, we study the induced GWs due to second
order gravitational interactions associated to PBH formation/production [see [74] for a
review on the topic].

The paper is organised as follows: In Sec. 2, we introduce a model-independent
parametrization of the cosmic expansion within non-singular matter bouncing frame-
works, studying additionally the background and perturbation dynamics and deriving
ultimately the curvature power spectrum responsible for PBH formation during the
HBB expanding era. Then, in Sec. 3, we review the basics of PBH formation within
peak theory, computing at the end the PBH abundances at our present epoch and their
contribution to dark matter. Moreover, in Sec. 4, we investigate the second order GWs
induced by the enhanced cosmological perturbations collapsing to PBHs, checking as well
their detectability with current and future GW experiments. Finally, Sec. 5 is devoted
to conclusions.

'PBHs have been extensively studied as well within the context of many physical setups alternative to
the standardly studied ultra-slow-roll (USR)/inflection point inflation such as phase transitions [57, 58],
false vacuum trapping [59], early matter era [60-62], scalar field instabilities [63], modified/quantum
gravity [64-66] and topological defects [67].



2 Non-singular bouncing cosmology

2.1 Background dynamics

Let us consider a non-singular bouncing model which starts with a contracting matter-
dominated phase, experiencing then a non-singular bouncing phase, entering finally into
the HBB radiation-dominated expanding phase. Let us assume that the bouncing phase
lasts from ¢_ to t4 with ¢ = 0 being the cosmic time at the bouncing point where the
Hubble parameter vanishes, i.e. H = 0. For t << t_, the Universe is in the matter
contracting phase, while for ¢ >> ¢, one meets the expanding era.

Focusing on the background dynamics, under the aforementioned assumptions one
can show that the scale factor can be approximately parameterized for each phase as [75,
76).

(i) Contracting Phase (t <t_):

a(t) = a_ < i )2/3 : (2.1)

o —1_

where a_ is the scale factor at time ¢t_. If H_ is the Hubble parameter at t_, then
one finds that t_ —_ = 31{% One should note here that _ in Eq. (2.1) is a negative
integration constant which is introduced to match the Hubble parameter continuously
at the time ¢_. During the contracting phase, t is negative but since t_ <t<t_,the

N S . . . .
ratio ;—is always positive, leading to a decreasing positive scale factor.

(ii) Bouncing Phase (t— <t <ty):

2
a(t) = ape' T , (2.2)
with ap, the scale factor at the bouncing point (¢ = 0) and T a model parameter depend-
ing on the underlying gravity theory driving the bounce. Matching the scale factors at
t_ one obtains a_ = ay, exp[Yt? /2], while the corresponding Hubble parameter can be

recast as
H(t) =Tt . (2.3)

(i1i) Hot Big Bang Expanding Phase (t >ty ):

a(t) = ay < t—ty )1/2 : (2.4)

ty — 1ty
wheret, = H, /Y andt, —t, = i Imposing again the continuity of the scale factor
T2
+

at t = t4, one acquires ay = ape 2z .

The perturbation modes exit the Hubble radius in the contracting phase, re-enter
the Hubble radius in and around the bouncing phase and, after exiting the Hubble radius
re-enter once again in the expanding phase. Without considering any particular model,
in the next section, we study the evolution of the perturbation modes in Fourier space
through each of these phases separately in a model independent way.



2.2 Perturbation dynamics

Let us proceed now by considering the perturbation behaviour. In order to make the
calculation simpler, we will work in terms of the Mukhanov-Sasaki (MS) variable v,
being related to the comoving curvature perturbation Ry as vy = 2Ry with z = i%'
Here c¢g stands for the curvature perturbation sound speed and Mp, for the reduced

Planck mass, while p and p are the energy and pressure densities, respectively.

e Evolution of the curvature perturbation during the matter contracting
phase

Working in terms of the conformal time 7 defined as dn = dt/a, the Fourier modes
of the MS variable v will evolve according to the following equation of motion:

2 2"\, _
v+ ( Emk ~ =0, (2.5)

where c¢gm is the sound speed during the matter contracting phase and prime
denotes differentiation with respect to the conformal time. For a matter-dominated
era one has that p = 0, while the scale factor scales as a o< n?. Imposing then the
Bunch-Davies vacuum as our initial condition, one can write the MS variable deep
in the sub-horizon regime as

—ikn
vi(k > aH) ~ , 2.6
obtaining at the end vy during the matter contracting phase, reading as
= YT D e ()] (2.7
Uy = 2 3/2 Cs,m U .
where H?() /; is the %—order Hankel function of the first kind. Finally, the curvature
power spectrum defined as Pr (k) = %YRMQ will be written as
ES(—
m |, 2
2772 ‘ - 247TM2 a? H3/2[Cs’mk(7n)] ' (2:8)

On large scales, i.e. ¢smk < |aH|, one obtains an almost scale invariant but time-
a® H?
which is totally different with the superhorizon evolution in an expanding Universe
being characterised by a time-independent curvature power spectrum. In our case,
in contrast to an expanding phase, Pr(k) actually grows with time, since in a
contracting phase a is decreasing with time. On the other hand, for small scales,

. a® H? comk |2
i.e. ¢smk > |aH|, one can show that Pr(k) ~ ( : ) .

