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Abstract. We revisit graviton production via Bremsstrahlung from the decay of the inflaton
during inflationary reheating. Using two complementary computational techniques, we first
show that such 3-body differential decay rates differ from previously reported results in the
literature. We then compute the stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background that forms
during the period of reheating, when the inflaton perturbatively decays with the radiative
emission of gravitons. By computing the number of relativistic degrees of freedom in terms of
∆Neff, we constrain the resulting GW energy density from BBN and CMB. Finally, we project
current and future GW detector sensitivities in probing such a stochastic GW background,
which typically peaks in the GHz to THz ballpark, opening up the opportunity to be detected
with microwave cavities and space-based GW detectors.
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1 Introduction

The existence of a primordial gravitational wave (GW) background is one of the most crucial
predictions of the inflationary scenario of the early universe. Stochastic GWs can have several
sources, viz., from the quantum fluctuations during inflation [1–4] that give rise to tensor per-
turbations, during preheating [5–9] when rapid particle production via parametric resonance
occurs or from oscillations of cosmic string loops [10–13], originated from, for example, a
spontaneously broken U(1) symmetry (gauged or global) or from the standard model (SM)
plasma in thermal equilibrium [14–16]. However, as pointed out in Refs. [17, 18], stochastic
GWs of primordial origin can be sourced from the decay of the inflaton.1 In that case, after
the end of inflation, during the era of reheating, the inflaton field can decay into particles of
arbitrary spins, depending on the microscopic nature of its interaction. Considering gravitons
to emerge as quantum fluctuations over the classical background, they inexorably couple to
matter, leading to a graviton production from inflaton decays, similar to the Bremsstrahlung
process as considered in Ref. [20]. It is then unavoidable to have inflaton decay as a source
of the primordial GW background.

With this motivation, in this work, we revisit the scenario in which the inflaton can
interact with bosons or fermions, leading to its perturbative decay during reheating, resulting
in the production of a SM radiation bath. Here, we would like to emphasize that inflaton
decay via trilinear couplings fully drains the inflaton energy, allowing the Universe to transit
into a radiation-domination phase [21]. By considering fluctuations over a flat background, we

1Such graviton can also act as a mediator in the production of the dark matter relic abundance [19].
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introduce the dynamical (massless) graviton field of spin 2 that communicates with all other
matter fields through the energy-momentum tensor. This eventually leads to 3-body decay of
the inflaton, involving a pair of scalars, fermions, or vector bosons, along with the radiative
emission of a graviton. In computing the 3-body decay widths, we follow two complementary
approaches: a) we explicitly construct the graviton polarization tensors, and b) we utilize the
polarization sum and show that our expressions converge in either case, however, differing
from previous analyses reported in Refs. [17, 18, 22]. It is then possible to compute the GW
energy density from the differential 3-body decay width of the inflaton.

As is well known, in order for Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) to proceed successfully,
the energy budget of the Universe must not comprise a significant amount of extra relativistic
species, including GWs. This condition requires that the energy fraction of GWs to the SM
radiation degrees of freedom (DoF) at that time is not greater than about ∼ 10%. Regardless
of its origin, the energy density in GW established before BBN acts as radiation, and thus its
impact on BBN is fully captured by ∆Neff, which counts the number of relativistic species.
Furthermore, GWs with initial adiabatic conditions leave the same imprint on the CMB as
free-streaming dark radiation, and in this case, the limit on the present-day energy density
in GWs is Ω

(0)
GW h2 < 1.3 × 10−6 [23, 24]. We discuss the impact of the CMB measurement

of ∆Neff on the GW energy density emitted from the decay of the inflaton, taking into
account the evolution of the energy densities during reheating. We compare the predicted
spectrum of stochastic GWs with existing and future experiments, finding that the present
GW spectrum strongly requires high-frequency GW detectors. Interestingly, we see that such
high-frequency GWs could be detected, for example, with resonant cavity detectors [25, 26]
or with space-based futuristic GW detectors [27, 28]. We refer to Ref. [29] for a recent review
on high-frequency GW searches.

The paper is organized as follows. We present the underlying interaction Lagrangian and
present the 2- and 3-body decay rates in Section 2. In Section 3 we calculate the constraints
from ∆Neff on the GW energy density. The computation of the primordial GW spectrum is
presented in Section 4. Finally, we conclude in Section 5. In the appendixes, we present our
calculations in detail.

2 The Framework

The underlying interaction Lagrangian for the present set-up can be divided into two parts.
One part involving a trilinear interaction between the inflaton ϕ and a pair of complex scalar
doublets φ with 4 DoF (which is the SM Higgs field), a pair of vector-like Dirac fermions ψ
with 4 DoF, or a pair of massive vector bosons Vµ with 3 DoF, given by

L(2)
int ⊃ −µϕ |φ|2 − yψ ψ ψ ϕ− gV Vµ V

µ ϕ , (2.1)

where the corresponding interaction strengths are parameterized in terms of the couplings µ,
yψ, and gV , respectively. The superscript (2) denotes interactions that lead to a two-body
decay of the inflaton. Also, note that the coupling strength µ and gV have mass dimension,
while the Yukawa interaction strength yψ is dimensionless. Here, we remain agnostic about
the underlying UV-complete Lagrangian and, for simplicity, work with an effective theory.

