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We study the prospects of future gravitational wave (GW) detectors in probing primordial black
hole (PBH) binaries. We show that across a broad mass range from 10−5M� to 107M�, future GW
interferometers provide a potential probe of the PBH abundance that is more sensitive than any
currently existing experiment. In particular, we find that galactic PBH binaries with masses as low
as 10−5M� may be probed with ET, AEDGE and LISA by searching for nearly monochromatic
continuous GW signals. Such searches could independently test the PBH interpretation of the
ultrashort microlensing events observed by OGLE. We also consider the possibility of observing
GWs from asteroid mass PBH binaries through graviton-photon conversion.

I. INTRODUCTION

The advent of gravitational wave (GW) astronomy [1]
has revolutionized astrophysics and cosmology. One con-
sequence of the LIGO-Virgo detections has been the re-
emergence of interest in primordial black holes (PBHs).
In particular, various groups have studied the merger rate
of PBHs and the consequences of the LIGO-Virgo detec-
tions [2, 3] on PBHs, by considering the possibility that
at least some of the observed events include PBHs or
setting stringent constraints on their abundance [4–22].
Currently the consensus is that the scenario where all
observed events are of primordial origin is disfavoured by
the LIGO-Virgo data, and the abundance of O(10M�)
PBHs is bounded to be smaller than O(0.1%) of the to-
tal dark matter (DM) abundance [20]. However, having a
sub-population of PBH binaries is consistent with latest
observations [20–22].

Whereas the present LIGO-Virgo detectors are sensi-
tive to mergers of O(0.1−100)M� compact objects, var-
ious detectors are currently being designed that allow us
to probe a wide mass range from well below the astro-
physical BH mass bound to extremely heavy BHs seen
in galactic centers [23–27]. For example, these detectors
will provide invaluable information about the mass, spin,
and redshift distributions of the BH merger rate, which
will help us determine the origin of these BHs. Partic-
ularly interesting are the prospects of probing subsolar
mass BHs.1 Such BHs are not expected to be formed
through usual stellar evolution, and therefore their detec-
tion would be a strong signature of a PBH population.2

The abundance of PBHs is constrained by several dif-
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1 A search for sub-solar mass PBH binaries using the Ligo-Virgo

O2 data found four candidate events although they were not suf-
ficiently statistically significant to count them as detections [28].

2 Non-primordial subsolar mass PBHs could form in cosmologies
with a dissipative dark sector [29, 30] or via DM induced collapse
of neutron stars or white dwarfs [31, 32].

ferent observations (for a review, see e.g. [33]). The abun-
dance of the lightest non-evaporated PBHs is bounded by
the non-observation of radiation originating from their
slow evaporation [34–39]. For higher masses, the non-
observation of microlensing events implies strong con-
straints on the PBH abundance [40–43]. There is, how-
ever, a window between the evaporation and the mi-
crolensing constraints, roughly in the asteroid mass range
from 1016 g to 1023 g where PBHs may comprise all DM.
In light of the current constraints, this is also the only
mass window where all DM could be in PBHs: For
higher masses lensing of type Ia supernovae [44], the
LIGO-Virgo GW observations [7–10, 19, 20], PBH accre-
tion [45–49], survival of a stars in dwarf galaxies [50, 51],
and Lyman-α forest data [52, 53] imply strong constraints
on the PBH abundance.

Another interesting subsolar PBH mass range is
around 10−5M�, where the OGLE experiment has found
six ultrashort microlensing events [54]. Combined with
the microlensing constraints from Subaru-HSC [41], these
events can be explained if O(10−5M�) PBHs comprise
O(1%) of the total DM abundance [43].