12#2057mM1§la3 aH

dependent curvature power spectrum reading as Pr(k) a result




¢ Evolution of the curvature perturbation during the bouncing phase

In the following, we restrict our analysis to a short duration bouncing phase, hence
we keep all the quantities up to first order in terms of (n — n,), where 7, is the
conformal time at the bouncing point, which we normalise to 0.

From Eq. (2.2) the expression for the scale factor in terms of 7 is
a(n> _ abelnverseErf[ab\/Q/ﬂ' (ﬁ*nb)mQ’ (2.9)

where a is the scale factor at the time of bounce. Keeping only terms of the order
(n —m), 2" /z for the present case simplifies to a7 Y. Normalising then a, = 1, we
once again solve the MS equation (2.5), setting the boundary condition v (n _) for
the MS variable at n = n— = H_/T, where vi(n_) is set equal to Eq. (2.7). The
MS equation reads now as

vy + (cg’ka — T =0, (2.10)

whose solution reads as

b( ) \/F kHi/Q H(l) CS,mH—k sinh V C§7b]€2 -7 (Hf + nT)
n) = —Cs,m 172 71/2 7}\ 1n T
2H [ k2 — T T

W k2 =T (H_ +nY)
1) [ csmH-Fk csmH_k b
H3/2 (ST> H—ﬂ/cs,ka_TVST cosh T
o [kt =T (H-+nT)
+ TTSlnh

T

(2.11)
For large scales ¢,k < aH, one finds that

Cs,b T3 1
w23, HY (2+7T)2

H_ T
Pr(k < aH/csp) >~ — Csb sin? <+77>

VT

+2H_ CsmCSb CSbk sin H +77T> OS<H+17T)
V V a 2+172T VT

4 cspk csmH2 20T H_ +nY
aH T 2+772T VY

e Evolution of the perturbation during the HBB expanding phase

(2.12)



In the HBB expanding era, one can rewrite the scale factor (2.4) in terms of the
conformal time as

_ H:+42Y

a(n) = =3 (H% +2H2Y — 272 — H Y(H2 4 27)n). (2.13)

Regarding z(n) during the HBB expanding era, given the fact that we are in a
RD era, namely w = 1/3, we deduce that z(n) becomes equal to 2a(n) 2. Thus,
accounting for Eq. (2.13) one finds that 2" /z is 0. Consequently, the corresponding
MS equation takes the form of a harmonic oscillator, namely

v+ K = 0. (2.14)

Hence, imposing the initial conditions at n = ny = H. /T as vi(ng) = vP(n4),
where v} is given by Eq. (2.11), to ensure the continuity of the MS variable, we
acquire that the Fourier mode of the MS variable during the HBB expanding era
can be recast as

3/2 ics,mH_k
e T

Csm
opP(n) = — =

/262, k% = 27 (csmH_k)5/2
(H_ =+ H+) Cz’bk’g — T

X Mcika — T cosh T

ot ()" o i (- )]

X

Cs,m

I (i W H2R2 + o H_KY 4 iY2) sin [k (n . %)}
T

—I—{]ﬂ/lf/(—lc mH2E? + comH_kY +iY?) cos k:< )]
smH k
+ Ho(2ok? = 1) (comH_k + i)/ 22 —— sin [k:( = )]}

sinh [(H+H+) \Enk? =T ]

_l’_

T
X

T

(2.15)

2During the HBB era, the underlying theory of gravity is assumed to be General Relativity and
therefore the perturbation sound speed ¢ is equal to unity.




