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Abstract. We investigate the formation and growth of massive black hole (BH) seeds
in dusty star-forming galaxies, relying and extending the framework proposed by [1].
Specifically, the latter envisages the migration of stellar compact remnants (neutron
stars and stellar-mass black holes) via gaseous dynamical friction towards the galaxy
nuclear region, and their subsequent merging to grow a massive central BH seed. In
this paper we add two relevant ingredients: (i) we include primordial BHs, that could
constitute a fraction fpBH of the dark matter, as an additional component participat-
ing in the seed growth; (ii) we predict the stochastic gravitational wave background
originated during the seed growth, both from stellar compact remnant and from pri-
mordial BH mergers. We find that the latter events contribute most to the initial
growth of the central seed during a timescale of 106 − 107 yr, before stellar compact
remnant mergers and gas accretion take over. In addition, if the fraction of primordial
BHs fpBH is large enough, gravitational waves emitted by their mergers in the nuclear
galactic regions could be detected by future interferometers like Einsten Telescope,
DECIGO and LISA. As for the associated stochastic gravitational wave background,
we predict that it extends over the wide frequency band 10−6 . f [Hz] . 10, which is
very different from the typical range originated by mergers of isolated binary compact
objects. On the one hand, the detection of such a background could be a smoking
gun to test the proposed seed growth mechanism; on the other hand, it constitutes a
relevant contaminant from astrophysical sources to be characterized and subtracted,
in the challenging search for a primordial background of cosmological origin.

Keywords: Dynamical friction; Gravitational waves; Galaxy evolution; Astrophysi-
cal black holes; Primordial Black holes; Gravitational waves background
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1 Introduction

The discovery of gravitational waves (GWs) by the LIGO/Virgo team [2], and the
subsequent detection of many other GW signals [3, 4] has largely impacted on dif-
ferent research fields: on astrophysics, with the discovery of a new class of massive
black holes (BHs) [5–7], and with a tentative first characterization of the BH mass
function and of the double compact objects merging rates [7]; on cosmology, with the
first independent estimation of the Hubble constant [8–12]; on fundamental physics,
with the measurement of the GW propagation speed that has ruled out some modified
gravity theories [13, 14]. This is only the tip of the iceberg, since GW astronomy will
become increasingly precise and robust, with the advent of the next observing runs
for Advanced LIGO/VIRGO, with KAGRA entering in the network of ground based
interferometers, and with the future third generation detectors such as the Einstein
Telescope (ET), the Deci-hertz Interferometer Gravitational wave Observatory (DE-
CIGO), and the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA), which will provide an
increased redshift depth and new frequency observational windows.

Despite such a head start, GW astronomy has still to address some major is-
sues. One concerns the main astrophysical channels that can lead to the formation
and merging of double compact objects. Although many works have been focused
on the merging rates and mass spectrum of isolated compact objects binaries (e.g.,
[15–25]), the rates of compact objects mergers due to dynamical interactions in dense
environments such as globular or nuclear star clusters are still largely unknown. In ad-
dition, the possible existence of primordial black holes (pBHs) and pBH binaries may
constitute additional sources of GW emission and GW background production (e.g.
[26–31]). In the next decades, with new runs of current GW interferometers and with
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the advent of future detectors, there should be the possibility to better characterize
the GW signals and to acquire enough statistics to test, and eventually confirm or rule
out some astrophysical models of GW production.

In this vein, [1] have proposed a mechanism for the growth of massive BH seeds
in the central regions of dusty star-forming galaxies; these are thought to be the pro-
genitors of local massive spheroidal galaxies, that host relic supermassive BHs at their
centers. In short, the framework envisages the migration of stellar compact remnants
(e.g., neutron stars and BHs) towards the nuclear galaxy regions via dynamical fric-
tion against the dense gaseous environment, and their subsequent mergers to grow a
massive central BH seed. The process is particularly efficient in dusty star-forming
galaxies because they feature large star formation rates (SFR) ψ & 100− 1000 M�/yr
and huge molecular gas reservoirs Mgas & 1010 − 1011 M� concentrated in a compact
region of a few kpc (e.g., [32–43]). These conditions are prompt for the efficient sink-
ing of innumerable compact objects toward the nuclear regions via gaseous dynamical
friction. In fact, [1] have demonstrated that this mechanism is able to grow heavy
BH seeds of masses ∼ 104 − 106M� within some 107 yr, so possibly alleviating the
problem of supermassive BH formation at high redshift. Even more, [1] have proposed
a clear-cut way of testing their framework: the continuous mergers of migrating stellar
compact remnants with the growing central BH seed will produce GW signals with
precise signatures, that could be within the reach of future interferometers such as ET,
DECIGO and LISA.

In the present work we extend the analysis and the predictions by [1] under two
respects:

• We add pBHs into the game. If pBHs are present and constitute a fraction
fpBH of the dark matter (DM) mass, they will undergo the gaseous dynamical
friction process, especially in the central galactic region where the gas is more
concentrated. Therefore they could contribute to the growth of the central BH
seed; moreover, their mergers with said seed could produce GW signals with
specific properties. We study these two effects as a function of the pBH fraction
fpBH.

• We make predictions regarding the stochastic gravitational wave background
(SGWB) produced by all the unresolved merger events, both for stellar compact
remnants and for pBHs. We will show that the detection of the SGWB over an
extended frequency spectrum could constitute a crucial test for our scenario of
seed formation.

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2 we briefly recap the mechanism
of gaseous dynamical friction, with particular focus on the estimate of the related
timescale; we also describe the physical setup, and we compute the merging rates of
stellar compact remnants and pBHs; in section 3 we discuss the ensuing growth of the
central BH mass as a function of time; in section 4 we compute the GW emission rates
and discuss their detectability with ET, DECIGO and LISA; in section 5 we predict
the SGWB originated by the incoherent superposition of unresolved merging events.
Finally, in section 6 we summarize our findings and outlook future developments.
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Throughout this work, we adopt the standard flat ΛCDM cosmology (see [44])
with rounded parameter values: matter density ΩM = 0.32, baryon density Ωb = 0.05
and Hubble constant H0 = 100h km s−1 Mpc−1 with h = 0.67.

