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Abstract. It is well known that non-trivial squeezed tensor bispectra can lead to anisotropies
in the inflationary stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background, providing us with an
alternative and complementary window to primordial non-Gaussianities (NGs) with respect
to the CMB. Previous works have highlighted the detection prospects of parity-even tensor
NGs via the GW I-mode anisotropies. In this work we extend this by analysing for the
first time the additional information carried by GW V -mode anisotropies due to squeezed
NGs. We show that GW V modes allow us to probe parity-odd squeezed 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉
bispectra. These bispectra break parity at the non-linear level and can be introduced by
allowing alternative symmetry breaking patterns during inflation, like those comprised in
solid inflation. Considering a BBO-like experiment, we find that a non-zero detection of
squeezed 〈tts〉 parity-odd bispectra in the V modes dipole is possible without requiring any
short-scale enhancement of the GW power spectrum amplitude over the constraints set by the
CMB. We also briefly discuss the role of V -CMB cross-correlations. Our work can be extended
in several directions and motivates a systematic search for polarized GW anisotropies in the
next generations of GW experiments.
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1 Introduction

The Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) has been crucial in shaping the current cosmo-
logical model. However, recently the first detection of a gravitational wave (GW) event on
September 14, 2015 [1] has lead to the rise of the GW cosmology. In fact, even if currently GW
experiments mostly detect GWs belonging to individual astrophysical sources, while they can
only put upper bounds on stochastic gravitational wave backgrounds (SGWB) [2, 3], the next
generations of interferometers should possess the sensitivity necessary to detect backgrounds
of GWs, relevant to cosmology. In particular, among the SGWB we can distinguish between
two types of backgrounds: the astrophysical gravitational wave background (AGWB) which
consists of the superposition of GWs belonging to individual unresolved sources; and the
cosmological gravitational wave background (CGWB) which presents a background of gravi-
tational waves that originated from some early universe mechanism (see e.g. [4] for a review
of possibilities). The AGWB is the main aim of planned next generation interferometers that
will become operative within the next decade: we have for instance the ground-based inter-
ferometers Cosmic Explorer (CE) [5] and the Einstein Telescope (ET) [6], the space-based
interferometers Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) [7, 8] and Taiji [9], together with
their networks (see e.g. [10, 11]). More futuristic, there are already designs for experiments
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like DECIGO [12, 13] and the Big Bang Observer (BBO) [14] whose ultimate aim is the
detection of the CGWB, in particular the background of gravitational waves from inflation,
which is the topic of this work.

The inflationary background of gravitational waves differs from other backgrounds as
it affects the Universe and can in principle be detected across many different scales [15],
from the very small frequencies of the CMB experiments (f ≈ 8 × 10−17 Hz corresponding
to the wave-number k = 0.05Mpc−1) up to e.g. the interferometric frequencies f ≈ 1 Hz
(for the BBO/DECIGO experiments). In particular, at the low frequencies of CMB, hopes
to detect the primordial background of GWs rely on the so-called B-mode, whose detection
represent the main target of the next generation CMB experiments, such as LiteBIRD [16],
the Simons Observatory [17] and CMB-S4 [18]. So far, the tightest constraints on the power
spectrum of GWs is given by the last combined BICEP/Keck+Planck data constraint on the
tensor-to-scalar ratio, r < 0.032 at k = 0.05Mpc−1 [19]1. Given the uncertainty towards a
possible detection of B modes, it is important to develop the theoretical and experimental
tools to search for primordial gravitational waves at scales different from the CMB. This is
even more important considering the large class of models comprising growth mechanisms of
the GWs amplitude at interferometric scales, such as those with extra degrees of freedom (see
e.g. [22–34]), models comprising non-attractor phases (see e.g. [35–40]), models with excited
non-Bunch Davies initial states (see e.g. [41–44]), and models with alternative symmetry
breaking patterns (see e.g. [45–55]). For all these models, a detection of inflationary CGWB
could be possible even if no detection is made on CMB scales.

While the inflationary CGWB is expected to be predominantly isotropic, in a way anal-
ogous to the formation of CMB anisotropies we can have tiny fluctuations in the GW back-
ground due to its propagation in a perturbed universe. These have been studied e.g. in
Refs. [56–61]. In addition to these we can have anisotropies sourced by some primordial
production mechanism that will be present at the formation of the inflationary CGWB. One
example of such anisotropies are those induced by primordial non-Gaussianities (NGs) via a
non-zero correlation between one very large and two very short scales, corresponding to the
so-called squeezed configuration of primordial bispectra. In fact, it is well established that
long-mode perturbations in squeezed bispectra induce local modulations in primordial power
spectra (see e.g. Refs. [62–64]). As the fractional energy density per logarithmic wave-number
of the CGWB from inflation is by definition linearly related to the tensor power spectrum,
these inhomogeneities result in intrinsic anisotropies already present at the formation of the
inflationary CGWB. Previous works have mostly studied the theoretical predictions and the
detection prospects for the anisotropies induced by squeezed parity invariant tensor-tensor-
scalar (〈tts〉) and tensor-tensor-tensor (〈ttt〉) bispectra [65–69]2. It was shown that they give
non-zero I(Intensity)-mode anisotropies to the GW background from inflation. The main
contamination for a possible detection are the presence of astrophysical foregrounds, charac-
terized by the AGWB anisotropies.

In this work we will extend these studies by considering for the first time the effect of
parity violation in the primordial tensor bispectra. Searching for signatures of parity violation
from inflation is highly motivated in light of the recent observational evidence of parity-odd
4-th point correlation function of galaxies [72–75]. In particular, here we will focus on parity-
odd squeezed 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉 bispectra which, as shown in [76]3, break the parity symmetry

1Similar constraints are given by the recent Refs. [20, 21].
2For other probes of primordial tensor NGs complementary to the CMB, see e.g. [58, 59, 62, 64, 70, 71].
3See [53, 54, 77] for further literature on graviton non-Gaussianities from symmetry principles.
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at the non-linear level and can be introduced at tree level and without necessarily requiring
modification in the primordial power spectra in models of inflation with alternative symmetry
breaking patters, such as solid inflation [45]4. Moreover, the strength of these parity-odd
bispectra can be sizeable, potentially providing a quite large parameter-space available for
detection.

We will show that these bispectra source anisotropies in GW V modes, the GW circular
polarization, without necessarily sourcing I-mode anisotropies or a V -mode monopole. Dif-
ferently from GW I modes, GW V modes are expected to be free from the contamination
of the astrophysical foregrounds [80–85], and therefore detecting a V -mode GW signal can
be crucial to disentangle it from a non-primordial origin. Previous studies have been focused
mostly on the detection of the V modes monopole [86–91], which is sensitive to the so-called
chirality of gravitational waves, i.e. the asymmetry between the right (R)- and left (L)-handed
primordial tensor power spectrum. Here, for the first time we look to V -mode anisotropies
sourced by primordial parity-odd NGs.

In our investigation we first derive more general formulas for the I- and V -mode anisotropies
in terms of the full chiral GW basis, accounting for primordial tensor bispectra with mixed chi-
rality. We provide the expressions for the I and V modes power-spectra together with their
cross-correlation with CMB anisotropies for tensor squeezed bispectra that are commonly
found in the literature. Next, we focus on the case of parity-odd bispectra, assuming no
parity violation in the tensor power spectrum. We find that only the GW I-mode monopole,
V -mode anisotropies and their cross-correlations with CMB T and E modes are non-zero,
while the V -mode monopole and I-mode anisotropies and their cross-correlations with CMB
vanish. Therefore, finding evidence for a non-zero signal compatible with these characteristics
could be a strong indicator of parity violation in the primordial universe via non-linear mech-
anisms. Moreover, by considering a BBO-like experiment and the formalism developed in
Ref. [92] we will explore the detection prospects of GW V -mode anisotropies due to squeezed
primordial tensor NGs. In particular, we will take the coplanar BBO-star configuration. This
is in apparent contradiction with what is well-known since a study in Ref. [88], where it was
shown that only networks of interferometers can measure the GW V -mode monopole. The
physical reason is that a planar interferometer responds identical to a L-handed GW arriving
perpendicular to the plane of the detector and to a R-handed GW of the same amplitude com-
ing from the opposite direction. However, an exception arises in the presence of anisotropies.
In that case, as shown by e.g. Refs. [86, 87, 89], a planar detector can be sensitive to GW
V -mode anisotropies.

We find that in 5 years a non-zero detection of a V -mode dipole due to squeezed 〈tts〉
parity-odd bispectra is possible for fodd,tts

NL ∼ 3 × 103 without requiring any short-scale en-
hancement of the gravitational waves power spectrum amplitude with respect to the constraint
in place at CMB scales. This result is already relevant considering that CMB experiments are
forecasted to place poor constraints on squeezed parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectra, even in case of a
primordial B-mode detection (see e.g. [48]). We also briefly discuss the role of V -CMB cross-
correlations to improve detection prospects and confirm a primordial detection. We find that
in the case of a noise-dominated detection of V -mode anisotropies, cross-correlations with
CMB anisotropies are unable to improve the parameter-space probed. On the contrary, we
find that a signal-dominated detection of V modes can always be confirmed to be of pri-
mordial origin by exploiting the V -CMB cross-correlations. Our work can be extended in

4These bispectra can appear also in [78, 79].
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several directions as explained in the conclusions and motivate the development of further
tools for the systematic search of polarized GW anisotropies in the next generations of GW
experiments.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce some basics about inflation,
introducing general parametrizations of squeezed bispectra at leading order and review the
topic of squeezed modulations of primordial power spectra. In Sec. 3 we review the mech-
anisms leading to CMB and GW anisotropies. In Sec. 4 we derive general expressions for
the auto GW and cross GW-CMB correlations due to primordial (squeezed) tensor NGs.
We make a match with the literature for the parity-even case, and we study the detection
prospects of parity-odd NGs in a BBO-like experiment, considering also the cross-correlations
with CMB anisotropies. Finally, in Sec. 5 we present our conclusions and discuss possible
extensions of this work. We also include appendixes where we derive explicitly some technical
results of this work.

2 Basics

In this section we provide the reader with a brief review of the fundamental elements and
formal conventions adopted to describe primordial perturbations from inflation. We also
provide a general parametrization of the leading order value of squeezed primordial bispectra
assuming rotational invariance, and review the topic of squeezed modulations of primordial
tensor power spectra.

2.1 Primordial perturbations from inflation

Here, we provide the conventions used to describe primordial perturbations from inflation.
First, we define the Fourier transform decomposition of scalar and tensor perturbations as

ζ(x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·x ζk , (2.1)

and

γij(x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·x

∑
λ=R/L

[
γλk ε

λ
ij(k̂)

]
. (2.2)

For the purpose of what follows, we are decomposing tensor perturbations in terms of the
chiral polarization basis defined through5

εR,Lij =
1

2

[
ε+ij ± i ε

×
ij

]
, (2.3)

γR,L =
1

2
[γ+ ± i γ×] , (2.4)

where γ+,× and ε+,×ij are the usual linear polarizations of tensor perturbations.
We remind that, if the tensor wave-vector is written in polar coordinates as

k̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ) , (2.5)

5While here we are introducing these definitions to describe primordial gravitational waves, these can also
refer to GWs of alternative origin.
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we can define the linear polarization tensors in terms of two unit vectors perpendicular to k̂
as

ε+ij = (u1)i(u1)j − (u2)i(u2)j , (2.6)

ε×ij = (u1)i(u2)j + (u2)i(u1)j , (2.7)

where
u1 = (sinφ,− cosφ, 0) , u2 = (cos θ cosφ, cos θ sinφ,− sin θ) . (2.8)

The chiral polarization basis introduced is normalized such that it satisfies the following
identities

εLij(k̂)εijL (k̂) = εRij(k̂)εijR(k̂) = 0 ,

εLij(k̂)εijR(k̂) = 1 ,

εRij(−k̂) = εLij(k̂) ,

εR∗ij (k̂) = εLij(k̂),

γR∗k = γLk ,

kl ε
mlj ε

(λ)i
j (k̂) = −iαλ k ε(λ)im(k̂) , (2.9)

where αR = +1 and αL = −1, and εmlj denotes the Levi-Civita anti-symmetric symbol.
We define the primordial power spectra as

〈ζk1ζ
∗
k2
〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 − k2)Ps(k1) , (2.10)

〈γij(k1)γij∗(k2)〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 − k2)Pt(k1) , (2.11)

where
γij(k) =

∑
λ=R/L

γλij(k) =
∑

λ=R/L

[
γλk ε

λ
ij(k̂)

]
. (2.12)

In these definitions, we are implicitly assuming invariance under translations during inflation.
Assuming invariance under rotations, the scalar and tensor power spectra only depend on the
magnitude of the momentum and are typically expressed as

Ps(k) =
2π2

k3
As(k) , Pt(k) =

2π2

k3
At(k) , r(k) =

Pt(k)

Ps(k)
, (2.13)

where As(k) and At(k) are dimensionless amplitudes and r denotes the tensor-to-scalar ratio.
By introducing the spatial modulations generated by soft momenta (see Sec. 2.2), we

can redefine the previous quantities as

Ps(k,xc) =
2π2

k3
As(k,xc) , Pt(k,xc) =

2π2

k3
At(k,xc) . (2.14)

Here, xc denotes the midpoint of the spatial separation x1−x2 corresponding to the momen-
tum k.

Notice that we can also define the polarized-power spectra of tensor perturbations

〈γRij(k1) γij, R∗(k2)〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 − k2)PRt (k1) , (2.15)
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〈γLij(k1) γij, L∗(k2)〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 − k2)PLt (k1) . (2.16)

These power spectra can be used to define the quantity χ

χ(k) =
PRt (k)− PLt (k)

PRt (k) + PLt (k)
, (2.17)

which is referred to as the chirality of gravitational waves. It measures the asymmetry between
the R- and L-handed power spectra caused by parity violation arising in the primordial
universe6. Assuming parity is a symmetry of the theory, PR,Lt are related to Pt as

PR,Lt =
Pt
2
. (2.18)

Again, we can define the spatial-modulated λ-handed dimensionless tensor power spectrum
through

P λt (k,xc) =
2π2

k3
Aλt (k,xc) . (2.19)

Finally, we define the primordial bispectra

〈ζk1ζk2ζk3〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)Bsss(k1,k2,k3)

〈ζk1ζk2γ
λ3
k3
〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)Bλ3

sst(k1,k2,k3)

〈γλ1k1
γλ2k2

ζk3〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)Bλ1λ2
tts (k1,k2,k3)

〈γλ1k1
γλ2k2

γλ3k3
〉 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)Bλ1λ2λ3

ttt (k1,k2,k3) , (2.20)

where we assumed invariance under translations. If we account for the invariance under
rotations, the bispectra would depend only on the magnitude of the momenta.

2.2 Squeezed bispectra and power spectra modulation

In squeezed bispectra the maximum of the signal arises in momenta configurations when one
of the three momenta is much smaller than the other two. Physically, these configurations
correspond to a significant correlation between very long and very short scales. Here, we
will develop a phenomenological approach to introduce the leading order value of squeezed
bispectra, solely relying on rotational invariance. However, it has been shown7 that a series
of soft theorems constrains the power of squeezed configurations in single-field models of
inflation. Typically, we can evade these theorems and have significant squeezed tensor and
mixed scalar-tensor NGs in models of inflation with isocurvature fields [29–31, 68, 121–123],
models with non-Bunch Davies initial states [41–43], and in models with alternative symmetry
breaking patterns [45–55, 76, 78, 79]. These are the models to which our phenomenological
parametrizations apply.

We start by considering a generic bispectrum

BΦΦΨ(k1,k2,q) . (2.21)

In the squeezed limit q → 0 it is convenient to re-write the short momenta as

k1 = k− q/2 , k2 = −k− q/2 . (2.22)
6For examples of parity violation mechanisms see e.g. [24, 25, 32, 93–107].
7See the earliest classical investigations [108–111], but also the more recent Refs. [112–120] which investi-

gated soft theorems in more general scenarios.
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Since we are assuming rotational invariance, our bispectrum will depend only on the mag-
nitude of the momenta. These values can be expressed in terms of two momenta and their
scalar product. By using the parametrization of Eq. (2.22), we need only k, q and k̂ · q̂. We
can opt for the following parametrization in terms of short- and long-modes power spectra

BΦΦΨ(k1,k2,q)|q→0 = FΦΦΨ
NL (k,q)PΦ(k)PΨ(q) . (2.23)

Here the product of the two short- and long-scale power spectra is required to provide the
bispectrum with the correct dimensional scaling. The function FΦΦΨ

NL (k,q) may depend on
the magnitude of the momenta k, q and their scalar product which provides the bispectrum
with an angular dependence in terms of k̂ · q̂. In general, depending on the nature of the long-
mode, we can expand this angular dependence in terms of spin-weighted spherical harmonics.
This can be expressed as

FΦΦΨ
NL (k,q) =

∑
J=even

FΦΦΨ
J (k, q) sYJ0(k̂ · q̂) , (2.24)

where s = 0 when the long-mode is a scalar, s = −2 when the long-mode is a R-handed
tensor, and s = +2 when the long-mode is a L-handed tensor. Here, the sum over even values
of J is a consequence of the assumed invariance under rotational symmetry. Moreover, if
primordial bispectra depend on the polarization state of one or more tensor fields λi, we can
re-absorb these inside FΦΦΨ

L (k, q)

F λ1...λn,ΦΦΨ
NL (k,q) =

∑
J=even

F λ1...λn,ΦΦΨ
J (k, q) sYJ0(k̂ · q̂) . (2.25)

Therefore, following this prescription, we can parametrize the squeezed limit primordial bis-
pectra as

Bsss(k1,k2,q)|q→0 = F sss
NL(k,q)Ps(k)Ps(q) =

∑
J=even

F sssJ (k, q)YJ0(k̂ · q̂)Ps(k)Ps(q) , (2.26)

Bλ′
sst(k1,k2,q)|q→0 = F λ

′, sst
NL (k,q)Ps(k)P λ

′
t (q) =

∑
J=even

F λ
′, sst

J (k, q) ±2YJ0(k̂ · q̂)Ps(k)P λ
′

t (q) ,

(2.27)

Bλλ
tts(k1,k2,q)|q→0 = F λλ, ttsNL (k,q)P λt (k)Ps(q) =

∑
J=even

F λλ, ttsJ (k, q)YJ0(k̂ · q̂)P λt (k)Ps(q) ,

(2.28)

Bλλλ′
ttt (k1,k2,q)|q→0 = F λλλ

′, ttt
NL (k,q)P λt (k)P λ

′
t (q)

=
∑

J=even

F λλλ
′, ttt

J (k, q) ±2YJ0(k̂ · q̂)P λt (k)P λ
′

t (q) , (2.29)

where we have introduced the quantities

F sss
NL(k,q) =

Bsss(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

Ps(k)Ps(q)
=

∑
J=even

F sssJ (k, q)YJ0(k̂ · q̂) , (2.30)
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F λ
′,sst

NL (k,q) =
Bλ′

sst(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

Ps(k)P λ
′

t (q)
=

∑
J=even

F λ
′, sst

J (k, q) ±2YJ0(k̂ · q̂) , (2.31)

F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) =
Bλλ

tts(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

P λt (k)Ps(q)
=

∑
J=even

F λλ, ttsJ (k, q)YJ0(k̂ · q̂) , (2.32)

F λλλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) =
Bλλλ′

ttt (k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

P λt (k)P λ
′

t (q)
=

∑
J=even

F λλλ
′, ttt

J (k, q) ±2YJ0(k̂ · q̂) .

