arXiv:2307.01110v3 [gr-qc] 6 May 2024

Asymptotic tails of massive gravitons in light of pulsar timing array observations

R. A. Konoplya^∗ Institute of Physics and Research Centre of Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Faculty of Philosophy and Science, Silesian University in Opava, CZ-746 01 Opava, Czech Republic

A. Zhidenko^† Centro de Matemática, Computação e Cognição (CMCC), Universidade Federal do ABC (UFABC), Rua Abolição, CEP: 09210-180, Santo André, SP, Brazil

Abstract

We demonstrate that the late time oscillatory tails of massive gravitons, present in both massive theories of gravity and effectively in extra-dimensional scenarios, could potentially contribute to gravitational waves with very long wavelengths. However, their impact on recent pulsar timing array observations might be relatively small, predominantly consisting of radiation emitted by black holes in our region of the Milky Way.

PACS numbers: 04.30.-w,04.50.Kd,04.70.-s

∗ roman.konoplya@gmail.com † olexandr.zhydenko@ufabc.edu.br

On June 28, 2023 the results of the 15 years observations of millisecond pulsars within our neighbourhood of the Milky Way galaxy were released [1–10]. Gravitational waves of the enormous wavelength (of order of light years) were observed via distortion of the electromagnetic signals from the pulsars. Although the main candidate for such gigantic gravitational waves are the binary (supermassive) black hole systems in the galactic centers, a number of alternative/additional sources are considered, such as: cosmic inflation or cosmic strings, including the ultra-light dark matter or other kinds of new physical processes. The binary systems of supermassive black holes have not been directly observed so far and a growing number of works is devoted to further understanding of possible source of the long gravitational waves [11–30]. However, to the best of our knowledge, one potential source of long gravitational waves was omitted: an effective massive term of a dynamical field under consideration: either gravitational field or matter (e.g. cosmological) field coupled to gravity in some way. The graviton can acquire an effective massive term owing to the extradimensional brane-world scenarios [36], so that not only usual massive theories of gravity would be under consideration.

Massive fields in the background of a black hole decay at asymptotically late times according to the universal law, independently on the black hole mass,

ψ ∝ t^{−5/6} sin ( μc^2 h̄ t ) . (1)

This behavior was observed at late times for the scalar field [31, 33], Proca field [34], Dirac field [35], and massive graviton in Randall-Sundrum-type models [36] (see Fig. 1). The power-law enveloping decay rate might be slightly different at the intermediate times, following the ringdown phase. For example, for a massive scalar and gravitational field the decay law at intermediate times is [38] ψ ∝ t^{−ℓ−3/2} sin ( μc^2 h̄ t ) , (2)

where ℓ is the multipole number. An example of gravitational intermediate tails can be seen in Fig. 2.

Therefore, we could suppose that the oscillatory law ∼ sin(μc^2t/h̄) law does not depend on the particular model allowing a graviton to gain an (effective) mass. Evolving the lowest multipole perturbations in the time domain (see Fig. 3) which we fulfilled here for the massive gravity theory [37] also confirmed this asymptotic decay law at late times.

FIG. 1. Gravitational wave signal associated with massive modes of ℓ = 2 axial perturbations of a brane-world black hole [36] (GMμ/ch̄ = 1): The massive tail dominates at late times and decays slowly.

It is well-known that the massive fields are short-ranged with the characteristic range R ∼ h̄ 2μc = λ_c 2 , (3)

where λ_c is the reduced Compton length. However, since gravitons are expected to be ultralight, one could suppose that the range of their massive component interaction could be of the order of light years or more, and can contribute into the Gravitational-Wave Background observed by NANOGrav [1] and other pulsar timing arrays. This way the extremely large wavelength would be provided simply by a small mass of graviton in the Universe and would not require specific constituents, such as supermassive binary black holes or cosmic strings.

The massless gravitational-wave signal observed by LIGO/VIRGO collaborations [39], for which the amplitude decreases by many orders of magnitude during the ringdown stage (see Fig. 4), is negligibly small comparing to the massive tails. Notice that the time scale of Fig. 4 defined by the supermassive black hole mass M varies from minutes to several hours

FIG. 2. Gravitational wave signal associated with massive modes of ℓ = 2 axial perturbations of a brane-world black hole [36] (GMμ/ch̄ = 0.1): The massive tail dominates at late times and decays slowly.

while the time scale of Fig. 1 is of the order of years.

