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Audible Axions

Listening for Invisible Axions
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ALP and Dark Photon Abundances
• The	ALP	begins	to	oscillate	when	the	Hubble	rate	drops	below	the	

ALP	mass	

• For	simplicity,	we	assume	the	no	ini3al	abundance	for	the	dark	

photon.	However,	it	can	be	sourced	as	the	ALP	rolls.
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Pedro Schwaller — Astro/Particle Theory 

Overview

▪ The early Universe and new physics 

▪ Gravitational waves as windows into the early Universe 

▪ Axions, strong CP problem, and dark matter 

▪ Probing axions with GWs
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The Standard Model (of particle physics)

3

Matter Forces
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The Higgs (& nothing else)

4

"for the theoretical discovery of a 
mechanism that contributes to our 

understanding of the origin of mass of 
subatomic particles, and which recently 
was confirmed through the discovery of 
the predicted fundamental particle, by the 
ATLAS and CMS experiments at CERN's 

Large Hadron Collider"

Discovery 2012 by ATLAS & CMS
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Reasons to go beyond

▪ Curiosity!  

Is there something else?  

▪ Origin of Matter  

▪ Nature of Dark Matter 

▪ Quark and Lepton Flavour puzzles 

▪ Strong CP problem  

▪ Inflation, Dark Energy, Reheating… 

5

Can not be 
explained within 

SM 

Requires new  

Physics!!!

Parameterised 
but not explained 

in SM 

Hints for  new Physics
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Reasons to go beyond

▪ Curiosity!  

Is there something else?  

▪ Origin of Matter  

▪ Nature of Dark Matter 

▪ Quark and Lepton Flavour puzzles 

▪ Strong CP problem  

▪ Inflation, Dark Energy, Reheating… 
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Connected with
Cosmology/early 

Universe?



What do we know about 
the early Universe? 
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Thermal History
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Gravitational Waves?

▪ First direct observation in 2016 

▪ New window into early universe

9

e.g. 
•Electroweak symmetry 
breaking 

•Baryogenesis 
•Dark matter production



Physics Highlight 2016
10

LIGO announces first
direct observation of
Gravitational Waves



LIGO

Hanford, Washington, USA



Signal
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GWs & early Universe

▪ CMB encodes information about the state of the universe 
at the time of its emission 

Densities of matter, radiation, dark matter 

Fluctuations (seeds for galaxy formation) 

Hubble rate (interesting discrepancy!) 

▪ GWs could do the same 

For earlier (and different) times 

Need a strong source (CMB photons are just there!)

13
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Primordial sources of GWs

▪ First order phase 
transitions (symmetry 
breaking) 

▪ Inflation/Reheating 

▪ Cosmic strings 

▪ and now… Axions! 

14
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FIG. 1: Slices of fluid energy density E/T 4
c at t = 400 T−1

c ,
t = 800 T−1

c and t = 1200 T−1
c respectively, for the η = 0.2

simulation. The slices correspond roughly to the end of the
nucleation phase, the end of the initial coalescence phase and
the end of the simulation.

W ϵ, contracting [∂µT µν ]
fluid

with Uν yields

Ė + ∂i(EV i) + p[Ẇ + ∂i(WV i)]−
∂V

∂φ
W (φ̇+ V i∂iφ)

= ηW 2(φ̇+ V i∂iφ)
2. (5)

The equations of motion for the fluid momentum density
Zi = W (ϵ+ p)Ui read

Żi+∂j(ZiV
j)+∂ip+

∂V

∂φ
∂iφ = −ηW (φ̇+V j∂jφ)∂iφ. (6)

The principal observable of interest to us is the power
spectrum of gravitational radiation resulting from bub-
ble collisions. One approach is to project Tij at every
timestep and then making use of the Green’s function to
compute the final power spectrum [34, 35]; this is quite
costly in computer time. Instead, we use the procedure
detailed in Ref. [36]. We evolve the equation of motion
for an auxiliary tensor uij ,