On the other hand, since we are interested in the unavoidable Bremsstrahlung pro-
cess involving gravitons, we expand the metric gµν around Minkowski spacetime: gµν ≃
ηµν +

2
MP

hµν , where MP is the reduced Planck mass. This inevitably leads to gravitational
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interactions that are described by the Lagrangian [30]

√−gL(g)
int ⊃ − 2

MP
hµν T

µν , (2.2)

where hµν refers to the graviton field that appears as a quantum fluctuation on the flat
background, and Tµν represents the energy-momentum tensor involving all matter particles
involved in the theory. Further, we do not consider any non-minimal coupling between the
new fields of the theory and gravity; hence, this is a minimal scenario. All relevant Feynman
rules involving the graviton and particles of different spins (0, 1/2, and 1) are elaborated in
Appendix A. The interactions appearing in Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2) give rise to 2- and 3-body
decays of the inflaton into pairs of φ, ψ, and V in the final state, along with the emission
of a massless graviton. After production, gravitons propagate and constitute the stochastic
GW background, the spectrum of which we shall compute, considering different spins of the
final-state products.

With this setup, we now move on to the discussion of three different decay scenarios,
where the inflaton ϕ perturbatively decays into either a pair of bosons or a pair of fermions,
with graviton radiation, due to the graviton-matter coupling. In the following sections, we
discuss three cases individually.

Before proceeding, we would like to comment on the possible non-perturbative preheat-
ing [31–33]. For the bosonic case, due to the trilinear coupling, the daughter particles, i.e.
the Higgs bosons, could feature a tachyonic mass ∼ µϕ, leading to non-perturbative particle
production [21]. However, in our case, the bosonic decay product is the SM Higgs, which has
a sizable self-coupling λ (φ†φ)2 that induces a positive mass term ∼ λ

〈
φ2

〉
(with

〈
φ2

〉
being

the Higgs variance) once the Higgses are copiously produced. This backreaction counteracts
the tachyonic mass and quickly terminates non-perturbative particle production, making pre-
heating less efficient [34]. On the other hand, for the fermionic channel, the Pauli blocking
effect implies that only a small fraction of the energy stored in the inflaton field can be
transferred non–perturbatively [35]. Thereafter, in our setup, a perturbative treatment could
capture the dominant phenomena occurring in the reheating phase. We also mention that
in the literature, scenarios such as instant preheating [36] could deplete the inflaton energy
more efficiently.

2.1 Decay into Scalars

We start with the inflaton decay into spin-0 states, where the final-state particles are con-
sidered to be complex doublet scalars, e.g. the SM Higgs doublet. The 2-body decay rate in
this case, following the Lagrangian in Eq. (2.1), is given by

Γ
(0)
0 =

2M

16π

( µ

M

)2√
1− 4 y2 , (2.3)

where y ≡ m/M , with m being the mass of the daughter particles (independent of their spin).
The factor of 2 appears due to two possible decay channels for the complex scalar doublet
in the final state. The subscript represents the spin of the final-state particles, while the
superscript (0) denotes the 2-body decay width.

As advocated before, due to the irreducible gravitational interaction (cf. Eq. (2.2)), the
final state could also contain a graviton [17], leading to a 3-body decay of ϕ. The general
three-body decay diagrams are shown in Fig. 1, with l, ω, p, and q denoting the initial and
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Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for an inflaton decay into a pair of particles F , along with a radiated
graviton. Here F could be a scalar φ, a fermion ψ, or a vector V , while hµν is the graviton tensor
field. We denote the incoming and outgoing momenta with dashed arrowheads.

final four-momentum, respectively.2 Here, we denote any general final state as F , where
F can be a scalar, a fermion, or a gauge boson. The detailed computation of the 3-body
decay following two different methodologies, namely the explicit construction of graviton
polarization tensors and the polarization sum, is reported in Appendix B. We would like to
mention here that, in defining the polarization of massless gravitons, we have taken care of
the fact that they satisfy the transverse, traceless, symmetric, and orthonormal conditions in
either of the methodologies mentioned above. This results in a different final expression for
the 3-body decay width from those derived in Ref. [17]. The differential decay rate for the
scalar final state with the emission of a graviton of energy Eω reads

dΓ
(1)
0

dEω
=

1

32π3

(
µ

MP

)2 [(1− 2x) (1− 2x+ 2y2)

4xα−1
+
y2 (y2 + 2x− 1)

x
ln

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
, (2.4)

with x ≡ Eω/M and

α ≡
√
1− 4 y2

1− 2x
, (2.5)

with a graviton energy spanning the range

0 < Eω ≤M

(
1

2
− 2 y2

)
. (2.6)

Since the differential rate in Eq. (2.4) plays a key role in our subsequent calculation, we would
like to make some remarks before proceeding. Note that a graviton could carry at most half of

2The amplitude of the bottom right diagram is proportional to ηµνϵ
µν (cf. Eq. (A.3)) and therefore vanishes

due to the traceless condition for a massless graviton.
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the inflaton energy, which occurs in a limit where the daughter particle mass is zero, namely
y → 0. In such a case, the differential decay rate vanishes as the phase space closes. More
generally, the differential decay rate should also vanish when x → 1

2 − 2 y2. We notice that
our result differs from that reported in Eq. (7) of Ref. [17].

2.2 Decay into Fermions

Following the second term in Eq. (2.1), we compute the 2-body decay of ϕ into a pair of
fermions in the final state. In that case, the decay width is given by

Γ
(0)
1/2 =

y2ψ
8π

M
(
1− 4 y2

)3/2
. (2.7)

As before, one can compute the differential rate of the three-body final state involving a pair
of ψ’s and a graviton in the final state, leading to

dΓ
(1)
1/2

dEω
=

y2ψ
64π3

(
M

MP

)2
[
1− 2x

xα−1

[
8x y2 + 2x (x− 1)− 8y4 − 2y2 + 1

]
+

4 y2
[
(5− 8x) y2 − (x− 1)2 − 4y4

]
x

ln

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
, (2.8)

see Appendix B.2 for details. Interestingly, we again find that our expression for the 3-body
decay rate differs from those reported in Eq. (8) of Ref. [17] and Eq. (B.1) of Ref. [22].

