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Abstract Primordial black hole (PBH) fluctuations can
induce a stochastic gravitational wave background at second
order, and since this procedure is sensitive to the underly-
ing gravitational theory it can be used as a novel tool to test
general relativity and extract constraints on possible modified
gravity deviations. We apply this formalism in the framework
of f(T) gravity, considering three viable mono-parametric
models. In particular, we investigate the induced modifica-
tions at the level of the gravitational-wave source, which is
encoded in terms of the power spectrum of the PBH grav-
itational potential, as well as at the level of their propaga-
tion, described in terms of the Green function which quanti-
fies the propagator of the tensor perturbations. We find that,
within the observationally allowed range of the f(7") model-
parameters, the obtained deviations from general relativity,
both at the levels of source and propagation, are practically
negligible. Hence, we conclude that realistic and viable f(T)
theories can safely pass the primordial black hole constraints,
which may offer an additional argument in their favor.
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1 Introduction

Modified gravity is one of the two main avenues that one can
follow in order to describe the early and late phases of Uni-
verse’s acceleration [1,2], and compared to the other alter-
native, namely the introduction of the inflaton/dark-energy
concept [3-5], has the additional advantage of being closer
to the quantum description of gravity [6]. Although the sim-
plest way to build novel classes of gravitational theories is to
start from the standard, curvature, formulation of gravity and
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extend it in various ways [7-11], one can equally well fol-
low the alternative, torsional, formulation and extend it suit-
ably. In particular, since the basic torsional theory, namely the
teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) [12,13]
uses the torsion scalar 7' as the Lagrangian, one can con-
struct torsional modifications extending it such as in f(7T)
gravity [13-40], in f(T, Tg) gravity [41,42], in f(T, B)
gravity[43], in scalar-torsion theories [44,45], etc.

On the other hand, primordial black holes (PBHs), firstly
introduced in the early ’70s [46—48], have rekindled the inter-
est of the scientific community given the fact that they can
solve a number of fundamental issues of modern cosmology.
In particular, they may indeed constitute a viable candidate
for dark matter [49,50], and explain the large-scale structure
formation process through the Poisson fluctuations they can
seed [51,52]. At the same time, depending on their mass they
can give access to a wide variety of physical phenomena from
the early universe up to late times [53].

PBHs are tightly connected with gravitational wave (GW)
physics, and specifically through the GW signals they are
associated with [54]. In particular, PBHs are connected with
GW background signals from PBH merging events [55-
60] and from PBH Hawking radiated gravitons [61,62], as
well as with scalar induced gravitational waves, which are
induced at second order in cosmological perturbation theory
either from primordial curvature perturbations [63-69] (for
a recent review see [70]) or from Poisson PBH energy den-
sity fluctuations [71-73]. All these signals have been mainly
studied within the context of general relativity.

Hence, given the motivation behind modified gravity the-
ories, one can use the aforementioned GW portal associated
to PBHs in order to constrain them. Specifically, there have
been some first attempts in [74,75], where the authors study
the primordial scalar induced GW's within the context of Hor-
denski gravity and non-canonical Higgs inflation, as well as
in [76] where the scalar induced GWs from PBH Poisson
fluctuations were studied within f(R) gravity theories and
in particular within Starobinsky inflation.

In this manuscript, we focus on f(7") modified gravity, and
we study the scalar induced GWs from Poisson fluctuations
of ultralight PBHs (i.e. with mpgy < 10°g), which evaporate
before BBN and transiently dominate the energy content of
the universe before their evaporation [59,77-79]. Thus, the
main goal of the work is to examine whether such an analysis
will impose constraints on the various specific f(7) models,
similarly to other observational investigations [80-88].

The plan of the work is as follows: in Sect.2 we review
the calculation of the PBH gravitational potential of Poisson
distributed PBHs within general relativity, and in Sect. 3 we
perform the extended analysis, extracting the PBH gravita-
tional potential in the framework of f(7') gravity. In Sect.4
we focus on three mono-parametric f(7") gravity models and
we present the formalism for the computation of the relevant
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scalar induced gravitational wave signal. Then, in Sect.5 we
investigate the modifications of the GW signal within f(T')
gravity by accounting for GW source and GW propagation
effects, showing that f(T') theories of gravity safely pass the
constraints imposed by the gravitational-wave signal induced
from PBH Poisson fluctuations. Finally, Sect. 6 is devoted to
conclusions.

2 The primordial black hole gravitational potential in
general relativity

In this section, we briefly review the calculation of the PBH
gravitational potential in the case of general relativity, fol-
lowing [71,76]. We first present the background and pertur-
bation equations, and then we extract the power spectrum of
the PBH gravitational potential.

2.1 Background evolution and scalar perturbations

We consider a flat Friedmann-Lemaitre—Robertson—Walker
(FLRW) background geometry with metric

dsg = —dr® + a*(1)8;;dx dx/ 2.1

where a(t) is the scale factor. Additionally, we consider
that the Universe is filled with hydrodynamic fluid matter
described with energy-momentum tensor 7}, = diag(—p,
p, P, ), where p and p are the total matter (i.e. including
radiation, baryonic and dark matter) energy density and pres-
sure. Thus, the Friedmann equations are

87G _ A 87G _
H? = = Pt 3= 3 w (2.2)
. dnG A dn G _ _
H+H? = 3 (o + 3P)+§ = 3 (ot +3piot) . (2.3)

where G is the Newton constant (throughout this paper we
work in units where ¢ = 1), A is the cosmological constant,
H = a/aisthe Hubble parameter and dots denote derivatives
with respect to the cosmic time 7. Note that we have intro-
duced the total background energy density and pressure, Pt
and pyor, which include the total matter sector alongside with
the cosmological constant.

In order to proceed to the investigation of the scalar pertur-
bations it proves convenient to introduce the conformal time
n, defined as df = adn, and hence the conformal Hubble
parameter reads as H = a’/a = aH, where primes denote
derivatives with respect to 7. Restricting ourselves to scalar
perturbations in the Newtonian gauge, we can write the per-
turbed metric as
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ds? = a2(n) |—(1 +2W)dn® + [(1 — 20)5;;] dx"dxf] ,
(2.4)

where W and @ are the two Bardeen potentials [89]. Addi-
tionally, we include perturbations around the background
stress-energy tensor of the total matter content of the Uni-
verse (matter and radiation) which we express as follows:

Ty = —(p +p)

T° = (p+ p)vi, vi = adu;
T} = p(@; + 1)), 2.5)
where § = §p/p is the relative energy density perturbation,
du; = v;/a is the velocity perturbation and I"[’j is the (dimen-
sionless) anisotropic stress. In this context, one obtains the
following perturbed equations for @ and W [90]:

3H(D + HWY) — V2D = —4nGa’ 8p (2.6)
(@ +HWY),; =4nGa*(p + p)u; 2.7
" + H(D +2W) 4+ (H*> +2H) D

+ V(@ — W)/3 = 47Ga’Sp (2.8)
O — W =87Ga’pIl. (2.9)

In the time period that we focus on, 1'13. is negligible and
therefore ® ~ W, which we consider to be the case from
now on. Elaborating on the above equations, and using also
the (total) conservation equation o' = —3H(p + p), one
obtains

O 31 (1462) & = 2V?0 +3 (2 - w) Hoo

9 8 s
= —5d(1 + wH (—’f = —‘f) , (2.10)
4 Y
with w = p/p being the equation-of-state parameter and
cZ = p’/p’ the sound speed square of the total matter content
sector. Hence, during the period of PBH domination, ® is the

potential arising from the PBH distribution.

2.2 The PBH gravitational potential power spectrum

In order to proceed we assume conventionally that PBHs
are formed in the radiation-dominated era. Considering that
PBHs are randomly distributed, their energy density is inho-
mogeneous while the total background energy density is
homogeneous, and thus their energy density perturbations
can be viewed as isocurvature Poisson fluctuations with the
associated Poissonian power spectrum for the PBH density
contrast being read as [71]

K3 2 [k
Ps(k) = 5— Ps(k) = — (—) O(kyy — k), (2.11)

2 37 \ kuv

where we have assumed monochromatic PBH mass func-
tion [91]. Additionally, kyy = a/r is the Ultraviolet (UV)
cut-off scale, which is related to the mean PBH separation
scale, since at smaller scales the PBH fluid description is
not valid. Introducing then the density parameter for the
PBH fluid as Qppg = p/‘)’ff we can find that during the
radiation-dominated era, Qpgy o a, and therefore if the
initial PBH abundance is sufficiently large then PBHs can
dominate. Hence, the isocurvature PBH perturbations in the
radiation-dominated era will be converted to adiabatic cur-
vature perturbations in the subsequent PBH dominated era
[92,93].