üij −∇2uij = 16πG(τφij + τ fij), (7)

where τφij = ∂iφ∂jφ and τ fij = W 2(ϵ+ p)ViVj . The phys-
ical metric perturbations are recovered in momentum
space by hij(k) = λij,lm(k̂)ulm(t,k), where λij,lm(k̂) is
the projector onto transverse, traceless symmetric rank 2
tensors. We are most interested in the metric perturba-
tions sourced by the fluid, as the fluid shear stresses gen-
erally dominate over those of the scalar field, although it
will be instructive to also consider both sources together.
Having obtained the metric perturbations, the power

spectrum per logarithmic frequency interval is

dρGW(k)

d ln k
=

1

32πGL3

k3

(2π)3

∫

dΩ
∣

∣

∣
ḣlm(t,k)

∣

∣

∣

2

. (8)

We simulate the system on a cubic lattice of N3 = 10243

points, neglecting cosmic expansion which is slow com-
pared with the transition rate. The fluid is imple-
mented as a three dimensional relativistic fluid [37], with
donor cell advection. The scalar and tensor fields are

evolved using a leapfrog algorithm with a minimal sten-
cil for the spatial Laplacian. Principally we used lat-
tice spacing δx = 1T−1

c and time step δt = 0.1T−1
c ,

where Tc is the critical temperature for the phase tran-
sition. We have checked the lattice spacing dependence
by carrying out single bubble self-collision simulations for
L3 = 2563 T−3

c at δx = 0.5T−1
c , for which the value of

ρGW at t = 2000T−1
c increased by 10%, while the final

total fluid kinetic energy increased by 7%. Simulating
with δt = 0.2T−1

c resulted in changes of 0.3% and 0.2%
to ρGW and the kinetic energy respectively.

Starting from a system completely in the symmet-
ric phase, we model the phase transition by nucleat-
ing new bubbles according to the rate per unit volume
P = P0 exp(β(t − t0)). From this distribution we gener-
ate a set of nucleation times and locations (in a suitable
untouched region of the box) at each of which we insert a
static bubble with a gaussian profile for the scalar field.
The bubble expands and quickly approaches an invariant
scaling profile [23].

We first studied a system with g = 34.25, γ = 1/18,
α =

√
10/72, T0 = Tc/

√
2 and λ = 10/648; this allows

comparison with previous (1 + 1) and spherical studies
of a coupled field-fluid system where the same parameter
choices were used [23]. The transition in this case is rela-
tively weak: in terms of αT , the ratio between the latent
heat and the total thermal energy, we have αTN

= 0.012
at the nucleation temperature TN = 0.86Tc. We also
performed simulations with γ = 2/18 and λ = 5/648, for
which αTN

= 0.10 at the nucleation temperature TN =
0.8Tc, which we refer to as an intermediate strength tran-
sition. We note that αTN

∼ 10−2 is generic for a first
order electroweak transition, while αTN

∼ 10−1 would
imply some tuning [38].

For the nucleation process, we took β = 0.0125Tc,
P0 = 0.01 and t0 = tend = 2000T−1

c . The simulation vol-
ume allowed the nucleation of 100-300 bubbles, so that
the mean spacing between bubbles was of order 100T−1

c .
The wall velocity is captured correctly, but the fluid ve-
locity did not quite reach the scaling profile before col-
liding. Typically, the peak velocity prior to collision is
20-30% below the scaling value for the deflagrations.

For the weak transition we chose η = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4 and
0.6. The first gives a detonation with wall speed vw ≃
0.71, and the others weak deflagrations with vw ≃ 0.44,
0.24, and 0.15 respectively. The shock profiles are found
in Figs. 2 and 3 of Ref. [23]; slices of the total energy
density for one of our simulations are shown in Fig. 1.
The intermediate transition was simulated at η = 0.4,
for which the wall speed is vw ≃ 0.44, very close to the
weak transition with η = 0.2.

Fig. 2 (top) shows the time evolution of two quantities

from Hindmarsh et alOutline
Introduction

Binding to Galaxy
Hunting Cosmic Superstrings in the Galaxy

Conclusion

Cosmic Strings
Superstrings in String Theory
Cosmic Superstrings

Loops get formed from long (horizon-crossing) strings:

• The loops decay via gravitational radiation. Large loops live
longer.

• The inter-commutation probability Pic = 1 for ordinary strings,
but Pic  1 for superstrings. It can be as small as Pic ' 10�3.
(Jackson, Jones, Polchinski)

Henry Tye (with David Cherno↵) Gravitational Waves from Cosmic Superstrings
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Signal shape and frequency

▪ Characteristic for source, e.g. 