In this paper, we study the prospects of future GW
detectors to probe PBHs, paying particular attention to
subsolar mass PBHs. We consider GW signals from indi-
vidual PBH binaries as well as the stochastic GW back-
ground (SGWB) generated by those PBH binaries that
are not individually resolvable. We find that searches of
nearly monochromatic continuous GWs from PBH bina-
ries within the Milky Way DM halo greatly improves the
prospects for probing the abundance of subsolar mass
PBHs. Finally, we consider observing asteroid mass
PBHs using graviton-to-photon conversion but find that
the induced signal is too weak to be detectable with near-
future technology.

II. PBH MERGER RATE

PBHs form binaries very efficiently in the early uni-
verse after they decouple from the Hubble flow [7–
10, 55, 56]. At time t, the merger rate of PBH binaries
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is

R(t)=
3.0× 106

Gpc3yr
f

53
37

PBH

[
m

M�

]− 32
37
[
t0
t

]34
37

S(fPBH) , (1)

where t0 denotes the age of the Universe, m is the PBH
mass3, fPBH is the fraction of DM in PBHs, and S < 1
is a suppression factor. The latter can be divided into
two parts, S = S1S2: The first one excludes initial con-
figurations where a third PBH likely falls into the bi-
nary and includes the effect of perturbations in the am-
bient smooth matter component. S1 is independent of t,
but depends non-trivially on the mass function, the vari-
ance of matter density fluctuations and the PBH abun-
dance [9]. We will use the approximate S1 derived in
Ref. [20]. For 10−4 ≤ fPBH ≤ 1, this factor is in the
range 0.16 < S1 < 0.47 and for smaller abundances it

decreases as f
21/37
PBH so that then R ∝ f2PBH. The second

factor, S2, excludes binaries that become part of a DM
halo in which close encounters with other PBH are very
likely. This suppression factor accounts for the enhanced
small-scale structure formation in PBH cosmologies [57–
59] and depends on the time when the binary merges. At
t = t0 it can be approximated by [10]

S2(t= t0) = min
[
1, 9.6× 10−3f−0.65PBH e0.03 ln2fPBH

]
. (2)

For binaries merging at time t, the factor S2 is obtained
by replacing fPBH → fPBH(t/t0)0.44 in (2). For fPBH = 1
the present (t = t0) total suppression factor is S = 2.3×
10−3.

We assume that PBHs are not initially clustered. Ini-
tial clustering generally enhances formation of the ini-
tial PBH binaries [7, 12, 60, 61], but it can also increase
the probability for these binaries to be disrupted later in
DM haloes [9, 10, 14, 62]. The latter thus suppresses the
merger rate of PBH binaries from this formation channel.
At the same time, initial clustering can boost the merger
rate of other PBH binary formation channels, which are
subdominant in the initially Poissonian case, e.g., of dis-
rupted initial PBH binaries [10] or of binaries formed
later in DM haloes [6, 7, 14, 62]. With strong initial clus-
tering, the future GW interferometers may probe PBH
abundances as low as fPBH = 10−10 [61].

For subsolar mass PBH binaries, the overdensity of the
Milky Way DM halo has to be taken into account. As-
suming that the present density of PBH binaires follows
the density of the rest of the DM, this simply gives an ex-
tra factor of δ(r) ≡ ρDM(r)/ρ̄DM for the merger rate. We
model the Milky Way DM halo by the Navarro-Frenk-
White density profile [63, 64],

ρDM(r) =
ρ0

r
r0

(
1 + r

r0

)2 , (3)

3 For simplicity, we assume a monochromatic PBH mass function.
A more general expression for the merger rate is reviewed e.g. in
Ref. [20].
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FIG. 1. Left panel: The density contrast of the Milky Way
DM halo as a function of radius. Right panel: The average
DM density contrast as a function of the distance from the
Solar System.

with r0 = 15.6kpc. The reference energy density ρ0 is
chosen such that the local (r� = 8.0 kpc) DM density is
ρDM(r=r�) = 7.9×10−3M�/pc3 [65]. This density pro-
file is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1. At large distances
where ρDM(r) < ρ̄DM we take δ(r) = 1. The average DM
density contrast at distance d from the Solar System is