It is crucial for consideration that, unlike the time scale of the ringdown, the late-time decay rate of the massive graviton (1) is universal and does not depend on the black-hole mass. The similar phenomenon has been observed for wormholes [40]. Therefore, other compact objects can contribute to such a signal as well. In Fig. 3 we show the late-time profiles for the perturbations of brane-world black holes [36] of different masses together with the monopole massive graviton perturbations [37]. The amplitude of the oscillations strongly depends on the nature and location of the perturbation source, particular theory of massive gravity, being, thereby, hardly possible to estimate. A comprehensive examination of the perturbation sources in different theories involving massive gravitons lies outside the purview of this letter and is intended for subsequent investigation. Nevertheless, it is clear that despite the initial amplitudes of perturbations of ordinary black holes or other compact objects in our sector of the galaxy being notably smaller than those arising from the black holes formed during galaxy collisions, the extreme proximity of these entities could yield a

FIG. 3. Late-time behavior of the gravitational wave signal associated with massive modes of ℓ = 2 axial perturbations of brane-world black holes: GMμ/ch̄ = 0.1 (red, top) and GMμ/ch̄ = 1 (blue, middle) and ℓ = 0 massive graviton perturbations GMμ/ch̄ = 1 (black, bottom). The initial amplitudes are chosen in order to obtain the late-time amplitudes of the same order.

significant signal amplitude for observers.

Since the asymptotic decay law (1) is very slow, the Bayesian analysis must be similar to the one for the ultralight dark matter induced signal, which has been performed in [2]: the timing residuals for a pulsar, h_I , is written in the form,

h_I = ∑ i A^i_E sin(ωt + γ^i_E) + ∑ i A^i_P sin(ωt + γ^i_P ), (4)

where ω = μc^2/h̄ and the signal amplitudes, A^i_E and A^i_P , and the phases, γ^i_E and γ^i_P (“E” and ”P” subscripts denote Earth and Pulsar term contributions, respectively), must be considered independent, because there is no correlation between independent sources of the gravitational-wave tails.

The energy source we are interested here is the gravitational ringdowns from all the nearby black holes, so that it is not proportional to the dark matter density, like it happens when considering ultralight dark matter as a source. Therefore, the amplitude is not limited

FIG. 4. Gravitational wave signal of massless ℓ = 2 gravitational perturbations of a Schwarzschild black hole (M): The signal decays rapidly during the ringdown stage.

anymore by the local abundance of the dark matter, ρ_ϕ ≈ 0.4GeV/cm^3, and does not exclude the signal, corresponding the graviton mass of (see Fig. 13 of [2])

μ ∼ 2 · 10^{−23}eV/c^2 (λ_c ∼ 1 ly). (5)

It was noted that scalar matter tails, being a source for gravitational perturbations, only slightly wiggle the gravitational tails at late times and do not lead to the oscillating tails [41]. Therefore, if the Gravitational-Wave Background appears due to the ringdown tails, it implies existence of the massive gravitons. Notice that some alternative theories of gravity allow for the gravitational waves with both massless and massive polarizations (e.g., due to non-local curvature corrections [42]). If gravitational perturbations possess massive polarizations along with the massless ones, the massive degrees of freedom will contribute to the large wavelength gravitational oscillations.

It is necessary to compare this estimation with the graviton-mass constraints with the gravitational-wave signals (see [43] for a review). The LIGO detection of GW150914 provides the upper limit for the graviton mass [44],

μ < 1.2 · 10^{−22}eV/c^2, (6)

and the statistical analysis of 24 events shifted the upper limit to [45],

μ < 1.76 · 10^{−23}eV/c^2, (7)

with 90% credibility, which is of the same order of magnitude as the estimation (5).