▪ Phase transition, peak 
location depends 
on Tnuc 

▪ Cosmic strings
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FIG. 1: The GW energy density per logarithmic frequency
interval Ωgw(f)h2 of a cosmic string network with Gµ/c2 =
10−7, α = 10−3 and n∗ = 1. The black (solid) line is the full
spectrum from the network due to loops formed in both radi-
ation and matter eras, whereas the red (dashed) line is that
from the radiation-dominated era and the blue (dot-dashed)
line is from the matter-dominated era. The grey shaded area
shows the frequency window probed with the highest sensi-
tivity by PTA experiments with duration between 5 and 10
years.

D. Intercommutation probability

Whenever two field theory cosmic strings collide they
exchange partners with an intercommutation probability
p = 1 [70]. This is not necessarily the case for cosmic su-
perstrings however, which intercommute with a reduced
intercommutation probability p < 1. This can be at-
tributed to the extra dimensions in which cosmic super-
strings are moving, with a successful intercommutation
requiring their collision in all dimensions and not just in
the three spatial dimensions visible to us. If p < 1 then
the scaling density of long strings is increased in order
to increase the number of intersections per unit time and
hence allow the network to lose the requisite amount of
energy necessary to maintain scaling. This will increase
the number of loops and hence will increase the ampli-
tude of the SGWB by a uniform scaling. There is, how-
ever, some controversy as to the exact dependence on p.
Jones, Stoica and Tye [19], argued that the self-similar
length scale, L, of the cosmic string network should scale
as L ∝ pt, which would mean that ρ∞ ∝ L−2 ∝ p−2.
In that case, even a small decrease in p would lead to a
dramatic increase in the amplitude of the SGWB. How-
ever, in such a case the inter-string distance ds, due to
the higher string density, is smaller than the length scale
of the network L, whereas in the one-scale model L ∼ ds,
suggesting that this argument needs to be modified.
Sakellariadou [83] has performed simulations of cosmic

superstring networks in Minkowski spacetime which sug-
gest that L ∝ p1/2t, implying that ρ∞ ∝ p−1. It was
suggested the discrepancy with the results of Jones et
al. stems from the small-scale structure of cosmic stings,

which ensures more intersection points when two strings
collide, and therefore there are more chances for success-
ful loop production.
There are two techniques used to model the dynam-

ics of strings in the Nambu-Goto approximation: one
is the Minkowski spacetime approach used in [83]; the
other is to model the expansion of the Universe. The
results of such simulations are reported by Avgoustidis
and Shellard in [84, 85]. They find that when p ≤ 0.1
then ρ∞ ∝ p−0.6, whereas for 0.1 < p ≤ 1.0 they find
ρ∞ ∝ p−1. They also suggest that small-scale structure
is responsible for the difference from the ρ∞ ∝ p−2 scal-
ing law and they propose a simple two-scale model which
describes quite accurately their simulation results. The
difference in the scaling laws of [83] and [85] has to do
with fitting model parameters to results of fundamen-
tally different simulations, so the exact reasons for this
discrepancy are not easy to trace.
In this work we will not make a judgement on the pre-

cise dependence of the scaling density of infinite strings
as a function of p except that it can be modeled by a
power law

A(p) =
A(1)

pk
, (25)

where k is the model parameter and A(1) = 52 and
A(1) = 31 in the radiation and matter eras respectively.
The results of [83] suggest that k = 1, whereas those
of [84, 85] suggest k = 0.6 for p ≤ 0.1 and k = 1
for 0.1 < p ≤ 1.0. The consequence of this assump-
tion is that the amplitude of the SWGB will scale as
Ωgw(f) ∝ p−k independent of f .

III. CHARACTERISTICS OF COSMIC STRING
INDUCED SPECTRA

A. Low frequency cut-off due to newborn large
loops.

As we mentioned in Sec. II B, each cosmic string loop
emits GWs into an ensemble of harmonics defined by
fn = 2nc/ℓ. This means that there is a low frequency
cut-off on the GWs that a cosmic string network emits,
defined by the first emission mode of the largest loops
present. The largest loops are those created at the
present time t0 and have length ℓ0 = frαdH(t0), with
a corresponding low frequency cut-off f0 ∝ 1/αt0. The
redshifted frequencies of the GWs emitted by loops pre-
viously born will always be higher than f0 in both the
radiation- and matter-dominated eras. For example, in
the radiation era the frequency of the first emission mode
of a loop formed at time t1 redshifted to the present is

f1 ∝ t1/6eq /α(t1/21 t2/30 ) > f0, where teq ≈ 25, 000 yrs is the
time of radiation-matter equality. The same calculation

in the matter era gives f1 ∝ 1/α(t1/31 t2/30 ), which is also
greater than f0. To demonstrate the strength of this in-
equality, in the matter era, the GWs of the first emission
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Frequency ranges