2 Gaseous dynamical friction migration timescales and merg-
ing rates

Dynamical friction is the process of interaction between an object (the perturber)
moving in a sea of background particles, and its gravitationally induced wake. The
ensuing energy and angular momentum loss generally cause an orbital decay of the
perturber. Dynamical friction against a background of collisionless particles such as
stars or dark matter has been vastly discussed in literature in many contexts (e.g.,
[45–51]), as e.g. in the formation of (super)massive BH binaries after a galaxy merger
(see [52–59]). On the other hand, dynamical friction against a background of collisional
particles, such as a gaseous environment, has drawn much less attention. Yet, a series
of classical works (e.g., [60–64]) found that, for a perturber in supersonic motion,
gaseous dynamical friction can be as efficient as that occurring against a collisionless
background. The dynamical friction force FDF can be analytically expressed as:

FDF = −4π G2m2
• ρgas

v2
f(M, ln Λ) (2.1)

where ρgas is the background gas density, m• is the mass of the perturber, v its ve-
locity and f(M, ln Λ) is a function of the Mach number M ≡ v/cs, i.e. the ratio of
the perturber velocity to the sound speed cs of the background medium, and of the
Coulomb logarithm ln Λ. In the collisional case, the reference formula for f(M, ln Λ)
has been derived in [64], studying a perturber on a straight motion in a uniform gas
distribution via time-dependent linear perturbation theory. The main result is that
for bodies moving at supersonic speeds, the gaseous drag force is more efficient than
in the case of collisionless medium and that even for subsonic motion the gravitational
drag does not completely vanishes. Numerical confirmations of these results have been
provided by [65, 66], extending the results of [64] also to perturbers on non-straight
trajectories. They studied the orbital decay of a moving object in a uniform gaseous
medium and found a pleasant agreement with the analytical formula of [64], apart for
an overestimation of the decay timescale of a factor ∼ 1.5 for perturbers in slightly
supersonic motion M ∼

√
2 cs. In [66] it is proposed a new parametric formula to

correct for this overestimation. Subsequent works ([67, 68]) refined the computation
providing an expression for f(M, ln Λ) that we took as a reference in [1] and in the
present work. Even though the general shape of the dynamical friction force and the
expression for f(M, ln Λ), besides small discrepancies, appear to be in rather good
agreement among different authors, the value of the Coulomb logarithm ln Λ is still
somewhat debated. This is extensively discussed in [1] (see references therein) where
the authors tried different prescriptions for the Coulomb logarithm, checking that the
results do not strongly depend on it. We adopt here the reference model of [1], but
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we refer the interested reader to the analysis reported there to check the impact of
different choices.

To put the mechanism in astrophysical context, our main aim is to describe the
formation of the seeds for (super)massive BHs. In the local Universe these giant
monsters are hosted at the center of massive spheroidal galaxies. Thus their seeds
must have formed in the progenitors of such systems at intermediate/high-redshift,
which are known to be dusty star-forming galaxies. These objects, detected and in-
vestigated mainly in the far-IR/(sub)mm band by ground-based interferometers like
ALMA, feature large SFRs ψ & 100 − 1000 M�/yr and huge molecular gas reservoirs
Mgas & 1010 − 1011 M� concentrated in a compact region of a few kpc (e.g., [32–43]).
These conditions are prompt for the efficient sinking of many compact objects toward
the nuclear regions via the aforementioned process of gaseous dynamical friction. In
[1] we have run a series of dynamical simulations and derived a fitting formula for the
corresponding migration timescale:

τDF = N
(

m•
100 M�

)a(
Mgas

1011 M�

)b(
Re

1 kpc

)c(
j

jc(ε)

)β (
rc(ε)

10 pc

)γ
(2.2)

The quantities entering the above expression are related to the properties of the com-
pact objects and of the gas distribution in the galaxy: Mgas is the total gas mass;
Re is the half mass radius of the gas distribution; m• is the mass of the migrating
compact object; ε and j are the initial specific energy and angular momentum of the
compact object; rc(ε) is the circular radius that the compact object would have if it
were on a circular orbit with energy ε, and jc(ε) is the angular momentum associated
to that orbit, measuring the circularity of the orbit (typical values for circular radius
and circularity can be found in Table 2 of [1]). The precise values of the exponents
(a, b, c, β, γ) and of the normalization factor N depend on the specific shape of the gas
density profile (see Table 1 in [1]). In the present work we adopt the fiducial setup

of [1], namely, a 3D Sersic gas density profile ρ(r) ∝ r−α e−k (r/Re)
1/n

with n = 1.5,
α = 1− 1.188/2n + 0.22/4n2 ∼ 0.6 (see [69]) and half-mass radius Re ∼ 1 kpc. Then
the values for the parameters in equation (2.2) read a ≈ −0.95, b ≈ 0.45, c ≈ −1.2,
β ≈ 1.5, γ ≈ 2.5 and N ≈ 3.4× 108 yr.

We caveat that here we are assuming a smooth gaseous distribution which can
be easily modeled analytically. However, in principle, the gas could present a clumpy
structure with overdense and underdense regions randomly distributed. This would
surely modify the dynamical friction timescale, with dense gaseous clumps exerting
a stronger drag with respect to underdense regions. While the exact effect on the
perturber motion of this complex gaseous structure can be examined only via hydro-
dynamical simulations, a discussion about this issue is presented in [1] (see Section 5
there); we report here some highlights. First of all, as shown in [1], the considered
process acts on small scales . 300 pc; therefore large scales clumpiness of the gaseous
medium should not impact on it. On the other hand, star-forming molecular clouds
with radii ∼ 10− 20 pc could be present in the central region. However, observations
show a rather smooth distribution of the stellar mass in high-z star-forming systems
(e.g., Swinbank et al. 2010; Hodge et al. 2016; Rujopakarn et al. 2016; Lang et al.
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2019) and in their quiescent descendants (e.g., van der Wel & van der Marel 2008; Belli
et al. 2017; Cappellari et al. 2013), indicating that molecular clouds are dissolved or a
substantial amount of stars can escape quite rapidly from them. Still, some compact
remnants born within the cloud might remain bound to a stellar cluster that originated
there, reducing the amount of remnants available for the central BH growth. However,
during the formation of the bulge, the stellar clusters may themselves migrate toward
the central region via dynamical friction against the background stars and contribute
to the growth of a nuclear star cluster there (e.g., Antonini et al. 2015). Given the
short lifetime/high escape fraction of these small-scale clumpy structures, we expect
them to impact only marginally on the whole mechanism efficiency.

Next we describe how the dynamical friction timescale is employed to derive the
merging rates of compact remnants from stellar evolution and of pBHs.