2.3 The curvature power spectrum during the Hot Bing Bang era

The curvature power spectrum, responsible for PBH formation during the HBB era,
will be the one at horizon crossing time, being considered as the typical PBH formation
time, at least for nearly monochromatic PBH mass distributions. Accounting thus for
the fact that the comoving curvature perturbation at superhorizon scales, during the
HBB expanding era, is conserved, we can derive the curvature power spectrum at PBH
formation time by setting k¥ = aH. Expanding then Pg(k) during the expansion era
with respect to k, we extract the following analytical formula for the Pr(k) at PBH
formation time

0.778 cos? A2
& H 2 72(H? 1 20)
1.432\/ET17/2 cos Asin AVE
& I H 22 (H 1 27)

Pr(k) ~

Hy (H?+27)
+ o= )
4¢3, H® H2 7 (1 n ﬁ) (H? +27)2

Y2 |0.7cs mH? sin A% + 0.9B2Y cos A ( 20%cos A 4\ /T sin A)]

(2.16)

where A = (H_ + H,)/V/T and B = \/H_/Y. As one may see from Eq. (2.16), the
first term provides the scale invariant contribution favored by CMB observations on
large scales, while the second and the third terms are responsible for the enhancement
of Pr(k) on small scales, leading to PBH formation. As one may see from Fig. 1, the
analytic approximate expression for Pr(k) (green dashed curve) can reproduce quite
efficiently the full result (blue curve) at least within the linear regime where Pg (k) < 1.
As one proceeds to the non-linear regime, namely on very small scales, one needs to
expand Pr (k) to higher orders in k in order to incorporate the non-linear behavior. In
Fig. 1, with the red dashed curve we depict the approximate formula for Pr (k) up to
O(k%/?).

Furthermore, let us discuss the scaling behaviour of Pr(k) as we go to smaller
scales, namely higher values of k. In particular, in order to understand the behaviour of
Pr(k) at horizon crossing time during the HBB expanding phase, we should take into
account the fact that the curvature perturbation is conserved on super-horizon scales in
an expanding Universe. Hence, the behaviour of Pr (k) at horizon crossing time during
the HBB expanding phase will be dictated by its behaviour on super-horizon scales
during the bouncing phase.

Interestingly enough, as one may infer from Eq. (2.12) for very large scales, i.e.
cspk > aH, this equation gives a scale-independent Pr(k), as the one shown in Fig. 1
and extracted in the approximate formula (2.16) for the HBB expanding phase. Then,
as we go to smaller scales, however remaining always within the super-horizon regime,
Eq. (2.12) starts to be dominated by the term linear in k, being in agreement with the
linear growth of Pr (k) shown in Eq. (2.16). If now one goes to even smaller scales, they



will depart from the linear growth scaling of Pr (k), starting to exhibit strong oscillatory
features.

The difference from the linear scaling behaviour can be revealed if we expand Pr (k)
beyond linear order, while the oscillatory behaviour comes from the fact that, as we go
close to k = k4, with ky being the mode crossing the horizon at the onset of the

. ics,mH_k . H+ H+
HBB expanding phase, the term e™ T sin |k (n— =~ or cos |k(n— <"

in Eq. (2.15) will enter to a resonant regime yielding strong oscillations. This can be
interpreted physically by the fact that ki is the smallest scale of our scenario. All
modes with & > ki are always sub-horizon in all three regimes, namely contracting,
bouncing and expanding phases, being characterised by strong oscillatory behaviours.
Therefore, modes which are slightly larger than k;l will pass a very short period in the
super-horizon regime, being most of the time sub-horizon during the bouncing phase.

At this point it is important to emphasize that the growth of curvature pertur-
bations on small scales is a generic feature of any non-singular matter bouncing cos-
mological setup. This is physically justified due to the growth of the curvature per-
turbations on super-horizon scales during the matter contracting phase, independently
of the parametrisation of the scale factor during the bouncing phase [See Eq. (2.8)].
In particular, both the amplitude and the shape of the power spectrum of primordial
curvature perturbations remain unchanged through the bounce due to a no-go theo-
rem [77, 78], independently of the duration of the bouncing phase. Hence, one can
acquire a generic non-“fine-tuned” mechanism of PBH formation within non-singular
matter bouncing cosmology, in contrast with the “fine-tuned” PBH formation present
in single-field ultra-slow roll inflationary setups [79].

The fine-tuning of the order of 10~* at the level of T (see e.g Fig. 1) is due to
the fact that once fixing H; and H_ one should “fine-tune” the value of T in order to
obtain a scale-invariant curvature power spectrum on CMB scales, i.e. require that the
first term of Eq. (2.16) is equal to 2.1 x 107Y as imposed by Planck [80], namely

0.778 cos? (M

2
VY ) -9
=2.1x10"". 2.17
BTV 1 20) (217)

Eq. (2.17) is a complicated algebraic equation, with T appearing inside and outside the
cosine, giving rise to the fine-tuning of Y.