(2.33)

Depending on the underlying inflationary model, we can have different angular dependencies
where one or more F λ1...λn, x1x2x3

J (k, q) are non-zero. It is worth to mention that while in a
rotationally invariant environment a pure scalar bispectrum is insensitive to parity violation
(see e.g. [124]), we can have parity violation in bispectra involving tensors. In this regard, we
expect three different scenarios:

• Parity-even bispectra: in this case the bispectra are invariant under parity transfor-
mation and therefore they do not depend on the polarization states that are cross-
correlated. In terms of the FNL’s quantities above the following relations hold

FR, sstNL = FL, sstNL ,

FRR, ttsNL = FLL, ttsNL ,

FRRR, tttNL = FLLL, tttNL = FRRL, tttNL = FLLR, tttNL . (2.34)

• Parity-odd bispectra: in this case the bispectra switch sign under parity transformation.
In terms of the FNL’s quantities above the following relations hold

FR, sstNL = −FL, sstNL ,

FRR, ttsNL = −FLL, ttsNL ,

FRRR, tttNL = FRRL, tttNL = −FLLL, tttNL = −FLLR, tttNL . (2.35)

• Maximum parity violation: in this case parity is maximally violated, i.e. the correlators
involving only one of the two polarization states dominate over the others. If we assume
tensor perturbations with a predominant R-handed polarization we expect the following
relations to hold

BR
sst � BL

sst , (2.36)

BRR
tts � BLL

tts , (2.37)

BRRR
ttt � BRRL

ttt , BLLL
ttt , BLLR

ttt . (2.38)

In other words, only the R-handed correlators will leave significant imprints on the
cosmological observables, while correlators involving the L-handed polarization state
will leave either vanishing or highly suppressed signals.

Now that we have clarified our conventions and introduced squeezed bispectra, we can move
on and briefly discuss their physical impact on tensor power spectra. In fact, it is well-known
(see e.g. Refs. [62–64]) that non-zero squeezed bispectra can provide spatial modulations to
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either scalar and tensor primordial power spectra. Here we are interested in the modulations
to R- and L-handed tensor power spectra. In that case, spatial modulations are provided by
non-zero 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉 squeezed bispectra only. In terms of the parametrizations introduced,
these modulations read (for an explicit derivation, see App. A)

Aλ, tot
t (k,xc) = Aλt (k)

[
1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) ζ(q)

]
, (2.39)

and

Aλ, tot
t (k,xc) = Aλt (k)

1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc

∑
λ′=R/L

F λλλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) γλ
′
(q)

 . (2.40)

Taking the small spatial separation x1 − x2 limit, corresponding to the (short) Fourier mode
scale k, xc represents the point in the middle of x1 − x2. This local modulation of the
power spectrum, as a function of xc, is meaningful provided that the correlation scale x1−x2

is small compared to the smallest wavelength of the modulating field which, translated in
Fourier space, sets the upper bound of the q-integration, qmax < k for a given k. What about
the lower bound qmin? This will correspond to the largest scale at which perturbations are
produced during inflation (therefore, it is related to the duration of inflation).

3 CMB and GW anisotropies

3.1 Review of CMB anisotropies

Here, we give a brief overview of the physics of the CMB and how we characterize CMB
anisotropies. In general, the CMB fluctuation field includes four different polarization states,
the so-called Stokes parameters (see e.g. [125]), which are functions of the position and direc-
tion on the sky n̂. We have the so-called T modes, representing anisotropies in unpolarized
radiation, Q and U modes representing anisotropies in the linear polarization field, and V
modes representing anisotropies in the CMB circular polarization. These can be expanded
on the sky in terms of a spin-weighted basis as8 [126]

∆T (n̂) =
∑
`,m

aT`m Y`m(n̂) , (3.1)

∆V (n̂) =
∑
`,m

aV`m Y`m(n̂) , (3.2)

∆±P (n̂) = (∆Q ± i∆U )(n̂) =
∑
`,m

a±2
`m ±2Y`m(n̂) . (3.3)

This decomposition is possible since the ∆T and ∆V polarization fields turn out to be spin-0
fields, while the (∆Q ± i∆U ) combination is a spin ±2 field [126]. In particular, this last
feature implies that ∆Q and ∆U polarization modes are not invariant under a rotation on
the polarization plane (while ∆T and ∆V modes are). In general, a description of the CMB
polarization in terms of quantities invariant under rotations is preferable. In order to define

8When we refer to the Stokes parameters, we take only the relative fluctuations over the respective mean
value, e.g. ∆T = (∆T − T0)/T0 and so on.
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these quantities, we need to act on ∆±P with the spin raising and lowering operators9 ð and
ð̄ as

∆E(n̂) = −1

2

[
ð̄2∆+

P (n̂) + ð2∆−P (n̂)
]
, (3.4)

∆B(n̂) =
i

2

[
ð̄2∆+

P (n̂)− ð2∆−P (n̂)
]
. (3.5)

Here, we have introduced the so-called E and B polarization modes. These modes offer
an alternative description of CMB linear polarization which, differently from the description
using Q and U modes, is invariant under a rotation on the polarization plane. E and B
modes are the preferred choice to characterize the CMB linear polarization field.

The connection between primordial perturbations from inflation and CMB anisotropies
is made through a set of Boltzmann equations (see e.g. [126–128]), which describe the time
evolution of CMB temperature and polarization modes at linear level and predict the expected
amount of each mode today, given certain initial conditions. These equations take care
of two main contributions: the Compton scattering between CMB photons and electrons
and the propagation through a background space made inhomogeneous by scalar and tensor
perturbations from inflation. These lead to the formation of CMB anisotropies immediately
after the decoupling with baryons through the so-called Sachs-Wolfe (SW) effect, and source
mechanisms that arise during the propagation of the CMB from the last scattering surface to
our detectors, the Integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effect.

We can define the spherical harmonic coefficients of each (rotationally invariant) CMB
mode on the sky as

aX`m =

∫
d2n̂ Y`m(n̂) ∆X(n̂) , (3.6)

where X = T,E,B, V .
The coefficients of the unpolarized (X = T ) and E,B-mode polarization (X = E,B)

anisotropies given by the scalar (ζ) and the tensor perturbations (γR,L) from inflation, are
expressed, respectively, as [129, 130] 10

a
(s)X
`m = 4π i`

∫
d3p

(2π)3
T X`(s)(p)Y

∗
`m(p̂) ζp , (3.7)

a
(t)X
`m = 4π i`

∫
d3p

(2π)3
T X`(t)(p)

[
−2Y

∗
`m(p̂) γRp + (−1)x +2Y

∗
`m(p̂) γLp

]
, (3.8)

where T X`(s)(p) and T
X
`(t)(p) are the scalar and tensor CMB transfer functions obtained by solv-

ing the aforementioned Boltzmann equations, and x = 0 (1) for X = T,E (B). Conventional
physics implies the CMB is invariant under parity transformation. For that reason V modes
are neglected and we set aV`m = 0.

It is evident from these equations that CMB fluctuations are closely related to initial
primordial perturbations. In this work we will evaluate the spherical harmonics coefficients of
CMB anisotropies using Eqs. (3.7) and (3.8) and evaluate the CMB transfer functions using
the publicly available Boltzmann numerical code CAMB [131]. We adopt the best-fit Planck
2018 flat ΛCDM cosmology [132], whose main cosmological parameters are summarized in
Tab. 1.

9See App. B for the definition of these operators and an example.
10Notice the factor i` instead of (−i)` as it is commonly used in literature. This is due to the fact that,

according to our convention, n̂ denotes the direction to the sky, while in the literature it usually refers to the
CMB photons direction.
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Parameters input in CAMB

H0 = 67.32 km/sMpc−1 Ωbh
2 = 0.022383 Ωch

2 = 0.12011

Ωk = 0 Ωch
2 = 0.12011 τ = 0.0543

Table 1: Best-fit Planck parameters obtained combining TT , TE, EE+lowE+lensing (see
the Plik best-fit of Tab. 1 of Ref. [132]).

3.2 Review of SGWB anisotropies

There are two types of SGWB that in principle can be observed: the cosmological back-
ground (CGWB) which consist of a background of gravitational waves produced during some
early universe mechanism, such as inflation, and the astrophysical background (AGWB),
which consists of the superposition of gravitational waves emitted by unresolved astrophys-
ical sources. In both cases a direct detection is typically characterized statistically in terms
of their fractional energy density per logarithmic wave-number at a given conformal time η
(see e.g. [4, 133, 134])

ΩI
GW(k, η) =

1

ρcr

dρIGW

d ln k
, (3.9)

where the GW overall energy density is given by

ρIGW =
〈γ′ij(η,x) γij

′
(η,x)〉

32πGa2(η)
=
〈γ′Rij (η,x) γij

′, R(η,x)〉
32πGa2(η)

+
〈γ′Lij (η,x) γij

′, L(η,x)〉
32πGa2(η)

, (3.10)

and ρcr is the critical energy density. Typically, the quantity in Eq. (3.9) is expressed
in terms of the frequency domain, with a given frequency f linked to the wave-number k
through k = 2πfa, with a being the scale factor.

Notice the superscript "I" in the definition of Eq. (3.9). This is used to refer to
the I modes of SGWB, i.e. unpolarized backgrounds obtained by summing over the two
independent R- and L-handed polarizations. We can also define the circular polarization of
SGWB, the V modes, as

ΩV
GW(k, η) =

1

ρcr

dρVGW

d ln k
, (3.11)

where the SGWB V -mode energy density is given by

ρVGW =
〈γ′Rij (η,x) γij

′, R(η,x)〉
32πGa2(η)

−
〈γ′Lij (η,x) γij

′, L(η,x)〉
32πGa2(η)

, (3.12)

which measures the asymmetry in the amount of R- and L-handed gravitational waves.
ΩV

GW(k, η) is related to ΩI
GW(k, η) through

ΩV
GW(k, η) = χ(k) ΩI

GW(k, η) , (3.13)

where χ is defined as in Eq. (2.17). This last quantity is sensitive to violation of the parity
symmetry in the gravitational sector.
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The quantities defined so far are homogeneous, i.e. they are defined globally for a given
wave-number k and do not possess any spatial modulation. However, there are physical
mechanisms capable to make them not-uniform across the sky. Allowing for anisotropies we
can decompose the I and V modes polarizations in the homogeneous and inhomogeneous
components as

ΩI
GW(k, n̂) =

[
Ω
I
GW(k) + Ω̃I

GW(k, n̂)
]
, (3.14)

and

ΩV
GW(k, n̂) =

[
Ω
V
GW(k) + Ω̃V

GW(k, n̂)
]
. (3.15)

We can normalize the inhomogeneous components over the unpolarized homogeneous com-
ponent Ω

I
GW(k) as

δIGW(k, n̂) =
Ω̃I

GW(k, n̂)

Ω
I
GW(k)

, δVGW(k, n̂) =
Ω̃V

GW(k, n̂)

Ω
I
GW(k)

. (3.16)

In terms of these normalized anisotropies we can rewrite Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15) as

ΩI
GW(k, n̂) = Ω

I
GW(k)

[
1 + δIGW(k, n̂)

]
, (3.17)

and

ΩV
GW(k, n̂) = Ω

I
GW(k)

[
χ(k) + δVGW(k, n̂)

]
, (3.18)

where χ(k) denotes the homogeneous component of the chirality parameter defined in Eq. (2.17).
In the following we will review the physical mechanisms that give rise to anisotropies in the
CGWB from inflation and the state-of-art modeling of anisotropies in the AGWB.

3.2.1 Inflationary CGWB

For inflationary gravitational waves we can link the ΩI
GW(k, η0) quantity evaluated today to

the dimensionless primordial tensor power spectrum from inflation via [134]

ΩI
GW(k, η0, n̂) =

[T ′(k, η0)]2

12a2
0H

2
0

[
ARt (k,xc) +ALt (k,xc)

]
=

[T ′(k, η0)]2

12a2
0H

2
0

At(k,xc) , (3.19)

where n̂ = xc/d with d = η0 − ηentry being the conformal time elapsed from horizon re-
entry of the mode k to the present, and T ′(k, η0) is the tensor transfer function evaluated
today which describes the evolution of tensor perturbations after their horizon re-entry11. For
very short scales that have re-entered the horizon early on (kη0 � 1), after performing an
oscillation-averaging procedure, the transfer function reads [4]

[
T ′(k, η0)

]2
=

{
η∗/(2η

4
0) k > k∗ ,

9/(2η4
0k

2) k < k∗ ,
(3.20)

11In this time evolution we are not considering effects yielding to the formation of late-time inhomogeneities,
like the induced anisotropies discussed later on at the end of Sec. 3.2.1.
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where η∗ is the conformal time at which the radiation and matter solutions for the scale
factor of the Universe cross. The scale k∗ is the wave-number entering the horizon at η∗, i.e.
k∗ ≡ 1/η∗. In Ref. [4] a very compact approximation of ΩI

GW(k, η0) was derived in terms of
the radiation energy density Ωr ' 10−4 and keq ' 10−2, the comoving wave-number entering
the horizon at the time of matter-radiation equality ηeq. This approximation reads

ΩI
GW(k, η0, n̂) =

3

128
Ωr

[
1

2

(
keq

k

)2

+
16

9

] [
ARt (k,xc) +ALt (k,xc)

]
. (3.21)

This was shown to work well for the very short modes that re-enter the horizon deep inside the
radiation dominated epoch, which is true for all the modes we can observe at interferometer
scales. Similarly, the circular polarization of primordial gravitational waves can be well-
approximated as

ΩV
GW(k, η0, n̂) =

3

128
Ωr

[
1

2

(
keq

k

)2

+
16

9

] [
ARt (k,xc)−ALt (k,xc)

]
. (3.22)

The unpolarized homogeneous component Ω
I
GW(k) is linearly related to the homogeneous

component of tensor power spectrum in Eq. (2.13) as

Ω
I
GW(k, η0) =

3

128
Ωr

[
1

2

(
keq

k

)2

+
16

9

]
At(k) . (3.23)

From the fundamental definitions of Eqs. (3.21) and (3.22) physics generating inhomogeneities
in the primordial tensor power spectra, will inevitably cause anisotropies in the CGWB. Here,
we are interested in mechanisms able to provide anisotropies despite assuming rotational
invariance during inflation. These are for instance the squeezed modulations considered in
Sec. 2.2, which will generate intrinsic anisotropies. However, primordial gravitational waves
on short scales propagate over very large distance before reaching our detectors. Propagation
through the perturbed universe leads to some level of anisotropies as well, referred to as
induced anisotropies. In the following we will review these independent sources of anisotropy.

Intrinsic anisotropies from squeeezed bispectra

These anisotropies arise from squeezed primordial bispectra of the form 〈γλk1
γλk2

Ψq〉|q→0,
where Ψq denotes a long wavelength mode of either a scalar or tensor perturbation while
γλk1,2

are the short wavelength tensor modes of polarization λ. In Sec. 2.2 we have seen that
when Ψq = ζq, we get the following squeezed modulation of tensor power spectra

Aλ, tot
t (k,xc) = Aλt (k)

[
1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) ζq

]
. (3.24)

By inserting this equation into Eqs. (3.21) and (3.22), and exploiting the definitions in Eqs.
(3.17) and (3.18), we get the following anisotropic components of the GW I and V modes in
terms of the R- and L-handed primordial tensor power spectra

δGW, I
tts (k, n̂) =

1

At(k)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eidq·n̂

[
ARt (k)FRR,ttsNL (k,q) +ALt (k)FLL,ttsNL (k,q)

]
ζq , (3.25)
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and

δGW, V
tts (k, n̂) =

1

At(k)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eidq·n̂

[
ARt (k)FRR,ttsNL (k,q)−ALt (k)FLL,ttsNL (k,q)

]
ζq , (3.26)

where we evaluated the local modulation provided by Eq. (3.24) at the position xc where
the CGWB of wave-number k starts propagating after the horizon re-entry. Therefore, by
denoting n̂ = −k/k a certain propagation direction in the sky, xc = d n̂, with d = η0 −
ηentry. Physically, Eqs. (3.25) and (3.26) provide anisotropies already present at the CGWB
formation.

For the squeezed modulation sourced by a tensor perturbation in Eq. (2.40), we obtain
the following anisotropies generated by a long wavelength tensor mode

δGW, I
ttt (k, n̂) =

1

At(k)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eidq·n̂

∑
λ′=R/L

[
ARt (k)FRRλ

′,ttt
NL (k,q) +ALt (k)FLLλ

′,ttt
NL (k,q)

]
γλ
′

q ,

(3.27)

and

δGW, V
ttt (k, n̂) =

1

At(k)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eidq·n̂

∑
λ′=R/L

[
ARt (k)FRRλ

′,ttt
NL (k,q)−ALt (k)FLLλ

′,ttt
NL (k,q)

]
γλ
′

q .