2.1 Merging rates of stellar compact remnants

Given the high SFR ongoing in the progenitors of local spheroidal galaxies, a lot of
stars and compact remnants are formed in a short timescale within the nuclear regions.
We assume that stars are initially distributed in space as the gas density profile ρ; thus
the probability distribution for a star to be born at distance r from the galactic center
is

dp

dr
∝ r2 ρ(r) . (2.3)

After . 107 yr massive stars (m? & 7 − 8M�) undergo a supernova explosion leaving
a compact remnant, such as a neutron star or a stellar-mass BH. We assume that
compact remnants follows the same velocity distribution of the progenitor stars, which
is in turn related to that of the star-forming molecular gas cloud. We assume a Gaussian
distributions of radial and tangential velocities:

dp

dvr,θ
∝ e−v

2
r,θ/2σ

2

, (2.4)

with dispersion σ(r) found by solving the isotropic Jeans equation:

σ2(r) ∝ 1

ρ(r)

∫ ∞
r

dr′
ρ(r′)

r′2

∫ r′

0

dr′′ r′′2 ρ(r′′) , (2.5)

attaining values σ(r) ' 150 − 300 km s−1 for initial radii r ' 10 − 100 pc. From the
distributions in equations (2.3) and (2.4) the initial positions and velocities of stellar
compact remnants, their initial energy and angular momentum can be easily extracted.

It will be convenient to characterize a galaxy by its spatially and temporally
averaged SFR ψ; this is because in the sequel, when computing cosmic merger rates
and associated gravitational wave emission, we will exploit the galaxy statistics based
on this quantity (see section 4). Thus, for a given SFR ψ we first compute the associated
stellar mass M? from the well-established galaxy main sequence relationships (see [70])
and then estimate the initial gas mass Mgas, entering the dynamical friction timescale,
from the redshift-dependent Mgas − M? relation by [71] (see also [72–75]) based on
abundance matching techniques.
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The merging rates per unit remnant mass in a galaxy with spatially integrated
SFR ψ at redshift z can be computed as (see [1] for details):

dṄDF,?

dm•
(m•, τ |ψ, z) =

∫
dr

dp

dr
(r)

∫
dvθ

dp

dvθ
(vθ|r)

∫
dvr

dp

dvr
(vr|r)

dṄbirth

dm•
(m•, τ−τDF|ψ, z)

(2.6)
where dṄbirth/dm•(m•, τ |ψ, z) is the birth rate of a compact remnant of mass m• at
the galactic age τ , computed as in [22] combining prescriptions of galactic and stellar
evolution; τDF is the dynamical friction timescale after equation (2.2). The rationale
behind this expression is that the merging rates of migrating compact remnants that
contribute to the growth of the central BH seed at a time τ depends on the birthrates
of such objects at a time τ−τDF, weighted by the corresponding distributions of initial
positions and velocities.

We close the section highlighting some possible caveats related to supernova (SN)
explosions which might modify the dynamical friction timescale and the ensuing merg-
ing rates. Stellar compact remnants, indeed, are originated after SN explosions which
could remove a sizeable amount of gas from their surroundings hampering the dynam-
ical friction process. In addition, SN explosions could be asymmetric, expelling more
material in a certain direction with respect to others, and consequently imprinting a
momentum kick to the compact remnant, changing its velocity with respect to the
progenitor star and breaking our hypothesis on the initial velocity distribution.

However, both these effects are strongly mitigated in our context by the fact that
compact remnants which mainly contribute to the merging rates and to the growth of
the central BH, especially in the initial phase, feature huge masses m• & 30 M� (see
Figure 3 in [1]). These massive BHs are produced at low metallicities by stars with
m? > 30−35 M� which are characterized by large fallback fractions ffb; in other words,
a large fraction of the envelope mass falls back onto the core and contributes to the
BH formation, so reducing the power of SN feedback and the natal kick momentum
[76, 77]. In particular, in [78] it is estimated that stars with m? & 40 M� have ffb ∼
1, undergoing a direct collapse characterized by no explosion and zero natal kick.
Therefore the main contributors to the merging rates and to the central BH growth
should be scarcely affected by these effects.

Still, since these processes may affect the evolution of lower mass BHs and neu-
tron stars (NS) at later times, an order-of-magnitude estimate of their impact is in
order. As for the SN explosion, it can efficiently sweep up material during the energy-
conserving expansion phase, out to a radius RSN ∼ 5 t

2/(5−α)
4 n

−1/(5−α)
2 E

1/(5−α)
51 pc where

E51 ≡ ESN/1051 erg is the explosion energy, n2 ≡ n/102 cm−3 is the average gas density
and t4 ≡ t/104 yr the time since the explosion (e.g., Ostriker & McKee 1988; Mo et al.
2010); however, once formed the remnant will move in the gaseous medium at a typi-
cal velocity of σ200 ≡ σ/200 km s−1 and thus will travel a distance Rrem ∼ 2σ200 t4 pc,
implying that most of the gas mass swept up by the remnant is replaced after . 105

yr. The natal kick, instead, can be estimated (following [79]) as: vkick ' vH 〈mNS〉/m•,
where vH is drawn from a Maxwelian distribution with σH ∼ 265 km s−1, observation-
ally derived from the motion of pulsars in the Galaxy ([80]), and 〈mNS〉 = 1.33 is the
average NS mass. The resulting kick velocity is of the order of ∼ 30 km s−1 even for
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low mass BHs m• ∼ 10 M�, which is a factor ∼ 5 − 10 below the typical velocities
of the compact remnants considered v ∼ 150 − 300 km s−1. Still, for lower mass BHs
and especially for NS the kick could have some impact on the dynamics, shortening
or extending the dynamical friction timescale depending on the kick direction with
respect to the initial velocity.

2.2 Merging rates of primordial black holes

Primordial black holes (pBHs), if they exist, would also undergo the dynamical friction
process and sink towards the nuclear galactic region, contributing to the growth of the
central BH seed. We quantify the total number of pBHs NpBH(ψ) present in a galaxy
with average SFR ψ by the expression

NpBH ≈
fpBHMH∫

dm•m•
dp

dm•

. (2.7)

In the above MH(ψ) is the dark matter (halo) mass of the galaxy, fpBH is the fraction
of halo mass MH constituted by pBHs, and dp/dm• is the pBH mass distribution in
terms of the individual pBH mass m•. We estimate the halo mass from the MH − ψ
relationship derived via abundance matching techniques (see [73, 81, 82]). The pBH
mass functions is theoretically determined by the pBHs formation mechanism (e.g.
[83–86]), but largely unconstrained by (even indirect) observations. Stringent upper
limits have been placed on fpBH, yet in turn still somewhat dependent on the mass
function. In the present work we adopt a log-normal distribution of pBH masses with
central value of 30M� and dispersion σlogm• = 0.3 dex. These have been selected to
fall in a region of the parameter space where fpBH is still poorly constrained (see [85]),
so as to allow maximal flexibility.