3 Primordial black hole formation in the expanding Hot Big Bang era

Having found in the previous section an enhanced curvature power spectrum on small
scales favoring PBH production, let us now review the basics of PBH formation, calcu-
lating at the end the PBH abundances within our non-singular bouncing cosmological
scenario. In the following, we will consider PBH formation due to the gravitational col-
lapse of enhanced cosmological perturbations re-crossing the cosmological horizon during
the expanding HBB radiation-dominated (RD) era. In particular, we will determine the
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Figure 1. The solid blue curve corresponds to the full curvature power spectrum, for Hi =
10719M,, H-. =6 x 107" M, and Y = 1.7345 x 10*10M§1, The dashed green curve corresponds
to the analytic approzimation for Pr(k) up to linear order in k, while the dashed red curve
depicts the analytic approzimation for Pr (k) up O(k%/?).

PBH abundance within the peak theory and ultimately the fraction of dark matter in
form of PBHs.

3.1 Basic steps of primordial black hole formation
Considering spherical symmetry on super-horizon scales, the metric describing the col-
lapsing overdensity region can be recast as [81]

ds* = —dt* + a?(t)e? ) [dr? + 12407 (3.1)

where a(t) is the scale factor and R(r) is the comoving curvature perturbation being
conserved on super-horizon scales in an expanding cosmological era [82]. R(r) is actually
related to the energy density contrast in the comoving gauge as

dp _ p(r,t) — pu(t)

Py Po(t)

_ (N A+ ) srieage R0
aH 5+ 3w ’

(3.2)



with H(t) = a(t)/a(t) being the Hubble parameter and w the equation-of-state (EoS)
parameter w = p/p. In the linear regime (R < 1), Eq. (3.2) is written as

dp 1 2(14w)
pp  a?H? 5+ 3w

k2 2(1 4+ w)
2H? 543w &

V2R(r) => 6, = (3.3)
Note that due to the k? damping, large scales that cannot be observed are naturally
removed 3.

Let us emphasize here that PBH formation is a non-linear process. One should
then in principle consider the full non-linear relation (3.2) between R and §. At the end,
one can deduce that the smoothed energy density contrast, denoted as dy,, scales with
the linear energy density contrast d;, given by Eq. (3.3), as [84, 85]

b =1~ 2, (3.4)

where scales smaller than the cosmological horizon scale have been smoothed out in
order to account for the cloud-in-cloud issue, while larger scales are naturally removed
due to the k? damping mentioned above. In particular, the smoothed 6; is defined as

5F = / BFW(F, R)(F — 7). (3.5)

In Eq. (3.5), we consider a Gaussian window function W (Z, R) whose expression in k
space reads as [83]

W(R, k) = e FE*/2, (3.6)

with R being the smoothing scale, roughly equal to the comoving horizon scale R =
(aH)~! for nearly monochromatic PBH mass distributions. Making use now of Eq. (3.3),
the smoothed variance of the energy density field can be recast as

7= () = [P R)

w 2 o] ~
ZM/O i:(kR)4W2(k,R)PR(k),

(3.7)

where Ps, (k, R) and Pr(k) stand for the reduced energy density and curvature power
spectra respectively.
Concerning the PBH mass, being of the order of the cosmological horizon mass at
the time of PBH formation, its spectrum will follow a critical collapse scaling law [58, 86—
88],
Mppy = MK (§ — d.)7, (3.8)

with My being the mass within the cosmological horizon at horizon crossing time. Here
~v =~ 0.36 is a critical exponent, depending on the EoS at PBH formation time, being that

3Working in terms of comoving curvature perturbation R, PBH abundances are significantly overes-
timated, since large unobservable scales are not removed when smoothing the PBH distribution [83].

,10,



of radiation. The parameter K depends on the EoS parameter as well as on the shape
of the collapsing overdensity region. In the following, we will adopt a fiducial value for
K ~ 4 based on numerical simulations of PBH formation during a RD era [87].

With regards to the PBH formation threshold value, ., the latter will depend,
in general, on the shape of the collapsing curvature perturbation profile [89, 90], on
the EoS parameter at the time of PBH formation [91-93], as well on the presence of
anisotropies [94] and non-sphericities [95, 96]. In our case, we consider the standard
case of spherical isotropic collapse in the HBB RD expanding era. Thus, we need to
investigate the effect of the collapsing curvature power spectrum profile shape on .. In
particular, as it can be seen from Fig. 1, we have, in principle, broad curvature power
spectra and, on very small scales where one enters the non-linear regime, i.e. Pr(k) > 1,
we observe oscillatory features as well. Therefore, in order to determine the value d., we
adopt the methodology introduced in [90].