(3.28)

The anisotropies just introduced can be expanded in spherical harmonic coefficients in the
same way as CMB anisotropies, i.e. we define the wave-number dependent coefficients as

δGW, I
`m (k) =

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂) δGW, I(k, n̂) , (3.29)

and

δGW, V
`m (k) =

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂) δGW, V (k, n̂) . (3.30)

The only difference with CMB anisotropies is that GW anisotropies carry information on
the wave-number (frequency) k. In order to perform the angular integrations inside the
spherical harmonics coefficients definition we need to specify a given angular dependence in the
quantities F λ1...λn, x1x2x3

NL (k,q). In the following, we provide the spherical harmonic coefficients
obtained by considering angular dependencies that typically appear in the literature, referring
to the original Refs. [67, 68] and App. C for computational details.

Monopolar 〈γγζ〉

Let us begin with the case where the parameter F tts
NL defined in Eq. (2.32) has a monopolar

dependence in terms of q̂ · k̂, i.e.12

F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) =
√

4π Y00(k̂ · q̂) fλλ,ttsNL (k, q) = fλλ,ttsNL (k, q) . (3.31)

12Here and in the following we will re-normalize the Fλ1...λn, x1x2x3
NL (k,q) coefficients in order to be coherent

with the normalization chosen in literature [68]. This allows for better comparison of these results with
previous works.
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In this case, the spherical harmonic coefficients of GW anisotropies become

δGW,I, tts
`m (k) =

4π

At(k)
i`
∫

d3q

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂) j`(qd)

[
ARt (k) fRR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq ,

(3.32)

and

δGW,V, tts
`m (k) =

4π

At(k)
i`
∫

d3q

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂) j`(qd)

[
ARt (k) fRR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq .

(3.33)

Quadrupolar 〈γγζ〉
Next, we consider the case where F tts

NL has a quadrupolar angular dependence in q̂ · k̂, therefore
the case J = 2 of Eq. (2.32). We have

F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) =

√
4π

5
Y20(k̂ · q̂) fλλ,ttsNL (k, q) . (3.34)

In this case, the spherical harmonic coefficients of GW anisotropies read

δGW,I, tts
`m (k) =

1

At(k)

16π2

5

√
5

4π

∑
J,M,m′

iJ
√

(2J + 1)(2`+ 1)

(
` J 2
0 0 0

)(
` J 2
m M m′

)
×

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3
YJM (q̂)Y2m′(q̂) jJ(qd)

[
ARt (k) fRR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq ,

(3.35)

and

δGW,V, tts
`m (k) =

1

At(k)

16π2

5

√
5

4π

∑
J,M,m′

iJ
√

(2J + 1)(2`+ 1)

(
` J 2
0 0 0

)(
` J 2
m M m′

)
×

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3
YJM (q̂)Y2m′(q̂) jJ(qd)

[
ARt (k) fRR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq .

(3.36)

Here (
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 −m3

)
, (3.37)

denotes the Wigner 3-j symbol as defined in Eq. (C.9).

Quadrupolar 〈γγγ〉
Here we consider the case where F ttt

NL has a quadrupolar dependence in q̂ · k̂. This corresponds
to the case J = 2 of Eq. (2.33). We can parametrise this as

F λλλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) = −2

3

√
6π

5
±2Y20(k̂ · q̂) fλλλ

′,ttt
NL (k, q) = −ελ′ij (q) kikj fλλλ

′,ttt
NL (k, q) . (3.38)

The spherical harmonic coefficients become

δGW,I,ttt
`m (k) =

2π

At(k)
i`

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
d3q

(2π)3

j`(qd)

(qd)2
×
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×
{
−2Y

∗
`m(q̂)

[
ARt (k) fRRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
γRq +

++2Y
∗
`m(q̂)

[
ALt (k) fLLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
γLq

}
,

(3.39)

and

δGW,V,ttt
`m (k) =

2π

At(k)
i`

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
d3q

(2π)3

j`(qd)

(qd)2
×

×
{
−2Y

∗
`m(q̂)

[
ARt (k) fRRR,tttNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
γRq−

−+2Y
∗
`m(q̂)

[
ALt (k) fLLL,tttNL (k, q)−ARt (k) fRRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
γLq

}
.

(3.40)

As a final remark, notice that our spherical harmonic coefficients have been written in terms
of angular-independent quantities fλ1...λn, x1x2x3

NL (k, q), which can be considered as coefficents
that label the strength of NGs. These quantities give information about the strength of the
cross-correlation between the large and small scales q and k in a given inflationary scenario.

Induced anisotropies

These anisotropies arise from the propagation of GW through a background made inhomoge-
neous by scalar and tensor perturbations of the metric tensor. Their formal and computational
description is very similar to the formation of CMB temperature and polarization anisotropies
as a consequence of the SW and ISW effects. The detailed study of the associated Boltzmann
equations and the prediction for the amount of induced anisotropies today for I modes has
been derived in Refs. [57–59, 135]. Here we are interested in the large-scale limit of the result
for the anisotropies. In this limit, the dominant contribution is given by the SW term induced
by scalar perturbations, which reads as

δGW, I
ind (k, n̂) '

[
4− ∂ ln ΩGW(k)

∂ ln k

]
2

3

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eidq·n̂ ζq . (3.41)

There is also an analogous contribution due to tensor perturbations which is however negligible
with respect to the effect of scalar perturbations.

What about induced anisotropies in V modes? As scalar perturbations at linear level
cannot perceive parity violation (see e.g. [124]), then they do not induce V modes. In
principle, we can have a non-zero effect from tensor perturbations assuming a primordial
mechanism able to provide some asymmetry between R- and L-handed tensor power spectra,
resulting in χ 6= 0. In absence of such a mechanism, the V -mode induced anisotropies are
expected to be vanishing

δGW, V
ind (k, n̂) = 0 . (3.42)

In this study we will assume χ = 0, and Eq. (3.42) will hold. Needless to say, studying the
effect of tensor-induced V modes from models of inflation with significant parity violation in
tensor power spectra can be considered in a separate analysis.

In a way similar to the spherical harmonic coefficients of monopolar 〈γγζ〉, we can
compute the spherical harmonics coefficients of Eqs. (3.41) and (3.42). We find

δGW, I
ind, `m(k) ' 8π

3
i`
[
4− ∂ ln ΩGW(k)

∂ ln k

] ∫
d3q

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂) j`(qd) ζq , (3.43)
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and
δGW, V

ind, `m(k) = 0 . (3.44)

These induced contributions are of primordial origin similar to the intrinsic contributions
introduced above. These are linearly related to primordial perturbations from inflation, and
contain information on the power spectrum statistics of the underlying inflationary model,
specifically on the tensor tilt due to the 4−∂ ln ΩGW(k)/∂ ln k prefactor. Given this prefactor,
these anisotropies will be relevant in an early-universe mechanism able to provide a sharp
peak in the amplitude of primordial gravitational waves (see e.g. [61, 136]). As in the present
work we will not introduce such a mechanism and we will focus on V -mode anisotropies, the
induced anisotropies will be subdominant to the intrinsic anisotropies in the regime of sizeable
non-Gaussianities.

3.2.2 AGWB

The modeling of the astrophysical background of gravitational waves is one of the challenges
of the gravitational wave physics. As this background is formed by the superposition of un-
resolved individual GW sources, such as merging binary systems, it will be strongly related
to the distribution of the large scale structure of the Universe. In addition, this background
of gravitational waves is expected to be anisotropic. Many literature studies have proposed
realistic modelization of the AGWB monopole and anisotropies in different frequency win-
dows, see e.g. Refs. [137–151]. Of specific interest is the recent code [152] that compute
anisotropies of the AGWB.

Most importantly the literature has pointed out that the amount of GW signal from the
expected astrophysical background can make the detection of the primordial background of
gravitational waves challenging. While methods to separate the monopoles of the cosmologi-
cal background from the astrophysical one have been proposed (see e.g. [153–162]), it has not
convincingly shown to determine the nature of the detected anisotropies. Recently one direc-
tion has been investigated in Ref. [163], considering the cross-correlation of GW anisotropies
with CMB T modes as a way to distinguish between astrophysical and primordial background-
anisotropies. On the other hand, according to Ref. [68], a net detection of a GW-T signal
of primordial origin is still made difficult by its cosmic variance limited uncertainty in the
regime where AGWB-anisotropies significantly dominate over CGWB-anisotropies.

In this work we will mainly be focused on the information provided by GW V modes. As
we have seen above these are sourced by parity violation. While there are no useful constraints
on parity violation of the CGWB from inflation due to the lack of detection of inflationary
gravitational waves, parity violation mechanisms for AGWB are strongly constrained and
disfavoured by the current observations of astrophysical GW-events (see e.g. [80–85]). There-
fore, as we will assume, the amount of GW V modes of astrophysical origin is expected to
be negligible, and detecting a net parity violation signal in a SGWB is a powerful tool to
determine the primordial origin of this background.

4 Probing parity-odd bispectra with GW V modes

In this section we first provide general expressions for auto GW-GW and cross GW-CMB
correlations induced by the primordial mechanisms considered above and we will compare
our results with the literature considering parity even bispectra. Next, we will study V -mode
anisotropies generated by parity-odd squeezed bispectra. We will determine their detection
prospects by considering a BBO-like experiment.
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4.1 GW-GW and GW-CMB cross-correlations

We start defining a general angular cross-correlation between the quantities X and Y as

CXY` =
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

〈X`m Y`m〉 , (4.1)

where X = I, V corresponding to I- and V -mode anisotropies of the CGWB, and Y =
I, V, T,E,B, where T , E and B refer to the corresponding CMB anisotropic modes. Using
the results for the GW and CMB spherical harmonics coefficients derived in the previous
section (for technical details see App. C), we get the following expressions we will provide,
these separately for different angular dependence in k̂ · q̂.

Monopolar TTS

CIT` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.2)

CIE` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.3)

CV T` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.4)

CV E` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.5)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.6)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.7)

CII` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
, (4.8)

CV V` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
, (4.9)

CIV` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[(
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)

)2
−
(
ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

)2
]
.

(4.10)
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Quadrupolar TTS

CIT` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.11)

CIE` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.12)

CV T` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.13)

CV E` (k) = Gtts
cross(k)

∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
,

(4.14)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.15)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.16)

CII` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∑
J,J ′

iJ−J
′
(2J + 1) (2J ′ + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2 [(
` J ′ 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) jJ ′(qd)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
,

(4.17)

CV V` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∑
J,J ′

iJ−J
′
(2J + 1) (2J ′ + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2 [(
` J ′ 2
0 0 0

)]2

×
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×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) jJ ′(qd)As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
,

(4.18)

CIV` (k) = Gtts
auto(k)

∑
J,J ′

iJ−J
′
(2J + 1) (2J ′ + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2 [(
` J ′ 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) jJ ′(qd)As(q)

[(
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q)

)2
−
(
ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

)2
]
.

(4.19)

Quadrupolar TTT

CIT` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T T`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
+

+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.20)

CIE` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T E`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
+

+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.21)

CV T` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T T`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
−

−ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q)−ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.22)

CV E` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T E`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
−

−ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q)−ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.23)

CIB` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T B`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
−

−ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.24)

CV B` (k) = Gttt
`, cross(k)

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T B`(t)(q)

{
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
+
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+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q)−ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]}
,

(4.25)

CII` (k) = Gttt
`, auto(k)

∫
dq

q

[
j`(qd)

(qd)2

]2 {
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]2
+

+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]2 }
,

(4.26)

CV V` (k) = Gttt
`, auto(k)

∫
dq

q

[
j`(qd)

(qd)2

]2 {
ARt (q)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q)−ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]2
+

+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q)−ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]2 }
,

(4.27)

CIV` (k) = Gttt
`, auto(k)

∫
dq

q

[
j`(qd)

(qd)2

]2 {
ARt (q)

[(
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q)

)2
−
(
ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

)2
]
−

−ALt (q)

[(
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q)

)2
−
(
ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

)2
]}

.

(4.28)

In the above expressions we have applied the following for simplicity of notation,

Gtts
cross(k) ≡ 4π

At(k)
,

Gtts
auto(k) ≡ 4π

A2
t (k)

,

Gttt
`, cross(k) ≡ 2π

At(k)

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!
,

Gttt
`, auto(k) ≡ π

A2
t (k)

(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!
. (4.29)

4.2 Parity-even bispectra: matching with previous literature

Let us assume that primordial power spectra and bispectra are invariant under parity trans-
formations. Therefore, according to Eq. (2.34), amplitudes of non-Gaussianity do not depend
on the polarization index, leading to the following identities

fR, ttsNL = fL, ttsNL = f even, tts
NL , (4.30)

and

fRR, tttNL = fLL, tttNL = fLR, tttNL = fRL, tttNL = f even, ttt
NL . (4.31)

In this case the expressions for the correlators given above will simplify and become as specified
in the following.
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Monopolar TTS

CIT` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q) f

even, tts
NL (k, q) , (4.32)

CIE` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q) f

even, tts
NL (k, q) , (4.33)

CV T` (k) = 0 , (4.34)

CV E` (k) = 0 , (4.35)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.36)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.37)

CII` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[
f even, tts

NL (k, q)
]2
, (4.38)

CV V` (k) = 0 , (4.39)

CIV` (k) = 0 . (4.40)

Quadrupolar TTS

CIT` (k) = 4π
∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q) f

even, tts
NL (k, q) ,

(4.41)

CIE` (k) = 4π
∑
J

iJ−` (2J + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q) f

even, tts
NL (k, q) ,

(4.42)

CV T` (k) = 0 , (4.43)

CV E` (k) = 0 , (4.44)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.45)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.46)

CII` (k) = 4π
∑
J,J ′

iJ−J
′
(2J + 1) (2J ′ + 1)

[(
` J 2
0 0 0

)]2 [(
` J ′ 2
0 0 0

)]2

×

×
∫

dq

q
jJ(qd) jJ ′(qd)As(q)

[
f even, tts

NL (k, q)
]2
, (4.47)

CV V` (k) = 0 , (4.48)

CIV` (k) = 0 . (4.49)
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Quadrupolar TTT

CIT` (k) = 2π

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T T`(t)(q)At(q) f

even, ttt
NL (k, q) , (4.50)

CIE` (k) = 2π

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T E`(t)(q)At(q) f

even, ttt
NL (k, q) , (4.51)

CV T` (k) = 0 , (4.52)

CV E` (k) = 0 , (4.53)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.54)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.55)

CII` (k) = π
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

[
j`(qd)

(qd)2

]2

At(q)
[
f even, ttt

NL (k, q)
]2
, (4.56)

CV V` (k) = 0 , (4.57)

CIV` (k) = 0 . (4.58)

These agree with results presented in Ref. [68] apart for the use of the exact T - and E-mode
CMB transfer functions. Also, here we have accounted for non-zero squeezed 〈ttt〉 bispectra
with mixed chiralities, which in [68] were assumed to be equal to 0. However, according to
the general equation (4.31), these should give additional contributions, resulting in a factor
2 in the GW-CMB cross-correlations and a factor 4 in the GW-GW auto-correlations with
respect to [68].

From our results we see that only cross-correlators involving I, T and E modes are
non-vanishing. This is not a surprise and it is strictly related to the parity-invariance of the
signatures. We can understand this from the intuition by considering how each fundamental
mode transforms under the parity transformation operator P

P
(
aT`m
)

= (−1)` aT`m , (4.59)

P
(
aE`m
)

= (−1)` aE`m , (4.60)

P
(
aB`m
)

= (−1)`+1 aB`m , (4.61)

P
(
δGW, I
`m

)
= (−1)` δGW, I

`m , (4.62)

and the fact that under parity symmetry

δGW, V
`m = 0 . (4.63)
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Therefore, by employing the parity transformation to the definition (4.1), we get the following
transformation rules and results

CIT`
P−→ CIT` , (4.64)

CIE`
P−→ CIE` , (4.65)

CIB`
P−→ −CIB` = 0 , (4.66)

CV T` = 0 , (4.67)

CV E` = 0 , (4.68)

CV B` = 0 , (4.69)

CII`
P−→ CII` , (4.70)

CV V` = 0 , (4.71)

CV I` = 0 . (4.72)

4.3 Parity-odd bispectra

We now switch to the case study focus in this work, i.e. the case of parity-odd bispectra. In
particular, we assume no parity violation at the power spectrum level, so χ = 0, and therefore
the V -mode monopole is vanishing. As noted in [76], parity-odd bispectra may appear at tree-
level with no modification to tensor power spectra in inflationary models with alternative
symmetry breaking patterns, like solid inflation [45, 46]. Solid inflation is an inflationary
model where the acceleration is driven by a triplet of scalar fields that pick up spatial vevs,
leading to the spontaneous breaking of spatial diffeomorphisms. Internal symmetries of the
scalar triplet then ensure that the background geometry is homogeneous and isotropic, and
the effect of the symmetry breaking pattern is manifest only in cosmological correlators. We
will not review in detail this inflationary model, but refer the reader to the original literature
and Ref. [76] for more details on how to construct the operators that give rise to parity-odd
bispectra. Moreover, in [76] it was also shown that the strength of these parity-odd NGs can
be sizeable.

More general, according to [76], at tree level and assuming only locality, unitarity and
the scale invariance of the theory, the shape functions of parity-odd bispectra are highly
constrained, with only a few possibilities. By taking the squeezed limit of these, we find
that either 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉 admit non-vanishing squeezed shapes, with 〈tts〉/〈ttt〉 having a
monopolar/quadrupolar angular dependence in terms of k̂ · q̂. Even if solid inflation admits
mixed scalar-graviton interactions that are not manifestly local, Ref. [76] showed that we
can still introduce cubic operators that lead to manifestly local scalar-graviton interactions.
Therefore, we take the monopolar/quadrupolar angular dependence in 〈tts〉/〈ttt〉 as well-
motivated ansatz for our parity-odd bispectra.