The initial spatial distribution of pBHs is assumed to follow the DM density
profile, in terms of a Navarro-Frank-White (1996; NFW) distribution ρH(r) ∝ 1/r (r+
rs)

2. As in the compact remnant case, the probability for a pBH to be born at a
distance r from the center is ∝ r2 ρH(r) and we assume the radial and tangential
velocities distributions to be Gaussians with dispersion computed as in equation (2.5)
keeping into account the total density profile. The merging rates per unit pBH mass
in a galaxy with average SFR ψ at redshift z is written

dṄDF,pBH

dm•
(m•, τ |ψ, z) = NpBH

dp

dm•

∫
dr

dp

dr
(r)

∫
dvθ

dp

dvθ
(vθ|r)

∫
dvr

dp

dvr
(vr|r) δD(τ−τDF) .

(2.8)
Since pBHs are not constantly created as stellar compact remnants, the birthrate
appearing in equation (2.6) is replaced here by a Dirac delta distribution δD(·) that
select only the pBHs with dynamical friction timescale from equation (2.2) equal to
the galaxy age τDF = τ .
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3 Growth of the central BH

The growth rate of the central BH mass due to mergers with the migrating stellar
compact remnants and pBHs is given by

Ṁ•,DF,?/pBH(τ, ψ, z) =

∫
dm•m•

dṄDF,?/pBH

dm•
(m•, τ |ψ, z) . (3.1)

From the growth rate, integrating over the galactic age, the contribution to the central
BH mass associated to the dynamical friction process is found:

M•,DF,?/pBH(τ, ψ, z) =

∫ τ

0

dτ ′ Ṁ•,DF,?/pBH(τ ′, ψ, z) . (3.2)

As soon as the central BH mass has attained appreciable values, standard gas accretion
becomes increasingly efficient in growing it. For the sake of definiteness, we assume
an Eddington-limited accretion with ratio λ ≡ L/LEdd . 1 and radiative efficiency
η ≡ L/Ṁ•c

2 ∼ 0.1 (see [73, 87–89]), resulting in a growth rate

Ṁ•,acc =
M•
τef

, (3.3)

with τef = η/(1− η)λ× (M• c
2/LEdd) ' 4.5× 107 yr. The overall growth rate is given

by the sum of the contributions from merging of stellar compact remnants and pBHs
plus that from gas accretion, to yield Ṁ• = Ṁ•,DF,? + Ṁ•,DF,pBH + Ṁ•,acc; this can be
formally integrated to find:

M•(τ) = M•(0)eτ/τef +

∫ τ

0

dτ ′ e(τ−τ
′)/τef (Ṁ•,DF,?(τ

′) + Ṁ•,DF,pBH(τ ′)) . (3.4)

In figure 1 we show the resulting growth of the central BH mass as a function
of galactic age, in a galaxy at z ∼ 2 with an average SFR ψ ∼ 300 M�/yr. The
red line is the contribution from stellar compact remnants that have been funnelled
toward the center via dynamical friction; it starts to become somewhat relevant at
τ & 106 yr which is the typical lifetime of the most massive stars. Through this
channel, the central BH seed can attain a mass of & 104M� in a timescale of ∼
3 × 107 yr, see [1] for further details. The green patch represents the contribution to
the central BH mass from migrating pBHs. The edge solid line refers to fpBH ≈ 1
while the dashed to fpBH ≈ 0.01, and the area in between to values of fpBH within
this interval. pBHs can be driven toward the nuclear region more rapidly than stellar
compact remnants and hence can provide the dominant contribution to the growth of
the central BH seed in its initial phases. Then the contribution from stellar compact
remnants takes over at a galactic age τ & 106 − 3 × 107 yr, depending on the value
of fpBH ≈ 0.01 − 1. This behavior is expected since pBHs are already distributed
throughout the galaxy and can immediately undergo dynamical friction, while the
formation of stellar compact remnants requires some time dictated by stellar evolution
processes. Nevertheless, the growth of the central BH mass by migrating pBH is rather
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slow, since they are distributed over all the DM halo associated to the galaxy, so that
their number in the central region, where the total mass density is indeed dominated by
the baryonic component, is limited. This explains why, when stellar compact remnants
start to migrate toward the center, their contribution promptly overcomes that of the
pBHs. These considerations are generally true but quantitatively dependent on the
pBH fraction fpBH; when fpBH & 0.3, pBHs are still able to grow the central BH seed
to masses M• & 103M� before other processes take over.

The cyan patch is instead the contribution to the growth of the central BH by
gas accretion, for different fpBH ∼ 0.01 − 0.1 as above. As expected, gas accretion
starts to be efficient at later times τ & 3 × 107 yr, when the central BH mass is
M• & 104M�, but it rapidly grows it toward M• ∼ 109 M� in a timescale of . 300
Myr. This is made possible thanks to the dynamical friction process, that was able
to grow a heavy seed of M• ∼ 104 − 105M� in first place, making very efficient
the subsequent gas accretion onto it. Finally, the black patch represents the sum
of the three aforementioned contributions. We note that, already at intermediate
times ∼ 107 yr, differences in fpBH are partly suppressed by the contribution of stellar
compact remnants and at late times they are completely washed out by the last phase
of nearly exponential mass growth via gas accretion. We therefore conclude that the
existence of pBHs can have an important role in building up a BH seed in the very
early stages. The mass of the seed so originated depends critically on the pBH mass
fraction fpBH; the latter, however, cannot be probed by looking at the BH mass at late
times, which is practically independent of the pBH contribution.

A final consideration regards long-living stars, i.e. stars with m? < 8 M� which do
not originate compact remnants, but evolve on longer lifetimes, eventually contracting
to white dwarfs. In principle also these stars might be affected by dynamical friction
and could sink toward the center. However, the dynamical drag acting on them is
less efficient for two main reasons. First of all, the dynamical friction force scales as
FDF ∝ m2 with the perturber mass, so is weaker on lighter perturbers. Second, stellar
winds and energy feedback from stars not collapsed to compact objects could sweep up
and and heat up the interstellar gas, making dynamical friction less effective. However,
while in this treatment they are completely neglected, some of them, in fact, could
reach the central regions of ETG progenitors and help in constituting a central stellar
overdensity such as the nuclear star cluster. As for the central BH growth, stars in
orbit around it are expected to be disrupted by the tidal effects due to the gravitational
field of the BH, therefore mergers between long living stars and the central BH are not
expected to happen, but they could be accreted as gas. Indeed a star with mass m?

and radius r? is tidally disrupted by a BH of mass M• when it reaches the tidal radius
rT = r? (M•/m?)