3.2 The primordial black hole abundance within peak theory

Having smoothed the above energy density field and accounted for the critical collapse
scaling law PBH mass spectrum, we can now proceed to the calculation of the PBH mass
function S(M) working within the context of peak theory. This states that the density
of sufficiently rare and large peaks for a random Gaussian density field in spherical
symmetry is written as [97]

3.3
_ BV 22

N(V) = mge ve/ s (39)
where v = §/o and o is the smoothed variance of the energy density field given by

Eq. (3.7). The parameter p, appearing in Eq. (3.9), is actually the first moment of the
smoothed curvature power spectrum defined as

p = /OOO OlTfpal(/f,R) ((5{)2
_ ‘(m /OOO %(kR)“WQ(k,R)PR(k) (a’;)Q

Thus, the fraction of the Universe at a peak of a given height v collapsing to form a
PBH, denoted here as 3, reads as

_ Mpgn(v)
My

(3.10)

By Nw)O(v —ve), (3.11)

and the total energy density contribution of PBHs of mass M to the energy budget of
the Universe, namely the PBH mass function, is

o3

35 v 3,3
B(M) = ’ dy£ <VO' e 5(:) i e 12, (3.12)
T

Ve

where v, = d.;/0 and 0. = % <1 - 223&>
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One can then extract the PBH abundance and its contribution to the dark matter
abundance. Doing so, we introduce the quantity fppg defined as

QpBH,0

) 3.13
QpM,0 (3:13)

JpBH =
where the subscript 0 refers to our present epoch and Qppu = ppBH/Perit,; DM =
0.265. Accounting now for the fact that PBHs behave as pressureless dust one has that
PPBH,0 = PPBHf (af/a0)3 ~ Bprad (af/a0)3 where the index “f” refers to PBH formation
time. At the end, considering the fact that M ~ My and applying as well entropy
conservation from PBH formation time up to our present epoch, one straightforwardly

finds that 1/a /2
B B(M) 106.75 M\~
Jemn = (3.27 x 108 et M, : (3.14)

where M, is the solar mass and where g, ¢ is the effective number of relativistic degrees
of freedom. For our numerical applications, we will use g, = 106.75, being the number
of relativistic degrees of freedom of the Standard Model before the electroweak phase
transition [98].

In Fig. 2, we show in the left panel the curvature power spectra for two different
sets of the theoretical parameters involved, namely Hy, H_, and T, whereas in the right
panel we present, associated to these curvature power spectra, the PBH energy density
contribution to dark matter fppy as a function of the PBH mass. Additionally, we have
superimposed constraints on fppy from evaporation (blue region) [99-103], microlensing
(red region) [104-107], GW (green region) [108, 109] and CMB (violet region) [110]
observational probes. In [111] one can find a combined analysis of the aforementioned
PBH abundance constraints. Regarding now the value of the PBH formation threshold
computed following the procedure introduced in [90], we found that for the case where
H, =10"*Mp, H =6 x 1075Mp, and T = 5.3658 x 107 15M2, 6. = 0.575 whereas for
Hy =107"9Mp, H. =6 x 10711 My, and T = 1.7345 x 1072 M2, 6. = 0.582.

As one can see from the right panel of Fig. 2, we can produce PBHs within a wide
range of masses depending on the values of H;, H_ and T. In particular, the PBH mass
will be of the order of the cosmological horizon mass at the time of PBH formation, i.e.
horizon crossing time as it can be seen by Eq. (3.8). After a straightforward calculation
we can show that the typical mass of a PBH forming in the HBB expanding era will
scale with Hy, H_, T and the comoving scale k as

Am M2 TMZH, (H2 +27)°
Mppy ~ My = ol == + 3.15
PR T o (Hy HO X k) T2k ’ (3.15)

where Hy, is the Hubble parameter at horizon crossing time.

Interestingly enough, as we can notice in the right panel of Fig. 2, we can eas-
ily produce PBHs with mass of the order of one solar mass, being the typical black
hole progenitor masses for the LIGO-VIRGO-KAGRA (LVK) merging events as well
PBHs within the observationally unconstrained asteroid-mass window, where PBHs can
account for the totality of dark matter.
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Figure 2. Left Panel: The curvature power spectra for different fiducial values of the param-
eters Hy, H_ and Y. Right Panel: The fraction of dark matter in terms of PBHs denoted as
feeu = Qpeuo/OpMo as a function of the PBH mass. The colored regions are excluded from
evaporation (blue region), microlensing (red region), gravitational-wave (green region) and CMB
(violet region) observational probes concerning the PBH abundances. The data for the constraints
on fppu from the different observational probes were obtained from [111].