How are these bispectra constrained with current experiments? The lack of observation
of a squeezed non-Gaussian signal in CMB T and E anisotropies disfavour an important level
of parity-odd 〈ttt〉 squeezed NGs at CMB scales (see e.g. [164–168]). On the contrary, when
referring to parity-odd 〈tts〉 squeezed NGs, CMB experiments have been forecasted to provide
very poor constraints when relying solely on T and E modes (see e.g. Ref. [48]). Therefore,
at present the strength of squeezed (parity-odd) 〈tts〉 NGs can be considered experimentally
unconstrained.

Let us now switch to the computations of the imprints of parity-odd bispectra on GW
anisotropies. We start by reminding that the parity-odd condition (2.35) determines the
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following relationships between the non-Gaussian coefficients

fR, ttsNL = −fL, ttsNL = fodd, tts
NL , (4.73)

and

fRR, tttNL = fRL, tttNL = −fLR, tttNL = −fLL, tttNL = fodd, ttt
NL . (4.74)

By applying these last equations to the correlators given in Sec. 4.1, we obtain the following
expressions.

Monopolar TTS

CIT` (k) = 0 , (4.75)

CIE` (k) = 0 , (4.76)

CV T` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T T`(s)(q)As(q) f

odd, tts
NL (k, q) , (4.77)

CV E` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
j`(qd) T E`(s)(q)As(q) f

odd, tts
NL (k, q) , (4.78)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.79)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.80)

CII` (k) = 0 , (4.81)

CV V` (k) = 4π

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[
fodd, tts

NL (k, q)
]2
, (4.82)

CIV` (k) = 0 . (4.83)

Quadrupolar TTT

CIT` (k) = 0 , (4.84)

CIE` (k) = 0 , (4.85)

CV T` (k) = 2π

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T T`(t)(q)At(q) f

odd, ttt
NL (k, q) , (4.86)
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CV E` (k) = 2π

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

j`(qd)

(qd)2
T E`(t)(q)At(q) f

odd, ttt
NL (k, q) , (4.87)

CIB` (k) = 0 , (4.88)

CV B` (k) = 0 , (4.89)

CII` (k) = 0 , (4.90)

CV V` (k) = π
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
dq

q

[
j`(qd)

(qd)2

]2

At(q)
[
fodd, ttt

NL (k, q)
]2
, (4.91)

CIV` (k) = 0 . (4.92)

Here, we find that only correlators involving V , T and E modes are non-vanishing. Inter-
estingly all spectra with I modes are vanishing, therefore a net detection of GW I modes of
primordial origin or their cross-correlation with CMB anisotropies as considered in previous
literature would rule out scenarios of inflation with parity-odd bispectra, but no in the tensor
power spectrum. In Fig. 1 we plot these quantities fixing constant values of the non-Gaussian
parameters fodd,tts

NL = fodd,ttt
NL = 103 and r = 0.032, which corresponds to the current con-

straint on the tensor-to-scalar-ratio [19, 169]. As we are considering anisotropies of GW that
re-enter the horizon very early, we can fix d = η0 − ηentry ≈ η0 without any significant mod-
ification in the final results. We assume constant amplitude for the large scale primordial
power spectra, with As(q) = 2.100549 × 10−9 for the dimensionless scalar power spectrum,
while the dimensionless tensor power spectrum is taken as At(q) ' rAs. We verified that
accounting for the slight red-tilted dependence of scalar perturbations as measured by CMB
experiments [169] has a negligible effect. We can fix qmin = 0 to perform the q-integrations as
the integrands in the equations for the angular power spectra are vanishing in the q → 0 limit,
erasing any dependence on the exact duration of inflation. There is only one exception: the
` = 2 auto-V modes power spectrum generated by the parity-odd 〈ttt〉 bispectrum possesses
a logarithmic divergence in the q → 0 limit if we assume that At(q) and fodd,ttt

NL (k, q) are
scale-invariant. In the V -mode power spectrum shown in Fig. 1 we cured this divergence by
fixing qmin = 10−5 Mpc−1, corresponding to the order of magnitude of the largest CMB scale.
However, we stress that this choice is just indicative and smaller values of qmin would cause
a logarithmic increase of this ` = 2 auto-V modes power spectrum.

From the figures we conclude that the 〈tts〉 bispectrum systematically leads to a sig-
nal that is at least an order of magnitude stronger than 〈ttt〉 for the same level of NGs.
Also, 〈tts〉 is the only bispectrum that affects the GW V -mode dipole which, as we will see
later on, represents the best observational channel in GW experiments searching for V -mode
anisotropies. This together with the lack of any constraint from CMB experiments makes the
〈tts〉 bispectrum a better candidate than 〈ttt〉 for a possible detection with GW V modes. For
that reason, in the next section we will present a preliminary investigation of the detection
prospects on the GW V modes generated by the squeezed parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectrum.
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Figure 1: The V -V auto- and V -CMB cross-correlations generated by parity-odd bispectra
for some fixed value of the parameters. We plotted only the absolute values. The CVE

`>8’s from
〈ttt〉 take negative values. All the other values are positive. CVV

1 from 〈ttt〉 is not shown as
it is vanishing.
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4.4 Detection prospects of parity-odd bispectra from a BBO-like experiment

In this section we study the detection prospects of the V -mode intrinsic anisotropies generated
by parity-odd squeezed bispectra. We first estimate the minimum noise level in the V modes
detection from a BBO-like case study: the experiment we consider consists of the space-
based BBO star configuration, with two LISA-like triangular constellations arranged in the
same plane as a six-pointed star, i.e. with an angular phase difference of 60◦ between the
constellation planes [14]. In a very advanced stage of the BBO mission there will also be 2
outer constellations trailing and leading the star constellation by 120◦ in an earth-like orbit
around the sun. However, in this work we do not take these additional constellations into
account. The individual arm lengths of each constellation are taken as the current planned
value of L = 5 × 107 m. As shown for the first time in [88], with the observatories lying on
the same plane, the resulting experiment would be insensitive to the V -mode monopole, while
instead this is not true when dealing with V -mode anisotropies (see e.g. [89]).

Here, we will not go into details defining the quantities involved in the characterization
of LISA-like networks of interferometers and the final results for the noise angular power
spectra, but we will give only the fundamental details, referring to the literature and previous
references on this topic for in depth explanations.

In general, for each of the two constellations we can define three observational channels,
the so-called Time Domain Interferometry (TDI) X, Y and Z variables [170] 13. In the
frequency domain, the cross-correlations between the generic channels A and B can be written
as [170]

〈sA(f) sB(f ′)〉 =
δT (f − f ′)

2

[
RIAB(f)P It (f) +RVAB(f)P Vt (f)

]
, (4.93)

where δT (f − f ′) = T sinc(f − f ′) 14. Here, the quantities RXAB(f) are the monopole overlap
reduction functions of the GW X-mode, where we defined

P It (f) = PRt (f) + PLt (f) , P Vt (f) = PRt (f)− PLt (f) . (4.94)

In Eq. (4.93) the n̂ angular dependence of the signal power spectrum is integrated out. By
accounting for this angular dependence, we can define the angular overlap reduction functions
as [92]

RXAB, `m(f) =

∫
d2n̂RXAB(f, n̂)Y ∗`m(n̂) . (4.95)

Here we consider only cross-correlations between channels of different constellations. In this
case, and working in the rigid detector approximation (time independent antenna patterns),
the X-mode noise power spectrum reads [92](

NX
`

)−1
= Tobs

∑
A,B>A

∫
df

(
2ξ(f)

5

)2 ( 3H2
0

4π2f3

)2
∑

m |RXAB, `m(f)|2

(2`+ 1)NA(f)NB(f)
, (4.96)

where Tobs denotes the total observation time,

ξ(f) =

(
f

f∗

)nt
, (4.97)

13In practise, it is common to switch to the so called AET TDI channels basis, which are obtained by
diagonalizing the co-variance matrix of the X, Y and Z channels, in a way that the cross-correlated noise
between the different channels of the same constellation is zero [171, 172]. In our case we consider only
cross-correlations between different constellations, therefore employing the X,Y, Z or the A,E, T basis will
not make any difference in our final statements.

14In the limit of infinite observation time the δT can be replaced with a proper Dirac delta.
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is a quantity sensitive to the spectral dependence of the signal under consideration15, and
NA(f), NB(f) are the noise power spectral densities of the channels A and B, respectively.
For an almost scale invariant background of GW we have ξ(f) ' 1. According to our normal-
ization conventions of GW anisotropies, assuming a background of GW with Ω

I
GW(f) = Ω

I
GW,

the noise just introduced can be related to CII` and CV V` as

N II
` =

N I
`(

Ω
I
GW

)2 , NV V
` =

NV
`(

Ω
I
GW

)2 . (4.98)

Alternatively, for a background with a relevant scale dependence, this last equation should be
applied locally at each separate frequency f . It makes sense to define the multipole squared-
SNR as [173]

(
SNRX

`

)2
=

∫
df (2`+ 1)

∣∣CXX` (f)
∣∣ [ΩI

GW(f)
]2

NX
` (f)

, (4.99)

where16

NX
` (f) =

Tobs

∑
A,B>A

(
2

5

)2 ( 3H2
0

4π2f3

)2
∑

m |RXAB, `m(f)|2

(2`+ 1)NA(f)NB(f)

−1

. (4.100)

Eq. (4.99) gives us the frequency-integrated squared-SNR at a given multipole `.
(
SNRX

`

)2
>

1 implies evidence for a non-zero signal in the `-th pole anisotropy of the X-mode. In analogy
with Ref. [61], we can define the following effective angular sensitivity of the detector to the
`-th multipole

Ωn
X,`(f) =

Tobs

∑
A,B>A

(
2

5

)2 ( 3H2
0

4π2f3

)2
∑

m |RXAB, `m(f)|2

(2`+ 1)NA(f)NB(f)

−1/2

. (4.101)

In Fig. 2 we plot this quantity as function of the frequency for the I and V -mode first
four multipoles17 assuming 1 year of observation. For each channel of the two BBO-like
constellations we have taken the noise power spectral densities as given in Ref. [88]18. From

15Here a power-law dependence with tensor tilt nt and reference frequency f∗ is assumed.
16Note the additional (2/5)2 factor with respect to what given in Ref. [173]. This is because we are following

the conventions in Ref. [92] in defining the detector angular overlap reduction functions which differ from Ref.
[173] by a factor 5/2. The authors of Ref. [92] adopted a normalization convention that is typically intended
for L-shaped detectors rather than triangular detectors.

17As shown e.g. in Ref. [67], when taking cross-correlations between the two constellation of the BBO-star
configuration, the noise level starts to increase fast for ` > 4, making any detection of a signal challenging.

18Specifically, for each channel "A" we assume a noise of the form

NA(f) = 4
(
Sn,s + 2Sn,a

[
1 + cos2(f/fBBO)

])
, (4.102)

where fBBO is the BBO-characteristic frequency fBBO = (2πL/c)−1 ' 1 Hz, and we defined the shot-noise
and acceleration-noise power spectra

Sn,s = 8× 10−50 Hz−1 , (4.103)

Sn,a = 2.3× 10−52

(
Hz
f

)4

Hz−1 . (4.104)
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Fig. 2 we find that fmin ≈ 0.3 Hz represents the frequency of maximum sensitivity of the
experiment for all the multipole-anisotropies, with a slight variation of the exact frequency
of the minimum noise depending on the multipole and the X-mode considered.
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Figure 2: Figures showing the angular sensitivity curves of the first four `-th multipoles.
Only cross-correlations between different constellations of the BBO-star configuration are
considered. The noise power spectral densities on the BBO channels are taken by Ref. [88].
1 year of observation is assumed.

In particular, we can understand the frequency-scaling and the general behaviour of the
V -mode angular sensitivity curves for reflection with the I-mode case: in fact, as explained
e.g. in Ref. [92], in LISA-like interferometers the overall behaviour of these curves and
their strength is linked to the parity-state of the corresponding angular overlap reduction
functions. In the case of cross-correlations between channels of close constellations (as happens
for the BBO star configuration) ` =even(odd) angular I-mode overlap reduction functions
have even(odd)-parity, respectively. Angular overlap functions with the same parity-state
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have very similar frequency-scaling and the minimum of the sensitivity function at similar
frequency (here fmin ' 0.25(0.3) Hz for even(odd)-parity). Also, parity-even angular overlap
functions have overall better sensitivity than the parity-odd ones. With this in mind, we can
easily predict the behaviour of the V -mode angular sensitivity curves: as they have opposite
parity-states with respect to the I-mode ones, we expect the ` =even(odd) V -mode angular
sensitivity curves to be similar to the ` =odd(even) I-mode ones. This coincides with what
quantitatively displayed in Fig. 2.

By assuming an almost constant fodd,tts
NL = 104 coefficient and a power-law tensor power

spectrum, in Fig. 3 we show the
(
SNRV

`

)2 for three different choices of the tensor spectral
index taking r = 0.01 at k = 0.05 Mpc−1. Using this figure, in Tab. 2 we derive scaling
formulas for the

(
SNRV

`

)2. We see that the V -mode dipole is the best channel to probe
parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectra. In particular by taking a scale invariant amplitude of GWs with
r = 0.01, in 5 years the V -mode dipole would provide evidence for a signal of fodd,tts

NL ∼ 3×103.
By taking a generic r this value would become fodd,tts

NL ∼ 3× 103× (0.01/r). On the contrary,
higher multipoles are much less sensitive to a primordial signal, demanding a blue-tilted
dependence in the tensor power spectrum to improve the detection prospects. Such a tilt-
dependence can be obtained for instance within solid inflation (see e.g. [67]) which, as pointed
out above, contains symmetry breaking patterns that allow the parity-odd NGs considered
here. However, in this inflationary scenario large values of nt are disallowed, in a way that
a detection of a ` > 1 V -mode anisotropy would still remain difficult. As squeezed 〈ttt〉
bispectra do not leave signatures in the V -mode dipole, our analysis enforces the fact that
〈tts〉 is in general a better candidate to make an observation rather than 〈ttt〉.
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f odd, tts
NL = 104, r = 0.01
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Figure 3: Figure showing the squared-SNRV
` for the V -mode anisotropies sourced by

squeezed parity-odd 〈tts〉. A power-law of tensor-tilt nt is assumed for the tensor power
spectrum. The value of the tensor-to-scalar-ratio refers to the CMB frequency f ' 7.7× 1017

Hz (or k = 0.05 Mpc−1).
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×
(

r
0.01

)2 (fodd,ttsNL
104

)2 (
Tobs
1yr

)
` = 1 ` = 2 ` = 3 ` = 4

〈tts〉 :
(
SNRV

`

)2 |nt=0 = 2.09 0.015 0.011 0.00021

〈tts〉 :
(
SNRV

`

)2 |nt=0.05 = 74 0.56 0.4 0.0077

〈tts〉 :
(
SNRV

`

)2 |nt=0.1 = 2.64× 103 21 14 0.28

Table 2: Scaling formulas for
(
SNRV

`

)2 for different values of the tensor tilt.

At this point we want to address the following question: is the V -mode observational
channel here considered to measure parity-odd 〈tts〉 competitive (as well as complementary)
with CMB experiments? Even if squeezed primordial NGs probed by GW anisotropies refer
to squeezed triangular configurations much different than those probed by CMB experiments,
assuming scale invariance we can match the expected sensitivity to fodd,tts

NL of our case-study
with that of the future generations of CMB experiments, assuming that a primordial B-mode
detection is made. Using the results of [48] and in particular noting that the parameter Π of
this reference is linked to our fodd,tts

NL through

fodd,tts
NL ' 6.5× 10−2 rΠ , (4.105)

we derive the following CMB forecasts on the 1σ error on fodd,tts
NL by using BBT and BBE

bispectra for different values of r

∆fodd,tts
NL

∣∣∣r=10−2

CMB
& 104 , ∆fodd,tts

NL

∣∣∣r=10−3

CMB
& 105 , ∆fodd,tts

NL

∣∣∣r=10−4

CMB
& 5×105 . (4.106)

These lower bounds on the 1-σ errors are derived assuming a full-sky cosmic variance-limited
detection of primordial B modes accounting for the lensing contamination. By matching these
values with

fodd,tts
NL

∣∣∣5yrs

GW
∼ 3× 103 ×

(
0.01

r

)
, (4.107)

we realize that for r & 10−4 our V -mode dipole can in principle provide stronger or com-
mensurate constraints compared to those of hypothetical CMB experiments that are able to
detect cosmic-variance limited primordial B modes.

It is important to mention that in this comparison we did not consider the information
coming from ` > 2 V -mode anisotropies as the level of noise increases relatively rapidly by
increasing ` (see Fig. 2). As shown e.g. in Ref. [68] for the I-mode case, considering the
full BBO-configuration might reduce the level of noise of higher `-poles anisotropies in a way
that the ultimate detectable value of fodd,tts

NL is smaller than what presented in Eq. (4.107).
Therefore, the forecast in Eq. (4.107) should be considered as a first estimate.

As a final remark, we stress that in our investigation we have not considered the motion
of our BBO-experiment with respect to the cosmic reference frame. By accounting for this, we
would expect a non-zero V -mode dipole induced by a non-zero V -mode monopole [86, 87, 89].
While here we have assumed no asymmetry in R- and L-handed tensor power spectra in a
way that the V -mode monopole is vanishing, a non-zero V -mode monopole due to some other
primordial parity-violation mechanism could contaminate the dipole channel. We will leave
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the implications of this contamination for the search of parity-odd squeezed primordial NGs
in GW experiments for future research.

In the following we will see which role the GW-CMB cross-correlations play in providing
additional evidence claiming a primordial detection of a GW V -mode signal.