2.3 Decay into Vectors

For inflaton decays to massive vectors3 via the trilinear interaction term ϕVµV
µ, the 2-body

decay rate is given by

Γ
(0)
1 =

M

64π

(gV
M

)2 1− 4 y2 + 12 y4

y4

√
1− 4 y2 , (2.9)

while the 3-body differential decay rate reads (see Appendix B.3 for details of the computa-
tion)

dΓ
(1)
1

dEω
=

1

1920π3 x y4

(
gV
MP

)2(
α
[
360 (1− 2x) y6 + 4 (4x (23x− 5) + 15) y4

+ 2 (2x− 1) (28x (14x− 5) + 15) y2 + (1− 2x)2 (4x (2x− 5) + 15)
]

+ 60 y2
[
12y6 + 16(x− 1)y4 + (5 + 4x(4x− 3))y2 − (1− 2x)2(1 + 2x)

]
ln

[
1 + α

1− α

])
.

(2.10)

Note that factor 1/y4 comes from the polarization sum for the massive vector and therefore
the massless case cannot be recovered in the limit y → 0. We would like to mention that our
results in Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) differ from the ones reported in Eqs. (4) and (7) of Ref. [18].

3We notice that a similar process was also considered in Ref. [37], where the inflaton was assumed to be
an axion-like particle.
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3 Gravitational Wave Contribution to ∆Neff

As we know, to switch to the standard hot Big Bang cosmology after inflation, the inflaton
energy must be transferred into SM radiation DoFs, which eventually thermalize and dominate
the Universe’s energy budget. This transition process, known as reheating, is typically marked
by the equality between the inflaton and radiation energy densities. The reheating process
must end before the onset of BBN, which occurs at TBBN ≃ 4 MeV [38–42]. Now, in order
for BBN to proceed successfully, the energy budget of the Universe must not comprise a
significant amount of extra relativistic species, including GWs. Regardless of its origin, the
energy density established in GW before BBN acts as radiation, and thus its impact on BBN
is fully captured in terms of ∆Neff. Therefore, an excess of the GW energy density around
BBN can be restricted by considering the (present and future) bounds on ∆Neff from CMB,
BBN, and combined. In this section, we discuss our calculations considering that the inflaton
ϕ oscillates in a simple quadratic potential, which implies that its energy density scales as
non-relativistic matter during reheating.

The number of effective neutrinos Neff is defined from the expression of the radiation
energy density in the late universe (at a photon temperature T∆Neff) as

ρrad(T∆Neff) = ργ + ρν + ρGW =

[
1 +

7

8

(
Tν
Tγ

)4

Neff

]
ργ(T∆Neff) , (3.1)

where ργ , ρν , and ρGW correspond to the photon, SM neutrino, and GW energy densities,
respectively, with Tν/Tγ = (4/11)1/3. Note that T∆Neff corresponds to the temperature at
which the effective number of neutrinos is evaluated. There are experimental bounds on ∆Neff
for T∆Neff = TBBN and T∆Neff = TCMB, where TCMB is the temperature at which the photons
decouple from the thermal plasma. Within the SM, the prediction taking into account the
non-instantaneous neutrino decoupling is NSM

eff = 3.044 [43–51], whereas the presence of GWs
implies

∆Neff ≡ Neff −NSM
eff =

8

7

(
11

4

) 4
3 ρGW(T∆Neff)

ργ(T∆Neff)
=

8

7

(
11

4

g⋆s(T∆Neff)

g⋆s(Trh)

) 4
3 g⋆(Trh)

2

ρGW(Trh)

ρR(Trh)
,

(3.2)
where

ρR(T ) =
π2

30
g⋆(T )T

4, (3.3)

s(T ) =
2π2

45
g⋆s(T )T

3 (3.4)

are the SM radiation energy density and the SM entropy density, with g⋆(T ) and g⋆s(T ) the
numbers of relativistic degrees of freedom [52].

The evolution of inflaton, SM radiation, and GW energy densities can be tracked using
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the Boltzmann equations45

dρϕ
dt

+ 3H ρϕ = −
(
Γ(0) + Γ(1)

)
ρϕ , (3.5)

dρR
dt

+ 4H ρR = +Γ(0) ρϕ +

∫
dΓ(1)

dEω

M − Eω
M

ρϕ dEω , (3.6)

dρGW

dt
+ 4H ρGW = +

∫
dΓ(1)

dEω

Eω
M

ρϕ dEω , (3.7)

where H stands for the Hubble expansion rate given by

H2 =
ρϕ + ρR + ρGW

3M2
P

, (3.8)

while Γ(0) and Γ(1) are the 2- and 3-body decay widths. The factors (M − Eω)/M and
Eω/M correspond to the fractions of inflaton energy injected into SM radiation and GWs,
respectively. It follows that

d(ρGW/ρR)

da
≃ 1

aH

ρϕ
ρR

[∫
dΓ(1)

dEω

Eω
M

dEω − ρGW

ρR
Γ(0)

]
. (3.9)