1/3. In order to not be disrupted and contribute to the merging rates
with the central BH the tidal radius should be larger than the Schwarzschild radius
rT > 2GM•/c

2, implying, for a star as the sun, M• & 108 M�, which is not the case
for the initial stages when the proposed mechanism is relevant.
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4 GW emission and detection

The process of migration via dynamical friction and merging with the central BH
mass can be probed through GW observations (see also [1]). Equations (2.6) and
(2.8) represents, respectively, the merging rates per unit mass m• of migrating stellar
compact remnants and pBHs with the central mass M•. Since the strength of the
GW signal is proportional to the chirp mass M•• ≡ (M•m•)

3/5/(M• + m•)
1/5, it is

convenient to change variable in equations (2.6) and (2.8) using the relation between
galactic age τ and the central BH mass M•(τ |z, ψ), set by equation (3.4). Thus we
obtain the merging rate at time τ per unit chirp mass M•• in a galaxy with average
SFR ψ at redshift z:

dṄDF,?/pBH

dM••
(M••, τ |ψ, z) =

dṄDF,?/pBH

dm•
(m•(M••,M•(τ)), τ |ψ, z)

dm•
dM••

(M••, τ, ψ, z) .

(4.1)
The overall cosmological merging rates at redshift z (or cosmic time tz) per unit

chirp mass can be derived from equation (4.1) as

dṄDF,?/pBH

dV dM••
(M••, z) =

∫
dψ

dN

dV dψ
(ψ, z)

∫ tz

tz−τψ
dtform

dp

dtform
(tform|ψ)×

×
dṄDF,?/pBH

dM••
(M••, tz − tform|ψ, z) Θ(tz − tform . tmax) .

(4.2)

Here the contribution of different galaxies is weighted by the SFR function dN/dV/dψ,
expressing the number density of galaxies per logarithmic bin of SFR and comoving
volume at different redshifts. This statistics has been derived from a combination of the
observed UV/IR/(subm-)mm/radio luminosity functions by [90], has been validated
against a wealth of independent datasets (see [71, 90–93]) and has been extensively
used in numerous previous works (see e.g. [1, 22, 24, 81, 82]). Moreover, tform is the
formation time of the galaxy and dp/dtform is the related probability distribution, that
we take flat for simplicity. Other relevant quantities are the star formation timescale
τψ, that we take following the lines of [22] and is of the order of τψ ' some 108 yr,
and the maximum time tmax over which the dynamical friction process is active, as
specified in terms of the Heaviside step function Θ(·).

The above equation can be understood along the following lines. The merging
rates in a galaxy with given SFR ψ at redshift z are first computed at the galactic
age τ = tz − tform, averaging over all the possible formation times. Then the result
is summed over all the galaxies with different SFR, weighted by their statistics. The
meaning of the star formation timescales τψ and of the activity timescale tmax for
dynamical friction is more subtle. It is well established that, when the central BH mass
has grown to substantial values M• & some 108M�, feedback in the form of energy
and momentum from the active nucleus will affect the host galaxy, removing gas and
quenching the star formation; this typically occurs on a timescale τψ which depends on
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the SFR and redshift, but typically amounts to several 108 yr. At this point, the gas
reservoir is substantially reduced even on large scales and the dynamical friction process
is also stopped, to imply tmax ∼ τψ. This will be our fiducial choice here, but we caveat
that the BH feedback can be effective in depleting the gas reservoir from the nuclear
regions, even before the galaxy-wide SFR is quenched, to imply tmax . τψ; a strict
lower limit to tmax could be some 107 yr, which is the timescale when the dynamical
friction contribution to the growth of the central seed mass becomes subdominant with
respect to gas accretion (see Appendix).

Integrating equation (4.2) over the chirp mass we compute the cosmic merging rate
density due to the dynamical friction process both for stellar compact remnants and
for pBHs. We show the outcome as a function of redshift in figure 2. The contribution
of stellar compact remnants, which does not depend on fpBH, is shown as a solid
red line. Their number density is comparable to that for the merging of isolated BH
binaries, at least according to some literature estimates. The pBH contribution is
instead represented by the green patch for fpBH ranging between 0.01 (dashed green
edge line) and 1 (solid green edge line). Plainly, the number density of pBHs migrating
toward the center grows with fpBH but is always substantially lower with respect to
that of stellar compact remnants.

The chirp mass distribution dṄDF,?/pBH/dV/dM•• of equation (4.1) at a reference
redshift z ∼ 2 is shown in figure 3. The red patch refers to stellar compact remnants,
while the green patch to pBHs; solid lines are for fpBH ≈ 1 and dashed lines for
fpBH ≈ 0.01. We notice that while the overall number density of stellar compact
remnants mergers is independent of fpBH (see figure 2), their chirp mass distribution
instead does depend on it. In fact, as seen in section 3, pBHs migrate toward the
galactic center earlier than stellar compact remnants and contribute to the initial
growth of the central BH seed. A larger number of pBHs implies a faster growth of
the central BH in the initial stages, so increasing the chirp mass of the subsequent
merging events with the stellar compact remnants. This explains why the chirp mass
distribution for stellar compact remnants shifts towards higher chirp masses for larger
values of fpBH. Notice that the in the low chirp mass range M•• . 500 M� the
distribution presented is scarcely affected by the value of the Eddington ratio λ since
gas accretion starts to become important at later stages, when the central BH already
attained a mass M• & 104 M� and the typical chirp masses for mergers are higher.