4.5 The role of GW-CMB cross-correlations

Here we discuss the cross-correlations between GW V modes and CMB T and E modes to
improve the detection prospects of a parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectrum or to confirm a detection of
primordial origin. For this purpose, let us consider the following vector of observables19

O` = (CV T` , CV E` ) . (4.108)

Assuming that the cross-correlations are Gaussian distributed20, the vector of some given
measurements Õ` will follow the multivariate Gaussian likelihood

L ∝ exp

[
−1

2

`max∑
`=2

(Õ` − Ō`)T · Σ−1 · (Õ` − Ō`)

]
, (4.109)

where Σ denotes the covariance matrix

Σ =
1

2`+ 1


(
NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTT` +

(
C̄V T`

)2 (
NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTE` + C̄V T` C̄V E`(

NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTE` + C̄V T` C̄V E`

(
NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CEE` +

(
C̄V E`

)2
 ,

(4.110)
and (

NV V
`

)−1
=

∫
df

[
Ω
I
GW(f)

]2

NV
` (f)

. (4.111)

In Eq. (4.110) the bar denotes quantities evaluated for some fiducial model where we fix the
early-universe parameters, corresponding to Eqs. (4.77) and (4.78). Now, let us assume that
we have been unable to extract a signal out of the noise level in the V modes power spectrum
as (SNRV

` )2 < 1. From a measurement Õ` we want to reject the H0 hypothesis of the absence
of a primordial signal in the auto- and cross-correlations, i.e. C̄V V` = Ō` = 0. The alternative
hypothesis H1 will be the presence of a primordial signal in the cross-correlation, i.e. Ō` 6= 0,
consistent with Eqs. (4.77) and (4.78). Assuming that we measure non-zero cross-correlations
Õ` that are compatible with what is expected from a given fiducial theory (so Õ` ' Ō`) we
can define the following log-likelihood ratio

− 2 ∆ lnL =

`max∑
`=2

ŌT` · Σ−1
N · Ō` , (4.112)

where

ΣN =
1

2`+ 1

NV V
` CTT` NV V

` CTE`

NV V
` CTE` NV V

` CEE`

 . (4.113)

19In what follows we are assuming that the non-Gaussian amplitudes fodd,tts
NL do not depend on the short

scale k(f), in a way that the signals CXY` do not depend on the frequency f .
20In principle these cross-correlations should follow a χ2 distribution with 2`+ 1 degrees of freedom which

approaches to a Gaussian in the large ` limit. As here we want to make an order-of-magnitude forecast, for
simplicity we will approximate the distribution as a Gaussian also for small `’s.
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In general, the larger the quantity −2 ∆ lnL is, the larger is the statistical significance sup-
porting a non-zero primordial detection. We start to have evidence of a non-zero primordial
signal when −2∆ lnL > 1 21. In Fig. 4 we show the log likelihood ratio in Eq. (4.112) as
a function of `max taking fodd,tts

NL = 104 and a power-law tensor power spectrum with differ-
ent values of the tensor tilt, as above. Again, using this figure, in Tab. 3 we derive some
scaling formulas for the log likelihood ratio. In general, by matching tables 2 and 3, we find
that for the parameter-space where the condition

∑
` (SNRV

` )2 < 1 is met, we always get
−2∆ lnL|`max=4 < 1 as well. This suggests that by cross-correlating GW V modes with CMB
anisotropies we are unable to extract a net signal unless a GW V modes detection is already
made.
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Figure 4: Plot of the likelihood ratio in Eq. (4.112).

×
(

r
0.01

)2 (fodd,ttsNL
104

)2 (
Tobs
1yr

)
`max = 2 `max = 3 `max = 4

〈tts〉 : −2 ∆ lnL|nt=0 = 0.0104 0.0180 0.0182

〈tts〉 : −2 ∆ lnL|nt=0.05 = 0.38 0.65 0.66

〈tts〉 : −2 ∆ lnL|nt=0.1 = 14.05 23.80 24.00

Table 3: Scaling formulas for −2 ∆ lnL for different values of the tensor tilt.

We now want to answer a different question: assuming that we get a clear non-zero de-
tection in the V modes auto-correlations from ` = 2 up to a certain `max, with what statistical

21Usually, we should impose −2∆ lnL > p, where p is a parameter sensitive to the significance α selected
to reject H0 in favour of H1. In order to do so, we should study the distribution of −2∆ lnL under the H0

hypothesis. However, here we are not interested in such elaborated analysis, that is left for future research.
The condition −2∆ lnL > 1 tells us the parameter-space for which we should start to have an evidence for a
non-zero cross-correlation of primordial origin.
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significance we can confirm this detection using cross-correlations with CMB anisotropies? To
answer this question we need the following log likelihood ratio

− 2 ∆ lnL =

`max∑
`=2

ŌT` · Σ−1
S · Ō` , (4.114)

where this time

ΣS =
1

2`+ 1

(NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTT`

(
NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTE`(

NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CTE`

(
NV V
` + C̄V V`

)
CEE`

 . (4.115)

This log likelihood ratio allows us to reject the H̃0 hypothesis of zero signal in the cross-
correlations, but assuming a significant non-zero detection in the self-correlations, i.e. C̄V V` 6=
0 > NV V

` . Under this assumption the quantity −2∆ lnL does not depend significantly on
the fixed fiducial early universe parameters and we give its value in terms of `max in Tab. 4.
We find that if we observe V -mode anisotropies with ` ≥ 2 attributed to squeezed parity-odd
NGs, we should always have additional evidence of their primordial origin by cross-correlating
GW V modes with CMB anisotropies. This provides us with a fundamental tool to exclude
an alternative origin of the V -mode signal, such as instrument systematics.

`max = 2 `max = 3 `max = 4

〈tts〉 : −2∆ lnL = 5.38 (& 2.69) 12.26 20.87

Table 4: Significance of a primordial detection from the V T and V E cross-correlations
assuming a signal-dominated measurement of the GW V modes, with CV V` � NV V

` for
` ≤ `max. In parenthesis the case CV V2 & NV V

2 .

5 Discussion and conclusion

In previous decades the main observational tool for cosmology were the CMB anisotropies.
However, in recent years we experienced the rise of the multi-messenger cosmology, and
in the next decades gravitational-wave cosmology is expected to impact in confirming and
unrevealing new information about our Universe.

In this paper we have considered primordial processes which give rise to anisotropies
in the stochastic background of gravitational waves expected from inflation. The amount
of these anisotropies is related to the strength of squeezed 〈ttt〉 and 〈tts〉 primordial NGs,
which can be important in models of inflation with isocurvature fields, with non-Bunch Davies
initial states, and in models with alternative symmetry breaking patterns, like solid inflation.
Therefore, being able to observe this stochastic background together with anisotropies would
allow us to probe new physics during inflation.

With respect to previous literature on this topic, here we focused on the polarization
of GW, and imprints of parity violation. In fact, similarly with what happens for CMB
anisotropies, also GW anisotropies can possess different states of polarization. So far, only
I-mode anisotropies (the so-called unpolarized anisotropies) due to squeezed NGs have been
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considered, while here for the first time we considered the GW V modes that are linearly
related to the local asymmetry between R- and L-handed GW.

For this purpose, we first included the chiral basis of GWs and derived more general
formulas for the I and V GW modes power spectra and their cross-correlations with CMB
anisotropies. Next, we specified observables for parity-odd 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉 squeezed bispectra
that are sensitive to the violation of parity symmetry in the primordial interactions and, ac-
cording to [76], can be sizeable (without necessarily introducing parity violation in primordial
power spectra) in models of inflation with alternative symmetry breaking patterns, like solid
inflation.

Similarly to what happens when dealing with GW I modes, for the same level of non-
Gaussianity parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectra in general provide stronger signatures than 〈ttt〉 in V
modes (see e.g. Fig. 1). In particular, 〈ttt〉 bispectra do not leave signatures in the V -mode
dipole, which we have forecasted to be the best observational channel. This suggests that
parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectra are in general better candidates to make an observation in GW
experiments. Moreover, differently from the I modes, the induced and astrophysical contam-
ination to the intrinsic (non-Gaussian induced) V -mode signal is expected to be negligible,
leaving the experimental noise as the only barrier to get a non-zero detection.

We studied the detection prospects of parity-odd 〈tts〉 bispectra from the BBO-star con-
figuration. Interestingly, we found that after 5 years a net observation of a non-Gaussian
amplitude fodd,tts

NL ∼ 3 × 103 is possible in the V -mode dipole, given the current constraints
to the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and without requiring a blue-tilted scale dependence of the
gravitational waves power spectrum from inflation. More interestingly, next generation CMB
experiments are not expected to provide better constraints on fodd,tts

NL assuming a primor-
dial B-mode detection with r & 10−4. This makes our observational channel particularly
interesting to explore signatures of parity violation in the 〈tts〉 bispectrum, which can reveal
signatures of new physics during inflation.

Assuming that no parity violation is introduced in the tensor power spectra, our parity-
odd NGs are expected not to source any GW I-mode anisotropies or V -mode monopole.
Therefore, a detection of a primordial I-mode monopole and V -mode anisotropies together
with a zero amount of V -mode monopole and I-mode anisotropies would be a strong indicator
for parity-odd bispectra, allowing us to distinguish this parity violation mechanism from
others introduced in the literature.

Finally, we found that cross-correlating the V -mode signal with CMB anisotropies in
general can not increase the parameter space probed by the V modes power spectrum in the
case this signal is noise dominated. However, it can always provide an additional evidence of
a primordial detection in case where V -mode anisotropies are signal-dominated. This finding
confirms the utility of the GW-CMB cross-correlations for confirming a V -mode detection as
found in previous literature for the I modes.

This work aimed to give a first look to the ultimate potential of the GW V -mode
anisotropies towards probing non-linear parity violation processes in the early universe. This
opens up plenty of follow-up investigations.

• In our general results for GW-GW and GW-CMB (cross) correlations, Eqs. (4.2)-
(4.28), we derive formulas in terms of non-Gaussian coefficients and power spectra
where we take into account the a-priori difference between a L-handed and a R-handed
gravitational wave. While in this work we fixed PRt = PLt and we studied parity violation
through parity-odd bispectra only, in general an asymmetry PRt 6= PLt with or without
the presence of parity-violation in tensor squeezed bispectra can lead to non-zero GW I
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or V modes and their cross-correlations with the CMB as well. Studying this instance
would be interesting.

• In this work we considered the so-called BBO star-configuration. It would be interesting
to understand what happens when including in the picture the 2 outer constellations
trailing and leading the star constellation by 120◦ in an earth-like orbit around the sun.
It would also be compelling to find the optimal configuration of the BBO constellations
that maximizes the sensitivity to V -mode anisotropies.

• It would be intriguing to find symmetry breaking patterns that allow for parity-odd
bispectra while introducing growth mechanisms for the tensor power spectrum on small
scales. In this case, the value of Ω

I
GW can be enhanced at interferometer scales, therefore

allowing for a non-zero detection associated to smaller values of fodd,tts
NL .

• Enhanced values of Ω
I
GW at interferometer scales would open up the possibility to ob-

serve non-zero V modes anisotropies from parity-odd bispectra with forthcoming GW
experiments, such as the LISA-Taiji space-based network or the ET-CE ground-based
network. It would be interesting to study the detection prospects of V -mode anisotropies
for these networks.

• In this work we have studied the detection prospects of monopolar parity-odd 〈tts〉 NGs
only. However, as already shown in e.g. [68] for the I modes case, specific realizations of
inflation might enhance (beyond tree-level) the quadrupolar parity-odd 〈tts〉 and 〈ttt〉
bipectra, motivating a separate study of the detection prospects of these signatures.

• As the GW-CMB cross-correlations that are supposed to matter most in the squeezed
PNGs search are those at very large angular scales, it would be interesting to study
their statistical properties and detection prospects by considering their real distribution,
which is supposed to be a χ-squared distribution with 2`+ 1 degrees of freedom. This
might provide appreciable differences with the assumption of Gaussian likelihoods.

• Here we studied anisotropies arising in the GW V -mode polarization. In principle this
analysis could be extended to study anisotropies in the Q- and U -mode polarizations
that describe the GW linear polarization field. As the GW linear polarizations are
spin±4 fields, only ` ≥ 4 anisotropies can be non-vanishing (see e.g. the discussion in
Ref. [174]). These are sourced by non-zero primordial cross-correlations between R-
and L-handed tensor perturbations (see e.g. Ref. [175]). Also, as recently shown in
Ref. [176], GW linear polarization anisotropies can be sourced by interaction with the
cosmic structures along the line-of-sight.

• Finally, in this work we have considered negligible the amount of induced and astro-
physical V modes. While this is justified respectively by the assumption PRt = PLt and
the modeling based on the current observed GW events of astrophysical origin, it is
however worth a more detailed investigation, particularly when considering inflationary
models where PRt 6= PLt .

We leave all these follow-up investigations to future works.
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A Squeezed modulation

In this appendix we briefly review the mechanism of squeezed modulation of the primordial
power spectrum of a generic field Φ as a result of a non-zero squeezed mixed-bispectrum with
the field Ψ, i.e. BΦk1

Φk2
Ψq 6= 0, with q � k1, k2. As we have seen in Sec. 2.2, assuming

invariance under rotations, this squeezed bispectrum can be expressed in terms of the absolute
value of the short modes k1, k2, and their scalar product k̂1 · k̂2. We can parametrize the short
modes as

k1 = k− q/2 , k2 = −k− q/2 . (A.1)

In this way, the squeezed limit bispectrum will be a function of k, q and k̂ · q̂. Moreover,
following the prescriptions of Sec. 2.2 (in particular Eq. (2.23)) we define the quantity

FΦΦΨ
NL (k,q) =

BΦΦΨ(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

PΦ(k)PΨ(q)
. (A.2)

It is well-known (see e.g. [62–64]) that the presence of a non-zero squeezed bispectrum

BΦΦΨ(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0 6= 0 (A.3)

implies that the (long) Fourier mode Ψq induces the following correlation between the short-
momenta fields Φk1 and Φk2

〈Φk1Φk2〉|Ψq = (2π)3 δ(k1 + k2 + q)PΦ(k)FΦΦΨ
NL (k,q) Ψ∗q . (A.4)

This squeezed-induced correlation integrated for all the possible long modes and added to the
standard (homogeneous) power spectrum of the variable Φ gives the following total contribu-
tion

〈Φk1Φk2〉tot = (2π)3 δ(k1 + k2)PΦ(k) +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
(2π)3 δ(k1 + k2 + q)PΦ(k)FΦΦΨ

NL (k,q) Ψ∗q .

(A.5)

The primordial two-point correlation function in real space between two points x1 and x2 for
the variable Φ is given by the inverse Fourier-transform of this previous quantity. Therefore,
we have

〈Φx1Φx2〉tot =

∫
d3k1

(2π)3

∫
d3k2

(2π)3
ei(k1·x1+k2·x2) (2π)3 δ(k1 + k2)PΦ(k)+

+

∫
d3k1

(2π)3

∫
d3k2

(2π)3
ei(k1·x1+k2·x2)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
(2π)3 δ(k1 + k2 + q)PΦ(k)FΦΦΨ

NL (k,q) Ψ∗q .

(A.6)

By making the following variable re-definitions

p1 = k1 + k2 , p2 = (k1 − k2) /2 , (A.7)

and

x = x1 − x2 , xc = (x1 + x2)/2 , (A.8)
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we get

〈Φx1Φx2〉tot =

∫
d3p2

(2π)3
eip2·x PΦ(p2)+

+

∫
d3p1

(2π)3

∫
d3p2

(2π)3
ei(p1·xc+p2·x) PΦ(p2)FΦΦΨ

NL (p2,−p1) Ψ∗−p1
, (A.9)

where by exploiting the Dirac-delta’s we have integrated the p1 momentum in the first term
and the q momentum in the second term. Now, we just perform the change of variables
p2 = k and p1 = −q to get the final result

〈Φx1Φx2〉tot =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·x PΦ(k)

[
1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
e−iq·xc FΦΦΨ

NL (k,q) Ψ∗q

]
=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·x PΦ(k)

[
1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc FΦΦΨ

NL (k,q) Ψq

]
, (A.10)

where in the last step we have employed the fact that by definition FΦΦΨ
NL (k,q) is real. What

we have just derived is a local modulation of the primordial power spectrum of the variable
Φ, arising in the midpoint at xc = (x1 + x2)/2. This local modulation, as a function of xc, is
meaningful provided that the correlation scale is small compared to the smallest scale of the
modulating field, which sets the upper bound of the q-integration, qmax < k for a given k.

In this work we are interested in modulations of the tensor power spectra, so Φk = γλk,
and a modulation provided by either long scalar and tensor perturbations. By taking Ψq = ζq
we get the following modulation of the λ-handed tensor power spectrum from a long scalar
mode

P λ, tot
t (k,xc) = P λt (k)

[
1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) ζ(q)

]
, (A.11)

where we defined

F λλ,ttsNL (k,q) =
Bλλ

tts(k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

P λt (k)Ps(q)
. (A.12)

On the other hand, by taking Ψq = γλ
′

q , we get the following modulation of the λ-handed
tensor power spectrum from a long λ′-handed tensor mode

P λ, tot
t (k,xc) = P λt (k)

1 +

∫
d3q

(2π)3
eiq·xc

∑
λ′=R/L

F λλλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) γλ
′
(q)

 , (A.13)

where we defined

F λλλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) =
Bλλλ′

ttt (k− q/2,−k− q/2,q)|q→0

P λt (k)P λ
′

t (q)
. (A.14)

Eqs. (2.39) and (2.40) follow once we switch to the dimensionless tensor power spectra.
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B Spin-raising and lowering operators

Here, we briefly review the definitions of the spin-raising and lowering operators, giving an
example on how we can use them to define the spin-weighted spherical harmonics. We refer
to e.g. [127] for more details. The spin raising ′∂ and lowering ′∂ operators acting on a generic
spin-s function sf(θ, φ) defined on a 2D sphere are given by

′∂ sf(θ, φ) = − sins θ [∂θ + i csc θ∂φ] sin−s θ sf(θ, φ) ,

′∂ sf(θ, φ) = − sin−s θ [∂θ − i csc θ∂φ] sins θ sf(θ, φ) . (B.1)

In particular, the new functions ′∂ sf(θ, φ) and ′∂ sf(θ, φ) have spin s+1 and s−1, respectively.
For example, the spin raising and lowering operators acting twice on a generic spin-±2 function
±2f(θ, φ) which is factorized as ±2f(θ, φ) = ±2f̃(µ) eimφ (e.g. the CMB linear polarization
fields) can be expressed as

′∂ 2
2f(θ, φ) =

(
−∂µ +

m

1− µ2

)2 [
(1− µ2) 2f(µ, φ)

]
,

′∂ 2
−2f(θ, φ) =

(
−∂µ −

m

1− µ2

)2 [
(1− µ2)−2f(µ, φ)

]
, (B.2)

where µ ≡ cos θ. In this way, just acting with a differential operator, we can easily define
spin-0 quantities starting from spin-2 ones. This procedure is used in the case of CMB to
switch from the P± spin-±2 linear polarization fields to the E and B modes, which are spin-0
fields.