δ̄(d) = max

[
1,

1

2

∫ 1

−1
dcos θ δ(r)

]
, (4)

where r2 = d2 + r2� − 2 cos θ d r�. We show δ̄(d) in the
right panel of Fig. 1. For example, assuming fPBH =
1 the total number of PBHs within the virial radius
(δ = 200) in the Milky Way halo is 1.4× 1025 [1020 g/m]
and their total present (t = t0) present merger rate is
3/yr [10−5M�/m]32/37. Note that, since light nearby bi-
naries can be observable for a much longer period than
a year (see Fig. 3), then the number of binaries that are
observable at each instant can be much larger.

III. GW INTERFEROMETERS

Three qualitatively different types of GW signals can
originate from BH binaries: individual mergers appear-
ing in relatively brief transient signals, inspiralling bina-
ries causing a nearly monochromatic signal that can last
much longer than the observational period, and individ-
ually unresolvable binaries contributing to the SGWB.
We will consider each case separately and study how the
PBH hypothesis can be tested by searching for such GW
signals with future GW interferometers.

A. Short-duration transient signals

Let us first consider relatively short GW signals from
individual PBH binary mergers. The expected number
of PBH binary mergers that a GW detector, whose sensi-
tivity is characterized by a noise power spectrum Sn(f),
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FIG. 2. Sensitivities of future GW observatories on the PBH abundance through GWs from PBH binaries. The left panel
corresponds to observations of GWs from individual PBH binaries, and the right panel to the SGWB from PBH binaries. The
thin black line shows the envelope of the current PBH constraints, and the red star the scenario in which all LIGO-Virgo BHs
are primordial. The purple region corresponds to the PBH explanation of the OGLE excess events.

should see within the period T is

N = T

∫
dz

1 + z

dVc
dz

δ̄(d(z))R(t(z))

× pdet(SNRc/SNR(z)) ,

(5)

where Vc(z) is the volume of the comoving Hubble hori-
zon at redshift z and pdet is the detection probability,
which accounts for the antenna patterns of the detector
and averages over the binary inclination and sky location,
and the signal polarization [66, 67]. The detectability of

a signal h̃ is characterized by the signal-to-noise ratio

SNR(z) =

√∫ ∞
0

df
4|h̃(f)|2
Sn(f)

. (6)

We use SNRc = 8 as the threshold value for detection.
For the Fourier transform of the signal, h̃(f), we use
the approximation given in Ref. [68]. Using pdet, the
signal-to-noise ratio is evaluated for the optimally ori-
ented source.

The projected sensitivities of the LIGO [69], ET [70]
and LISA [71] to GW bursts from PBH mergers are de-
picted in Fig. 2 by the solid colored curves. Above each
solid curve, we expect to see at least 4 PBH binary signals
within an observation period of 4 years, N(T = 4 yr) > 3.
If no PBH binary signals are observed, these correspond
to 95% confidence level upper limits on the PBH abun-
dance. We see that these experiments will be sensitive to
very small PBH abundances, even down to fPBH ∼ 10−5,
in the mass range from 10−3M� to 108M�.

The black solid curve in Fig. 2 shows the envelope
of the current PBH constraints. It includes the con-
straints arising from microlensing results from Subaru-
HSC [41, 42], EROS [40] and OGLE [43, 54], LIGO-Virgo
observations [20], and accretion [46, 49]. For the LIGO-
Virgo constraints, we have neglected the observed BH
binary merger events. The current observations are con-
sistent with a subpopulation of the observed events orig-
inating from PBH mergers [15, 20–22]. However, to con-
sistently include the possibility that some of these events
had a primordial origin, we must account for the shape of
the mass function.4 The monochromatic mass function
assumed here is not consistent with observations. The
most recent PBH constraints accounting for the possibil-
ity that some of the observed PBH may be primordial are
given in [20]. Compared to the case where all observed
mergers are astrophysical, these constraints are softened
by less than an order of magnitude in the 2 − 100M�
mass range – roughly, the LIGO-Virgo constraints are
removed below the abundance at the red star in Fig. 2.