We now compute the detected GW event rate per redshift and chirp mass bin,
following the procedure outlined in [1], to obtain

dṄGW

dz dM••
(z,> ρ0) =

1

1 + z

dV

dz

dṄDF

dV dM••
(M••, z)

∫
dq

dp

dq
(q|M••, z)×

×
∫
d∆tobs

dp

d∆tobs
Θ[ρ̄(M••, q,∆tobs, z) & ρ0] ,

(4.3)

where dV/dz is the differential comoving volume, q ≡ m•/M• is the mass ratio be-
tween the migrating remnant and the central BH, dp/dq is the related probability
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distribution, ∆tobs is the overall observation time, ρ̄ is the sky-averaged SNR of the
event dependent on redshift, chirp mass, mass ratio and observational time and ρ0 is
the SNR threshold selected for the detection; we use ρ0 = 8 for ET and DECIGO and
ρ0 = 30 for LISA. The probability distribution of the mass ratio q can be computed
as:

dp

dq
(q|M••, z) ∝

∫
dψ

dN

dψ dV
(ψ, z)

dNDF

dm•
(m•(M••, q), τ(M••, q)|ψ, z)

dm•
dq

(4.4)

normalized such that
∫

dq dp/dq = 1. The sky-averaged SNR of the GW event is

ρ̄ =
G5/6

√
3π2/3c3/2

[(1 + z)M••]
5/6

DL(z)

√∫ fisco

fin

df

f 7/3 S(f)
, (4.5)

where DL is the cosmological luminosity distance, S(f) is the total sensitivity curve
of the detector, fisco is the GW redshifted frequency of the innermost stable circular
orbit and fin is a lower limit that takes into account the frequency evolution over the
observational time ∆tobs. The quantity fisco

1 can be computed as

fisco '
4400

1 + z

(
Mtot

M�

)−1
Hz , (4.6)

where Mtot ≡ m• +M• =M••(1 + q)6/5q−3/5 is the total mass of the merging objects.
For high-frequency interferometers like ET and DECIGO the frequency shift is very
rapid, so that fin is well outside the observational window of the instrument and the
approximation fin ' 0 applies. Therefore the SNR ρ̄ in equation (4.3) is independent
on ∆tobs and the related integration does not matter any longer. Contrariwise, for
LISA the frequency shift is rather slow and fin can be determined by integrating the
orbital-averaged equations (see [94]), to get

fin ' fisco

[
1 +

1

5

(
2

3

)4
q8/5

(1 + q)16/5
c3∆tobs

GM••(1 + z)

]−3/8
. (4.7)

Integrating equation (4.3) over the chirp mass yields the detected GW rates as
a function of redshift for stellar compact remnants and pBHs. The results for ET,
DECIGO and LISA are shown in figure 4. All in all, the outcomes mirror the intrinsic
merging rates (see figure 2). In the ET case (top left panel) we stress that a larger value
of fpBH increases the detected GWs from pBHs and correspondingly decrease those
from stellar compact remnants. This is again due to the fact that pBHs contribute
mainly to the initial growth of the central BH mass. If the number of pBHs increase,
the central mass grows faster, and the migrating stellar compact remnants will tend
to merge with an already massive central BH seed; this will in turn make the GW
signal to exit the ET observational window. This can also be seen from figure 3, in

1Actually for the computation of the detection rates for ET and DECIGO we also include the
merger and ringdown phases, treated as in [22]
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that for larger fpBH the number of merging stellar compact remnants is the same, but
their chirp mass distribution is shifted towards higher masses, so reducing the number
of events detectable by ET. The ET detection rates of stellar compact remnants and
pBHs are of the same order for fpBH ∼ 0.3. We stress that, for any value of fpBH, the
number of detected events from the dynamical friction process are lower than those
associated to isolated compact binary mergers, as can be seen from the dotted black
line in the top panel of figure 4.

To disentangle the events related to dynamical friction, one possibility is to rely on
those with chirp masses much larger than expected from isolated binary mergers. To
this purpose, in figure 4 (top right panel) we also plot the rates of GW signals associated
to the dynamical friction process with chirp massM•• & 200M�. Plainly the detected
rates are reduced somewhat, especially the ones for stellar compact remnants with
fpBH ∼ 0.01, but their number is still sizeable; a detection of these high-chirp mass
event could probe the actual occurrence of the dynamical friction process invoked in
this work. For DECIGO (bottom left panel) and LISA (bottom right panel), although
the detected GW rates from pBH mergers are still strongly dependent on fpBH, those
from stellar compact remnants are not. This is because the GW events entering in
the DECIGO and LISA observational band are extreme mass ratio inspirals between a
migrating compact remnant and an already large central BH mass 105− 108M�. This
occurs at galactic ages when the growth of the central BH is mainly dominated by
migrating stellar compact remnants or gas accretion; thus the possible effects of pBHs,
and the related dependence on fpBH, is almost completely washed out (see also figure
1).

Figure 5 shows the contribution to the detected rates at z ∼ 2 from different chirp
masses, associated to stellar compact remnants (top panel) and pBHs (bottom panel).
The black patch represents the intrinsic chirp mass distribution, while the blue, green
and orange patches refer to the chirp mass distribution detected by ET, DECIGO
and LISA, respectively; the edge lines refer to fpBH ≈ 1 (solid) and to fpBH ≈ 0.01
(dashed). ET and LISA are almost complementary: ET will detect events with chirp
massM•• ∼ 10− 500M� corresponding to central BH masses up to M• ∼ 105 M• and
occurring in the initial stages of the seed growth; LISA will detect events with chirp
massM•• ∼ 1000− 5000M� corresponding to central BH masses M• ∼ 105− 108M�
and occurring in the late stages of central BH growth. On the other hand, the large
frequency band and exquisite sensitivity of DECIGO will allow to probe the intrinsic
chirp mass distribution up to a chirp mass M•• . 5000M�, with incredibly high
detection rates.
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5 Stochastic GW background

The stochastic gravitatitonal wave background is originated by the incoherent super-
position of undetected GW signals, and can be computed as

ΩGW(fobs) =
8πGfobs
3H3

0 c
2

∫
dz

(1 + z)E(z)

∫
dM••

dṄ

dV dM••

∫
dq

dp

dq
(q|M••, z)×

× dE

df
(f(fobs, z)|M••, q)

∫
d∆tobs

dp

d∆tobs
Θ[ρ̄(M••, q,∆tobs, z) . ρ0] ,

(5.1)

where dE/df is the emitted GW energy spectrum (see e.g. [22, 95]), depending on the
chirp massM•• and on the mass ratio q of the merging objects; the Heaviside function
in the innermost integral ensures the summation over the unresolved signals with SNR
ρ̄ < ρ0. The SGWB generated by all events, resolved and unresolved, is obtained by
setting the detection threshold ρ0 →∞, so that the innermost integral goes to 1.