As an example, using Eqs. (B.1), we can express the spin-weighted spherical harmonic
functions on a 2D sphere, sY`m(θ, φ), in terms of the common spherical harmonics 0Y`m(θ, φ) =
Y`m(θ, φ) by acting with the spin raising/lowering operator as

sY`m(θ, φ) =

[
(`− s)!
(`+ s)!

] 1
2 ′∂ sY`m(θ, φ) (0 ≤ s ≤ `) ,

sY`m(θ, φ) =

[
(`+ s)!

(`− s)!

] 1
2

(−1)s ′∂ −sY`m(θ, φ) (−` ≤ s ≤ 0) . (B.3)

It is possible to show the validity of the following relations

′∂ sY`m(θ, φ) = [(`− s)(`+ s+ 1)]
1
2 s+1Y`m(θ, φ) ,

′∂ sY`m(θ, φ) = − [(`+ s)(`− s+ 1)]
1
2 s−1Y`m(θ, φ) ,

′∂ ′∂ sY`m(θ, φ) = −(`− s)(`+ s+ 1) sY`m(θ, φ) m, (B.4)

which can be used to derive the following explicit expression of the spin-weighted spherical
harmonics

sY`m(θ, φ) = eimφ
[

(`+m)!(`−m)!

(`+ s)!(`− s)!
(2`+ 1)

4π

]1/2

sin2`(θ/2)

×
∑
r

(
`− s
r

)(
`+ s

r + s−m

)
(−1)`−r−s+mcot2r+s−m(θ/2) . (B.5)
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C Spin-weighted spherical harmonics: integration and examples

In this appendix, we give some useful formulas about spin-weighted spherical harmonics and
their integration. We will use (θ, φ) or x̂ to denote a given direction on the 2D sphere and
d2n̂ or d2Ωx to indicate the infinitesimal solid angle on the sphere. We will also review some
technical computations of this work. The formulas we provide here are crucial to simplify the
expressions for spherical harmonics coefficients when dealing with primordial perturbations
from inflation. We refer the reader to e.g. [177–180] for more details.

Basic relations

We start by giving the orthogonality and completeness conditions for the spin-weighted spher-
ical harmonics sY`m(x̂) as ∫

d2Ωx sY
∗
`m(x̂) sY`′m′(x̂) = δ`,`′ δm,m′ , (C.1)∑

`m

sY
∗
`m(x̂) sY`m(x̂′) = δ(x̂− x̂′) , (C.2)

as well as the following properties regarding the transformation under conjugate and parity

sY
∗
`m(θ, φ) = (−1)s+m−sY`−m(θ, φ) ,

sY`m(π − θ, φ+ π) = (−1)` −sY`m(θ, φ) . (C.3)

We can decompose a weighted spherical harmonics evaluated at an angle between two vectors
k̂ · q̂ as (see e.g. [177])

sY`m(k̂ · q̂) =

√
4π

2`+ 1
(−1)s

∑
M

sY`M (k̂)−mY
∗
`M (q̂)

=

√
4π

2`+ 1
(−1)s

∑
M

sY`M (q̂)−mY
∗
`M (k̂) , (C.4)

which is a variant of the so-called generalized addition relation.
Another important result is the so-called plane-waves decomposition in terms of spin-0

spherical harmonics

ei~q·~x =
∑
`

√
4π(2`+ 1) i` j`(qx)Y`0(x̂ · q̂) (C.5)

=
∑
`

4π i` j`(qx)
∑
M

Y`M (q̂)Y ∗`M (x̂) . (C.6)

As a last useful equation, we give the Clebsch-Gordan relation

2∏
i=1

siY`imi(x̂) =
∑

`3m3s3

s3Y
∗
`3m3

(x̂)

√
(2`1 + 1)(2`2 + 1)(2`3 + 1)

4π

×
(
`1 `2 `3
−s1 −s2 −s3

)(
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 m3

)
, (C.7)
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which can be used to compose the angular momenta of two separate spherical harmonics
evaluated at the same angle. Together with (C.5), we can employ this result to isolate the
radial and angular dependencies of a given expression (see e.g. [126] for more on this aspect).

In Eq. (C.7) we have introduced the Wigner 3-j symbols, that are related to the well-
known Clebsch-Gordan coefficients

C`2m3
`1m1`2m2

= 〈`1m1`2m2|`3m3〉 (C.8)

through (see e.g. [180])

(
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 −m3

)
=

(−1)`1−`2+m3

√
2`3 + 1

C`2m3
`1m1`2m2

. (C.9)

Therefore, the 3-j symbols of the form (C.9) vanish unless the selection rules are satisfied as
follows

|m1| ≤ `1 , |m2| ≤ `2 , |m3| ≤ `3 , m1 +m2 = m3 , (C.10)
|`1 − `2| ≤ `3 ≤ `1 + `2 (the triangle condition) , `1 + `2 + `3 ∈ Z . (C.11)

Some useful properties of the Wigner 3-j symbols are the transformation rules(
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 m3

)
=(−1)

∑
i `i

(
`1 `2 `3
−m1 −m2 −m3

)
=(−1)

∑
i `i

(
`2 `1 `3
m2 m1 m3

)
(C.12)

under themi-sign inversion and odd permutations of columns. On the contrary, these symbols
are left invariant by even permutations of columns.

Another useful property of the Wigner 3-j symbols is the orthogonality condition

∑
m1,m2

(
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 m3

)(
`1 `2 `′3
m1 m2 m

′
3

)
= (2`3 + 1)−1 δ`3,`′3 δm3,m′3

. (C.13)

More properties of the Wigner 3-j symbols can be found in [180].

Integration

We define the quantity s1s2s3G
m1m2m3
`1`2`3

, which is known as "generalized" Gaunt integral and it
represents the angular integral of the product of three (weighted) spherical harmonics. This
can be written in terms of Wigner 3-j symbols as (see e.g. [178, 179])

s1s2s3G
m1m2m3
`1`2`3

=

∫
d2Ωx s1Y`1m1(x̂) s2Y`2m2(x̂) s3Y`3m3(x̂)

=

√
(2`1 + 1)(2`2 + 1)(2`3 + 1)

4π

(
`1 `2 `3
−s1 −s2 −s3

)(
`1 `2 `3
m1 m2 m3

)
. (C.14)
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Examples

Here we derive some results of the main text. We will take only the GW I-mode and the
generic CMB X-mode. When including all the other polarization modes in the picture, the
results follow trivially from those derived here apart for minimal substitutions of CMB transfer
functions and sign switches.

Spherical harmonics coefficients of monopolar 〈γγζ〉

By taking

F λ,ttsNL (k,q) =
√

4π Y00(k̂ · q̂) fλ,ttsNL (k, q) = fλ,ttsNL (k, q) (C.15)

and inserting Eq. (3.25) into (3.29), we get

δGW,I, tts
`m =

1

At(k)

∫
d3q

(2π)3

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂) eidq·n̂

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq .

(C.16)

By expanding the plane-wave using (C.5) and performing the n̂-angular integration with (C.1)
we get the result

δGW,I, tts
`m =

4π

At(k)
i`
∫

d3q

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂) j`(qd)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq .

(C.17)

In an analogous way we get also the spherical harmonics coefficients of the induced contribu-
tions, Eq. (3.43).

Spherical harmonics coefficients of quadrupolar 〈γγζ〉

By taking

F λ,ttsNL (k,q) =

√
4π

5
Y20(k̂ · q̂) fλ,ttsNL (k, q) (C.18)

and inserting Eq. (3.25) into (3.29), we get

δGW,I, tts
`m =

1

At(k)

√
4π

5

∫
d3q

(2π)3

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂)Y20(k̂ · q̂) eidq·n̂×

×
[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq . (C.19)

We can expand the plane-wave using (C.5) and decompose the argument dependence of
Y20(k̂ · q̂) using (C.4). We get

δGW,I, tts
`m =

1

At(k)

16π2

5

∑
J,M,m′

iL
[∫

d2nY`m(n̂)YJM (n̂)Y2m′(n̂)

]∗
×

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3
YJM (q̂)Y2m′(q̂) jJ(qd)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq ,

(C.20)
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where we have used Y ∗2m′(k̂) = Y ∗2m′(−n̂) = Y ∗2m′(n̂). From here, we can perform the n̂-angular
integration by exploiting the Gaunt integral in Eq. (C.14). We get

δGW,I, tts
`m =

1

At(k)

16π2

5

√
5

4π

∑
J,M,m′

iJ
√

(2J + 1)(2`+ 1)

(
` J 2
0 0 0

)(
` J 2
m M m′

)
×

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3
YJM (q̂)Y2m′(q̂) jJ(qd)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]
ζq . (C.21)

Spherical harmonics coefficients of quadrupolar 〈γγγ〉

By taking

F λλ
′,ttt

NL (k,q) = −2

3

√
6π

5
±2Y20(k̂ · q̂) fλλ

′,ttt
NL (k, q) = −ελ′ij (q) kikj fλλ

′,ttt
NL (k, q) (C.22)

and inserting Eq. (3.25) into (3.29), we get

δGW,I, ttt
`m = − 1

At(k)

2

3

√
6π

5

∫
d3q

(2π)3

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂) eidq·n̂×

×
{
−2Y20(k̂ · q̂)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
γRq +

++2Y20(k̂ · q̂)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
γLq

}
.

(C.23)

By using the fact that ±2Y20(k̂ · q̂) = ±2Y
∗

20(n̂ · q̂) and expanding the plane-wave using (C.5),
we get

δGW,I, ttt
`m = −

∑
J

iJ

At(k)

2

3

√
6π

5

√
4π(2J + 1)

∫
d3q

(2π)3

∫
d2n̂ Y ∗`m(n̂) jJ(qd)×

×
{
−2Y

∗
20(n̂ · q̂)YJ0(n̂ · q̂)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
γRq +

++2Y
∗

20(n̂ · q̂)YJ0(n̂ · q̂)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
γLq

}
.

(C.24)

Now, we can use (C.7) to compose the angular momentum of ±2Y
∗

20(n̂ · q̂) with that of YL0(n̂ ·
q̂) coming from the plane-wave expansion. After making this composition and performing
appropriate changes of summation-variable in each new J-summation, we can express the
final result as a weighted sum of spherical Bessel functions with momenta between |J − 2|
and J + 2. This can be re-expressed in terms of a single jJ(qd) using the following recursion
relation of spherical Bessel functions

jJ(x)

x
=

1

2`+ 1
[jJ−1(x) + jJ+1(x)] . (C.25)

After some straightforward work, we find that the following composition holds∑
J

iJ
√

4π(2J + 1)±2Y
∗

20(n̂ · q̂)YJ0(n̂ · q̂)
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= −
∑
J

iJ
√

4π(2J + 1)

√
15(J + 2)!

32π(J − 2)!

jJ(qd)

(qd)2 ±2Y
∗
J0(n̂ · q̂)

= −
∑
J,M

iJ 4π

√
3(J + 2)!

8(J − 2)!

√
5

4π

jJ(qd)

(qd)2 ±2Y
∗
JM (q̂)YJM (n̂) , (C.26)

where in the last step we used Eq. (C.4) to decompose ±2Y
∗
L0(n̂ · q̂). By substituting this

result in Eq. (C.24) and performing the remaining (now trivial) n̂-integration, we get the
final result

δGW,I,ttt
`m =

2π

At(k)
i`

√
(`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
d3q

(2π)3

j`(qd)

(qd)2
×

×
{
−2Y

∗
`m(q̂)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
γRq +

++2Y
∗
`m(q̂)

[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
γLq

}
.

(C.27)

GW-GW from monopolar 〈γγζ〉

Auto-correlating two quantities (C.17)22, we get

CII` =
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

〈δGW, I
`m δGW, I∗

`m 〉

=
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

[
4π

At(k)

]2 ∫ d3q

(2π)3

∫
d3p

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂)Y`m(p̂) j`(qd) j`(pd) 〈ζ(~q) ζ∗(~p)〉×

×
[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

] [
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, p) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, p)

]
.

(C.28)

Here we can exploit the definition of scalar power spectrum to integrate out one of the two
momenta using the Dirac-delta, and get

CII` =
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

[
4π

At(k)

]2 ∫
dq q2

∫
d2q̂

(2π)3
Y ∗`m(q̂)Y`m(q̂) [j`(qd)]2 Ps(q)×

×
[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
. (C.29)

We can now easily integrate the remnant q̂-angular dependence getting the final result

CII` =
2

π

1

A2
t (k)

∫
dq q2 [j`(qd)]2 Ps(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
. (C.30)

By employing (2.13) we can switch to dimensionless amplitudes

CII` =
4π

A2
t (k)

∫
dq

q
[j`(qd)]2 As(q)

[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
. (C.31)

22Here and in the following we will consider only the diagonal `1 = `2 = ` correlations. In fact, it is widely
known that invariance under rotations implies that only diagonal correlations are non-zero.
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GW-GW from quadrupolar 〈γγζ〉

Auto-correlating two quantities (C.21) we get

CII` =
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

〈δGW, I
`m δGW, I∗

`m 〉

=
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

[
1

At(k)

]2(16π2

5

)2
5

4π

∑
J,M,m′

∑
J ′,M ′,m′′

iJ−J
′
(2`+ 1)

√
(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1)×

×
(
` J 2
0 0 0

)(
` J 2
m M m′

)
×
(
` J ′ 2
0 0 0

)(
` J ′ 2
m M ′ m′′

)
×
∫

d3q

(2π)3

∫
d3p

(2π)3
YJM (q̂)Y2m′(q̂) jJ(qd)Y ∗J ′M ′(p̂)Y

∗
2m′′(p̂) jJ ′(pd)×

×
[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

] [
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, p) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, p)

]
〈ζq ζ∗p〉 .

(C.32)

By exploiting the definition of scalar power spectrum we can integrate out one of the two
momenta using the Dirac-delta, and get
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. (C.33)

By exploiting Eq. (C.7) we can rewrite the following product

Y ∗J ′M ′(q̂)Y
∗

2m′′(q̂) =
∑
J ′′,M ′′

YJ ′′M ′′(q̂)

√
5

4π

√
(2J ′ + 1)(2J ′′ + 1)×

(
J ′ 2 J ′′

0 0 0

)(
J ′ 2 J ′′

M ′ m′′ M ′′

)
(C.34)

Inserting this last equation in (C.33), we get
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× Ps(q)
[
ARt (k) fR,ttsNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fL,ttsNL (k, q)

]2
. (C.35)

We can perform the remnant q̂-integration by exploiting again Eq. (C.14). We get
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. (C.36)

Now, using the properties (C.12), we can re-order the Wigner 3-j symbols as
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. (C.37)

We can perform the summations inside square-parenthesis using Eq. (C.13). We obtain
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. (C.38)

Simplifying and re-ordering various objects we get the final result
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(C.39)
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Switching to dimensionless amplitudes we get
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(C.40)

GW-GW from quadrupolar 〈γγγ〉

Auto-correlating two quantities (C.27) and taking only the parts related to non-mixed tensor
power spectra23, we get
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=
1

2`+ 1

∑
m

[
2π

At(k)

]2 (`+ 2)!

(`− 2)!

∫
d3q

(2π)3

∫
d3p

(2π)3

j`(qd)

(qd)2

j`(pd)

(pd)2
×

×
{
−2Y

∗
`m(q̂)−2Y`m(p̂)

[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, q) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, q)

]
×

×
[
ARt (k) fRR,tttNL (k, p) +ALt (k) fLR,tttNL (k, p)

]
〈γRq γR∗p 〉+

+ +2Y
∗
`m(q̂) +2Y`m(p̂)

[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]
×

×
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, p) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, p)

]
〈γLq γL∗p 〉

}
. (C.42)

By exploiting the definition of tensor power spectra we can integrate out one of the two
momenta using the Dirac-delta, and get
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(C.43)

We can now easily integrate the remnant q̂-angular dependence getting the final result
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(C.44)

Switching to dimensionless amplitudes we get
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23The mixed tensor power spectra are vanishing under the assumption of rotational symmetry.
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+ALt (q)
[
ALt (k) fLL,tttNL (k, q) +ARt (k) fRL,tttNL (k, q)

]2 }
. (C.45)

GW-CMB from monopolar 〈γγζ〉

The logical steps are similar to the GW-GW from monopolar 〈γγζ〉 case, therefore we skip the
derivation. We just point out that when GW anisotropies from a squeezed 〈γγζ〉 are cross-
correlated with CMB B modes, then the resultant cross-correlation is vanishing as scalar
perturbations do not source B modes at linear level.

GW-CMB from quadrupolar 〈γγζ〉

Cross-correlating one quantity (C.21) with one quantity (3.7), we get
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We can exploit the definition of scalar power spectrum to integrate out one of the two momenta
using the Dirac-delta. We get
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We can perform the q̂-integration by exploiting Eq. (C.14). We get
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By performing the M,m′-summation using (C.13) and making some simplifications, we get
the final result
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×
∫
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(C.49)

Switching to dimensionless amplitudes we get

CIX` =
4π
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(C.50)

Again, when X = B the resultant cross-correlation is vanishing as scalar perturbations do
not source B modes at linear level.

GW-CMB from quadrupolar 〈γγγ〉

The logical steps are similar to the GW-GW from monopolar 〈γγγ〉 case, therefore we omit
the derivation.

References

[1] LIGO Scientific, Virgo collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., Observation of Gravitational
Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 061102, [1602.03837].

[2] LIGO Scientific, Virgo collaboration, B. P. Abbott et al., Search for the isotropic
stochastic background using data from Advanced LIGO’s second observing run, Phys. Rev. D
100 (2019) 061101, [1903.02886].