In order to relate ® and dpgy, we introduce the uniform-
energy density curvature perturbation of each fluid, ¢; [94].
At super-horizon scales, ¢ and ¢ppy are separately con-
served, hence at the PBH formation time we can neglect the
adiabatic contribution associated to the radiation fluid on the
scales we are interested in and obtain

¢~ %c‘;pBH(l‘f) for k < H. (2.12)
Thus, during the PBH-matter dominated era, where w = 0
and @ is constant in time [95] using the fact that on super-
horizon scales ¢ >~ —R [94], where R is the comoving cur-
vature perturbation, as well as the relation between R and &
in GR [95], we finally obtain that [71,76]

1
o ~ —g(SpBH(tf) for k <H. (2.13)
On the other hand, at sub-horizon scales one can determine
the evolution of dppy by solving the evolution equation for
the matter density perturbations
8! +HS — 4w Ga®pmbm =0, (2.14)
which, in the case of a Universe with radiation and PBH-

matter, takes the form of the so-called Mészaros growth equa-
tion [96]:

dZ(SPBH " 2 +3s ddpgHu _ 3
ds2 25(s +1) ds 25(s + 1)

éppy = 0. (2.15)

By solving the Mészaros growth equation we deduce that the
dominant solution deep in the PBH-dominated erais [71,76]

3s
SpBH = 75PBH (tr). (2.16)

Since the Bardeen potential is related to the density contrast
through the Poisson equation, one gets that in the matter-
dominated era

st = —— (X 2c1> (2.17)
PBH — 3\H 5 .

@ Springer
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and thus inserting into Eq. (2.16) we find

(2.18)

9 (Ha\>
‘DZ—Z (7(1) dpu(fr) for k> Hgy,

with Hy being the conformal Hubble parameter at the PBH
domination time. At the end, interpolating between (2.18)
and (2.13), and using (2.11), we obtain that

-2
Po (k) = k3P(k)—2 £y 5+4k2 (2.19)
® - 27‘[2 ® - 3 kUV 9 kg ’ '
with kg = Hg4 being the comoving scale exiting the Hubble

radius at PBH domination time.

3 The primordial black hole gravitational potential in
f(T) gravity

In this section we perform the calculation of the PBH gravi-
tational potential in the framework of f(7") gravity. We first
review the relevant background and perturbation equations
and then we proceed to calculate the associated power spec-
trum.

3.1 Background evolution and scalar perturbations

In the torsional formulation of gravity one uses the tetrad or
vierbein fields e4 (x*) as the dynamical variables instead of
the metric tensor. They form an orthonormal basis for the
tangent space at each point x** of the manifold, that is e4 -
ep = nap, where Greek and Latin indices run in coordinate
and tangent space respectively and nap = diag(—1, 1,1, 1)
is the Minkowski metric for the (flat) tangent space. One can
express them in the coordinate basis e4 = €9, and thus
construct the metric as

guv(x) = nag e) (x) el (x). 3.1)
In teleparallel gravity one describes gravity using the torsion
of spacetime instead of its curvature. In this spirit, instead
of the familiar Christoffel connection, which is the unique
connection whose torsion vanishes, one can introduce the

w
Weitzenbdck connection I', | = e’ duelt, which is a con-
nection whose curvature vanishes [12]. The torsion tensor is
given by

wh wh

T/)Lv = Fvu - F/w = eﬁ (3M69 - 8,)62), (3.2)
and its contraction provides the torsion scalar as

= 1 PV 1 12224 pPViL 33
T=ZT TWV+§T Topp — T, T, (3.3)
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Using T as a Lagrangian gives rise to the teleparallel equiv-
alent of general relativity (TEGR), since variation in terms
of the tetrads leads to the same field equations with general
relativity [12].

One then can generalize TEGR by extending 7 to an arbi-
trary function of T as the Lagrangian, resulting to f(7') grav-
ity, whose action is [14]

S = 34
167G (34)

d*x |e|f(T)+/d4x le| Lo,

with |e| = det(e;;‘) = ./—g&, and where we have included
the total matter Lagrangian L,, for completeness. Variation
of the action (3.4) with respect to the tetrad eﬁ yields the
following field equations:

e 19, (et Sy fr + 4 S, 0, (T) frr— freli TP unSp

1 v P o v

+ZeAf(T) =4nGely T ", (3.5)
em

with fr = 3f/dT, frr = 9%>f/dT? and where T ,"

denotes the total matter energy—momentum tensor. Note that

for convenience we have introduced the super-potential ten-

sor S,"" = %(K’“;) + 8, T, — &) TO[g), with K"}, =
1wy

" -
Applying f(T) gravity in a cosmological framework we

impose the FLRW metric (2.1), which in turn arises from the

tetrad e/i‘ = diag(l, a, a, a). Inserting this ansatz into (3.5)
one obtains the familiar Friedmann equations

T — T, ‘w) being the contorsion tensor.

87G 8nG _
H? = — 0+ orm) = = f (3.6)
. G , _ _
H+ H? = == (5435 + prer) + 3prcn)
Adn G

= B (Prot + 3 Ptot) 3.7

where we have defined the effective energy density and pres-
sure due to the f(7) modification as [14]

3 f Tfir T
= —— | =L ] 3.8
PET 87TG[ 6 3 6} 38)
1 f—frT +2T% frr
PET) = . (3.9)
167G fr+2Tfrr
with equation-of-state parameter given by
wrepy = IO f—frT +2T%frr
D= oty ~ (r +2Tfrr)(—f +2Tfr —T)
(3.10)

Thus, ot = 0 + pr(1) and pyor = p + pr(T). Lastly, note
that in FLRW geometry according to (3.3) the torsion scalar
becomes simply 7 = 6 H>.
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Proceeding to the perturbation level and focusing on scalar
perturbations, one can write the perturbed tetrad fields as
follows:

A _ A A
e _eﬂ+EM,

o @3.11)

where the symbols el/j and él’j are used for the perturbed and
the unperturbed tetrad fields correspondingly. Then, one can
impose the following ansatz for the scalar contributions of
the perturbed tetrad fields:

8#
_0 O - - -
ey =0y E =80, & =08, & =—, (3.12)
and
E =8%w, E¢ = —s%d, EN = 1w, EV = ﬁcb
e e ud®s o = 0% Ta T T
(3.13)

In the above expressions, the scalar perturbations ® and W are
introduced, which are functions of space x and time ¢. With
such a choice, one can match the tetrad perturbations with a
perturbed metric in the Newtonian gauge [17,97], namely

ds? = —(1 +2W)dr* + a*(1 — 2®)8;;dx'dx/ . (3.14)

Following then [14], and writing f(T) =T + F(T), one
can expand the gravitational equations of motion (3.5) to
linear order and obtain the (00), (0i), (i) and (ii) component
perturbation equations, which read as follows:

v? .
(14 Fr) —W —3(1+ Fr)HY —3(1 + Fr)H*®
a

+36FrrH (W + H®) = 47G 8p , (3.15)
(14 Fr — 12H*Frr)(W + HO) = 47G(p + p)v ,

(3.16)

(14 Fr)(¥ —®) =8xG pIl, (3.17)

and

(1 + Fr — RH*Frp)V + H(l + Fr — 12H?Frp)®
+3H(1 + Fr — 12H*Frp
— 12HFrr + 48H>H Frrr)W
+ [3H2(1 + Fr — 12HFrp) +2H

x (1 + Fr —30H%Frp + 72H4FTTT)] ®

14+ Fr

7 V(W — @) =47G §p ,
a

(3.18)

where the total matter content of the Universe is expressed
as in (2.5).