In figure 6 we show the total SGWB originated from both resolved and unresolved
events; the orange patch is for stellar compact remnants and the blue patch for pBHs.
Solid lines are for fpBH ≈ 1 while dashed ones for fpBH ≈ 0.01. Plainly, the contribution
to the SGWB from pBHs increases at higher fpBH as the number of merging events
is larger. On the other hand, the contribution from stellar compact remnants shifts
towards lower frequencies as fpBH increases. This reflects the shift at higher chirp
masses of the stellar compact object merger rates, see discussion in section 4. The red
and blue patches, instead, represent the residual SGWB from stellar compact remnants
and pBHs when the resolved events by ET are subtracted. This originates a sharp drop
at f & 1 Hz, where the ET starts detecting almost all the events, subtracting them from
the unresolved background. For comparison, the SGWB originated by the merging of
isolated BH-BH binaries is also plotted as a dotted grey line (e.g., [22]). We note
that the range of frequencies involved for the two processes is rather different, with
10−6 . f [Hz] . 10 for the dynamical friction induced mergers described in this paper
and 10−2 . f [Hz] . 104 for the merging of isolated BH-BH binaries. As a matter of
fact, since ET would be able to resolve almost all the events falling in its frequency
sensitivity window, it would be very unlikely for it to detect the SGWB coming from
the dynamical friction process.

In figure 7, we show the corresponding results on the SGWB for DECIGO. The
residual SGWB background of unresolved events is sharply truncated with respect to
the total for frequencies f [Hz] & 10−2, corresponding to the DECIGO sensitivity band.
We also plot as black solid line the DECIGO sensitivity curve to the background (see
[96]). The exquisite sensitivity to the background for DECIGO will allow to charac-
terize the SGWB at frequencies f [Hz] . 10−2; this will be more easily achieved for
the background originated by migrating stellar BHs, though also that from migrating
pBHs can be detected, especially if fpBH . 1.

In figure 8 we show the corresponding results on the SGWB for LISA. The resid-
ual SGWB background of unresolved events is reduced with respect to the total for
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frequencies 10−3 . f [Hz] . 1, corresponding to the LISA sensitivity band. However,
the reduction is not as sharp as for ET since, as shown also in figure 5, LISA will
not detect all the events occurring in its sensitivity band. We also plot as black solid
line the LISA sensitivity curve to the background (see [97]). The SGWB from the
dynamical friction process is fully detectable with LISA (both for migrating stellar
and pBHs).

We caveat that the above predictions concerning the SGWB might be affected
by many uncertainties. For example, as already discussed in section 4, the duration
of the dynamical friction process could be shorter, lowering the number of mergers
and the amplitude of the SGWB. On the other hand, the presence of compact objects
binaries from stellar or primordial origin, could somewhat lower the dynamical friction
timescales, increasing the number of compact objects merging with the central BH
and making the SGWB stronger. Given that, our prediction is remarkable, because
no other astrophysical mechanisms can originate such a strong background in this
frequency range; a future detection of this could represent a smoking gun to test the
occurrence of the dynamical friction and its role in the BH seed growth.

6 Conclusions

We have investigated the issue of seed formation and growth in dusty star forming
galaxies, relying on and extending the framework proposed by [1]. The latter envis-
ages the migration of stellar compact remnants (neutron stars and stellar-mass black
holes) via gaseous dynamical friction towards the nuclear galaxy region and their sub-
sequent merging to grow a massive central black hole (BH) seed. Specifically, in the
present paper we have included primordial BHs (pBHs) as an additional component
participating in the seed growth process. Moreover, we have predicted the stochastic
gravitational wave background originated during the seed growth, both from stellar
compact remnant and from pBH mergers.

After a brief recap of the gaseous dynamical friction process and a short descrip-
tion of the modeling setup (section 2), we have analyzed (section 3) the growth of
the central BH mass as a function of the galactic age for different pBH-to-DM frac-
tion fpBH. We have found that the contribution of pBHs for fpBH ≈ 0.01 − 1 can
be effective in growing a central seed of mass ∼ 103 − 104M� at early galactic ages
τ . 106 − 3 × 107 yr. The pBH contribution is then overwhelmed by that from mi-
grating stellar compact remnants, which reach later the nuclear regions but are far
more numerous. We have pointed out that differences in the central BH mass due to
the value of fpBH are first smoothed out by the contribution of migrating stellar com-
pact remnants and then washed out by the subsequent phase of gas accretion onto the
formed central massive BH. Therefore, the value of fpBH cannot be probed by looking
at the relic value of the central (super)massive BH mass.

We emphasize that the above results are based on an analytical treatment of a
rather complex process that cannot keep into account all the detailed concomitant and
co-spatial physical mechanisms occurring in the central regions of dusty star-forming
galaxies such as gas clumpiness, supernova feedback, natal kicks, three or many body
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encounters and exact compact objects velocity structure. Nevertheless, a back of the
envelope estimation of these effects has been provided throughout the work (see also
section 5 of [1]) as a preliminary demonstration of the robustness of the investigated
process. Further investigation of the details of the dynamical friction process can only
be achieved via a full hydrodynamical simulation at high spatial resolution which is
beyond the scope of the present work.

We have then computed the rate of GW emission during the seed growth process,
and the related detection rate with future interferometers like ET, DECIGO and LISA.
We have shown that, while the intrinsic rate of emitted GWs is always smaller for pBHs
with respect to stellar compact remnants, the detected rate could strongly depend on
fpBH. In the ET case, for small values of fpBH . 0.3 the detected rates from pBHs are
much less than stellar compact remnant ones. However, increasing fpBH originates a
shift in the chirp masses of stellar compact remnant events, decreasing their detectable
fraction. As a consequence, for fpBH & 0.3 GW detected events from pBHs outnumber
the ones associated with stellar compact remnants. In the case of DECIGO and LISA,
instead, this effect is much weaker and the detection rates are comparable only for
an extreme value fpBH ∼ 1. We stress that the optimal frequency band and exquisite
sensitivity of DECIGO will allow to probe the intrinsic chirp mass distribution of the
merger events induced by dynamical friction migration (both for stellar remnants and
pBHs) over an extended chirp mass range.

Finally, we have computed the stochastic GW background originated during the
growth of the central BH by the merger events of migrating stellar compact remnants
and pBHs (see section 5). We have highlighted that the background extends over a wide
range of frequencies 10−6 . f [Hz] . 10, which is very different from that associated
to isolated merging compact binaries. The detection of such a background could be
challenging for ET but within the reach of DECIGO and LISA. All in all, it would
constitute a smoking gun to confirm the proposed process of BH seed growth. We
further stress that the characterization of possible astrophysical sources contributing
to the background will be fundamental toward the challenging search for a primordial
contribution of cosmological origin.
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A Impact of the dynamical friction duration

In section 4 we have discussed the role of the duration tmax over which the dynamical
friction process is active. Throughout the paper we have shown results for our fiducial
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assumption tmax ∼ τψ, i.e., a dynamical friction process extending over the star forma-
tion duration in the host. However, energy/momentum feedback from the central BH
could be effective in depleting the gas reservoir from the nuclear regions even before
the galaxy-wide SFR is quenched, implying tmax . τψ. As discussed in the text, a
reasonable lower limit tmax ≈ 5 × 107 yr applies; in this appendix we discuss how the
main results of the present paper are affected.