[3] KAGRA, Virgo, LIGO Scientific collaboration, R. Abbott et al., Upper limits on the
isotropic gravitational-wave background from Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s third
observing run, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 022004, [2101.12130].

[4] C. Caprini and D. G. Figueroa, Cosmological Backgrounds of Gravitational Waves, Class.
Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) 163001, [1801.04268].

[5] D. Reitze et al., Cosmic Explorer: The U.S. Contribution to Gravitational-Wave Astronomy
beyond LIGO, Bull. Am. Astron. Soc. 51 (2019) 035, [1907.04833].

[6] M. Punturo et al., The Einstein Telescope: A third-generation gravitational wave observatory,
Class. Quant. Grav. 27 (2010) 194002.

[7] LISA collaboration, P. Amaro-Seoane et al., Laser Interferometer Space Antenna,
1702.00786.

[8] LISA Cosmology Working Group collaboration, P. Auclair et al., Cosmology with the
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna, 2204.05434.

[9] W.-R. Hu and Y.-L. Wu, The Taiji Program in Space for gravitational wave physics and the
nature of gravity, Natl. Sci. Rev. 4 (2017) 685–686.

[10] W.-H. Ruan, C. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, Y.-L. Wu and R.-G. Cai, The LISA-Taiji network, Nature
Astron. 4 (2020) 108–109, [2002.03603].

[11] G. Wang, W.-T. Ni, W.-B. Han, P. Xu and Z. Luo, Alternative LISA-TAIJI networks, Phys.
Rev. D 104 (2021) 024012, [2105.00746].

– 50 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.061101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.061101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.02886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.022004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aac608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aac608
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.04268
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/19/194002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.05434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwx116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-1008-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-1008-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.024012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.024012
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00746


[12] S. Kawamura et al., The Japanese space gravitational wave antenna DECIGO, Class. Quant.
Grav. 23 (2006) S125–S132.

[13] S. Kawamura et al., Current status of space gravitational wave antenna DECIGO and
B-DECIGO, PTEP 2021 (2021) 05A105, [2006.13545].

[14] J. Crowder and N. J. Cornish, Beyond LISA: Exploring future gravitational wave missions,
Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 083005, [gr-qc/0506015].

[15] P. Campeti, E. Komatsu, D. Poletti and C. Baccigalupi, Measuring the spectrum of primordial
gravitational waves with CMB, PTA and Laser Interferometers, JCAP 01 (2021) 012,
[2007.04241].

[16] LiteBIRD collaboration, E. Allys et al., Probing Cosmic Inflation with the LiteBIRD Cosmic
Microwave Background Polarization Survey, 2202.02773.

[17] Simons Observatory collaboration, P. Ade et al., The Simons Observatory: Science goals
and forecasts, JCAP 02 (2019) 056, [1808.07445].

[18] CMB-S4 collaboration, K. Abazajian et al., CMB-S4: Forecasting Constraints on Primordial
Gravitational Waves, Astrophys. J. 926 (2022) 54, [2008.12619].

[19] M. Tristram et al., Improved limits on the tensor-to-scalar ratio using BICEP and Planck
data, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 083524, [2112.07961].

[20] G. Galloni, N. Bartolo, S. Matarrese, M. Migliaccio, A. Ricciardone and N. Vittorio, Updated
constraints on amplitude and tilt of the tensor primordial spectrum, 2208.00188.

[21] D. Paoletti, F. Finelli, J. Valiviita and M. Hazumi, Planck and BICEP/Keck Array 2018
constraints on primordial gravitational waves and perspectives for future B-mode polarization
measurements, 2208.10482.

[22] J. L. Cook and L. Sorbo, Particle production during inflation and gravitational waves
detectable by ground-based interferometers, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 023534, [1109.0022].

[23] N. Barnaby, E. Pajer and M. Peloso, Gauge Field Production in Axion Inflation:
Consequences for Monodromy, non-Gaussianity in the CMB, and Gravitational Waves at
Interferometers, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 023525, [1110.3327].

[24] A. Maleknejad and M. Sheikh-Jabbari, Gauge-flation: Inflation From Non-Abelian Gauge
Fields, Phys. Lett. B 723 (2013) 224–228, [1102.1513].

[25] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello and T. Fujita, Primordial Gravitational Waves from
Axion-Gauge Fields Dynamics, JCAP 01 (2017) 019, [1608.04216].

[26] J. Garcia-Bellido, M. Peloso and C. Unal, Gravitational waves at interferometer scales and
primordial black holes in axion inflation, JCAP 12 (2016) 031, [1610.03763].

[27] B. Thorne, T. Fujita, M. Hazumi, N. Katayama, E. Komatsu and M. Shiraishi, Finding the
chiral gravitational wave background of an axion-SU(2) inflationary model using CMB
observations and laser interferometers, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 043506, [1707.03240].

[28] V. Domcke and K. Mukaida, Gauge Field and Fermion Production during Axion Inflation,
JCAP 11 (2018) 020, [1806.08769].

[29] L. Bordin, P. Creminelli, A. Khmelnitsky and L. Senatore, Light Particles with Spin in
Inflation, JCAP 10 (2018) 013, [1806.10587].

[30] L. Iacconi, M. Fasiello, H. Assadullahi, E. Dimastrogiovanni and D. Wands, Interferometer
Constraints on the Inflationary Field Content, JCAP 03 (2020) 031, [1910.12921].

[31] L. Iacconi, M. Fasiello, H. Assadullahi and D. Wands, Small-scale Tests of Inflation,
2008.00452.

– 51 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/8/S17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/8/S17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptab019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.13545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.083005
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.04241
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.02773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/056
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.07445
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac1596
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.12619
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083524
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.07961
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.00188
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.10482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.0022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023525
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.05.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.1513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/01/019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.04216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/12/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03763
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.043506
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.03240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/11/020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/10/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12921
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.00452


[32] Y. Watanabe and E. Komatsu, Gravitational Wave from Axion-SU(2) Gauge Fields: Effective
Field Theory for Kinetically Driven Inflation, 2004.04350.

[33] J. Fumagalli, S. Renaux-Petel and L. T. Witkowski, Oscillations in the stochastic
gravitational wave background from sharp features and particle production during inflation,
JCAP 08 (2021) 030, [2012.02761].

[34] J. Fumagalli, S. Renaux-Petel, J. W. Ronayne and L. T. Witkowski, Turning in the landscape:
a new mechanism for generating Primordial Black Holes, 2004.08369.

[35] M. Mylova, O. Özsoy, S. Parameswaran, G. Tasinato and I. Zavala, A new mechanism to
enhance primordial tensor fluctuations in single field inflation, JCAP 12 (2018) 024,
[1808.10475].

[36] C. T. Byrnes, P. S. Cole and S. P. Patil, Steepest growth of the power spectrum and primordial
black holes, JCAP 06 (2019) 028, [1811.11158].

[37] P. Carrilho, K. A. Malik and D. J. Mulryne, Dissecting the growth of the power spectrum for
primordial black holes, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 103529, [1907.05237].

[38] O. Özsoy and G. Tasinato, On the slope of the curvature power spectrum in non-attractor
inflation, JCAP 04 (2020) 048, [1912.01061].

[39] O. Ozsoy, M. Mylova, S. Parameswaran, C. Powell, G. Tasinato and I. Zavala, Squeezed tensor
non-Gaussianity in non-attractor inflation, JCAP 09 (2019) 036, [1902.04976].

[40] G. Tasinato, An analytic approach to non-slow-roll inflation, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021)
023535, [2012.02518].

[41] R. Holman and A. J. Tolley, Enhanced Non-Gaussianity from Excited Initial States, JCAP 05
(2008) 001, [0710.1302].

[42] N. Agarwal, R. Holman, A. J. Tolley and J. Lin, Effective field theory and non-Gaussianity
from general inflationary states, JHEP 05 (2013) 085, [1212.1172].

[43] S. Akama, S. Hirano and T. Kobayashi, Primordial tensor non-Gaussianities from general
single-field inflation with non-Bunch-Davies initial states, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 023513,
[2003.10686].

[44] J. Fumagalli, G. A. Palma, S. Renaux-Petel, S. Sypsas, L. T. Witkowski and C. Zenteno,
Primordial gravitational waves from excited states, JHEP 03 (2022) 196, [2111.14664].

[45] S. Endlich, A. Nicolis and J. Wang, Solid Inflation, JCAP 1310 (2013) 011, [1210.0569].

[46] S. Endlich, B. Horn, A. Nicolis and J. Wang, Squeezed limit of the solid inflation three-point
function, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 063506, [1307.8114].

[47] N. Bartolo, D. Cannone, A. Ricciardone and G. Tasinato, Distinctive signatures of space-time
diffeomorphism breaking in EFT of inflation, JCAP 03 (2016) 044, [1511.07414].

[48] N. Bartolo, G. Orlando and M. Shiraishi, Measuring chiral gravitational waves in
Chern-Simons gravity with CMB bispectra, JCAP 01 (2019) 050, [1809.11170].

[49] A. Ricciardone and G. Tasinato, Primordial gravitational waves in supersolid inflation, Phys.
Rev. D 96 (2017) 023508, [1611.04516].

[50] A. Ricciardone and G. Tasinato, Anisotropic tensor power spectrum at interferometer scales
induced by tensor squeezed non-Gaussianity, JCAP 02 (2018) 011, [1711.02635].

[51] L. Mirzagholi, E. Komatsu, K. D. Lozanov and Y. Watanabe, Effects of Gravitational
Chern-Simons during Axion-SU(2) Inflation, JCAP 06 (2020) 024, [2003.05931].

[52] M. Celoria, D. Comelli, L. Pilo and R. Rollo, Boosting GWs in Supersolid Inflation, JHEP 01
(2021) 185, [2010.02023].

– 52 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.04350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/08/030
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02761
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.08369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/12/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.10475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.103529
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/04/048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.01061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023535
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)085
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023513
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.10686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)196
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.14664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/10/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.0569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.063506
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.8114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/03/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/01/050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.11170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.023508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.023508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/02/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.05931
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)185
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.02023


[53] L. Bordin and G. Cabass, Graviton non-Gaussianities and Parity Violation in the EFT of
Inflation, 2004.00619.

[54] G. Cabass, Zoology of Graviton non-Gaussianities, 2103.09816.

[55] M. Celoria, D. Comelli, L. Pilo and R. Rollo, Primordial Non-Gaussianity in Supersolid
Inflation, 2103.10402.

[56] V. Alba and J. Maldacena, Primordial gravity wave background anisotropies, JHEP 03 (2016)
115, [1512.01531].

[57] C. R. Contaldi, Anisotropies of Gravitational Wave Backgrounds: A Line Of Sight Approach,
Phys. Lett. B 771 (2017) 9–12, [1609.08168].

[58] N. Bartolo, D. Bertacca, S. Matarrese, M. Peloso, A. Ricciardone, A. Riotto et al.,
Anisotropies and non-Gaussianity of the Cosmological Gravitational Wave Background, Phys.
Rev. D 100 (2019) 121501, [1908.00527].

[59] N. Bartolo, D. Bertacca, S. Matarrese, M. Peloso, A. Ricciardone, A. Riotto et al.,
Characterizing the cosmological gravitational wave background: Anisotropies and
non-Gaussianity, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 023527, [1912.09433].

[60] V. Domcke, R. Jinno and H. Rubira, Deformation of the gravitational wave spectrum by
density perturbations, JCAP 06 (2020) 046, [2002.11083].

[61] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello, A. Malhotra and G. Tasinato, Enhancing gravitational wave
anisotropies with peaked scalar sources, 2205.05644.

[62] D. Jeong and M. Kamionkowski, Clustering Fossils from the Early Universe, Phys. Rev. Lett.
108 (2012) 251301, [1203.0302].

[63] L. Dai, D. Jeong and M. Kamionkowski, Anisotropic imprint of long-wavelength tensor
perturbations on cosmic structure, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 043507, [1306.3985].

[64] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello, D. Jeong and M. Kamionkowski, Inflationary tensor fossils
in large-scale structure, JCAP 12 (2014) 050, [1407.8204].

[65] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello and G. Tasinato, Searching for Fossil Fields in the Gravity
Sector, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) 061302, [1906.07204].

[66] P. Adshead, N. Afshordi, E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello, E. A. Lim and G. Tasinato,
Multimessenger cosmology: Correlating cosmic microwave background and stochastic
gravitational wave background measurements, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 023532, [2004.06619].

[67] A. Malhotra, E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello and M. Shiraishi, Cross-correlations as a
Diagnostic Tool for Primordial Gravitational Waves, JCAP 03 (2021) 088, [2012.03498].

[68] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello, A. Malhotra, P. D. Meerburg and G. Orlando, Testing the
Early Universe with Anisotropies of the Gravitational Wave Background, 2109.03077.

[69] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello and L. Pinol, Primordial Stochastic Gravitational Wave
Background Anisotropies: in-in Formalization and Applications, 2203.17192.

[70] M. Biagetti and G. Orlando, Primordial Gravitational Waves from Galaxy Intrinsic
Alignments, 2001.05930.

[71] G. Orlando, P. D. Meerburg and S. P. Patil, Primordial tensor bispectra in µ-CMB
cross-correlations, 2109.01095.

[72] J. Hou, Z. Slepian and R. N. Cahn, Measurement of Parity-Odd Modes in the Large-Scale
4-Point Correlation Function of SDSS BOSS DR12 CMASS and LOWZ Galaxies,
2206.03625.

[73] O. H. E. Philcox, Probing Parity-Violation with the Four-Point Correlation Function of BOSS
Galaxies, 2206.04227.

– 53 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.00619
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09816
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.10402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2016)115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2016)115
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.01531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.05.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.08168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.121501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.121501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.00527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023527
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/046
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.11083
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.251301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.251301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.0302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.043507
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.3985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/12/050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.8204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.061302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023532
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.06619
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/088
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.03498
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03077
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.17192
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05930
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01095
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.03625
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.04227


[74] G. Cabass, S. Jazayeri, E. Pajer and D. Stefanyszyn, Parity violation in the scalar
trispectrum: no-go theorems and yes-go examples, 2210.02907.

[75] G. Cabass, M. M. Ivanov and O. H. E. Philcox, Colliding Ghosts: Constraining Inflation with
the Parity-Odd Galaxy Four-Point Function, 2210.16320.

[76] G. Cabass, E. Pajer, D. Stefanyszyn and J. Supel, Bootstrapping large graviton
non-Gaussianities, JHEP 05 (2022) 077, [2109.10189].

[77] G. Cabass, D. Stefanyszyn, J. Supel and A. Thavanesan, On Graviton non-Gaussianities in
the Effective Field Theory of Inflation, 2209.00677.

[78] N. Bartolo and G. Orlando, Parity breaking signatures from a Chern-Simons coupling during
inflation: the case of non-Gaussian gravitational waves, JCAP 1707 (2017) 034,
[1706.04627].

[79] N. Bartolo, L. Caloni, G. Orlando and A. Ricciardone, Tensor non-Gaussianity in chiral
scalar-tensor theories of gravity, JCAP 03 (2021) 073, [2008.01715].

[80] N. Yunes and X. Siemens, Gravitational-Wave Tests of General Relativity with Ground-Based
Detectors and Pulsar Timing-Arrays, Living Rev. Rel. 16 (2013) 9, [1304.3473].

[81] E. Berti et al., Testing General Relativity with Present and Future Astrophysical Observations,
Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015) 243001, [1501.07274].

[82] V. A. Kostelecký and M. Mewes, Testing local Lorentz invariance with gravitational waves,
Phys. Lett. B 757 (2016) 510–514, [1602.04782].

[83] A. Nishizawa and T. Kobayashi, Parity-violating gravity and GW170817, Phys. Rev. D 98
(2018) 124018, [1809.00815].

[84] M. Coleman Miller and N. Yunes, The new frontier of gravitational waves, Nature 568 (2019)
469–476.

[85] Y.-F. Wang, R. Niu, T. Zhu and W. Zhao, Gravitational Wave Implications for the Parity
Symmetry of Gravity in the High Energy Region, Astrophys. J. 908 (2021) 58, [2002.05668].

[86] N. Seto, Prospects for direct detection of circular polarization of gravitational-wave
background, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 151101, [astro-ph/0609504].

[87] N. Seto, Quest for circular polarization of gravitational wave background and orbits of laser
interferometers in space, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 061302, [astro-ph/0609633].

[88] T. L. Smith and R. Caldwell, Sensitivity to a Frequency-Dependent Circular Polarization in
an Isotropic Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 044036,
[1609.05901].

[89] V. Domcke, J. Garcia-Bellido, M. Peloso, M. Pieroni, A. Ricciardone, L. Sorbo et al.,
Measuring the net circular polarization of the stochastic gravitational wave background with
interferometers, JCAP 05 (2020) 028, [1910.08052].

[90] N. Seto, Measuring Parity Asymmetry of Gravitational Wave Backgrounds with a Heliocentric
Detector Network in the mHz Band, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 251101, [2009.02928].

[91] G. Orlando, M. Pieroni and A. Ricciardone, Measuring Parity Violation in the Stochastic
Gravitational Wave Background with the LISA-Taiji network, JCAP 03 (2021) 069,
[2011.07059].

[92] D. Alonso, C. R. Contaldi, G. Cusin, P. G. Ferreira and A. I. Renzini, Noise angular power
spectrum of gravitational wave background experiments, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 124048,
[2005.03001].

[93] A. Lue, L.-M. Wang and M. Kamionkowski, Cosmological signature of new parity violating
interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 1506–1509, [astro-ph/9812088].

– 54 –

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.02907
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.16320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)077
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10189
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/07/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/073
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01715
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2013-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/24/243001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.07274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.04.040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.04782
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.124018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.124018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.00815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1129-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1129-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abd7a6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.05668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.151101
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0609504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.061302
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0609633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.044036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.05901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.251101
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.02928
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/069
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124048
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.03001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1506
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9812088


[94] S. Alexander and J. Martin, Birefringent gravitational waves and the consistency check of
inflation, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 063526, [hep-th/0410230].