16

Pulsar timing arrays
Data already available

12
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FIG. 2. Noise curves (left) and PLI sensitivity curves (right) for various gravitational wave observa-
tories. Dashed black lines in the left-hand plot indicate the expected magnitude of several important
backgrounds, in particular super-massive black hole binaries (SMBHB) [55, 56], and galactic [57, 58] as
well as extra-galactic [59, 60] compact binaries (CB). In determining the power-law integrated sensitivity
curves (as well as in the toy model analyses presented in Section III), we assume that the SMBHB back-
ground will eventually be resolvable, while the CB background will remain unresolved. In the right-hand
plot, we also show example spectra generated by a phase transition at T nuc = 10GeV and with ↵ = 0.1,
�/H = 10 for both runaway and non-runaway bubbles. The parameter choices made for forthcoming
experiments are given in Appendix B, and the data underlying our noise curves and PLI sensitivity curves
can be found in the ancillary material.

noise ratio (SNR) ⇢. A stochastic gravitational wave background is detectable if the signal-to-
noise is greater than a certain threshold value ⇢thr, which is either given by the experimental
collaborations or extracted from existing data as described in Appendix B.

The optimal-filter cross-correlated signal-to-noise is [6, 61]4

⇢
2 = 2 tobs

fmaxZ

fmin

df


h
2⌦GW(f)

h2⌦e↵(f)

�2
, (27)

where tobs is the duration of the observation, (fmin, fmax) is the detector frequency band, and
h
2⌦e↵(f) is the e↵ective noise energy density, i.e. the noise spectrum expressed in the same units

as the spectral gravitational wave energy density [61]. See Appendix B 1 for more details.
To make the comparison between the predicted signal and the noise even simpler, it has

become standard practice to quote so-called power-law integrated (PLI) sensitivity curves [61].
They are obtained by assuming the gravitational wave spectrum follows a power law with spectral
index b, i.e.

h
2⌦GW(f) = h

2⌦b

✓
f

f̄

◆
b

, (28)

where h2⌦b is the gravitational wave energy density at the arbitrarily chosen reference frequency
f̄ . According to Eq. (27), such a power-law signal is detectable if

h
2⌦b > h

2⌦thr
b

⌘
⇢thr

p
2tobs

2

64
fmaxZ

fmin

df
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f/f̄

�
b

h2⌦e↵(f)

!2
3

75

� 1
2

. (29)

4
For the case of a single-detector auto-correlated analysis, the factor 2 in Eq. (27) has to be dropped.
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Axions & ALPs

▪ Strong CP problem 
 
 
with Θ~1 

▪ Neutron EDM: 

▪ Axion is dynamical solution  

▪ Ground state has Θ~0

18
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Axion misalignment and DM

▪ Axion EOM 

▪ Starts rolling when 

▪ Redshifts with        , i.e. like non-relativistic matter 

▪ Candidate for non-particle dark matter 

19

Vacuum Misalignment

• Since	the	ALP	has	no	reason	to	be	near	the	minimum	of	the	
poten3al	when	it	3lts,	we	generically	expect	ini3al	condi3ons	of	
the	form

�3

�i = ✓f , �0
i ⇡ 0 , ✓ ⇠ O(1)
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Relic abundance

▪ Energy density 

▪ Hubble 

▪ Energy fraction 

▪ Increases due to redshift

20
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Relic abundance II 

21
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The Audible Axion

22

The Audible Axion Model (4 parameters)

• We	consider	the	following	effec3ve	field	theory	consis3ng	of	an	
axion-like	par3cle	(ALP)						and	a	massless	dark	photon	

• We	assume	some	explicit	breaking	of	the	global	symmetry	at	the	
scale																					,	which	generates	a	mass	for	the	ALP

�2
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Vacuum misalignment
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Vacuum Misalignment