This expression can be integrated during reheating, that is, for amax ≤ a ≤ arh, corresponding
to photon temperatures Tmax ≥ T ≥ Trh. Note that, in solving Eq. (3.9), we have consid-
ered ρGW/ρR as a variable itself, which makes Eq. (3.9) an ordinary first-order differential
equation. Importantly, during reheating in which the SM thermal bath is produced and the
universe transitions to radiation domination, the bath temperature may rise to a value Tmax
that exceeds Trh [53]. The possibility that the maximum temperature of the thermal bath
may reach Tmax > Trh before cooling is not apparent if one takes the instantaneous decay
approximation for reheating. We note that during reheating

ρϕ(a) = ρϕ(arh)
(arh

a

)3
, (3.10)

T (a) = Trh

(arh

a

)3/8
, (3.11)

as the inflaton is assumed to be non-relativistic and to decay with a constant decay width into
SM radiation. The solutions in Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11) can be realized from Eqs. (3.5) and (3.6),
considering the fact that during the early stage of reheating (inflaton domination), the decay
rate of the inflaton is much smaller than the expansion rate [53], and also utilizing the fact
that Γ(0) ≫ Γ(1). We emphasize that the scaling of the SM temperature is due to the fact
that the SM radiation is not free, but is sourced by inflaton decays. The end of the reheating
corresponds to the moment in which the equality ρR(Trh) = ρϕ(Trh) is realized. Additionally,

4We would like to emphasize that our approach of computation of the GW energy density takes care of
the evolution of energy densities beyond the instantaneous approximation as was done in Refs. [17, 18].

5We note that the term proportional to Γ(1) in the RHS of Eq. (3.5) can be rewritten as

Γ(1)ρϕ =

∫
dΓ(1)

dEω
dEω ρϕ =

∫
dΓ(1)

dEω

M − Eω

M
dEω ρϕ +

∫
dΓ(1)

dEω

Eω

M
dEω ρϕ .

This expression, even if less compact, allows to easily check that the sum of the RHS of Eqs. (3.5), (3.6),
and (3.7) is zero, implying conservation of the energy density.
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assuming that at the beginning of the reheating, the universe had no SM radiation or GWs,
and taking into account that at the end of the reheating Γ(0) ≃ H(Trh), Eq. (3.9) admits the
analytical solution

ρGW(Trh)

ρR(Trh)
≃

∫ M/2

0

1

Γ(0)

dΓ(1)

dEω

Eω
M

dEω

[
1−

(
Trh

Tmax

)8/3
]
. (3.12)

We notice that within the approximation of an instantaneous decay of the inflaton, the ex-
pression in the squared brackets reduces to one.

For the different decay channels, in the limit y → 0, one has

ρGW(Trh)

ρR(Trh)
≃ Cρ

M2

π2M2
P

[
1−

(
Trh

Tmax

)8/3
]
, (3.13)

where Cρ = 1/96 for scalars, 3/128 for fermions, and 127/1800 for vectors. Therefore, the
corresponding GW contribution to ∆Neff is

∆Neff ≃ C∆Neff

(
M

MP

)2
[
1−

(
Trh

Tmax

)8/3
]
, (3.14)

with C∆Neff ≃ 0.01 for scalars, 0.03 for fermions, and 0.08 for vectors, where we have
taken g⋆s(T∆Neff) ≃ 10.75, considering T∆Neff = TBBN. Again, note that in the instanta-
neous reheating approximation, the square bracket in Eq. (3.14) becomes unity. To avoid
jeopardizing the successful predictions from BBN, the reheating temperature must satisfy
Trh ≥ TBBN. Furthermore, recent BICEP/Keck measurements have offered a stronger bound
(than that of previous Planck results [54]) on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.035 [55], imply-
ing Trh ≲ 5.5× 1015 GeV.

Within the framework of ΛCDM, Planck legacy data produces Neff = 2.99±0.34 at 95%
CL [54]. Once the baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO) data are included, the measurement
becomes more stringent: Neff = 2.99±0.17 at 1σ CL. The upcoming CMB experiments, such
as SPT-3G [62] and the Simons Observatory [63], will soon improve Planck’s precision on Neff.
In particular, CMB-S4 [57] and CMB-HD [58] will be sensitive to a precision of ∆Neff ∼ 0.06
and ∆Neff ∼ 0.027 at 95% CL, respectively. As calculated in Ref. [56], a combined analysis
from BBN and CMB results in Neff = 2.880±0.144. The next generation of satellite missions,
such as COrE [59] and Euclid [60], shall impose limits at 2σ on ∆Neff ≲ 0.013. Furthermore,
as mentioned in Ref. [61], a hypothetical cosmic-variance-limited (CVL) CMB polarization
experiment could presumably be reduced to as low as ∆Neff ≲ 3 × 10−6, although this does
not seem to be an experimentally plausible scenario. Fig. 2 illustrates the constraint from
∆Neff following Eq. (3.14), considering Tmax ≫ Trh. As discussed above, we show the present
and future limits of ∆Neff on the GW energy density for scenarios in which the graviton
decays into a pair of scalars (red dotted line), a pair of Dirac fermions (blue dashed line), or a
pair of massive vector bosons (black solid line). As we can see, the impact of GW production
on ∆Neff through all these channels is very challenging not only for present, but even for the
projected experimental sensitivities, unless M ∼ MP . A large inflaton mass is required to
overcome the strong Planck suppression originating from minimal graviton coupling. Note
that there is a possibility for experiments such as COrE or Euclid to probe the vector scenario.
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M [GeV]

10−6

10−5
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10−2

10−1
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∆
N

eff

Planck 18

BBN+CMB

CMB-S4

CMB-HD

COrE/Euclid

CVL

y → 0

Tmax � Trh

Vector

Fermion

Scalar

Figure 2. Contribution of GW energy density to ∆Neff (cf. Eq. (3.14) with Tmax ≫ Trh), where the
solid black, dashed blue, and dot-dashed red slanted straight lines correspond to scalar, fermion, and
vector boson final states. We show the present limits from PLANCK [54], CMB+BBN combined [56],
and future limits from CMB-S4 [57], CMB-HD [58], COrE [59]/ Euclid [60], and also hypothetical
CVL experiment [61], from top to bottom.