In the context of this work, all the models of f(7) gravity
that we are going to investigate (see Sect.5) are the viable
ones, characterised by Fr < 1, Frr < 1l and Frrr < 1

[82]. Furthermore, as we already mentioned in the previous
section, the anisotropic stress can be neglected, and therefore
by virtue of (3.17) one obtains that & ~ W. Therefore, under
these conditions it is straightforward to show that from the
form of the aforementioned equations one can use for the
evolution of ® the GR equation (2.10), namely:

O 31 (1+¢2) & = 2V?0 +3 (2 w) Hoo

= —gcf(l + w)H? (% - %) . (3.19)
On the other hand, we stress out that the effect of f(7") grav-
ity will be taken into account at the level of the evolution
of the matter density contrast, as we will show in the next
subsection, as well as at the level of the tensor perturbations
(see Sect.4).

Regarding the evolution of the matter density contrast,
it is given via the growth equation, which is derived from
(3.15) and (3.16) at subhorizon scales, and assuming matter
domination it is given by [82,98]

8! +HS! — 47 Gefra® pmdm = 0. (3.20)
In this expression the quantity
G
Geft = — (3.21)
S

is the effective Newton’s constant and primes denote deriva-
tives with respect to the conformal time. Thus, comparing
(2.14) and (3.20), one can see that the effect of f(T) gravity
at the level of the matter perturbations at sub-horizon scales is
essentially captured by the modification of the Newton’s con-
stant, which is related to the modification of the gravitational
field. As we can see, in the limit F'(T') — const. = —2A all
the above equations recover the ones of ACDM cosmology.

3.2 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential
in f(T) gravity

We shall now repeat the procedure of Sect. 2.2 but in the con-
text of f(T) gravity. Once again, we will use the uniform-
energy density curvature perturbation of each fluid, ¢;, in
order to relate @ and éppy. For ¢ we will use the usual defi-
nition [94]:

5
r=—d— H;‘f. (3.22)

The relevant fluids for our analysis are the radiation and the
PBH-matter ones. Their corresponding energy—momentum
tensors are both conserved, i.e. the (background) continuity
equation p; = —3H(p; + p;) holds for each fluid, and thus

@ Springer
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¢; is expressed as:

di
fi=—04—

3(1+w;) 329

By substituting the equation of state w; for each fluid we

obtain:
1

{I‘ = _q) + _8r1

2 (3.24)

1
¢ppp=—0 + §5PBH~ (3.25)

Moreover, we introduce the isocurvature perturbation defined
as:

3
S =3 (¢pBH — &r) = SpBH — Z‘Sr .

On superhorizon scales, ¢ and {ppy are conserved sepa-
rately [94], like the isocurvature perturbation S. Thus, in the
PBH-dominated era, =~ {pgy = ¢ + S/3 >~ §/3. Since S
is conserved, it can be calculated at formation time #. Con-
sequently, neglecting the adiabatic contribution associated to
the radiation fluid at the PBH formation time, since it does not
play any role at the scales considered here, from Eq. (3.26)
we obtain that S = Spgu(¢r). Hence, as in the case of GR we
find that

(3.26)

if k<M. (3.27)

1
{~ §5PBH ()

Further, as we show explicitly in Appendix A, in the con-
text of f(7T) gravity the property ¢ ~ —R is valid too at
super-horizon scales as it does in GR (see e.g. [94]), by
requiring that Fr < 1, with R being the comoving curvature
perturbation defined in the usual way

20 /H+ @
R = 29/H+®

3 1+w
During a matter-dominated era, such as the one driven by
PBHs, @’ can be neglected since it is proportional to the

decaying mode, thus we obtain R = —¢ = (5/3)®. There-
fore, combining with (3.27), we deduce that

1
b ~ _§8PBH(tf) if k<H.

(3.28)

(3.29)

Let us now focus on sub-Hubble scales. We can determine
the evolution of §pgy by solving the evolution equation of
the matter density perturbations in f(7) gravity (3.20). At
the background level, the Friedmann equation (3.6) can be
expressed as H2 = 3% g;“z [ﬁpBH + pr + ,Of("[‘)] where pf™
is given by (3.8). Since at the epochs we focus on, namely
before Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), we expect that
deviations from ACDM are negligible, we can neglect the
effective fluid contribution, writing the Friedmann equation
as

1 1
2 202
H ~ HfQPBH,f <; + s_2> .

(3.30)

@ Springer

In this equation, s = a/aq and aq denotes the time at the tran-
sition from the radiation to the PBH domination era, while
we have assumed that 2, ; = 1 since PBHs are considered to
be formed in the radiation era [71]. Note that the scale factor
is normalised at one at formation time, i.e. af = 1.

At the perturbation level, we can treat the gas of PBHs as
a matter fluid, and by using s as the time variable, the growth
equation (3.20) can be recast in the following form:

d25pBH 2+ 3s dépgu 3 1

_8 :0_
a2 255+ 1) ds 255+ 1) fporeH

(3.31)

We proceed by relating our solution for dpgy from (3.31)
with @, via the sub-Hubble scale approximation of the time-
time field equation in f(7) gravity for the PBH dominated
era (Eq. (3.15)), which is:

oo 2 k2f®
PBH—sH 7P.

(3.32)
Hence, making an interpolation between Egs.(3.29) and
(3.32), as in the case of GR, and using the expression for
the PBH matter power spectrum in Eq.(2.11), we straight-
forwardly extract the following PBH gravitational potential
power spectrum:

K3 2 [k \°
Po (k) = FPMIC) =3 (kU—V>

2 (kN ]
|:5+§(ﬁ> %j| . (3.33)

In the above expression, &(a) is defined as

SpeH(a)
Sppn(ar)’

&) = (3.34)

where Spgg(a) is the solution of Eq.(3.31). As verified
numerically, £(a) has a mild dependence on the comoving
scale k, and thus for practical reasons we will consider & (a)
as k independent.

4 Scalar induced gravitational waves in f(T') gravity

Since we have calculated the power spectrum of the gravi-
tational potential of the initially Poisson-distributed PBHs,
we can now proceed to the extraction of the stochastic grav-
itational wave background induced from the PBH Poisson
fluctuations.
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4.1 Tensor perturbations

The perturbed metric in the Newtonian gauge, assuming as
mentioned above zero anisotropic stress, can be recast as

ds® = a*(n) { — (1 +2®)dn* + [(1 —2®)5;;

+%} dx"dxf}, 4.1)
where we have multiplied by a factor 1/2 the second-order
tensor perturbation as it is standard in the literature. Then,
by Fourier transforming the tensor perturbations and taking
into account the two polarization modes of the GWsin f(T)
gravity [99], namely the x and the + as in GR case, the

equation of motion for the tensor modes hy, reads as
hy" +2H\A — yr)hy' +k*hy, =4S}, 4.2)

with s = (4), (x). In this equation the modified dispersion
due to the f(T) effects is quantified by the term [100]

Yr=-— s , (4.3)
2H fr
while the source function Sj is given by
d3q
Sy = / Wefj (k)qiq
X |20, Pp_g + —— (H '@/
|: a7k 3(1+wtot)( 1
+<Dq)(Hil CD;C_q + cI)k—q)jl s (4~4)
where the polarization tensors ef ! (k) are defined as [2]
“ 1 100 0 010
+ X
€ ky=—=10-10], € ky=—1]100
V2 0 0 0 V2000
4.5)

As we have mentioned above, since we focus on second-order
effects, in this work we assume that the background evolution
is close to that of the ACDM scenario — note that we consider
PBH domination eras before BBN time. Considering also the
fact that in the time period that we investigate the Universe is
matter (i.e. PBH) dominated, we have ctzot R Wiot = WPBH =
0. Hence, for the time evolution of the potential ® given by
Eq. (3.19), we obtain
o + 6(1 4+ wior) 1
1+ 3wt 7
The solution of the above equation is a superposition of a
constant and a decaying mode. In the late-time limit, one
can neglect the decaying mode, and write the solution for
the Fourier transform of ® as @ (n) = Te (n)@r, where ¢y
is the value of the gravitational potential at some reference

I+ Wotk? @ = 0. (4.6)

time (which here we consider to be the time at which PBHs
dominate the energy budget of the Universe, xq) and T (1)
is a transfer function, defined as the ratio of the dominant
mode between the times x and x4. Consequently, Eq. (4.4)
can be written in a more compact form as

d3q
Sy = / Wes(k, DF (. k—q,)pgdk—g . 4.7
where

F(g.k—q.n) =2To(qgnTs (Ik —qln)

b [Ty + Tolgn)]
3(1+w) q1ie\qn o{gn

[H k- iy Gk = aip + To Gk —qim ], @)

and the contraction efj (k)giqj = €°(k, q) can be expressed
in terms of the spherical coordinates (g, 0, ¢) of the vector
q as

%qz sin? 0 cos 2¢ for s = (+)

e'(k,q) = { (4.9)

%qz sin? @ sin 2¢ for s = (x)

Finally, the solution of Eq. (4.2) for the tensor modes 4}, can
be obtained using the Green’s function formalism where one
can write for hy that

n
a(mhy(n) = 4[ diy Gy (n, Ma (@) S (), (4.10)

14
and where the Green’s function Gy (1, 7)) is the solution of
the homogeneous equation

Gy, 1) = 2Hyr Gy (0. 1)
a// ) B B
+ (k2 -+ 2H2w) Gy, M =8(m—1), &1

with the boundary conditions lim,_ 5 G‘;{(r/, n) = 0 and
lim,—; Gy (n, ) = 1.