At this point, it is important to stress that, in order to stay within the perturbative
regime, we impose a non-linear cut-off scale kxt, depending on H,, H_ and Y such as that
Pr(knt) = 0.1. Going beyond the non-linear regime, where cosmological perturbation
theory breaks down, will require to perform high-cost N-body numerical simulations,
which lies beyond the scope of this work.

Let us comment here that one should account as well for the backreaction of small-
scale one-loop corrections to the large-scale curvature power spectrum, which could
potentially alter the curvature perturbation amplitude measured by Planck. At least
within single-field inflationary models, this issue was studied [112-117] with the more
recent works claiming that it can be evaded [117-119]. It is still however an open issue
what happens within alternative to inflationary setups as the one considered here. To
answer this question one should perform a case-by-case study.

4 Scalar induced gravitational waves

Having studied the PBH formation with the context of non-singular matter bouncing
cosmologies, let us proceed to the exploration of the stochastic GW background in-
duced at second order in cosmological perturbation theory by the enhanced curvature
perturbations collapsed to form PBHs [120-123] [see [74] for a review].
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4.1 Tensor perturbations

Working in the Newtonian gauge, 4 the perturbed Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) metric can be written as

ds® = a®(n) {—(1 + 20)dn? + [(1 —28)6;; + h;] dxidxﬂ} , (4.1)

where ® is the first-order scalar perturbation, usually denoted as Bardeen potential,
and h;; is second-order tensor perturbation. Going now in the Fourier space, the tensor
perturbation mode h;; will be recast as

dgk ik-x
() = [ eyt W) ®) e w] e e
with el(»;r) and ez(j_) the polarisation tensors defined as
) (k) = = [ex(k)e; (k) — e(k)e; (k 4.3
ij():ﬁ[el( Jej(k) — ei(k)e;(k)], (4.3)
1 _ _
el (k) = —=[eik); (k) + & (R)e; (k)] (4.4)

V2

where e;(k) and €;(k) are two 3D vectors which alongside with k/k form an orthonormal
basis. Finally, the tensor modes hy obey the following equation [131, 132]:

hy" + 2Hhy + K2Ry, = 45, (4.5)

where s = (+4), (%) stands for the two polarisation modes of tensor perturbations in
General Relativity and S is a source term reading as [133, 134]

d3q
S __ S
Si = [ e (k. @F @k = al.0)6uon—g. (1.6
In Eq. (4.6), we have written the Fourier mode of ® as ®x(n) = To(Z)pr with & = kn,
where ¢} is the value of ® at some reference time Zy - here we consider it to be the
horizon crossing time - and T (%) is a transfer function, defined as Tg(Z) = ®(Z)/P(Zo).
For the radiation-dominated Universe we are considering here, T4(Z) takes the following
form:

T(#) = =

i2

sin(Z/v/3)
/V3
Moreover, the function F(q, |k — q|,n) can be written as

F(q,|k —ql,n) = 2Te(qn)Ts (|k — q|n)

- 3(14+w) (1™ 4T (an) + T (qn)] (4.8)

x [H™' Kk — q|Tg (Ik — aln) + Te (|k — aln)] -
4As noted in [124-130], there is no gauge dependence for induced scalar tensor modes during a RD era,

as the one we study in this work, due to the decay of the GW source, namely the scalar perturbations,
in the late-time limit.

—cos(2/V3)] . (4.7)
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Consequently, Eq. (4.5) can be solved analytically with the use of Green function for-
malism, and the solution of the mode function hj, can be written as [133]

4
a(n)

with the Green function Gj,(n,7) derived from the homogeneous equation

W) =~ [ an G man)Si(a) (4.9)
1d

"

& () + (k?a)akw, 7 =50 — ), (4.10)

under the boundary conditions lim, 5 G,(1,7) = 0 and lim, 5 GZ’/(n, n) = 1.

4.2 The scalar induced gravitational-wave signal

Focusing now on the sub-horizon regime, where we can use the flat spacetime approxi-
mation, since on small scales one does not feel the curvature of space-time, we can show
that the energy density of the gravitational waves can be written as [135, 136]

2

322

paw (1, ) = =55 (9 hapdnhP + 8;hasdThoP), (4.11)
being the sum of a gradient and a kinetic term, which, in the case of a free GW, are
equipartitioned.