4 Gravitational Wave Spectrum

After being produced from inflaton 3-body decays, gravitons would propagate and spread
in the whole universe, forming a homogeneous and isotropic stochastic GW background at
present, after the attenuation of its energy and amplitude due to cosmic expansion. The
primordial GW spectrum at present ΩGW(f) for a frequency f is defined by

ΩGW(f) =
1

ρc

dρGW

d ln f
= Ω(0)

γ

d(ρGW/ρR)

d ln f
= Ω(0)

γ

g⋆(Trh)

g⋆(T0)

[
g⋆s(T0)

g⋆s(Trh)

]4/3 d(ρGW(Trh)/ρR(Trh))

d lnEω
,

(4.1)
where ρc is the critical energy density, and Ω

(0)
γ h2 ≃ 2.47 × 10−5 is the observed photon

abundance [54]. Equation (4.1) must be evaluated at an energy

Eω = 2π f
a0
arh

= 2π f
Trh

T0

[
g⋆s(Trh)

g⋆s(T0)

]1/3
, (4.2)

taking into account the redshift of the GW energy between the end of reheating and the
present epoch.

From Eq. (3.9), the evolution of the differential ratio of GW to SM radiation energy
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densities is given by

d

da

d(ρGW/ρR)

dEω
≃ 1

aH(a)

ρϕ(a)

ρR(a)

 dΓ(1)

dE′
ω

E′
ω

M

∣∣∣∣∣
E′

ω=Eω
arh
a

− d(ρGW/ρR)

dEω
Γ(0)

 , (4.3)

where in the source term for GWs the redshift of the graviton energy E′
ω(a) = Eω

arh
a was

taken into account. An approximate solution is

d(ρGW(Trh)/ρR(Trh))

dEω
≃ dΓ(1)

dEω

Eω
M

1

Γ(0)

[
1−

(
Trh

Tmax

)8/3
]
, (4.4)

where again, within the approximation of an instantaneous decay of the inflaton, the expres-
sion in the squared brackets reduces to one. For the inflaton decay into particles with different
spins, one has

ΩGW(f) ≃ CΩGW

Trh

5.5× 1015
M

MP

f

1012 Hz
, (4.5)

with CΩGW ≃ 1.4× 10−8 for scalars, CΩGW ≃ 2.8× 10−8 for fermions, and CΩGW ≃ 11.2× 10−8

for vectors. The latter expression is valid for frequencies f smaller than

f ≲
M

4π

T0
Trh

[
g⋆s(T0)

g⋆s(Trh)

]1/3
≃ 4.1× 1012

(
M

MP

) (
5.5× 1015 GeV

Trh

)
Hz , (4.6)

where we have used g⋆s(T0) = 3.94 and g⋆s(Trh) = 106.75.
Finally, we compute the dimensionless strain defined as [66]

hc(f) =
1

f

√
3H2

0 ΩGW(f)

2π2
= 1.26× 10−18

(
Hz

f

)√
h2ΩGW(f) , (4.7)

where H0 ≡ H(T0) ≃ 1.44 × 10−42 GeV is the present-day Hubble parameter, and h =
0.674 [54]. In Fig. 3 we show the dimensionless strain hc as a function of the GWs frequency
f , for two benchmark points: ➀ M =MP /10 and Trh = 5.5×1015 GeV, and ➁ M =MP /10

3

and Trh = MP /(2 × 104). In the same plane, we project the limits from several proposed
GW detectors, for example, LISA [67], the Einstein Telescope (ET) [68–71], the Big Bang
Observer (BBO) [72–74], ultimate DECIGO (uDECIGO) [27, 28], GW-electromagnetic wave
conversion in the vacuum (solid) and in a Gaussian beam (GB) (dotted) [64, 75], resonant
cavities [25, 26], and the International Axion Observatory (IAXO) [76, 77]. We have projected
the ∆Neff bounds from Planck, COrE/Euclid and CVL from Fig. 2 as a bound on the GW
strain using [66] ∫

d (ln f) ΩGW(f)h2 ≤ 5.6× 10−6∆Neff . (4.8)

These are shown by the diagonal straight gray lines. As can be inferred from Eq. (4.6), a
larger M/Trh ratio corresponds to a higher frequency, which is also reflected in Fig. 3 curves.
As we see, only microwave cavity detectors are capable of probing the high-frequency regime
of the GW spectrum. Detectors such as uDECIGO, on the other hand, might be able to reach
the lower frequency part of the spectrum.
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Figure 3. Dimensionless strain hc as a function of the GW frequency f , for the two benchmarks (➀
and ➁) described in the text, assuming Tmax ≫ Trh and y → 0. The black solid, blue dashed, and red
dotted curves correspond to decays into vector, fermion, and scalar final states, respectively. Projected
sensitivities from different GW detection experiments are also shown in orange (adapted from Refs. [64,
65]). The gray dashed diagonal lines are CMB bounds on ∆Neff from Planck, COrE/Euclid, and a
hypothetical CVL experiment, respectively.