Having extracted above the tensor perturbations, the next
step is to derive the tensor power spectrum, Py, (1, k), for the
different polarization modes, which is defined as the equal-
time correlator of the tensor perturbations through the fol-
lowing relation:

s ) = 50tk — K95 2P, ) (4.12)
jAYl % n) = k3 n\1,K), .
where s = (x) or (+). Finally, after a long but straightfor-
ward calculation one acquires that Py (1, k) for the (x) and

(+) polarization states can be recast as [101-104]

Pk

IS 14v 402 — (1 2 2\212
:4/ dv/ du|:v d+v u)i|
0 [1—v| dyv

1*(u, v, x)Po (kv)Po (ku) .

(4.13)
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The two auxiliary variables u and v are defined as u = |k —
q|/k and v = g/ k and the kernel function 7 (u, v, x) is given
by

*o_ax)
I 3 3 =
(u, v, x) /);d 2

In the above expressions x = kn, and we use the nota-
tion Fy(u,v,n) = F(k,|k — q|,n) since the function
F(q, k — q, n) depends only on the modulus of its first two
arguments.

1(x, X) Fr(u, v, X). (4.14)

4.2 The gravitational-wave energy-density spectrum

In this subsection we calculate the energy density associ-
ated to the scalar induced GWs, focusing only on subhorizon
scales. Consequently, after a lengthy but straightforward cal-
culation the GW energy density can be recast as [105]

2
322(

which is simply the sum of a kinetic term and a gradient
term. The overall bar denotes an oscillation averaging on
sub-horizon scales, performed to deduce the envelope of the
gravitational-wave spectrum. The GW spectral abundance is
just the GW energy density per logarithmic comoving scale,
ie.

paw (1, x) = Inhapdnh®® + dihqpd'h®P),  (4.15)

1 dpcw (. k)

Q k) = —
aw(n. k) o dInk

(4.16)

Considering a matter-dominated era driven by PBHs,
where w = 0, the transfer function T is constant in time (see
the discussion after Eq. (4.6)) , and we normalise it to one at
PBH domination time, namely 7T (xq) = 1. This forces the
source term S, to be constant in time and consequently at sub-
horizon scales where k > H, from Eq. (4.2) we obtain that

hy, =~ k_2 Finally, the tensor modes have a mild dependence
on time and therefore the kinetic term in the expression for
the GW energy density (4.15) can be neglected. Therefore,
we straightforwardly obtain that

M2 2
(pow 1) = {paw g )= 3 sl (7m2))
3
k
T 30242 (271)3 ;X/d !

x [ ko i ek,
4.17)

where the brackets stand for an ensemble average. At the end,
by combining Eqs. (4.17), (4.16) and (4.12) and taking into
account from Eq.(4.13) that the (x) and (4) polarization
modes give an equal contribution, we find that

@ Springer

1 dogw, grad (m, k)
Prot dlnk

_ L[k PO
=1 <H<n>> G2 £).

In order to compute the contribution of the induced GWs
to the energy budget of the Universe at the present epoch, one
should evolve Qgw (1, k) from a reference conformal time
1N« up to today. To do so, one has that

Qew(n, k) ~

(4.18)

pcw(no, k) pcw (1, k) ,Oc(n*)
Qcw (10, k) = =
Pc(no) Pc(M4) ao)  pe(10)
0) Pr «ay
= Qew (1, QY =, (4.19)

Pr,04

where we have taken into account that Qgw ~ a~*, and
where the index O refers to the present time. Then, taking
into account that the energy density of radiation can be recast
as pr = 71’—52 g+, T and that the temperature of the radiation

bath, T}, scales as T, & g*_sl/ 3a_1, one finds that

4/3
QO 8o (w) Qw1+, k), (4.20)
g*p,() g*S,*

Qcw(no, k) =

where g, and gs stand for the energy and entropy relativis-
tic degrees of freedom.

5 Constraints on f(T) gravity

In this section we use the portal of the scalar induced GWs
from PBH Poisson fluctuations presented above, in order to
derive constraints on f(7") gravity.

5.1 Mono-parametric f(7) Models
Since we will perform specific calculations we have to spec-
ify the form of the function f (7). In particular, we consider

the following three f(7") gravity models depending on one
free parameter, denoted here as S.

1. The power-law model [15] (hereafter f| model), in which

f(T)=T+a(-T)°, (5.1)
with
o« = (6H2)' P 2;2'101, (5.2)

where Qro = 1 —Q,,,0 — ;0. According to observational
constraints for 8 one has that —0.3 < g < 0.3 [82,98,
106]. Note that GR is recovered for § — 0.
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2. The square-root exponential model (hereafter f>) [16]

F(T) =T +aTy(l — e #VTTT0), (5.3)

with

¢ 2o (5.4)
1—(1+ %)e*E

The B parameter is observationally constrained within the
range 0.05 < B < 0.4 [82,98,106] and GR is recovered
for § — 0F.

3. The exponential model (hereafter f3) [82]:

f(T)=T +aTy[l — e T/BT0)], (5.5)
with
Q
o= o (5.6)
L—(1+5)e?

The B parameter is observationally constrained within the
range 0.02 < B < 0.2 [82,98,106] and GR is recovered
for p — 0F.

5.2 Theoretical parameters

In this subsection we discuss the theoretical parameters that
are involved in the analysis. These parameters include the
mass of the PBH mpgy, the initial PBH abundance at for-
mation time Q2ppy.t, and of course the parameter S of the
mono-parametric f(7') model at hand.

For the PBH mass range we consider that the PBHs are
formed after the end of inflationary era and evaporate before
the BBN time. In particular, one can derive an upper bound
on the PBH mass by accounting for the current Planck upper
bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio for single-field slow-roll
models of inflation, which gives o, < 1016GeV [107]. On
the other hand one can extract a conservative lower bound on
the reheating energy scale, i.e. prle/h4 > 4MeV, derived by tak-
ing into account the thermalization of neutrino background
and the hadron scatterings emitted from PBHs as discussed
in [108]. Hence, one can show that the relevant PBH mass
range is given by [71]

10g < mppy < 10%g. (5.7)

We proceed to the range of Q2pgy. . In order to have a tran-
sient PBH domination era, we can set it by requiring that the
PBH evaporation time feyap is larger than the PBH domina-
tion time 74. Consequently, knowing that during a radiation
dominated era we have Qppy = ppH/0d X a_3/a_4 X a

and demanding that fey,p > 74, we obtain that

15 [gerr 10%g
Q 1071 /& )
PBH,f > 100 mpnm

Lastly, concerning the parameter 8, according to obser-
vational constraints mentioned above from [82,98,106], its
value should roughly vary within the following range:

(5.8)

—-04<B8<04, (5.9

depending on the f(7") model at hand.

5.3 Gravitational waves from an early primordial black
hole dominated era

We have now all the necessary material in order to investigate
the relevant GW signal created in the early PBH dominated
era, in the context of f(7") gravity. Let us mention here that
one should discriminate between two decisive effects which
introduce deviations from standard GR gravity, namely a) the
effect of the source of the induced GWs, which is actually
encapsulated within the power spectrum of the PBH gravita-
tional potential Pe, and b) the effect of the GW propagation,
which is encoded within the time evolution of the Green func-
tion G¢(n, ), which can be viewed as the propagator of the
tensor perturbations as it can be seen by Eq. (4.10).