In the RD era, due to diffusion damping [137, 138], the scalar perturbations are
decaying very fast, hence decoupling quickly from the tensor perturbations soon after
horizon crossing. Thus, accounting only for sub-horizon modes and neglecting the friction
term in (4.5), which is now suppressed, Eq. (4.5) becomes a free-wave equation and the
effective GW energy density will be given by

(paw(mz)) =2 ) =k 2<( >2>

s=+,X

M2
= L6a2 (o)’ 3 /d3k:1/d ks ko (4.12)
a 7T

s=+,X

x (b, (hig (n) et 4=

where the bar stands for averaging over the sub-horizon oscillations of hg and (...)
denotes an ensemble average. The factor 2 in the first line of Eq. (4.12) appears due to
the equipartition of the gradient and the kinetic energy density terms in Eq. (4.11) in
the case of a free GW.

Defining now Qaw(n, k) through the relation

(paw(n, z)) = Ptot/QGW(ﬁ,k)dlnk, (4.13)
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where piot is the total energy density of the Universe, we can calculate Qgw(n, k) by
computing (paw(n, x)). Equivalently, given Eq. (4.12), one obtains Qagw(n, k) by com-
puting the two-point correlation function of the tensor field (hy, (n)hz: (n).

In Eq. (4.12), inside the double integral one can see the appearance of the equal
time correlation function for tensor modes, which, basically, provides the tensor power
spectrum Pp(n, k) through the following expression:

(b, ()i () = 6 (R — Ky WSF 2 (0, k), (4.14)
where again s = (x) or (+).
After very long but straightforward algebraic manipulations and considering that
on the super-horizon regime ® = 2R /3 [139], the tensor power spectrum Py (n, k) reads
as [see [133, 134] for more details]

1+v 402 — (1 2 . 2\272
P(S (n, k —4/ dv/ [ v ( 4—;:}] w) XIQ(u,v,x)PR(k:v)PR(ku),

(4.15)
with I(u,v,z) a kernel function containing information on the thermal state of the
Universe during the era of GW production, defined as

2 a(7)
I(u,v,z) = / dz —= k Gi(x,z) Fi(u, v, T). 4.16
3),, @) (416)
Using Eq. (4.13) we can write the GW spectral density as the GW energy density
per logarithmic comoving scale. Combining then Eq. (4.15) and Eq. (4.14), and inserting

Eq. (4.14) into Eq. (4.12), we acquire

1 dpaw(n, k) 1 k )
Q0 )= — Spewin k) L B 417
awn k) = 2k~ 21 \Hp) P (1, K)- (4.17)

Finally, the GW spectral density Q0gw at PBH formation time, namely at horizon cross-
ing time during the HBB expanding phase, will be given by [133]

I+v 4% — (1 + 0% — u?)? 2
Q d
Gw (e, 12/ v/_v [ 4uv ]
3 2_3)1°
x P (kv)Pr(ku) [%]
u , (4.18)

B 9, o 3—(u+v)?

x{[ duv + (u” +v* —3)In 3= (u_u2

+ 72 (u? + v - 3)’0(v+u — ﬂ)}

Lastly, considering the entropy conservation between PBH formation time and the
present epoch, we can show that

4/3
Qw (0, k) = Q) S22t (950) Qew (. k), (4.19)
Gxp,0 \ 9+S,f
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where the subscript 0 refers to the present epoch and g., and g.s denote the energy and
entropy relativistic degrees of freedom. For our numerical applications we use {2440 ~
107 [80], gup0 =~ gus.0 = 3.36, Gupf 2 gxs,p = 106.75 [98].
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Figure 3. The scalar-induced gravitational-wave spectra for different values of the parameters
H,, H_ and Y. On top of the GW spectra we present the sensitivity curves of SKA [140],
LISA [141], BBO [142] and ET [143] GW experiments.

In Fig. 3 we present the current GW spectral abundance as a function of the fre-
k

quency f defined as f = Trag for different sets of our parameters at hand, namely H,
H_, and T. Furthermore, we superimpose the GW sensitivity bands of the forthcom-
ing GW experiments, namely Square Kilometer Arrays (SKA) [140], Laser Inferometer
Space Antenna (LISA) [141], Big Bang Observer (BBO) [142] and Einstein Telescope
(ET) [143]. As one can see, at first Qgw o f2 and then it decays abruptly at an ultra-
violet (UV) cut-off frequency fuy = ZI:FIZI(; related to the non-linear cutoff introduced
in Sec. 2 where Pr(kn1,) = 0.1. Beyond this non-linear cut-off frequency perturbation
theory breaks down, and one needs to perform numerical simulations in order to derive
the GW spectral behaviour in these high frequencies [144], an investigation that goes
beyond the scope of the present work.