4 Since the merger rate is not linear in the mass function, there
is no simple prescription to generalize the monochromatic esti-
mates to general mass functions [72]. Nevertheless, the method
described in [72] works well when the mass function is sufficiently
narrow.
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FIG. 3. The color coding indicates the maximal distance at which SNR > 8 from a circular equal mass BH binary whose
coalescence time is τ . The dashed contour indicates the projection of the boundary of the Milky Way DM halo. In the white
regions, the experiment is not sensitive to the signal frequency.

B. Nearly monochromatic continuous signals

Nearly monochromatic continuous signals from iso-
lated spinning neutron stars have been searched, but not
found, in the LIGO-Virgo data [73–76]. Similar signals
can arise from light binaries for which the merger fre-
quency is too large, so only the inspiral phase is observ-
able [77, 78]. In this case, we assume that the signal
lasts for the entire duration T of the experiment, i.e.,
the coalescence time τ satisfies τ > T , and we count the
potential PBH binaries that emit GWs in the frequency
range accessible to the detector.

The present comoving number density at t0 of bina-
ries that will merge after a time τ is δ̄(d)R(t0 + τ)dτ .
Assuming that the orbits are nearly circularized by GW
emission, a binary with coalescence time τ will emit GWs
at the frequency

f(τ) =
(5/τ)

3
8

8π (GM)
5/8

, (7)

where M denotes the chirp mass which for equal mass
binary is M = 2−1/5m. The number of detectable local
sources emitting at frequency f is

dN

df
=

∫
dVcdτ δ(f − f(τ))δ̄(d)R(t0 + τ)

× pdet(SNRc/SNR(d, τ)) ,

(8)

where the volume integral is taken over the galactic
sources only, so we can neglect cosmic expansion. As with
short signals, we use pdet to estimate the detectability.
We note that, for long-lasting signals, the movement and
reorientation of the detector with respect to the source
causes daily modulation in the observed signal that may
help in separating it from the detector noise.

Due to the computational cost of fully coherent all-sky
searches of continuous GWs, various semi-coherent meth-
ods have been developed (see e.g. [79–82]). For simplic-
ity, assuming that well optimised semi-coherent methods
can reach nearly similar results, we calculate the most
optimal signal-to-noise ratio5

SNR(d, τ) =

√∫ T

0

dt
2|h(t)|2

Sn(f(τ − t))
, (9)

where

|h(t)| = 4

π
2
3 d

(GM)
5
3 f(τ − t) 2

3 (10)

is the amplitude of the GW signal from a circular BH
binary inspiral.

The expected sensitivities of future GW observatories,
in terms of the distance d up to which the signal can be
seen with SNR > 8, are shown in Fig. 3. Since the observ-
able binaries, which by Fig. 2 are heavier than 10−6M�,
are expected to merge much faster than a Hubble time,
τ � t0, we can approximate R(t0 + τ) ≈ R(t0). The
shape of the frequency distribution of sources is thus
practically flat when τ � t0 and the observed distribu-
tion of sources (8) will follow the sensitivity of the exper-
iment. However, any future experiments that would be
sensitive to local binaries expected to coalesce in a time
longer than a Hubble time might probe the shape of the
coalescence time distribution, which follows an universal
power law R ∝ (t+ τ)34/37 for PBH mergers.

5 The apparent factor of
√

2 difference compared to Eq. (6) arises
as Eq. (6) is written such that the frequency integral is from 0
to ∞.
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The total expected number of detectable sources is

N = 4πR(t0)

∫
dd d2 dτ δ̄(d)

× pdet(SNRc/SNR(d, τ)) .