• Since	the	ALP	has	no	reason	to	be	near	the	minimum	of	the	
poten3al	when	it	3lts,	we	generically	expect	ini3al	condi3ons	of	
the	form
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Rolling
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ALP and Dark Photon Abundances

• The	ALP	begins	to	oscillate	when	the	Hubble	rate	drops	below	the	
ALP	mass	

• For	simplicity,	we	assume	the	no	ini3al	abundance	for	the	dark	
photon.	However,	it	can	be	sourced	as	the	ALP	rolls.
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Dark Photon Production

• We	assume	that	the	ALP	begins	oscilla3ng	in	a	post-infla3onary	
radia3on-dominated	FRW	universe	(																					),	in	which	the	ALP	
obeys	

and	the	dark	photon	obeys	a	wave	equa3on	sourced	by
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Quantum picture
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Dark Photon Production: Quantum Picture

We	quan3ze	the	dark	photon	field	as	

which	leads	to	the	following	equa3on	for	the	mode	func3ons	

As	the	ALP	rolls,	there	exist	momenta	for	which								is	nega3ve.	The	
corresponding	modes	are	tachyonic	and	grow	exponen3ally:
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Dark photon spectrum

▪ Initial condition violates parity (field rolls to the left or to 
the right) 

▪ One dark photon 
helicity dominates 

▪ A certain range  
of modes  
undergoes  
tachyonic growth
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Dark Photon Spectrum and Parity Violation

Because	the	ini3al	sign	of						determines	which	helicity	becomes	tachyonic	
first,	the	system	violates	parity	and	one	helicity	experiences	exponen3ally	
more	produc3on	than	the	other.	

Tachyonic	modes:	

Most	tachyonic	mode:
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Because	the	ini3al	sign	of						determines	which	helicity	becomes	tachyonic	
first,	the	system	violates	parity	and	one	helicity	experiences	exponen3ally	
more	produc3on	than	the	other.	
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Relic abundance

▪ Tachyonic dark photon production 

▪ + parametric 
resonance 

▪ efficient  
energy  
transfer 
away from  
axion 

▪ Neff constraint  
on dark photon 
abundance

27
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GW production
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Gravitational Waves

Dark	photon	modes	in	the	range																											which	were	ini3ally	in	
vacuum	grow	exponen3ally	when	the	axion	begins	to	oscillate	

These	rapidly	growing	modes	amplify	quantum	fluctua3ons	of	the	dark	
photon	into	a	3me-varying,	anisotropic	classical	energy	distribu3on	which	
sources	gravita3onal	waves
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GW production II
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GW signal shape 
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Gravitational Wave Spectrum
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Signals
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Signals
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Also strongly polarized since  
one dark photon chirality 
 is dominantly produced
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Constraints on ALP plane
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Listening for Invisible Axions
• Because	large	decay	constants	correspond	to	larger	GW	amplitude,	gravita3onal	

wave	detectors	can	probe	Audible	Axion	models	from	the	“boVom	up”!
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Summary

▪ Gravitational waves offer unique window into the early 
universe 

▪ Can hope to observe GWs from a strong EWPT 

▪ Could be first (or only) way to obtain signals from a 
strongly coupled hidden sector 

▪ New way to probe axions/ALPs 

▪ Lots of room for new ideas! 
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Cosmic strings
• Topological defects or stretched superstrings 

• Formed after  
inflation or in PTs 

• Interact and  
form loops 

• Loops loose 
energy by GW  
radiation

37
Outline

Introduction
Binding to Galaxy

Hunting Cosmic Superstrings in the Galaxy
Conclusion

Cosmic Strings
Superstrings in String Theory
Cosmic Superstrings

Loops get formed from long (horizon-crossing) strings:

• The loops decay via gravitational radiation. Large loops live
longer.

• The inter-commutation probability Pic = 1 for ordinary strings,
but Pic  1 for superstrings. It can be as small as Pic ' 10�3.
(Jackson, Jones, Polchinski)

Henry Tye (with David Cherno↵) Gravitational Waves from Cosmic Superstrings
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FIG. 1: The GW energy density per logarithmic frequency
interval Ωgw(f)h2 of a cosmic string network with Gµ/c2 =
10−7, α = 10−3 and n∗ = 1. The black (solid) line is the full
spectrum from the network due to loops formed in both radi-
ation and matter eras, whereas the red (dashed) line is that
from the radiation-dominated era and the blue (dot-dashed)
line is from the matter-dominated era. The grey shaded area
shows the frequency window probed with the highest sensi-
tivity by PTA experiments with duration between 5 and 10
years.