5.3.1 The effect of the gravitational-wave source

After solving numerically the Meszaros equation (3.31) for
the PBH energy density perturbations, we proceed to the cal-
culation of the PBH gravitational potential power spectrum
Po, as dictated by Eq.(3.33), by accounting for the three
mono-parametric f (7)) models presented in Sect.5.1. The
power spectrum Pg is actually the source of the induced
GWs as it can be seen from Eq. (4.13).

In Figs. 1, 2 and 3 we depict the power spectrum of
the PBH gravitational potential at PBH domination time,
for the three f(7T) models, for various choices of the ini-
tial PBH abundance Qpgp f, of the PBH mass mppy, and
of the model-parameter 8. As it can be clearly seen from
Fig. 1, the amplitude of the PBH gravitational potential power
spectrum increases with the initial PBH abundance, whereas
from Fig. 2 we can notice that the position of the peak of Py
depends on the PBH mass. Finally, from Fig. 3, where Pg is
plotted for different values of the modified gravity parameter
B, one can clearly infer that the deviation from GR is prac-
tically indistinguishable. As it was verified numerically for
all the monoparametric f(7) models considered here, the
relative change of the gravitational potential power spectrum
with respect to the one of GR around the peak of the power

@ Springer



31 Page 100of 16

Eur. Phys. J. C (2023) 83:31
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(b) The square-root exponential model

B =0.1,mppy=10°g, f(T) = T + oy [1 — e~ 7/(7T0)]

10-7] — Qepus=10-°
—— Qppu,=10""
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(c) The exponential model

Fig. 1 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential at PBH domination time, for the three mono-parametric f(7') models, by choosing
different values of the initial PBH abundance Qppp ¢. In all graphs we have used § = 0.1 and mppn t = 10°g. The dashed curves correspond to

the GR results

spectrum, i.e. at k ~ kg, is of the order 1072, namely

PLT (ka) — PSR (ka)
PR (ka)

~1072. (5.10)

In summary, we conclude that the effect of f(7') gravity on
the source of gravitational waves, is very small, and practi-
cally indistinguishable from GR for realistic f(7') model-
parameter values.

5.3.2 The effect of the gravitational-wave propagation
We now come to the effect of the GW propagation. One

should extract the behavior of G (n, 1) by solving Eq. (4.11)
and investigate possible deviations from GR. During the time

@ Springer

evolution of the GW spectrum one should take into account
the fact that during a sudden transition from the PBH dom-
inated era to the subsequent radiation era, in the case of a
monochromatic PBH mass function as the one considered
here, the GW is enhanced due a very rapid increase of the time
derivative of the gravitational potential ® which is present
in the source term (see Eq.(4.7)) as noted in [109,110].
Then, during the radiation-dominated era, the source term
is decaying on subhorizon scales and therefore Qgw stops
growing after the moment when the source term has suffi-
ciently decayed. After this point, the scalar induced GWs
are propagating as free waves, with their present energy den-
sity spectrum given by Eq.(4.20) and 7, being a reference
time during the radiation-dominated era when GWs start to
propagate as free waves.
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Fig. 2 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential at PBH domination time, for the three mono-parametric f(7") models, by choosing
different values of the PBH mass mpgy. In all graphs we have used B = 0.1 and QpgH,r = 1073. The dashed curves correspond to the GR results

Having these in mind let us focus on Eq. (4.11), namely
Gy (n.) = 2Hyr Gy’ (n. i)

Z_a_// 2 s -\ _ =
+\k a+2H yr |Gy, ) =8(m—mn). (5.11)

One can identify the dominant terms of the above equation
by taking the ratios between the GR terms and the new f(T)
terms multiplied by the yr function. In this procedure, we
should take into consideration the fact that the y7 function, as
it was checked numerically for all the three mono-parametric
models studied here, is a negative decreasing function of
time, which implies that its absolute value increases with
time. Therefore, in order to find the maximum deviation from
GR we compute the ratios between the GR and f(7T') terms
at a time during radiation domination when the y7 function

acquires its maximum value. Being quite conservative we set
this time to be the standard matter-radiation equality time at
redshift zeq = 3387.

At this point, we should stress that in the comparison
of the different terms in Eq.(5.11) one should compute
the derivative terms G/ (n, 1) and G/ (n, 7). To achieve
this we take into account the fact that the solutions of
Eq.(5.11) are expected to be trigonometric functions (sines
and cosines), in particular Bessel functions in the case
of GR. One then expects that G} (n,7), Gk(n,7) and
G,’(’(n, n) should differ by a phase difference, and this
was indeed verified numerically. Consequently, one expects
in general that |G} (1, ﬁ)/Gk(n,ﬁ)]nanq ~ O(1) and

\GZ(n, 1)/ Gr(n, 1) |n=neq ~ O(1), when comparing the dif-
ferent terms of Eq. (5.11).
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Fig. 3 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential at PBH
domination time, for the three mono-parametric f(7") models, by choos-
ing different values of the parameter § within its observationally allowed

Thus, taking the above discussion into account, let us start
the identification of the dominant terms by comparing the first
two terms in Eq.(5.11), namely the second derivative term
G (n, 1) and the friction term 2Hy7 G} (n, 77), and in par-

ticularletus consider theirratio G, (. 1) /[2Hyr G}’ (n. )]-

Eventually, we find that for the power-law f(7") model and
for mpgy = 105g, QpBH,f = 103 and B = 0.1, we acquire

' Gyt | 1
2HyrGy(n, )|  2Hyr

Similar results are obtained for the square-root exponential
and the exponential f(7") models, and by varying the param-
eters mppH, 2ppH,f and B too.

With the same reasoning we can additionally examine the
ratio between the k> and 27H?yr terms inside the parenthesis

~10% > 1.
N=Meq

(5.12)
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range. In all graphs we have used mppy = 105g and QppH f = 1073.
The dashed curves correspond to the GR results

of Eq.(5.11). Choosing again 1 = 7eq in order to find the
maximum deviation from GR, we straightforwardly find that

k2

— ~ 108 > 1,
Ty >

k:kevap »N=Teq

(5.13)

where k = Kkeyap is the comoving scale exiting the Hubble
radius at PBH evaporation time and as a consequence it is
the largest scale considered here.

In summary, we can safely argue that the f(7') modifica-
tions at the level of the propagation equation (5.11) can be
neglected and consequently one obtains that

1", ) =GR, ). (5.14)
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Hence, we conclude that the effect of f(7T) gravity on the
propagation of gravitational waves, is very small, and prac-
tically indistinguishable from GR for realistic f(7") model-
parameter values. We mention that this behavior is different
than the case of f(R) gravity, in which the corresponding
effect is small but still distinguishable from GR [76], which
reveals the different nature and effects of the two gravitational
modifications.

6 Conclusions

Primordial black holes (PBH) can address a number of issues
of modern cosmology since they may account for a part or
all of the dark matter contribution, they can seed the large-
scale structure formation through Poisson fluctuations, and
they may constitute the progenitors of the black-hole merg-
ing events recently detected by LIGO-VIRGO. Interestingly,
PBHs are tightly associated with gravitational wave (GW)
signals, providing us the possibility to gain information of
the physics of different cosmic epochs, from the very early
universe up to later times, depending on the GW production
mechanism. Since their formation and effects are determined
by the underlying gravitational theory, one can use them as
a novel tool in order to test general relativity and investigate
possible modified gravity deviations.

In this work we focused on the primordial scalar induced
gravitational waves, generated at second order in cosmolog-
ical perturbation theory, from PBH Poisson fluctuations, in
the framework of f(7) modified gravity. In particular, we
desired to use it as a novel probe to extract constraints on
the involved model-parameters. We considered three viable
mono-parametric f(7) models, and we investigated the
induced modifications at the level of the gravitational-wave
source, which are encoded in terms of the power spectrum of
the PBH gravitational potential Pg, as well as at the level of
their propagation, described in terms of the Green function
G (n, n) which can be considered as the propagator of the
tensor perturbations.