In Figure 9 (top panel) we show the merging rates density as a function of redshift.
While pBHs mergers are reduced by a factor ∼ 10, stellar compact remnants mergers
are drastically cut by a factor ∼ 102. The stronger impact on stellar compact remnants
mergers can be understood since they tend to merge at later times, as seen from Fig.
1. Merging rates from stellar compact remnants and pBHs now tend to be comparable
for fpBH ∼ 1, with a prevalence of pBH at z . 2 and of stellar compact remnants at
z & 2. In Fig. 9 (bottom panel) we also present the chirp mass distribution of the
merger events at z ∼ 2. Since the process is stopped at a smaller tmax ≈ 5 × 107 yr,
when the central BH has still a mass M• . 105 M�, the chirp mass distribution cannot
extend above M•• ∼ 3000 M�.

In Fig. 10 we show the detection rates for ET, DECIGO and LISA as a function
of redshift. The reduction of the detection rates for ET (top left panel) is not severe: a
factor ∼ 3 for stellar compact remnants and almost no reduction for pBHs. This is due
to the fact that ET tends to detect low chirp mass events (M•• ≤ 500 M�) occurring
during the early stages of the process; its detection rate is therefore only partially
affected by a cut in the number of mergers at intermediate and late times. A slightly
larger reduction can be seen in the ET detection rates for events with M•• > 200 M�
(top right panel); in particular, detected events from stellar compact remnants are
reduced by a factor ∼ 5 and from pBHs by a factor ∼ 1.5. For DECIGO (bottom
left panel), probing both small and intermediate chirp mass regimes, the reduction is
stronger with respect to ET: a factor ∼ 30 for stellar compact remnants and ∼ 3 for
pBHs; however, a significant number of events per year is still detectable. A dramatic
effect can be seen for LISA (bottom right panel); the reduction of the detected events
somewhat depends on redshift and on fpBH, being of the order of ∼ 102 for stellar
compact remnants and ∼ 10 for pBHs. This is because LISA probes higher chirp
massesM•• ∼ 1000− 5000 M� with respect to ET, where merger rates are suppressed
(see bottom panel of Fig. 9).

Finally, in Fig. 11 we show the predictions for the SGWB generated by all the
merging events (orange and blue patches for stellar compact remnants and pBHs,
respectively) and by the residual unresolved events for ET (top panel), for DECIGO
(middle panel) and for LISA (bottom panel). We notice that there is an overall decrease
of the intensity of the SGWB, especially at low frequencies f . 0.1 Hz, since late time
mergers of a massive central BH contributing at those frequencies are cut away.
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Figure 1: Growth of the central BH mass M• as a function of the galactic age τ ,
due to the gaseous dynamical friction process discussed in this paper. For the sake
of definiteness a galaxy with average SFR ψ ∼ 300M� yr−1 at redshift z ≈ 2 has
been considered. Red line illustrates the contribution to the growth from migrating
stellar compact remnants, green shaded area from migrating pBHs, cyan shaded area
from gas accretion onto the central BH, and black shaded area refers to the the total.
Both shaded areas show the effect of varying the pBH-to-DM fraction fpBH from 0.01
(dashed edge lines) to 1 (solid edge lines).
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Figure 2: Cosmic merging rate density as a function of redshift, due to the gaseous
dynamical friction process discussed in this paper. Red solid line refers to migrating
stellar compact remnants, green shaded area to migrating pBHs, for different pBH-to-
DM fraction fpBH ranging from 0.01 (dashed edge line) to 1 (solid edge line).
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Figure 3: Cosmic chirp mass distribution at a reference redshift z ∼ 2. Red shaded
area refers to migrating stellar compact remnants, green shaded area to migrating
pBHs, for different pBH-to-DM fraction fpBH ranging from 0.01 (dashed edge lines) to
1 (solid edge lines).
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Figure 4: GW detected event rates for ET (top left panel), for ET and chirp masses
M•• > 200 M� (top right panel), DECIGO (bottom left panel) and LISA (bottom right
panel). A signal-to-noise ratio ρ > 8 is adopted for ET and DECIGO, while ρ > 30
is adopted for LISA. Red shaded areas refer to migrating stellar compact remnants,
green shaded areas to migrating pBHs, for different pBH-to-DM fraction fpBH ranging
from 0.01 (dashed edge lines) to 1 (solid edge lines). In the top panels, the dotted line
illustrates the detection rates for ET associated to mergers of isolated double compact
objects binaries.
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Figure 5: Chirp mass distribution of detected events at z ∼ 2 for migrating stellar
compact remnants (top panel) and for migrating pBHs (bottom panel). Grey shaded
areas show the intrinsic distribution of all events independent of their detection, blue
shaded areas refers to ET detections, yellow shaded areas to LISA detections and green
shaded areas to DECIGO detections. The shaded areas show the effect of varying the
pBH-to-DM fraction fpBH from 0.01 (dashed edge lines) to 1 (solid edge lines).
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Figure 6: Stochastic GW background seen by ET. Yellow shaded area illustrates the
background from all stellar compact remnants, blue shaded area from all pBHs, red
shaded area from undetected stellar compact remnants, and green shaded area from
undetected pBHs. All shaded areas show the effect of varying the pBH-to-DM fraction
fpBH from 0.01 (dashed edge lines) to 1 (solid edge lines). The dotted line illustrates
the background from undetected mergers of isolated BH-BH binaries computed by [22].
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Figure 7: Same as previous figures for DECIGO, whose sensitivity curve for the
background is shown as a black solid line.
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Figure 8: Same as previous figure for LISA, whose sensitivity curve for the background
is shown as a black solid line.
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Figure 9: Top panel: same as Fig. 2 but for tmax ≈ 5× 107 yr. Bottom panel: same
as Fig. 3 but for tmax ≈ 5× 107 yr.
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Figure 10: same as Fig. 4 but for tmax ≈ 5× 107 yr.
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Figure 11: Top panel: same as Fig. 6 but for tmax ≈ 5×107 yr. Middle panel: same as
Fig. 7 but for tmax ≈ 5×107 yr. Bottom panel: same as Fig. 8 but for tmax ≈ 5×107 yr.
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