D. Intercommutation probability

Whenever two field theory cosmic strings collide they
exchange partners with an intercommutation probability
p = 1 [70]. This is not necessarily the case for cosmic su-
perstrings however, which intercommute with a reduced
intercommutation probability p < 1. This can be at-
tributed to the extra dimensions in which cosmic super-
strings are moving, with a successful intercommutation
requiring their collision in all dimensions and not just in
the three spatial dimensions visible to us. If p < 1 then
the scaling density of long strings is increased in order
to increase the number of intersections per unit time and
hence allow the network to lose the requisite amount of
energy necessary to maintain scaling. This will increase
the number of loops and hence will increase the ampli-
tude of the SGWB by a uniform scaling. There is, how-
ever, some controversy as to the exact dependence on p.
Jones, Stoica and Tye [19], argued that the self-similar
length scale, L, of the cosmic string network should scale
as L ∝ pt, which would mean that ρ∞ ∝ L−2 ∝ p−2.
In that case, even a small decrease in p would lead to a
dramatic increase in the amplitude of the SGWB. How-
ever, in such a case the inter-string distance ds, due to
the higher string density, is smaller than the length scale
of the network L, whereas in the one-scale model L ∼ ds,
suggesting that this argument needs to be modified.
Sakellariadou [83] has performed simulations of cosmic

superstring networks in Minkowski spacetime which sug-
gest that L ∝ p1/2t, implying that ρ∞ ∝ p−1. It was
suggested the discrepancy with the results of Jones et
al. stems from the small-scale structure of cosmic stings,

which ensures more intersection points when two strings
collide, and therefore there are more chances for success-
ful loop production.
There are two techniques used to model the dynam-

ics of strings in the Nambu-Goto approximation: one
is the Minkowski spacetime approach used in [83]; the
other is to model the expansion of the Universe. The
results of such simulations are reported by Avgoustidis
and Shellard in [84, 85]. They find that when p ≤ 0.1
then ρ∞ ∝ p−0.6, whereas for 0.1 < p ≤ 1.0 they find
ρ∞ ∝ p−1. They also suggest that small-scale structure
is responsible for the difference from the ρ∞ ∝ p−2 scal-
ing law and they propose a simple two-scale model which
describes quite accurately their simulation results. The
difference in the scaling laws of [83] and [85] has to do
with fitting model parameters to results of fundamen-
tally different simulations, so the exact reasons for this
discrepancy are not easy to trace.
In this work we will not make a judgement on the pre-

cise dependence of the scaling density of infinite strings
as a function of p except that it can be modeled by a
power law

A(p) =
A(1)

pk
, (25)

where k is the model parameter and A(1) = 52 and
A(1) = 31 in the radiation and matter eras respectively.
The results of [83] suggest that k = 1, whereas those
of [84, 85] suggest k = 0.6 for p ≤ 0.1 and k = 1
for 0.1 < p ≤ 1.0. The consequence of this assump-
tion is that the amplitude of the SWGB will scale as
Ωgw(f) ∝ p−k independent of f .

III. CHARACTERISTICS OF COSMIC STRING
INDUCED SPECTRA

A. Low frequency cut-off due to newborn large
loops.

As we mentioned in Sec. II B, each cosmic string loop
emits GWs into an ensemble of harmonics defined by
fn = 2nc/ℓ. This means that there is a low frequency
cut-off on the GWs that a cosmic string network emits,
defined by the first emission mode of the largest loops
present. The largest loops are those created at the
present time t0 and have length ℓ0 = frαdH(t0), with
a corresponding low frequency cut-off f0 ∝ 1/αt0. The
redshifted frequencies of the GWs emitted by loops pre-
viously born will always be higher than f0 in both the
radiation- and matter-dominated eras. For example, in
the radiation era the frequency of the first emission mode
of a loop formed at time t1 redshifted to the present is

f1 ∝ t1/6eq /α(t1/21 t2/30 ) > f0, where teq ≈ 25, 000 yrs is the
time of radiation-matter equality. The same calculation