5 Conclusions

Inflaton 3-body decay is a source of the stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background, due
to the inexorable graviton Bremsstrahlung. In this work, we have revisited such three-body
decay rates, considering the perturbative coupling of the inflaton with a pair of massive spin-0
bosons, spin-1/2 fermions, and spin-1 vector bosons, along with the radiative emission of a
massless graviton from either the initial or the final states. We have found that the previously
reported results show discrepancies with our findings in all three cases. To make our claim
more robust, we employed two distinct procedures in calculating the graviton polarization and
found that they agree with each other. With this improvement over existing results, we then
numerically calculated the contribution of the GW energy density to the number of degrees
of freedom around the time of BBN and CMB, typically encoded in ∆Neff. We have taken
care of the evolution of the energy densities of inflaton, radiation, and GW by solving a set of
coupled Boltzmann equations. Due to Planck-scale suppression from minimal gravitational
coupling, the GW energy density from inflaton Bremsstrahlung stays well below the CMB
bounds on ∆Neff, regardless of the spin of the final-state particles. As the spectrum of GW
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peaks in the GHz to THz ballpark, this primordial GW signature remains beyond the reach
of most detector facilities; however, it may leave a footprint in resonant cavity detectors or
even in upcoming space-based GW detectors.
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A Feynman Rules for Relevant Vertices

Here, we focus on a massless spin-2 graviton field, whose polarization tensor ϵµν has to satisfy
the following conditions [78, 79]

ϵi µν = ϵi νµ symmetric, (A.1)

ωµ ϵ
i µν = 0 transverse, (A.2)

ηµν ϵ
i µν = 0 traceless, (A.3)

ϵi µν ϵj ⋆µν = δij orthonormal, (A.4)

for i, j = 1, 2 being the polarization indices and ω the graviton four momentum. The
polarization sum for the massless graviton is [80]∑

pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ =
1

2

(
η̂µαη̂νβ + η̂µβ η̂να − η̂µν η̂αβ

)
, (A.5)

with
η̂µν ≡ ηµν −

ωµω̄ν + ω̄µων
ω · ω̄ , (A.6)

where ω = (Eω, ω⃗) and ω̄ = (Eω,−ω⃗). For a massless graviton, we have ω·ω̄ = E2
ω+ω⃗

2 = 2E2
ω.

The polarization sum in Eq. (A.5) indeed preserves the symmetric, transverse, traceless, and
orthonormal conditions.6 Note that due to the van Dam-Veltman discontinuity [80, 81], one
cannot obtain the massless graviton propagator from the massive one simply by taking the
limit of the graviton mass mhµν → 0.

From the interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (2.2) the relevant Feynman rules can be ex-
tracted, and we tabulate them in Fig. 4.

6We note that the naive polarization sum
∑

pol ϵ
⋆µνϵαβ = 1

2

(
ηµαηνβ + ηµβηνα − ηµνηαβ

)
violates trans-

verse, traceless, and orthonormal conditions and therefore should not be used.
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Figure 4. Relevant graviton-matter vertices for scalar (φ), fermion (ψ) and vector boson (V ), from
top to bottom, following Ref. [30].

B Calculation of the Decay Widths

In this section, we present details of the computation of the differential rates for the inflaton
decay into three-body final states, including a graviton.

B.1 Scalar Case

To calculate the differential decay rate and cross-check the results, we present two different
strategies based on: i) an explicit construction for the graviton polarization tensor and ii)
polarization sum for the massless graviton.
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B.1.1 Polarization Tensor in Explicit Form

Without losing generality, we choose a coordinate system in which the graviton moves along
the x direction, and hence the four-momentum of the graviton is ω = (Eω, ωx, 0, 0), where
ω2 = 0, and then ωx = Eω. The four-momentum of the inflaton and its other two decay
products are l = (M, 0, 0, 0), p = (Ep, px, py, pz), and q = (M −Ep−Eω,−px−ωx,−py,−pz),
respectively.

The two polarization tensors that meet traceless, transverse, symmetric and orthonormal
conditions described in Eqs. (A.1) to (A.4) can be explicitly written as [81]

ϵ1µν =
1√
2


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1

 and ϵ2µν =
1√
2


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 . (B.1)

Using the Feynman rules of Fig. 4, the amplitudes for the 3-body decays shown in Fig. 1 are

iM1 =
−i µ
MP

lµ lν ϵ
⋆µν
i

M Eω
= 0 , (B.2)

iM2 =
i µ

MP

pµ pν ϵ
⋆µν
j

p · ω , (B.3)

iM3 =
i µ

MP

qµ qν ϵ
⋆µν
k

M Eω − p · ω , (B.4)

iM4 ∝ ηµνϵ
µν = 0 , (B.5)

where M1,2 corresponds to the diagrams in the upper left and upper right panels of Fig. 1,
while M3,4 correspond to the lower left and lower right panels, respectively. Using Eq. (B.1),
we notice that M1 = 0 as the decay takes place in the rest frame of the inflaton with
l = (M, 0, 0, 0), while∑

pol

|M2|2 =
µ2

(p · ω)2M2
P

∑
j

(pµpνϵ
⋆µν
j )(pµpνϵ

µν
j ) =

µ2

2(p · ω)2M2
P

[
(p2y − p2z)

2 + 4p2yp
2
z

]
. (B.6)

Similarly, ∑
pol

|M3|2 =
µ2

2(M Eω − p · ω)2M2
P

[
((−py)2 − (−pz)2)2 + 4p2yp

2
z

]
=

µ2

2(M Eω − p · ω)2M2
P

[
(p2y − p2z)

2 + 4p2yp
2
z

]
, (B.7)

and the cross-term turns out to be∑
pol

(M2M⋆
3) =

µ2

2(M Eω − p · ω)(p · ω)M2
P

[(
p2y − p2z

)2
+ 4 p2y p

2
z

]
. (B.8)