It is worth mentioning that other estimations, based on the temperature and gas density profiles of galaxies, such as Chandra cluster data in X-rays [46], provide much stronger bounds to the graviton mass, which exclude the graviton masses of (5). However, starting points of these estimations are the dark matter distributions inferred from a standard cosmological model, which assumes that the graviton mass is zero and, thereby, has no effect on the cosmological evolution. They are also based on the Yukawa gravity model, which does not cover Lorentz invariant massive gravity theories at large distances (see [47] for a discussion).

Summarizing, the pulsar timing array observations of the gravitational wave background with the characteristic length of 1 ly <∼ λ_c <∼ 10 ly, allow for contribution of massive particles with masses in the range 2 · 10^{−24}eV/c^2 <∼ μ <∼ 2 · 10^{−23}eV/c^2. This means that all (non-supermassive) black holes (as well as other compact objects, such as neutron stars) mostly in our corner of the Milky Way could support the long waves observed in [1–10] via the mechanism of asymptotic oscillatory tails of massive gravitons described here. The short-range nature of massive graviton degrees of freedom plays a crucial role in this context. The Compton length of the graviton, ranging from 1 to 10 light years, confines its effects to our galaxy. Consequently, the impact of tails from sources in other galaxies, situated at distances of millions of light years, is negligible. As mentioned earlier, the asymptotic tails is due to the behavior of the wave equation in the far zone, as confirmed by the analysis of the Green functions [31], and is not determined by the geometry near the surface of the compact body. Consequently, we must expect the same tails from stars. Although this topic has not been well studied, there some indications that tails must be identical to the black hole case, as, for example, for the Schwarzschild stars considered in [32]. At the same time, the stellar density near the Sun, which is estimated as 0.004 stars per cubic light year, is sufficient to provide the gravitational-wave sources.

Despite the dependence of tail amplitudes on the particular model and the initial conditions, from a simple model in Fig. 1 we see that the tail amplitude can reach several percent of the peak amplitude of the signal. Thus, within a fundamental or effective model with a massive graviton, the evolution of the gravitational wave will consist of two qualitatively distinct stages: the ringdown stage, where the frequency scales with the mass of the resulting black hole M, and the tail stage, where the frequency is determined by the graviton mass.

Taking into account that the amplitude of the signal is inversely proportional to distance, the massive tails within our galaxy can be orders of magnitude larger than the (massless) gravitational-wave amplitudes from events in other galaxies.

If in the future gravitational waves of even longer length will be observed, they could be ascribed to plausible ultra-light massive gravitons with mass smaller than μ ≈ 2·10^{−24}eV/c^2. Since the asymptotic decay law remains consistent for massive particles of various spins, it follows that matter particles should similarly contribute to the signal within the same wavelength. However, a detailed analysis of the sources and each type of particle is necessary to understand the magnitude of their energy content.

It is worth mentioning that, for relatively small astrophysical black holes (M ∼ 6M_⊙), GM c^2 ≈ 10^{−12}ly ≪ λ_c ∼ 1ly, the time-domain profile is different than the one shown on Fig. 1: The ringdown phase, which lasts fractions of seconds, is negligible at the timescale of years, and the asymptotic tails appear at much later times [31], t ≫ c^3λ^3_c G^2M^2 . Thus, the intermediate tails dominate at all the times under consideration, i. e., for t ≫ GM c^3

≈ 10^{−12}y.

Since the enveloping decay rate, although, usually, slow, might depend on the particular model of massive graviton a thorough consideration of various theories of gravity must be done in order to approach a realistic astrophysical scenario. Nevertheless, we can expect that the resulting amplitude can be sufficient for observable effects, because there are many sources of the gravitational waves in our galaxy.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

A. Z. was supported by Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq).

[1] G. Agazie et al. [NANOGrav], Astrophys. J. Lett. 951, no.1, L8 (2023) doi:10.3847/2041- 8213/acdac6 [arXiv:2306.16213 [astro-ph.HE]].

[2] A. Afzal et al. [NANOGrav], Astrophys. J. Lett. 951, no.1, L11 (2023) doi:10.3847/2041- 8213/acdc91 [arXiv:2306.16219 [astro-ph.HE]].