in the matter era gives f1 ∝ 1/α(t1/31 t2/30 ), which is also
greater than f0. To demonstrate the strength of this in-
equality, in the matter era, the GWs of the first emission

from H. Tye 

Sanidas, Battye, Stappers, 2012
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FIG. 5. The LUX 90% confidence limit on the spin-
independent elastic WIMP-nucleon cross section (blue),
together with the ±1� variation from repeated trials, where
trials fluctuating below the expected number of events for
zero BG are forced to 2.3 (blue shaded). We also show
Edelweiss II [44] (dark yellow line), CDMS II [45] (green
line), ZEPLIN-III [46] (magenta line), CDMSlite [47] (dark
green line), XENON10 S2-only [20] (brown line), SIMPLE [48]
(light blue line) and XENON100 100 live-day [49] (orange
line), and 225 live-day [50] (red line) results. The inset
(same axis units) also shows the regions measured from annual
modulation in CoGeNT [51] (light red, shaded), along with
exclusion limits from low threshold re-analysis of CDMS II
data [52] (upper green line), 95% allowed region from
CDMS II silicon detectors [53] (green shaded) and centroid
(green x), 90% allowed region from CRESST II [54] (yellow
shaded) and DAMA/LIBRA allowed region [55] interpreted
by [56] (grey shaded). Results sourced from DMTools [57].

upper limit on the number of expected signal events
ranges, over WIMP masses, from 2.4 to 5.3. A variation
of one standard deviation in detection e�ciency shifts
the limit by an average of only 5%. The systematic
uncertainty in the position of the NR band was estimated
by averaging the di↵erence between the centroids of
simulated and observed AmBe data in log(S2b/S1). This
yielded an uncertainty of 0.044 in the centroid, which
propagates to a maximum uncertainty of 25% in the high
mass limit.

The 90% upper C. L. cross sections for spin-
independent WIMP models are thus shown in Fig. 5
with a minimum cross section of 7.6⇥10�46 cm2 for a
WIMP mass of 33 GeV/c2. This represents a significant
improvement over the sensitivities of earlier searches [45,
46, 50, 51]. The low energy threshold of LUX permits
direct testing of low mass WIMP hypotheses where
there are potential hints of signal [45, 51, 54, 55].
These results do not support such hypotheses based
on spin-independent isospin-invariant WIMP-nucleon
couplings and conventional astrophysical assumptions

for the WIMP halo, even when using a conservative
interpretation of the existing low-energy nuclear recoil
calibration data for xenon detectors.

LUX will continue operations at SURF during 2014
and 2015. Further engineering and calibration studies
will establish the optimal parameters for detector
operations, with potential improvements in applied
electric fields, increased calibration statistics, decaying
backgrounds and an instrumented water tank veto
further enhancing the sensitivity of the experiment.
Subsequently, we will complete the ultimate goal of
conducting a blinded 300 live-day WIMP search further
improving sensitivity to explore significant new regions
of WIMP parameter space.
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•  New#signals,#new#search#strategies!#



DM Motivation
• New mechanisms for relic density, extend mass range: 

‣ Asymmetric DM - GeV-TeV scale 

‣ Strong Annihilation - 100 TeV scale 

‣ SIMP - MeV scale 

• Advantages of Composite 
‣ DM mass scale and stability 

‣ Fast annihilation for ADM  

‣ Self-interactions for structure formation
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GW spectra
• Lot of work on GW from 1st order PT 

• Still difficult to simulate or model 

• Here in addition: 
• Transition is non-perturbative 

• Parameters not known - take an optimistic guess
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�/H⇤ = 1� 100
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See talks by
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for more details 



SU(N) - PT 2
• One more parameter:      angle 

• Effect on PT not well studied 

•              dependence of PT strength?  

• Finite density/chemical potentials?  
‣ QCD FOPT?  

‣ GW signal: 
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⇥
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signal will dominate: however, this seems somewhat un-
natural given the extremely high Reynolds number of the
primordial fluid, and we discard this possibility in this
work) [58].
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FIG. 2: The GW signal from bubble collisions and MHD tur-
bulence for ΩS∗ = 0.1 and v = 0.7. We choose β = 10H∗.
The signal is dominated by the contribution from MHD tur-
bulence. The bubble collision peak causes the hump on the
left of the true peak of the spectrum.