Note that
∑

pol (M1M⋆
2) = 0 and

∑
pol (M1M⋆

3) = 0 as M1 = 0. The total squared
amplitude is then ∑

pol

|M|2 = µ2

2M2
P

[
1

p · ω +
1

M Eω − p · ω

]2 (
p2y + p2z

)2
. (B.9)
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Since p · ω = EpEω − pxEω, we have

px =
EpEω − p · ω

Eω
, (B.10)

which together with m2 ≡ p2 = E2
p − (p2x + p2y + p2z) implies

∑
pol

|M|2 = µ2

2M2
P

[
1

p · ω +
1

M Eω − p · ω

]2 [
2
Ep
Eω

p · ω −
(
p · ω
Eω

)2

−m2

]2

=
µ2

[
4E2

ωm
2 − 8EpEωM(Eω + Ep) + 4M2(E2

p + 3EpEω + E2
ω)− 4(Eω + Ep)M

3 +M4)
]2

2M2
P E

2
ωM

2 (M − 2Ep)2 [M − 2 (Ep − Eω)]
2 .

(B.11)

Finally, utilizing
dΓ

dEω
=

1

(2π)3
1

8M

∫ Ep,max

Ep,min

dEp |M|2, (B.12)

with

Ep,max =
1

2

[
M − Eω + Eω

√
M2 − 2MEω − 4m2

M(M − 2Eω)

]
, (B.13)

Ep,min =
1

2

[
M − Eω − Eω

√
M2 − 2MEω − 4m2

M(M − 2Eω)

]
, (B.14)

one has the total differential cross-section as

dΓ
(1)
0

dEω
=

2

64π3

(
µ

MP

)2 [(2x− 1) (2x− 2y2 − 1)

4xα−1
+
y2(y2 + 2x− 1)

x
log

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
(B.15)

for inflaton decays to complex scalars. Note that the extra factor 2 comes from two possible
decay channels of the inflaton.

B.1.2 Polarization Sum

We now employ the second formalism of the calculation, namely the tensor polarization sum
formalism, as mentioned in Eq. (A.5). The squared amplitudes are

∑
pol

|M1|2 =
µ2

M2E2
ωM

2
P

lµlν lαlβ
∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ

=
µ2

2M2E2
ωM

2
P

lµlν lαlβ

(
η̂µαη̂νβ + η̂µβ η̂να − η̂µν η̂αβ

)
=

µ2

2M2E2
ωM

2
P

[
l2l2 − 4l2

(l · ω)(l · ω̄)
2E2

ω

+ 4
(l · ω)2(l · ω̄)2

4E4
ω

]
=

µ2

2M2E2
ωM

2
P

[
l2 − (l · ω)(l · ω̄)

E2
ω

]2
=

µ2

2M2E2
ωM

2
P

(
M2 −M2

)
= 0 , (B.16)
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∑
pol

|M2|2 =
µ2

M2
P

pµ pν pα pβ
(p · ω)2

∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ =
µ2

2(p · ω)2M2
P

[
p2 − (p · ω)(p · ω̄)

E2
ω

]2
=

µ2

2(p · ω)2M2
P

[
m2 − (p · ω)(p · ω̄)

E2
ω

]2
, (B.17)

∑
pol

|M3|2 =
µ2

2(M Eω − p · ω)2M2
P

[
q2 − (q · ω)(q · ω̄)

E2
ω

]2
=

µ2

2(M Eω − p · ω)2M2
P

[
m2 − (q · ω)(q · ω̄)

E2
ω

]2
, (B.18)

∑
pol

(M2M⋆
3) =

µ2

(p · ω)(M Eω − p · ω)M2
P

pµpνqαqβ
∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ

=
µ2

2(p · ω)(M Eω − p · ω)M2
P

{
2

[
(p · q)− (p · ω)(q · ω̄) + (p · ω̄)(q · ω)

2E2
ω

]2
−
[
p2q2 − p2(q · ω)(q · ω̄) + q2(p · ω)(p · ω̄)

E2
ω

+
(p · ω)(p · ω̄)(q · ω)(q · ω̄)

E4
ω

]}

=
µ2

2(p · ω)(M Eω − p · ω)M2
P

{
2

[
(p · q)− (p · ω)(q · ω̄) + (p · ω̄)(q · ω)

2E2
ω

]2
−
[
p2 − (q · ω)(q · ω̄)

E2
ω

] [
q2 − (p · ω)(p · ω̄)

E2
ω

]}
. (B.19)

Note that Eq. (B.16) implies M1 = 0, which agrees with Eq. (B.2). Therefore, the other two
interference terms

∑
pol (M1M⋆

2) =
∑

pol (M1M⋆
3) = 0. Using the four vectors, one ends up

with

p · ω =M

(
Eω + Ep −

1

2
M

)
, (B.20)

p · ω̄ = 2EpEω − p · ω , (B.21)
q · ω =MEω − p · ω , (B.22)

q · ω̄ = (l − p− ω)ω̄ =MEω − p · ω̄ − 2E2
ω =MEω − 2EpEω + p · ω − 2E2

ω , (B.23)

p · q = 1

2

[
(p+ q)2 − 2m2

]
=

1

2

[
(l − ω)2 − 2m2

]
=

1

2

[
M2 − 2MEω − 2m2

]
. (B.24)

With these relations, one obtains∑
pol

|M|2 =
µ2

[
4E2

ωm
2 − 8EpEωM(Eω + Ep) + 4M2(E2

p + 3EpEω + E2
ω)− 4(Eω + Ep)M

3 +M4)
]2

2M2
PE

2
ωM

2(M − 2Ep)2[M − 2(Ep − Eω)]2
,

(B.25)

and further

dΓ
(1)
0

dEω
=

µ2

32π3M2
P

[
(2x− 1) (2x− 2y2 − 1)

4xα−1
+
y2(y2 + 2x− 1)

x
log

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
, (B.26)

which agrees with Eq. (B.15).
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Figure 5. Feynman graph for inflaton decay into a pair of Dirac fermions with graviton emission.