[3] A. D. Johnson et al. [NANOGrav], [arXiv:2306.16223 [astro-ph.HE]]. [4] G. Agazie et al. [NANOGrav], [arXiv:2306.16222 [astro-ph.HE]]. [5] G. Agazie et al. [NANOGrav], [arXiv:2306.16220 [astro-ph.HE]].

[6] J. Antoniadis, S. Babak, A. S. B. Nielsen, C. G. Bassa, A. Berthereau, M. Bonetti, E. Bortolas, P. R. Brook, M. Burgay and R. N. Caballero, et al. doi:10.1051/0004-6361/202346841 [arXiv:2306.16224 [astro-ph.HE]].

[7] J. Antoniadis, P. Arumugam, S. Arumugam, P. Auclair, S. Babak, M. Bagchi, A. S. B. Nielsen, E. Barausse, C. G. Bassa and A. Bathula, et al. [arXiv:2306.16227 [astro-ph.CO]].

[8] C. Smarra, B. Goncharov, E. Barausse, J. Antoniadis, S. Babak, A. S. B. Nielsen, C. G. Bassa, A. Berthereau, M. Bonetti and E. Bortolas, et al. [arXiv:2306.16228 [astro-ph.HE]].

[9] A. Zic, D. J. Reardon, A. Kapur, G. Hobbs, R. Mandow, M. Curyło, R. M. Shannon, J. Askew, M. Bailes and N. D. R. Bhat, et al. [arXiv:2306.16230 [astro-ph.HE]].

[10] H. Xu, S. Chen, Y. Guo, J. Jiang, B. Wang, J. Xu, Z. Xue, R. N. Caballero, J. Yuan and Y. Xu, et al. Res. Astron. Astrophys. 23 (2023) no.7, 075024 doi:10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5 [arXiv:2306.16216 [astro-ph.HE]].

[11] G. Franciolini, D. Racco and F. Rompineve, [arXiv:2306.17136 [astro-ph.CO]]. [12] Z. Q. Shen, G. W. Yuan, Y. Y. Wang and Y. Z. Wang, [arXiv:2306.17143 [astro-ph.HE]]. [13] G. Lambiase, L. Mastrototaro and L. Visinelli, [arXiv:2306.16977 [astro-ph.HE]].

[14] S. Y. Guo, M. Khlopov, X. Liu, L. Wu, Y. Wu and B. Zhu, [arXiv:2306.17022 [hep-ph]]. [15] J. Ellis, M. Lewicki, C. Lin and V. Vaskonen, [arXiv:2306.17147 [astro-ph.CO]]. [16] G. Franciolini, A. Iovino, Junior., V. Vaskonen and H. Veermae, [arXiv:2306.17149 [astroph.CO]].

[17] J. Ellis, M. Fairbairn, G. Hütsi, J. Raidal, J. Urrutia, V. Vaskonen and H. Veermäe, [arXiv:2306.17021 [astro-ph.CO]].

[18] A. Ghoshal and A. Strumia, [arXiv:2306.17158 [astro-ph.CO]].

[19] H. Deng, B. Bécsy, X. Siemens, N. J. Cornish and D. R. Madison, [arXiv:2306.17130 [gr-qc]]. [20] S. Vagnozzi, [arXiv:2306.16912 [astro-ph.CO]]. [21] P. Di Bari and M. H. Rahat, [arXiv:2307.03184 [hep-ph]].

[22] X. K. Du, M. X. Huang, F. Wang and Y. K. Zhang, [arXiv:2307.02938 [hep-ph]]. [23] A. Ashoorioon, K. Rezazadeh and A. Rostami, Phys. Lett. B 835, 137542 (2022) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137542 [arXiv:2202.01131 [astro-ph.CO]].

[24] S. Choudhury, S. Panda and M. Sami, Phys. Lett. B 845, 138123 (2023) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138123 [arXiv:2302.05655 [astro-ph.CO]]; JCAP 11, 066 (2023) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/066 [arXiv:2303.06066 [astro-ph.CO]]; JCAP 08, 078 (2023) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2023/08/078 [arXiv:2304.04065 [astro-ph.CO]].