(11)

The colored dashed contours in the left panel of Fig. 2
show the projected sensitivities of the future GW exper-
iments to nearly monochromatic signals from PBH bi-
naries. The effect of the Milky Way DM halo on the
expected number of events is relevant for these obser-
vations and allows for ET, AEDGE and LISA to probe
subsolar mass PBH binaries. We find that the design
sensitivity of LIGO is not sufficient for probing a poten-
tial galactic PBH binary population. Our result agree
with the semi-coherent analysis in Ref. [78] that consid-
ered searches of continuous signals from light PBHs in the
Milky Way with LIGO and ET. Compared to Ref. [78],
the tails of the dashed ET sensitivity curve in Fig. 2 are
slightly steeper. This difference arises mainly because we
use a more conservative suppression factor in the PBH
merger rate (1).

OGLE reported six ultrashort-timescale microlensing
events [54] that may have originated from PBHs [43]. The
corresponding PBH mass-abundance region is shown in
purple in Fig. 2. From the left panel, we see that the PBH
explanation for these events may be tested by searches of
continuous signals from galactic PBH binaries with ET
or AEDGE.

Finally, let us take a closer look at the distribution
of orbital eccentricities. This may be used as a potential
tool for testing the origin of the binaries, and is especially
relevant for BHs above a few solar masses for which astro-
physical formation channels exist. PBH binaries formed
in the early Universe have initially highly eccentric or-
bits. The initial distribution of the dimensionless angular
momentum j ≡

√
1− e2, where e is the eccentricity, for

binaries with initial coalescence time t0 + τ is approxi-
mately [9]

Pinit(j|t0 + τ) ∝ j 56
16 e−j

37
8 /α0 , (12)

where

α0 = 4×10−9
[
M

M�

] 5
8
[
1 +

τ

t0

] 3
8

×
(
f2PBH + fPBHσM + 2σ2

M

)
.

(13)

The variance of matter density fluctuations at the time
of PBH binary formation is σM ≈ 0.005. This approx-
imation works best when fPBH & σM which is roughly
satisfied for observable abundances. For τ � t0, the
j distribution is practically independent of τ . For ini-
tially highly eccentric orbits, j evolves approximately as
j = j0(1 + t0/τ) [83], which, when τ � t0, corresponds
to

αt ≈ α0 (t0/τ)
37
8 . (14)

The time at which the binaries have circularized (j ≈
1) can be estimated from αt ≈ 1.6 For example, when
M = 1M� and fPBH = 1, eccentric binaries must have a
present-day coalescence time τ & 200 Myr. Using Fig. 3
we can then conclude that M > 1M� binaries accessible
by LIGO, ET and AEDGE will have circularized due to
GW emission.

C. Stochastic background

Finally, we consider all those binaries that a given de-
tector can not individually resolve, but contribute to
a SGWB. The SGWB from PBH binaries in light of
the LIGO-Virgo data has been considered in several
works [7, 9, 10, 19, 20, 84–88]. The strength of this
SGWB is given by

ΩGW(f) =

∫
dz

1 + z

dVc
dz

δ̄(d(z))R(t(z))
1

ρc

dρGW

df
, (15)

where

dρGW =
4

25

π

G
f3|h̃(f)|2df (16)

is the GW energy density emitted by a binary in the fre-
quency range (f, f + df) [89], and ρc denotes the critical
density. We estimate the detectability of the SGWB from
the signal-to-noise ratio

SNRBG =

√
T

∫
df

[
ΩGW(f)

Ωn(f)

]2
, (17)

where Ωn(f) = πf3Sn(f)/(4ρc) is the dimensionless en-
ergy density in noise [89]. We assume that signals with
SNRBG > SNRc are detectable.