Our detailed analysis showed that within the observation-
ally allowed range of the parameters of the f(7") models at
hand, the obtained deviations from GR, both at the level of
source, as well as at the level of propagation, are practically
indistinguishable. Indicatively, regarding the PBH gravita-
tional potential power spectrum we found that the deviation
from GR is of the order of 10~ for all the monoparamet-
ric f(T) models considered here. This behavior is different
than the case of other modified gravity theories, such as f (R)
gravity, in which the corresponding effect is small but still
distinguishable from GR [76]. Hence, we conclude that real-
istic and viable f(T') theories of gravity can safely pass the
primordial black hole constraints, which may offer an addi-
tional argument in their favor.

Finally, one should stress that one can extend our analy-
sis to other modified teleparallel theories of gravity, such as
f (T, B) gravity and scalar-torsion theories, whose polariza-
tion numbers have been calculated in [111]. Especially in the
cases where extra polarization modes do appear, one expects
to find significant differences, as it was found in [76]. This
interesting and necessary investigation will be performed in
a separate paper.
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Appendix A: Super-horizon scales in f(T) gravity

In this Appendix we examine the behavior of pertrubations at

super-horizon scales in the framework of f(7T) gravity. We

use the definition of comoving curvature perturbation as
=—-® - Hv. (A.1)

At super-Hubble scales, Eq.(3.15) under the assumptions
Fr <« 1and Frr < 1 becomes:

3H(D + HWY) = —4rnGa? 8p, (A.2)
and thus together with Eq. (3.16) yields:
b} (3.22)
R=-D+ —— -, k< H. A3
+ 30 +w) — ¢ < (A.3)

Furthermore, from Eq. (A.1) and Eq. (3.16) we can write:

H(D +HWY)  H2=872Ga?p/3 2 O /H+ W
4rGa?p(l + w) 3 14w
(A.4)

R=o+
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Moreover, from (3.17) by neglecting the anisotropic stress
we see that ® = W . Therefore, under the aforementioned
assumptions and for k < H, we obtain that at super-horizon
scales we have

20 /H+ ®

. A5
3 14w + (A-5)

References

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

18.

19.

20.

. CANTATA collaboration, E.N. Saridakis et al., Modified grav-

ity and cosmology: an update by the CANTATA Network.
arXiv:2105.12582

. S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, Extended theories of gravity.

Phys. Rep. 509, 167-321 (2011). arXiv:1108.6266

. E.J. Copeland, M. Sami, S. Tsujikawa, Dynamics of dark energy.

Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753-1936 (2006). arXiv:hep-th/0603057

. Y.-F. Cai, E.N. Saridakis, M.R. Setare, J.-Q. Xia, Quintom cos-

mology: theoretical implications and observations. Phys. Rep.
493, 1-60 (2010). arXiv:0909.2776

. J. Martin, C. Ringeval, V. Vennin, Encyclopadia Inflationaris.

Phys. Dark Univ. 5-6, 75-235 (2014). arXiv:1303.3787

. A. Addazi et al., Quantum gravity phenomenology at the dawn of

the multi-messenger era: a review. arXiv:2111.05659

. S. Capozziello, Curvature quintessence. Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 11,

483-492 (2002). arXiv:gr-qc/0201033

. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Unified cosmic history in modified grav-

ity: from F(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant models. Phys. Rept.
505, 59-144 (2011). arXiv:1011.0544

. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Modified Gauss—Bonnet theory as gravi-

tational alternative for dark energy. Phys. Lett. B 631, 1-6 (2005).
arXiv:hep-th/0508049

A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, E. Trincherini, The Galileon as a
local modification of gravity. Phys. Rev. D 79, 064036 (2009).
arXiv:0811.2197

T. Clifton, P.G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, C. Skordis, Modified gravity
and cosmology. Phys. Rep. 513, 1-189 (2012). arXiv:1106.2476
R. Aldrovandi, J.G. Pereira, Teleparallel Gravity: An Intro-
duction (Springer, Berlin, 2013). https://doi.org/10.1007/
978-94-007-5143-9

M. Kirssak, R.J. van den Hoogen, J.G. Pereira, C.G. Bohmer,
A.A. Coley, Teleparallel theories of gravity: illuminating a fully
invariant approach. Class. Quantum Gravity 36, 183001 (2019).
arXiv:1810.12932

Y.-F. Cai, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, E.N. Saridakis, f(T)
teleparallel gravity and cosmology. Rep. Prog. Phys. 79, 106901
(2016). arXiv:1511.07586

G.R. Bengochea, R. Ferraro, Dark torsion as the cosmic speed-up.
Phys. Rev. D 79, 124019 (2009). arXiv:0812.1205

. E.V. Linder, Einstein’s other gravity and the acceleration of the

universe. Phys. Rev. D 81, 127301 (2010). arXiv:1005.3039

. S.-H. Chen, J.B. Dent, S. Dutta, E.N. Saridakis, Cosmological

perturbations in f(T) gravity. Phys. Rev. D 83, 023508 (2011).
arXiv:1008.1250

R. Zheng, Q.-G. Huang, Growth factor in f(T) gravity. JCAP 03,
002 (2011). arXiv:1010.3512

K. Bamba, C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, L.-W. Luo, Equation of
state for dark energy in f(7") gravity. JCAP 01, 021 (2011).
arXiv:1011.0508

Y.-F. Cai, S.-H. Chen, J.B. Dent, S. Dutta, E.N. Saridakis, Matter
bounce cosmology with the f(T) gravity. Class. Quantum Gravity
28, 215011 (2011). arXiv:1104.4349

@ Springer

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

. S. Capozziello, V.F. Cardone, H. Farajollahi, A. Ravanpak, Cos-
mography in f(T)-gravity. Phys. Rev. D 84, 043527 (2011).
arXiv:1108.2789

G. Otalora, Cosmological dynamics of tachyonic teleparallel dark
energy. Phys. Rev. D 88, 063505 (2013). arXiv:1305.5896

K. Bamba, S.D. Odintsov, D. Sdez-Gémez, Conformal symmetry
and accelerating cosmology in teleparallel gravity. Phys. Rev. D
88, 084042 (2013). arXiv:1308.5789

J.-T. Li, C.-C. Lee, C.-Q. Geng, Einstein static universe in
exponential f(7) gravity. Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2315 (2013).
arXiv:1302.2688

Y.C. Ong, K. Izumi, J.M. Nester, P. Chen, Problems with propa-
gation and time evolution in f(T) gravity. Phys. Rev. D 88, 024019
(2013). arXiv:1303.0993

K. Bamba, G.G.L. Nashed, W. El Hanafy, S.K. Ibraheem, Bounce
inflationin f(7') cosmology: a unified inflaton-quintessence field.
Phys. Rev. D 94, 083513 (2016). arXiv:1604.07604

M. Malekjani, N. Haidari, S. Basilakos, Spherical collapse model
and cluster number counts in power law f(7) gravity. Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc. 466, 3488-3496 (2017). arXiv:1609.01964

G. Farrugia, J.L.. Said, Stability of the flat FLRW metric in f(T)
gravity. Phys. Rev. D 94, 124054 (2016). arXiv:1701.00134

S. Bahamonde, C.G. Bohmer, M. Kr$$ak, New classes of modi-
fied teleparallel gravity models. Phys. Lett. B 775, 37-43 (2017).
arXiv:1706.04920

L. Karpathopoulos, S. Basilakos, G. Leon, A. Paliathanasis, M.
Tsamparlis, Cartan symmetries and global dynamical systems
analysis in a higher-order modified teleparallel theory. Gen. Rel-
ativ. Gravit. 50, 79 (2018). arXiv:1709.02197

H. Abedi, S. Capozziello, R. D’Agostino, O. Luongo, Effective
gravitational coupling in modified teleparallel theories. Phys. Rev.
D 97, 084008 (2018). arXiv:1803.07171

R. D’Agostino, O. Luongo, Growth of matter perturbations in
nonminimal teleparallel dark energy. Phys. Rev. D 98, 124013
(2018). arXiv:1807.10167

D. Tosifidis, T. Koivisto, Scale transformations in metric-affine
geometry. Universe 5, 82 (2019). arXiv:1810.12276

S. Chakrabarti, J.L. Said, K. Bamba, On reconstruction of
extended teleparallel gravity from the cosmological jerk parame-
ter. Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 454 (2019). arXiv:1905.09711