[25] S. Choudhury, A. Karde, S. Panda and M. Sami, JCAP 01, 012 (2024) doi:10.1088/1475- 7516/2024/01/012 [arXiv:2306.12334 [astro-ph.CO]].

[26] H. L. Huang, Y. Cai, J. Q. Jiang, J. Zhang and Y. S. Piao, [arXiv:2306.17577 [gr-qc]]. [27] Y. F. Cai, X. C. He, X. H. Ma, S. F. Yan and G. W. Yuan, Sci. Bull. 68 (2023), 2929-2935 doi:10.1016/j.scib.2023.10.027 [arXiv:2306.17822 [gr-qc]].

[28] K. Inomata, K. Kohri and T. Terada, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) no.6, 063506 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.109.063506 [arXiv:2306.17834 [astro-ph.CO]].

[29] T. Broadhurst, C. Chen, T. Liu and K. F. Zheng, [arXiv:2306.17821 [astro-ph.HE]]. [30] Y. Gouttenoire and E. Vitagliano, [arXiv:2306.17841 [gr-qc]].

[31] H. Koyama and A. Tomimatsu, Phys. Rev. D 63, 064032 (2001) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.63.064032 [arXiv:gr-qc/0012022 [gr-qc]]; Phys. Rev. D 64, 044014 (2001) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.64.044014 [arXiv:gr-qc/0103086 [gr-qc]]; Phys. Rev. D 65, 084031 (2002) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.084031 [arXiv:gr-qc/0112075 [gr-qc]].

[32] R. A. Konoplya, C. Posada, Z. Stuchlík and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Rev. D 100, no.4, 044027 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.044027 [arXiv:1905.08097 [gr-qc]].

[33] R. Moderski and M. Rogatko, Phys. Rev. D 64, 044024 (2001) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.64.044024 [arXiv:gr-qc/0105056 [gr-qc]].

[34] R. A. Konoplya, A. Zhidenko and C. Molina, Phys. Rev. D 75, 084004 (2007) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.75.084004 [arXiv:gr-qc/0602047 [gr-qc]].

[35] J. Jing, Phys. Rev. D 72, 027501 (2005) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.027501 [arXiv:gr-qc/0408090 [gr-qc]].

[36] S. S. Seahra, C. Clarkson and R. Maartens, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 121302 (2005) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.121302 [arXiv:gr-qc/0408032 [gr-qc]].

[37] R. Brito, V. Cardoso and P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D 88, no.2, 023514 (2013) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023514 [arXiv:1304.6725 [gr-qc]].

[38] S. Hod and T. Piran, Phys. Rev. D 58, 044018 (1998) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.58.044018 [arXiv:gr-qc/9801059 [gr-qc]].

[39] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo], Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) no.6, 061102 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102 [arXiv:1602.03837 [gr-qc]].

[40] M. S. Churilova, R. A. Konoplya and A. Zhidenko, Phys. Lett. B 802, 135207 (2020) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135207 [arXiv:1911.05246 [gr-qc]].

[41] J. C. Degollado and C. A. R. Herdeiro, Phys. Rev. D 90, no.6, 065019 (2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.065019 [arXiv:1408.2589 [gr-qc]].

[42] S. Capozziello and M. Capriolo, Class. Quant. Grav. 38, no.17, 175008 (2021) doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ac1720 [arXiv:2107.06972 [gr-qc]].

[43] A. Piórkowska-Kurpas, Universe 8, no.2, 83 (2022) doi:10.3390/universe8020083. [44] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo], Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no.22, 221101 (2016) [erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, no.12, 129902 (2018)] doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.221101 [arXiv:1602.03841 [gr-qc]].

[45] R. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo], Phys. Rev. D 103, no.12, 122002 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.122002 [arXiv:2010.14529 [gr-qc]].

[46] S. Gupta and S. Desai, Class. Quant. Grav. 36, no.10, 105001 (2019) doi:10.1088/1361- 6382/ab1599 [arXiv:1811.09378 [astro-ph.CO]].

[47] C. de Rham, J. T. Deskins, A. J. Tolley and S. Y. Zhou, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, no.2, 025004 (2017) doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025004 [arXiv:1606.08462 [astro-ph.CO]].