In the right panel of Fig. 2 we show the regions where
different GW interferometers can detect the SGWB from
PBH binaries. By comparing with the left panel, where
the sensitivities for GW signals from individual PBH bi-
naries are shown, we see that also the SGWB provides
a powerful probe of subsolar mass PBHs, in agreement
with [61, 90]. However, it will be difficult to determine
the masses of the binaries if, in the frequency range
of these detectors, only the inspiral part of the spec-
trum contributes to the SGWB. The SGWB will provide
the most sensitive probe of the PBH abundance at high
masses 103M� < m < 107M�.

6 These approximations cannot describe the distribution of nearly
circular present-day binaries. In particular, since j ≤ 1 by con-
struction, the distribution is unphysical for α & 1, and one must
more carefully evaluate the binary evolution due to GW emis-
sion.
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IV. GRAVITON-TO-PHOTON CONVERSION

GWs can be converted into photons in a transverse
magnetic field through the inverse Gertsenshtein pro-
cess [91]. This offers an alternative channel for observ-
ing GWs in frequency ranges not accessible to GW in-
terferometers and has thus been mostly considered for
GWs with frequencies above GHz [92–94]. Such high-
frequency signals can be generated by light PBH bina-
ries [95]. Asteroid mass PBHs are particularly inter-
esting as their abundance is not constrained, and thus
they could make up all of DM [33]. So far, this range
may be tested only indirectly by observing the SGWB
associated with the formation of such light PBHs (see
e.g. [87, 96–106]). This SGWB is, however, strongly tied
to the details of the PBH formation scenario and thus
its (non-)observation cannot be conclusively tied to the
(non-)existence of PBHs.

As an idealized GW detector, take a cylinder of length
L and cross section A, with a magnetic field of strength
B̄x perpendicular to the symmetry axis of the cylinder.
For 2πfL � 1 the photon power through the area A
induced by a GW traveling perpendicular to the magnetic
field is [107–109]

Ps(f) ≈ π2

4µ0c
B̄2
xAL

2f2|hc(f)|2 , (18)

where |hc(f)| = 2f |h̃(f)| is the dimensionless character-
istic strain of the GW. The photon power may be reso-
nantly enhanced in narrow frequency bands, determined
by the length of the detector, by up to 6 orders of magni-
tude [93]. However, in the search of transient GW signals
the resonant enhancement is useful only if the frequency
of the signal matches one of the resonant frequencies and
changes very slowly.

Consider now the GW signal from an asteroid mass
PBH binary within the Milky Way halo. The GW fre-
quency emitted by a merger of an equal mass BH binary
is very high fmerger ≈ 1.6 × 1017 Hz [1020 g/m], and it is
therefore reasonable consider only the inspiral signal,

|hc(f)| =
√

5

6

(GM)
5
6

π
2
3 d

f−
1
6 . (19)

Combining (18) and (19), such a signal produces photons
at the rate

Γγ(t) ≡ Ps(f)

2π~f
=

0.02

s

[
B̄x

10 T

]2[
L

m

]2[
A

m2

]
×
[

m

1020 g

]5
3
[

f

GHz

]2
3
[

d

50au

]−2 (20)

in the detector described above. The coalescence time of
a binary that presently emits GWs at frequency f is

τ(f) ≈ 0.14 day

[
m

1020g

]− 5
3
[

f

GHz

]− 8
3

. (21)

Thus, although increasing frequency increases the num-
ber of photons, it will shorten the time window for ob-
serving the signal.

As an extreme example, assume a PBH binary with
m = 1020 g in the Kuiper belt, d = 50 au, and a de-
tector with B = 10 T, L = 1 m, and A = 1 m2 that
can probe frequencies from 0.3 GHz to 3 GHz. The GW
signal from the inspiral will stay in the sensitivity win-
dow for 3.4 days7, and induces in total thousands of pho-
tons in the detector. Assuming a background event rate
O(1 mHz), comparable to current and proposed detec-
tors [93]8, this signal would be detectable. The existence
of such accidental nearby sources is, however, unlikely,
and the probability of observation can be further dimin-
ished due to the brief time window when the signal is in
the sensitivity range of the detector.