[95] T. Takahashi and J. Soda, Chiral Primordial Gravitational Waves from a Lifshitz Point, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 231301, [0904.0554].

[96] M. Satoh, Slow-roll Inflation with the Gauss-Bonnet and Chern-Simons Corrections, JCAP
11 (2010) 024, [1008.2724].

[97] L. Sorbo, Parity violation in the Cosmic Microwave Background from a pseudoscalar inflaton,
JCAP 06 (2011) 003, [1101.1525].

[98] A. Wang, Q. Wu, W. Zhao and T. Zhu, Polarizing primordial gravitational waves by parity
violation, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 103512, [1208.5490].

[99] P. Adshead, E. Martinec and M. Wyman, Perturbations in Chromo-Natural Inflation, JHEP
09 (2013) 087, [1305.2930].

[100] P. Adshead, E. Martinec and M. Wyman, Gauge fields and inflation: Chiral gravitational
waves, fluctuations, and the Lyth bound, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 021302, [1301.2598].

[101] A. Maleknejad, Axion Inflation with an SU(2) Gauge Field: Detectable Chiral Gravity Waves,
JHEP 07 (2016) 104, [1604.03327].

[102] M. Peloso, L. Sorbo and C. Unal, Rolling axions during inflation: perturbativity and
signatures, JCAP 09 (2016) 001, [1606.00459].

[103] V. Domcke, B. Mares, F. Muia and M. Pieroni, Emerging chromo-natural inflation, JCAP 04
(2019) 034, [1807.03358].

[104] A. Maleknejad and E. Komatsu, Production and Backreaction of Spin-2 Particles of SU(2)
Gauge Field during Inflation, JHEP 05 (2019) 174, [1808.09076].

[105] M. Mylova, Chiral primordial gravitational waves in extended theories of Scalar-Tensor
gravity, 1912.00800.

[106] J. Qiao, T. Zhu, W. Zhao and A. Wang, Polarized primordial gravitational waves in the
ghost-free parity-violating gravity, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 043528, [1911.01580].

[107] A. Papageorgiou, M. Peloso and C. Unal, Nonlinear perturbations from axion-gauge fields
dynamics during inflation, JCAP 07 (2019) 004, [1904.01488].

[108] J. M. Maldacena, Non-Gaussian features of primordial fluctuations in single field inflationary
models, JHEP 05 (2003) 013, [astro-ph/0210603].

[109] T. Tanaka and Y. Urakawa, Dominance of gauge artifact in the consistency relation for the
primordial bispectrum, JCAP 1105 (2011) 014, [1103.1251].

[110] P. Creminelli, A. Perko, L. Senatore, M. Simonović and G. Trevisan, The Physical Squeezed
Limit: Consistency Relations at Order q2, JCAP 1311 (2013) 015, [1307.0503].

[111] E. Pajer, F. Schmidt and M. Zaldarriaga, The Observed Squeezed Limit of Cosmological
Three-Point Functions, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 083502, [1305.0824].

[112] V. Sreenath, D. K. Hazra and L. Sriramkumar, On the scalar consistency relation away from
slow roll, JCAP 02 (2015) 029, [1410.0252].

[113] V. Sreenath and L. Sriramkumar, Examining the consistency relations describing the
three-point functions involving tensors, JCAP 10 (2014) 021, [1406.1609].

[114] L. Bordin, P. Creminelli, M. Mirbabayi and J. Noreña, Solid Consistency, JCAP 03 (2017)
004, [1701.04382].

[115] R. Bravo, S. Mooij, G. A. Palma and B. Pradenas, A generalized non-Gaussian consistency
relation for single field inflation, JCAP 05 (2018) 024, [1711.02680].

– 55 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.063526
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0410230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.231301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.231301
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.0554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/11/024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/11/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.2724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/06/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.1525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103512
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.5490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)087
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.2930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.021302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.2598
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)104
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.03327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/09/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.00459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)174
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.09076
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.01580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/07/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/05/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/11/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.0503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.083502
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/02/029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/10/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.1609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/03/004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/03/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.04382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02680


[116] B. Finelli, G. Goon, E. Pajer and L. Santoni, Soft Theorems For Shift-Symmetric
Cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 063531, [1711.03737].

[117] Y.-F. Cai, X. Chen, M. H. Namjoo, M. Sasaki, D.-G. Wang and Z. Wang, Revisiting
non-Gaussianity from non-attractor inflation models, JCAP 05 (2018) 012, [1712.09998].

[118] S. Jazayeri, E. Pajer and D. van der Woude, Solid Soft Theorems, JCAP 06 (2019) 011,
[1902.09020].

[119] R. Bravo and G. A. Palma, Unifying attractor and non-attractor models of inflation under a
single soft theorem, 2009.03369.

[120] T. Suyama, Y. Tada and M. Yamaguchi, Revisiting non-Gaussianity in non-attractor inflation
models in the light of the cosmological soft theorem, PTEP 2021 (2021) 073E02, [2101.10682].

[121] X. Chen and Y. Wang, Quasi-Single Field Inflation and Non-Gaussianities, JCAP 1004
(2010) 027, [0911.3380].

[122] D. Baumann, G. Goon, H. Lee and G. L. Pimentel, Partially Massless Fields During
Inflation, JHEP 04 (2018) 140, [1712.06624].

[123] E. Dimastrogiovanni, M. Fasiello, G. Tasinato and D. Wands, Tensor non-Gaussianities from
Non-minimal Coupling to the Inflaton, JCAP 02 (2019) 008, [1810.08866].

[124] M. Shiraishi, Parity violation in the CMB trispectrum from the scalar sector, Phys. Rev. D 94
(2016) 083503, [1608.00368].

[125] A. Kosowsky, Cosmic microwave background polarization, Annals Phys. 246 (1996) 49–85,
[astro-ph/9501045].

[126] W. Hu and M. J. White, CMB anisotropies: Total angular momentum method, Phys. Rev. D
56 (1997) 596–615, [astro-ph/9702170].

[127] M. Zaldarriaga and U. Seljak, An all sky analysis of polarization in the microwave
background, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 1830–1840, [astro-ph/9609170].

[128] S. Dodelson, Modern Cosmology. Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2003.

[129] M. Shiraishi, S. Yokoyama, K. Ichiki and K. Takahashi, Analytic formulae of the CMB
bispectra generated from non-Gaussianity in the tensor and vector perturbations, Phys. Rev. D
82 (2010) 103505, [1003.2096].

[130] M. Shiraishi, D. Nitta, S. Yokoyama, K. Ichiki and K. Takahashi, CMB Bispectrum from
Primordial Scalar, Vector and Tensor non-Gaussianities, Prog. Theor. Phys. 125 (2011)
795–813, [1012.1079].

[131] A. Lewis, “CAMB Notes.”.

[132] Planck collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters,
1807.06209.

[133] M. Maggiore, Gravitational wave experiments and early universe cosmology, Phys. Rept. 331
(2000) 283–367, [gr-qc/9909001].

[134] Y. Watanabe and E. Komatsu, Improved Calculation of the Primordial Gravitational Wave
Spectrum in the Standard Model, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 123515, [astro-ph/0604176].

[135] L. Valbusa Dall’Armi, A. Ricciardone, N. Bartolo, D. Bertacca and S. Matarrese, Imprint of
relativistic particles on the anisotropies of the stochastic gravitational-wave background, Phys.
Rev. D 103 (2021) 023522, [2007.01215].

[136] N. Bartolo, D. Bertacca, V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, S. Matarrese, M. Peloso et al.,
Gravitational wave anisotropies from primordial black holes, JCAP 02 (2020) 028,
[1909.12619].

– 56 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.09020
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptab063
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.10682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/027
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)140
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.08866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.00368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/aphy.1996.0020
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9501045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.596
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9702170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.1830
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9609170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.103505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.103505
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.2096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.125.795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.125.795
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.1079
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00102-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00102-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9909001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.123515
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023522
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/02/028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.12619


[137] T. Regimbau, The astrophysical gravitational wave stochastic background, Res. Astron.
Astrophys. 11 (2011) 369–390, [1101.2762].

[138] G. Cusin, C. Pitrou and J.-P. Uzan, Anisotropy of the astrophysical gravitational wave
background: Analytic expression of the angular power spectrum and correlation with
cosmological observations, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 103019, [1704.06184].

[139] G. Cusin, I. Dvorkin, C. Pitrou and J.-P. Uzan, Comment on the article ”Anisotropies in the
astrophysical gravitational-wave background: The impact of black hole distributions” by A.C.
Jenkins et al. [arXiv:1810.13435], 1811.03582.

[140] G. Cusin, I. Dvorkin, C. Pitrou and J.-P. Uzan, First predictions of the angular power
spectrum of the astrophysical gravitational wave background, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018)
231101, [1803.03236].

[141] G. Cusin, I. Dvorkin, C. Pitrou and J.-P. Uzan, Stochastic gravitational wave background
anisotropies in the mHz band: astrophysical dependencies, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 493
(2020) L1–L5, [1904.07757].

[142] G. Cusin, I. Dvorkin, C. Pitrou and J.-P. Uzan, Properties of the stochastic astrophysical
gravitational wave background: astrophysical sources dependencies, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019)
063004, [1904.07797].

[143] A. C. Jenkins, R. O’Shaughnessy, M. Sakellariadou and D. Wysocki, Anisotropies in the
astrophysical gravitational-wave background: The impact of black hole distributions, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 111101, [1810.13435].

[144] A. C. Jenkins, M. Sakellariadou, T. Regimbau and E. Slezak, Anisotropies in the astrophysical
gravitational-wave background: Predictions for the detection of compact binaries by LIGO and
Virgo, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 063501, [1806.01718].

[145] A. C. Jenkins, J. D. Romano and M. Sakellariadou, Estimating the angular power spectrum of
the gravitational-wave background in the presence of shot noise, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019)
083501, [1907.06642].

[146] A. C. Jenkins and M. Sakellariadou, Shot noise in the astrophysical gravitational-wave
background, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 063508, [1902.07719].

[147] D. Bertacca, A. Ricciardone, N. Bellomo, A. C. Jenkins, S. Matarrese, A. Raccanelli et al.,
Projection effects on the observed angular spectrum of the astrophysical stochastic
gravitational wave background, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 103513, [1909.11627].

[148] C. Pitrou, G. Cusin and J.-P. Uzan, Unified view of anisotropies in the astrophysical
gravitational-wave background, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 081301, [1910.04645].

[149] G. Capurri, A. Lapi, C. Baccigalupi, L. Boco, G. Scelfo and T. Ronconi, Intensity and
anisotropies of the stochastic gravitational wave background from merging compact binaries in
galaxies, JCAP 11 (2021) 032, [2103.12037].

[150] L. V. Dall’Armi, A. Ricciardone and D. Bertacca, The Dipole of the Astrophysical
Gravitational-Wave Background, 2206.02747.

[151] L. Pizzuti, A. Tomella, C. Carbone, M. Calabrese and C. Baccigalupi, Boltzmann equations
for astrophysical Stochastic Gravitational Wave Backgrounds scattering off of massive objects,
2208.02800.

[152] N. Bellomo, D. Bertacca, A. C. Jenkins, S. Matarrese, A. Raccanelli, T. Regimbau et al.,
CLASS_GWB: robust modeling of the astrophysical gravitational wave background
anisotropies, 2110.15059.

[153] T. Regimbau, M. Evans, N. Christensen, E. Katsavounidis, B. Sathyaprakash and S. Vitale,
Digging deeper: Observing primordial gravitational waves below the binary black hole produced
stochastic background, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 151105, [1611.08943].

– 57 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/11/4/001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/11/4/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.2762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.103019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06184
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.231101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.231101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slz182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slz182
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.07757
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.07797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.111101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.111101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.13435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.06642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.07719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103513
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.11627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.081301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.04645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/032
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12037
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.02747
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.02800
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.15059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.151105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.08943


[154] Z. Pan and H. Yang, Probing Primordial Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background with
Multi-band Astrophysical Foreground Cleaning, Class. Quant. Grav. 37 (2020) 195020,
[1910.09637].

[155] S. Mukherjee and J. Silk, Time-dependence of the astrophysical stochastic gravitational wave
background, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 491 (2020) 4690–4701, [1912.07657].

[156] A. Sharma and J. Harms, Searching for cosmological gravitational-wave backgrounds with
third-generation detectors in the presence of an astrophysical foreground, Phys. Rev. D 102
(2020) 063009, [2006.16116].

[157] M. Pieroni and E. Barausse, Foreground cleaning and template-free stochastic background
extraction for LISA, JCAP 07 (2020) 021, [2004.01135].

[158] S. Biscoveanu, C. Talbot, E. Thrane and R. Smith, Measuring the primordial
gravitational-wave background in the presence of astrophysical foregrounds, Phys. Rev. Lett.
125 (2020) 241101, [2009.04418].

[159] K. Martinovic, P. M. Meyers, M. Sakellariadou and N. Christensen, Simultaneous estimation
of astrophysical and cosmological stochastic gravitational-wave backgrounds with terrestrial
detectors, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 043023, [2011.05697].

[160] D. Poletti, Measuring the primordial gravitational wave background in the presence of other
stochastic signals, JCAP 05 (2021) 052, [2101.02713].

[161] G. Boileau, N. Christensen, R. Meyer and N. J. Cornish, Spectral separation of the stochastic
gravitational-wave background for LISA: Observing both cosmological and astrophysical
backgrounds, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 103529, [2011.05055].

[162] G. Boileau, A. Lamberts, N. J. Cornish and R. Meyer, Spectral separation of the stochastic
gravitational-wave background for LISA in the context of a modulated Galactic foreground,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 508 (2021) 803–826, [2105.04283].

[163] A. Ricciardone, L. V. Dall’Armi, N. Bartolo, D. Bertacca, M. Liguori and S. Matarrese,
Cross-Correlating Astrophysical and Cosmological Gravitational Wave Backgrounds with the
Cosmic Microwave Background, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021) 271301, [2106.02591].

[164] M. Shiraishi and T. Sekiguchi, First observational constraints on tensor non-Gaussianity
sourced by primordial magnetic fields from cosmic microwave background, Phys. Rev. D 90
(2014) 103002, [1304.7277].

[165] M. Shiraishi, M. Liguori and J. R. Fergusson, Observed parity-odd CMB temperature
bispectrum, JCAP 01 (2015) 007, [1409.0265].

[166] M. Shiraishi, M. Liguori and J. R. Fergusson, CMB bounds on tensor-scalar-scalar
inflationary correlations, JCAP 01 (2018) 016, [1710.06778].

[167] Planck collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results. IX. Constraints on primordial
non-Gaussianity, Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A9, [1905.05697].

[168] M. Shiraishi, Tensor Non-Gaussianity Search: Current Status and Future Prospects, Front.
Astron. Space Sci. 6 (2019) 49, [1905.12485].

[169] Planck collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results. X. Constraints on inflation,
Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A10, [1807.06211].

[170] R. Flauger, N. Karnesis, G. Nardini, M. Pieroni, A. Ricciardone and J. Torrado, Improved
reconstruction of a stochastic gravitational wave background with LISA, JCAP 01 (2021) 059,
[2009.11845].

[171] C. J. Hogan and P. L. Bender, Estimating stochastic gravitational wave backgrounds with
Sagnac calibration, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 062002, [astro-ph/0104266].

– 58 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abb074
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3226
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.07657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.063009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.063009
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.16116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/07/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.01135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.241101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.241101
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/05/052
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103529
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2575
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.271301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.02591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.103002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.103002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.7277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/01/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.0265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/01/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935891
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.05697
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2019.00049
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2019.00049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.12485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833887
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/059
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.062002
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0104266


[172] M. R. Adams and N. J. Cornish, Discriminating between a Stochastic Gravitational Wave
Background and Instrument Noise, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 022002, [1002.1291].

[173] LISA Cosmology Working Group collaboration, N. Bartolo et al., Probing Anisotropies
of the Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background with LISA, 2201.08782.

[174] C. Conneely, A. H. Jaffe and C. M. F. Mingarelli, On the Amplitude and Stokes Parameters of
a Stochastic Gravitational-Wave Background, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 487 (2019)
562–579, [1808.05920].

[175] G. Gubitosi and J. a. Magueijo, Correlation between opposite-helicity gravitons: Imprints on
gravity-wave and microwave backgrounds, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 023520, [1610.05702].

[176] A. Garoffolo, Wave-optics limit of the stochastic gravitational wave background, 2210.05718.

[177] T. Okamoto and W. Hu, The angular trispectra of CMB temperature and polarization, Phys.
Rev. D 66 (2002) 063008, [astro-ph/0206155].

[178] E. Komatsu, D. N. Spergel and B. D. Wandelt, Measuring primordial non-Gaussianity in the
cosmic microwave background, Astrophys. J. 634 (2005) 14–19, [astro-ph/0305189].

[179] M. Liguori, F. Hansen, E. Komatsu, S. Matarrese and A. Riotto, Testing primordial
non-gaussianity in cmb anisotropies, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 043505, [astro-ph/0509098].

[180] M. Shiraishi, Probing the Early Universe with the CMB Scalar, Vector and Tensor
Bispectrum. Springer Theses. Springer, 2013. 10.1007/978-4-431-54180-6.

– 59 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.022002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.1291
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.08782
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.05920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.023520
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05702
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.063008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.063008
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0206155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/491724
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0305189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.043505
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509098

	1 Introduction
	2 Basics
	2.1 Primordial perturbations from inflation
	2.2 Squeezed bispectra and power spectra modulation

	3 CMB and GW anisotropies
	3.1 Review of CMB anisotropies
	3.2 Review of SGWB anisotropies
	3.2.1 Inflationary CGWB
	3.2.2 AGWB


	4 Probing parity-odd bispectra with GW V modes
	4.1 GW-GW and GW-CMB cross-correlations
	4.2 Parity-even bispectra: matching with previous literature
	4.3 Parity-odd bispectra
	4.4 Detection prospects of parity-odd bispectra from a BBO-like experiment
	4.5 The role of GW-CMB cross-correlations

	5 Discussion and conclusion
	A Squeezed modulation
	B Spin-raising and lowering operators
	C Spin-weighted spherical harmonics: integration and examples