The scaling f2 of the GW spectral abundance in the low frequency range can be
seen from Eq. (4.18), where Qgw o< P3. Thus, since Pr x k (see Eq. (2.16)), we
obtain Qqw o k? o« f2. Moreover, it is worth noticing that the UV cut-off frequency
at 2knp,/(2mag) can be justified by the momentum conservation, since as it can be seen

by Eq. (4.15) the tensor power spectrum Pp(k) is actually a convolution product of the
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curvature power spectrum Pr(k), i.e. two scalar modes R give a tensor mode h. This
explains the factor of 2 in the UV cut-off frequency fuv.
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Figure 4. Left Panel: The fraction of dark matter in terms of PBHs denoted as fppy =
Qpsm,o/pMm,0 as a function of the PBH mass for Hy = 8 x 1073 M, H_ =4 x 1073M,, and
YT =9 x 1072M2. The colored regions are excluded from evaporation (blue region), microlens-
ing (red region), gravitational-wave (green region) and CMB (violet region) observational probes
concerning the PBH abundances. The data for the constraints on fppu from the different ob-
servational probes were obtained from [111]. Right Panel: The scalar-induced gravitational-wave
spectrum for Hy = 8 x 1073 My, H_ = 4x 1073Mp, and ¥ = 9 x 10712 M2, in comparison with
the NANOGrav GW data [145]. On top of our GW spectra we additionally present the sensitivity
curves of SKA [140], LISA [141], BBO [142] and ET [143] GW experiments.

In the right panel of Fig. 4 we show the GW spectral abundance as a function of the
frequency, for Hy = 8x1073Mp,, H_ = 4x1073Mp, and T = 9x 1072 M2 superimposed
with the recently Pulsar Time Array (PTA) GW data released by NANOGrav [145]. As
one may see, our GW prediction for the fiducial values of H,, H_ and Y reported above,
peaks at nHz and it can explain quite well the PTA GW data. Hence, it indicates that the
non-singular bouncing cosmological induced GW portal can serve as one of the possible
interpretations for the NANOGrav/PTA GW signal 5. A more careful likelihood analysis
is needed in order to find the Hy, H_ and T values best fitting the NANOGrav/PTA
GW data at nHz. Such an analysis is going beyond of the scope of the present work
and it will be performed elsewhere. For consistency, we show in the left panel of Fig. 4,
the contribution of PBHs to dark matter for Hy = 8 x 1073 Mp,, H_ = 4 x 1073 My,
and T = 9 x 107'2M2,, showing that we do not face a PBH overproduction issue, being
compatible with the PBH constraints.

5Note here that the scalar-induced GW scenario related to PBH formation has been also extensively
studied as a possible interpretation of the NANOGrav/PTA GW data within other than bouncing
cosmological setups [146-154].
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5 Conclusions

The non-singular bouncing cosmological paradigm, being an attractive alternative to
inflation, is free of the initial singularity problem, being additionally able to address
the current HBB cosmological issues, namely the horizon and the flatness problems.
Moreover, it is compatible with the CMB and LSS observational data, indicating a
scale-invariant curvature power spectrum on large scales.

Interestingly, PBHs can serve as a novel portal in order to probe alternative cos-
mological and gravitational scenarios. Notably, in this work we found a novel natural
model-independent mechanism for PBH formation during the HBB radiation-dominated
era, within the context of non-singular matter bouncing cosmologies. In particular,
the enhancement of super-horizon curvature perturbations, during a matter contracting
phase in combination with a short transitory period from the matter contracting to the
HBB expanding Universe, can lead to enhanced curvature perturbations on small scales
during the HBB phase, collapsing to form PBHs.

Remarkably, the PBHs produced within our model-independent bouncing setup
can lie within a wide range of masses, depending on the energy scales at the end of the
contracting era H_, and at the beginning of the HBB expanding era H,, as well as on
the rate of growth of the Hubble parameter during the bouncing phase T. Intriguingly,
for Hy = 107Myp,, H_ = 6 x 107" My, and T = 1.7345 x 1072 M2, we find PBHs
lying within the observationally unconstrained asteroid-mass window, where PBHs can
potentially account for the totality of dark matter.

Furthermore, we studied the stochastic GW background, induced by second order
gravitational interactions and by the enhanced curvature perturbations collapsing to
PBHs. Interestingly, we found an abundant production of induced GWs, peaking at
a frequency ranging from nHz up to Hz, depending on the value of Hy, H_ and Y,
hence being potentially detectable by future GW experiments, in particular SKA, PTAs,
LISA and ET, and serving as a novel probe of the potential bouncing nature of initial
conditions prevailing in the early Universe. Lastly, we showed that our non-singular
bouncing setup can give rise to a stochastic induced GW background peaked at nHz,
being able to explain quite efficiently the recently released PTA/NANOGrav GW data.
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