In Fig. 2 we show the total signal for the more opti-
mistic case, ΩS∗ = 0.1 and v = 0.7. The peak frequency
of the total GW spectrum corresponds to the MHD tur-
bulence peak: k/β ≃ π2/v, and depends on the choice
β = 10H∗. From f = k/(2π) one obtains [42, 44]

fp ≃ 1.7 · 10−9 π2

v

β

H∗

( g∗
10

)
1

6 T∗

100MeV
Hz (5)

where g∗ is the number of effective relativistic degrees of
freedom at the temperature T∗. With v = 0.7, β = 10H∗,
g∗ = 10 and T∗ = 100MeV the peak frequency becomes
fp ≃ 2.5 · 10−7 Hz.

III. THE PULSAR TIMING ARRAY

Neutron stars can emit powerful beams of electromag-
netic waves from their magnetic poles. As the stars ro-
tate the beams sweep through space like the beacon of a
lighthouse. If the Earth lies within the sweep of a neu-
tron star’s beams, the star is observed as a point source
in space emitting short, rapid pulses of electromagnetic
waves, and is referred to as a pulsar.
The electromagnetic pulses we observe arrive at a very

steady rate due to the enormous moment of inertia of
neutron stars. The idea to use these stable clocks to
detect GWs was first put forward in the late 1970s [47–
49]. Fluctuations in the time of arrival of pulses, after all
known effects are subtracted, could be due to the pres-
ence of GWs. Recently pulsar timing precision has im-
proved dramatically. Jenet and collaborators [50] have
shown that the presence of nano-Hertz GWs could be
detected using a pulsar timing array (PTA) consisting

of 20 pulsars with timing precisions of 100 nanoseconds
over a period of 5 to 10 years (see also [4, 5] for more re-
cent PTA sensitivity estimates). Pulsar timing arrays are
most sensitive in the band 10−9 Hz < f < 10−7 Hz. The
lower limit in frequency is given by the duration of the ex-
periment (∼ 10 yr.) and the upper limit by the sampling
theorem, i.e. the time between observations (∼ 1 month).
The spike in the sensitivity at f = 0.3× 10−7Hz seen in
Fig. 3 is the frequency of the earth’s rotation around the
sun which cannot be disentangled from a GW with the
same frequency.
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the GW spectrum h2Ω(f) with cur-
rent NANOGrav pulsar timing array sensitivity and expected
sensitivity of pulsar timing experiments in 2020 [5]. We have
used h = 0.73, Ωr0 = 8.5 × 10−5, ΩS∗ = 0.1 and v = 0.7. We
plot the GW spectra for the values H∗/β = 1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.1
(dashed lines from top to bottom). For H∗/β ∼ 1, the back-
ground of GWs can just be detected in present pulsar timing
experiments, while for 0.1 ! H∗/β it can be detected by the
planned array IPTA2020 (very high values of H∗/β ∼ 1 are
difficult to accommodate in the case of a thermally nucle-
ated phase transition, c.f. discussion in the text). We also
show the LISA sensitivity [52, 53]. Unfortunately, LISA will
not be able to detect a signal from a first order QCD phase
transition (the EW phase transition is more promising in this
respect [25–41, 44, 46]).

The North American Nanohertz Observatory for Grav-
itational Waves (NANOGrav) [51], a collaboration of as-
tronomers, has created a pulsar timing array–a galactic
scale GW observatory using about 20 pulsars. It is a
section of the IPTA, an international collaboration in-
volving similar organizations of European and Australian
astronomers. The current NANOGrav pulsar timing ar-
ray sensitivity is shown in Fig. 3, together with the GW
spectra we expect from the QCD phase transition as a
function of frequency

h2ΩGW(f) = h2 dΩGW

d log k
, (6)

for H∗/β = 1 (top dashed line), H∗/β = 0.5 (upper-



Electroweak Baryogenesis
• Baryogenesis requires departure from thermal 

equilibrium 

• EWPT also provides B and CP violation, but no first 
order transition 

• Strong motivation to study BSM scenarios with a 
strong EWPT. Examples:  
‣ Modified Higgs self-coupling 

‣ Extended scalar sectors 

‣ Radion in warped extra dimensions
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see talks by Geraldine,

Michael, Jeremy



Example: Radion in RS
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GW spectra examples

Konstandin, Nardini, Quiros, 2010



Example: Strong EWPT
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