To estimate the number of PBH binaries accessible to a
detector described above, we will, for simplicity, assume
that fPBH = 1. The expected number of PBH binaries
emitting at a frequency f that are observable during a
time interval T and within a distance d� r� from us is
approximately

N(d) ≈ 4π

3
d3 T δ(r�)R(t0 + τ(f))

≈ 2.2× 103
[
T

yr

] [
d

kpc

]3 [
m

1020 g

]− 32
37

,

(22)

where δ(r�) is the local DM density contrast. Eq. (18)
assumes that the direction of the GW is perpendicular to
the magnetic field inside the detector. To calculate the
expected number of observed events, we must account for
the limited sensitivity of the detector on GWs that ap-
proach from other directions. This can be well estimated
by considering only GWs approaching the detector from
the solid angle Ω̃ = A/(L/2)2 above the cylinder. The
expected number of observed events is therefore

Ñ(d) ≡ Ω̃

4π
N(d) =

AN(d)

πL2
. (23)

To see at least one asteroid mass PBH inspiral per year,
Ñ(d) > 1, the maximal distance at which the binaries
are observable must exceed

d ≈ 0.1 kpc

[
L

m

] 2
3
[
A

m2

]− 1
3
[

m

1020 g

] 32
111

. (24)

If the closest PBH binary is at that distance, the produc-
tion rate of induced photons is

Γγ(t) ≈0.002

day

[
B̄x

10 T

]2[
L

km

]2
3
[

A

100m2

]5
3

×
[

m

1020 g

]121
111
[

f

GHz

]2
3

,

(25)

7 This binary would be microscopic, with a O(102µm) semimajor
axis.

8 These detectors are sensitive to much higher frequencies.
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where we have normalized the detector characteristics
in a way that the rate is non-negligible. We conclude
that detecting GWs from PBH binaries via graviton-to-
photon conversion is beyond the reach of near future ex-
perimental capabilities or requires an accidental nearby
source.

A similar study [95] estimated that the signal is many
orders of magnitude stronger than ours. The discrep-
ancy stems from the assumed experimental concept de-
sign. We assume that the measurement is on the in-
duced photon flux, while Ref. [95] proposes to mea-
sure the variation in the energy of the cavity due to the
cross term between the external and induced magnetic
fields (Eq. (XIV) of Ref. [95]). As a result, they find that
the signal is linear in the GW strain, while the photon
flux (18) is quadratic. They also include a resonant en-
hancement of the signal, but that gives a subdominant
contribution to the discrepancy. To the extent that the
concept design of Ref. [95] is realizable, it would certainly
represent a very significant improvement in sensitivity.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the prospects of probing PBHs with
future GW experiments. We have shown that planned
GW interferometers can probe a wide mass range from
10−6M� to 109M� and, moreover, provide the most sen-

sitive probe of all currently available PBH observables in
the slightly narrower mass range 10−5M� to 107M�. In
particular, we found that observing the inspiral phase of
PBH binaries in the Milky Way can be used to probe
subsolar mass PBHs with masses as low as 10−5M�
and abundances as low as fPBH = 10−3. Furthermore,
searches for galactic BH binaries by ET and AEDGE can
independently test the PBH explanation for the six ul-
trashort microlensing events observed by OGLE. At the
heavier end of the mass spectrum, the SGWB observa-
tions can be used to study heavy 103M� − 107M� PBH
binaries at abundances lower than fPBH = 10−5.

We also considered the intriguing possibility of observ-
ing high-frequency GWs from asteroid mass PBH bina-
ries through graviton-photon conversion and found that
such PBHs are likely out of reach of near-future experi-
ments.
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M. Kamionkowski, E. D. Kovetz, A. Raccanelli, and
A. G. Riess, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 201301 (2016),
arXiv:1603.00464 [astro-ph.CO].
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