S.D. Sadatian, Effects of viscous content on the modified cosmo-
logical F(T) model. EPL 126, 30004 (2019)

S.-FE. Yan, P. Zhang, J.-W. Chen, X.-Z. Zhang, Y.-F. Cai, E.N.
Saridakis, Interpreting cosmological tensions from the effective
field theory of torsional gravity. Phys. Rev. D 101, 121301 (2020).
arXiv:1909.06388

D. Wang, D. Mota, Can f(T) gravity resolve the Hy tension?
Phys. Rev. D 102, 063530 (2020). arXiv:2003.10095

A. Bose, S. Chakraborty, Cosmic evolution in f(T) gravity theory.
Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35, 2050296 (2020). arXiv:2010.16247

X. Ren, TH.T. Wong, Y.-F. Cai, E.N. Saridakis, Data-driven
reconstruction of the late-time cosmic acceleration with f(T) grav-
ity. Phys. Dark Univ. 32, 100812 (2021). arXiv:2103.01260

C. Escamilla-Rivera, G.A. Rave-Franco, J.L. Said, f(T, B)
cosmography for high redshifts. Universe 7, 441 (2021).
arXiv:2110.05434

G. Kofinas, E.N. Saridakis, Teleparallel equivalent of Gauss—
Bonnet gravity and its modifications. Phys. Rev. D 90, 084044
(2014). arXiv:1404.2249

G. Kofinas, E.N. Saridakis, Cosmological applications
of F(T,Tg) gravity. Phys. Rev. D 90, 084045 (2014).
arXiv:1408.0107

S. Bahamonde, C.G. Bohmer, M. Wright, Modified telepar-
allel theories of gravity. Phys. Rev. D 92, 104042 (2015).
arXiv:1508.05120


http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.12582
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6266
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2776
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3787
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.05659
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0201033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0544
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0508049
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2197
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2476
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5143-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5143-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12932
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07586
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.1205
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.3039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1250
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.3512
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1104.4349
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.2789
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5896
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.5789
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.2688
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.0993
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07604
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.01964
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.00134
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04920
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.02197
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.07171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.10167
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09711
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06388
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.10095
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.16247
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.01260
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05434
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.2249
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.05120

Eur. Phys. J. C (2023) 83:31

Page 150f 16 31

44

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

. C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, E.N. Saridakis, Y.-P. Wu, “Teleparallel”
dark energy. Phys. Lett. B 704, 384-387 (2011). arXiv:1109.1092
M. Hohmann, L. Jirv, U. Ualikhanova, Covariant formula-
tion of scalar-torsion gravity. Phys. Rev. D 97, 104011 (2018).
arXiv:1801.05786

Y.B. Zel’dovich, 1.D. Novikov, The hypothesis of cores retarded
during expansion and the hot cosmological model. Sov. Astron.
10, 602 (1967)

B.J. Carr, S.W. Hawking, Black holes in the early Universe. Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 168, 399-415 (1974)

B.J. Carr, The primordial black hole mass spectrum. ApJ 201,
1-19 (1975)

G.F. Chapline, Cosmological effects of primordial black holes.
Nature 253, 251-252 (1975)

S. Clesse, J. Garcia-Bellido, Seven hints for primordial black
hole dark matter. Phys. Dark Univ. 22, 137-146 (2018).
arXiv:1711.10458

P. Meszaros, Primeval black holes and galaxy formation. Astron.
Astrophys. 38, 5-13 (1975)

N. Afshordi, P. McDonald, D. Spergel, Primordial black
holes as dark matter: the power spectrum and evaporation
of early structures. Astrophys. J. Lett. 594, L71-L74 (2003).
arXiv:astro-ph/0302035

B. Carr, K. Kohri, Y. Sendouda, J. Yokoyama, Constraints on
primordial black holes. arXiv:2002.12778

M. Sasaki, T. Suyama, T. Tanaka, S. Yokoyama, Primordial black
holes-perspectives in gravitational wave astronomy. Class. Quan-
tum Gravity 35, 063001 (2018). arXiv:1801.05235

T. Nakamura, M. Sasaki, T. Tanaka, K.S. Thorne, Gravitational
waves from coalescing black hole MACHO binaries. Astrophys.
J. 487, L139-1.142 (1997). arXiv:astro-ph/9708060

K. Ioka, T. Chiba, T. Tanaka, T. Nakamura, Black hole binary
formation in the expanding universe: three body problem approx-
imation. Phys. Rev. D 58, 063003 (1998). arXiv:astro-ph/9807018
Y.N. Eroshenko, Gravitational waves from primordial black holes
collisions in binary systems. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1051, 012010
(2018). arXiv:1604.04932

M. Raidal, V. Vaskonen, H. Veermie, Gravitational waves
from primordial black hole mergers. JCAP 1709, 037 (2017).
arXiv:1707.01480

J.L. Zagorac, R. Easther, N. Padmanabhan, GUT-scale primordial
black holes: mergers and gravitational waves. JCAP 1906, 052
(2019). arXiv:1903.05053

D. Hooper, G. Krnjaic, J. March-Russell, S.D. McDermott,
R. Petrossian-Byrne, Hot gravitons and gravitational waves from
Kerr Black holes in the early universe. arXiv:2004.00618

R. Anantua, R. Easther, J.T. Giblin, GUT-scale primordial black
holes: consequences and constraints. Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 111303
(2009). arXiv:0812.0825

R. Dong, W.H. Kinney, D. Stojkovic, Gravitational wave produc-
tion by Hawking radiation from rotating primordial black holes.
JCAP 10, 034 (2016). arXiv:1511.05642

E. Bugaev, P. Klimai, Induced gravitational wave background
and primordial black holes. Phys. Rev. D 81, 023517 (2010).
arXiv:0908.0664

R. Saito, J. Yokoyama, Gravitational-wave background as a probe
of the primordial black-hole abundance. Phys. Rev. Lett. 102
(2009)

T. Nakama, T. Suyama, Primordial black holes as a novel probe
of primordial gravitational waves. Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015)

S. Pi, Y.-L. Zhang, Q.-G. Huang, M. Sasaki, Scalaron from R2-
gravity as a heavy field. JCAP 05, 042 (2018). arXiv:1712.09896
C. Yuan, Z.-C. Chen, Q.-G. Huang, Probing primordial-black-
hole dark matter with scalar induced gravitational waves. Phys.
Rev. D 100, 081301 (2019). arXiv:1906.11549

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

Z. Zhou, J. Jiang, Y.-F. Cai, M. Sasaki, S. Pi, Primordial black
holes and gravitational waves from resonant amplification during
inflation. Phys. Rev. D 102, 103527 (2020). arXiv:2010.03537
J. Fumagalli, S. Renaux-Petel, L.T. Witkowski, Oscillations in
the stochastic gravitational wave background from sharp features
and particle production during inflation. JCAP 08, 030 (2021).
arXiv:2012.02761

G. Domenech, Scalar induced gravitational waves review. Uni-
verse 7, 398 (2021). arXiv:2109.01398

T. Papanikolaou, V. Vennin, D. Langlois, Gravitational waves
from a universe filled with primordial black holes. JCAP 03, 053
(2021). arXiv:2010.11573

G. Domenech, C. Lin, M. Sasaki, Gravitational wave constraints
on the primordial black hole dominated early universe. JCAP 04,
062 (2021). arXiv:2012.08151

J. Kozaczuk, T. Lin, E. Villarama, Signals of primordial black
holes at gravitational wave interferometers. arXiv:2108.12475

P. Chen, S. Koh, G. Tumurtushaa, Primordial black holes and
induced gravitational waves from inflation in the Horndeski theory
of gravity. arXiv:2107.08638

J. Lin, S. Gao, Y. Gong, Y. Lu, Z. Wang, F. Zhang, Pri-
mordial black holes and scalar induced secondary gravitational
waves from Higgs inflation with non-canonical kinetic term.
arXiv:2111.01362

T. Papanikolaou, C. Tzerefos, S. Basilakos, E.N. Saridakis,
Scalar induced gravitational waves from primordial black hole
Poisson fluctuations in f(R) gravity. JCAP 10, 013 (2022).
arXiv:2112.15059

J. Garcia-Bellido, A.D. Linde, D. Wands, Density perturbations
and black hole formation in hybrid inflation. Phys. Rev. D 54,
6040-6058 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9605094

J.C. Hidalgo, L.A. Urena-Lopez, A.R. Liddle, Unification mod-
els with reheating via Primordial Black Holes. Phys. Rev. D 85,
044055 (2012). arXiv:1107.5669

J. Martin, T. Papanikolaou, V. Vennin, Primordial black holes from
the preheating instability. arXiv:1907.04236

P. Wu, H.W. Yu, Observational constraints on f(7') theory. Phys.
Lett. B 693, 415-420 (2010). arXiv:1006.0674

V.F. Cardone, N. Radicella, S. Camera, Accelerating f(T) gravity
models constrained by recent cosmological data. Phys. Rev. D 85,
124007 (2012). arXiv:1204.5294

S. Nesseris, S. Basilakos, E.N. Saridakis, L. Perivolaropou-
los, Viable f(T) models are practically indistinguishable from
ACDM. Phys. Rev. D 88, 103010 (2013). arXiv:1308.6142

R.C. Nunes, A. Bonilla, S. Pan, E.N. Saridakis, Observational
constraints on f(7') gravity from varying fundamental constants.
Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 230 (2017). arXiv:1608.01960

S. Basilakos, S. Nesseris, F.K. Anagnostopoulos, E.N. Saridakis,
Updated constraints on f(7') models using direct and indirect
measurements of the Hubble parameter. JCAP 08, 008 (2018).
arXiv:1803.09278

B. Xu, H. Yu, P. Wu, Testing viable f(T) models with current
observations. Astrophys. J. 855, 89 (2018)

X. Ren, S.-F. Yan, Y. Zhao, Y.-E. Cai, E.N. Saridakis, Gaussian
processes and effective field theory of f(7) gravity under the Hy
tension. arXiv:2203.01926

Y. Huang, J. Zhang, X. Ren, E.N. Saridakis, Y.-F. Cai, N-body
simulations, halo mass functions, and halo density profile in f(T")
gravity. arXiv:2204.06845

Y. Zhao, X. Ren, A. Ilyas, E.N. Saridakis, Y.-F. Cai, Quasinormal
modes of black holes in f(T) gravity. arXiv:2204.11169

J.M. Bardeen, Gauge invariant cosmological perturbations. Phys.
Rev. D 22, 1882-1905 (1980)

A.Liddle, D. Lyth, Cosmological Inflation and Large-scale Struc-
ture (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000)

@ Springer


http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.1092
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05786
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10458
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0302035
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12778
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05235
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9708060
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9807018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.04932
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.01480
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.05053
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.00618
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.0825
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.05642
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0664
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09896
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11549
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.03537
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02761
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01398
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.11573
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08151
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.12475
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08638
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01362
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.15059
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605094
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.5669
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04236
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.0674
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5294
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6142
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01960
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09278
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.01926
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.06845
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11169

31 Page 160of 16

Eur. Phys. J. C (2023) 83:31

91.

92.

93.

94.

9s.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

AM. Dizgah, G. Franciolini, A. Riotto, Primordial black holes
from broad spectra: abundance and clustering. JCAP 11, 001
(2019). arXiv:1906.08978

H. Kodama, M. Sasaki, Evolution of isocurvature perturbations.
1. Photon-Baryon universe. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 1, 265 (1986)
H. Kodama, M. Sasaki, Evolution of isocurvature perturbations.
2. Radiation dust universe. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 2, 491 (1987)
D. Wands, K.A. Malik, D.H. Lyth, A.R. Liddle, A new approach
to the evolution of cosmological perturbations on large scales.
Phys. Rev. D 62, 043527 (2000). [arXiv:astro-ph/0003278]

V.E. Mukhanov, H.A. Feldman, R.H. Brandenberger, Theory of
cosmological perturbations. Part 1. Classical perturbations. Part
2. Quantum theory of perturbations. Part 3. Extensions. Phys. Rep.
215, 203-333 (1992)

P. Meszaros, The behaviour of point masses in an expanding cos-
mological substratum. Astron. Astrophys. 37, 225-228 (1974)
S. Bahamonde, K.F. Dialektopoulos, C. Escamilla-Rivera, G. Far-
rugia, V. Gakis, M. Hendry et al., Teleparallel gravity: from theory
to cosmology. arXiv:2106.13793

F.K. Anagnostopoulos, S. Basilakos, E.N. Saridakis, Bayesian
analysis of f(7') gravity using fog data. Phys. Rev. D 100,083517
(2019). arXiv:1907.07533

K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. Nojiri, D. Saez-
Gomez, No further gravitational wave modes in F(T') gravity.
Phys. Lett. B 727, 194-198 (2013). arXiv:1309.2698

Y.-F. Cai, C. Li, E.N. Saridakis, L. Xue, f(7T') gravity after
GW170817 and GRB170817A. Phys. Rev. D 97, 103513 (2018).
arXiv:1801.05827

K.N. Ananda, C. Clarkson, D. Wands, The cosmological gravi-
tational wave background from primordial density perturbations.
Phys. Rev. D 75, 123518 (2007). arXiv:gr-qc/0612013

@ Springer

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

D. Baumann, P.J. Steinhardt, K. Takahashi, K. Ichiki, Gravita-
tional wave spectrum induced by primordial scalar perturbations.
Phys. Rev. D 76, 084019 (2007). arXiv:hep-th/0703290

K. Kohri, T. Terada, Semianalytic calculation of gravitational
wave spectrum nonlinearly induced from primordial curvature
perturbations. Phys. Rev. D 97, 123532 (2018). arXiv:1804.08577
J.R. Espinosa, D. Racco, A. Riotto, A cosmological signature of
the SM Higgs instability: gravitational waves. JCAP 1809, 012
(2018). arXiv:1804.07732

M. Maggiore, Gravitational wave experiments and early
universe cosmology. Phys. Rep. 331, 283-367 (2000).
arXiv:gr-qc/9909001

R.C. Nunes, S. Pan, E.N. Saridakis, New observational constraints
on f(T) gravity through gravitational-wave astronomy. Phys.
Rev. D 98, 104055 (2018). arXiv:1810.03942

Planck collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results. X.
Constraints on inflation. arXiv:1807.06211

T. Hasegawa, N. Hiroshima, K. Kohri, R.S.L. Hansen, T. Tram,
S. Hannestad, MeV-scale reheating temperature and thermaliza-
tion of oscillating neutrinos by radiative and hadronic decays of
massive particles. JCAP 12, 012 (2019). arXiv:1908.10189

K. Inomata, K. Kohri, T. Nakama, T. Terada, Enhancement of
gravitational waves induced by scalar perturbations due to a sud-
den transition from an early matter era to the radiation era. Phys.
Rev. D 100, 043532 (2019). arXiv:1904.12879

G. Domenech, V. Takhistov, M. Sasaki, Exploring evaporating
primordial black holes with gravitational waves. Phys. Lett. B
823, 136722 (2021). arXiv:2105.06816

H. Abedi, S. Capozziello, Gravitational waves in modified
teleparallel theories of gravity. Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 474 (2018).
arXiv:1712.05933


http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.08978
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0003278
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.13793
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07533
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.2698
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05827
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0612013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703290
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08577
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.07732
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9909001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03942
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06211
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.10189
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.12879
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.06816
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05933

	No constraints for f(T) gravity from gravitational waves induced from primordial black hole fluctuations
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 The primordial black hole gravitational potential in general relativity
	2.1 Background evolution and scalar perturbations
	2.2 The PBH gravitational potential power spectrum

	3 The primordial black hole gravitational potential in f(T) gravity
	3.1 Background evolution and scalar perturbations
	3.2 The power spectrum of the PBH gravitational potential in f(T) gravity

	4 Scalar induced gravitational waves in f(T) gravity 
	4.1 Tensor perturbations
	4.2 The gravitational-wave energy-density spectrum

	5 Constraints on f(T) gravity
	5.1 Mono-parametric f(T) Models
	5.2 Theoretical parameters 
	5.3 Gravitational waves from an early primordial black hole dominated era
	5.3.1 The effect of the gravitational-wave source
	5.3.2 The effect of the gravitational-wave propagation


	6 Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A: Super-horizon scales in f(T) gravity
	References