B.2 Fermionic Case

Using the list of Feynman rules in Fig. 4, the amplitudes for the inflaton decay into a Dirac
fermion turn out to be

iM1 = −i yψ
MP

lµ lν ϵ
⋆µν

M Eω
ū(p)v(q) , (B.27)

iM2 =
iyψ

2p · ωMP

[
ū(p)(pµγν)(/l + 2m)v(q)

]
ϵ∗µν , (B.28)

iM3 =
iyψ

2(MEω − p · ω)MP

[
ū(p)(/l − 2m))(qµγν)v(q)

]
ϵ∗µν , (B.29)

iM4 ∝ ηµνϵ
∗µν = 0 , (B.30)

where M1,M2,M3 and M4 corresponds to the diagrams from left to right in Fig. 5. Note
that ∑

spin, pol

|M1|2 =
y2ψ

M2E2
ωM

2
P

lµlν lαlβ
∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ × Tr
[
(/q −m)(/p+m)

]
= (B.16) ×

y2ψ
µ2

× Tr
[
(/q −m)(/p+m)

]
= 0 , (B.31)

which again implies that M1 = 0. In fact, since M1 ∝ Eq. (B.2), one immediately finds that
it vanishes. The other squared amplitudes are given by:

∑
spin, pol

|M2|2 =
y2ψ

(2p · ω)2M2
P

∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ

× Tr
[
pµγν(/l + 2m)(/q −m)(/l + 2m)γαpβ(/p+m)

]
, (B.32)∑

spin, pol

|M3|2 =
y2ψ

4(MEω − p · ω)2M2
P

∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ

× Tr
[
(/l − 2m)qµγν(/q −m)γαqβ(/l − 2m)(/p+m)

]
, (B.33)∑

spin, pol

(M2M∗
3) =

y2ψ
4p · ω(MEω − p · ω)M2

P

∑
pol

ϵ⋆µνϵαβ

× Tr
[
pµγν(/l + 2m)(/q −m)γαqβ(/l − 2m)(/p+m)

]
. (B.34)
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Similarly as before, the other interference terms
∑

pol (M1M⋆
2) =

∑
pol (M1M⋆

3) = 0. The
total matrix element squared turns out to be∑

spin, pol

|M|2 = y2ψ
M(M − 2Ep)(M − 2Eω)(2(Ep + Eω)−M) + 4E2

ωm
2

E2
ωM

2(M − 2E2
p)(M − 2(Ep + Eω))2M2

P

×
{
4Mm2

[
M(4E2

p + 12EpEω + 3E2
ω)− 4M2(Ep + Eω)− 8EpEω(Ep + Eω) +M3

]
−M2(M − 2Ep)(2E

2
ω − 2EωM +M2) [M − 2(Ep + Eω)] + 16E2

ωm
4
}
, (B.35)

with which we find

dΓ
(1)
1/2

dEω
=

y2ψM
2

64π3M2
P

[
(1− 2x)

xα−1

[
8xy2 + 2(x− 1)x− 8y4 − 2y2 + 1

]
+

4y2
[
(5− 8x)y2 − (x− 1)2 − 4y4

]
x

log

(
1 + α

1− α

)]
. (B.36)

B.3 Vector Case

For the amplitudes of inflaton decay into massive spin-1 final states, we obtain

iM1 = −i 2 gV
MP

lµ lν ϵ
⋆µν

M Eω
ηµ′ν′ε

∗µ′(p, λ)ε∗ν
′
(q, λ) , (B.37)

and similarly, we find

iM2 = −i gV
p · ωMP

ϵ∗µνε∗µ
′
(p, λ)ε∗ν

′
(q, λ) · ησν′

[
ηρσ − (p′ρp′σ)

m2

]
×
[
ηµνηρµ′

(
p′ · p−m2

)
− ηµνp

′
µ′pρ + ηνρp

′
µ′pµ − ηρµ′p

′
νpµ + ηµµ′p

′
νpρ

− ηνρηµµ′
(
p′ · p−m2

)
+ ηνµ′p

′
µpρ − ηρµ′p

′
µpν + ηµρp

′
µ′pν −ηνµ′ηµρ

(
p′ · p−m2

)]
,

(B.38)

iM3 = −i gV
(MEω − p · ω)MP

ϵ∗µνε∗µ
′
(p, λ)ε∗ν

′
(q, λ) · ησµ′

[
ηρσ − (q′ρq′σ)

m2

]
×
[
ηµνηρν′

(
q′ · q −m2

)
− ηµνq

′
ν′qρ + ηνρq

′
ν′qµ − ηρν′q

′
νqµ + ηµν′q

′
νqρ

− ηνρηµν′
(
q′ · q −m2

)
+ ηνν′q

′
µqρ − ηρν′q

′
µqν + ηµρq

′
ν′qν −ηνν′ηµρ

(
q′ · q −m2

)]
,

(B.39)

while
M4 ∝ ηµνϵ

∗µν = 0 , (B.40)

for left to right in Fig. 6, respectively. The total squared matrix element is given by

∑
spin, pol

|M|2 = g2V
2E4

ωM
2m4(M − 2Ep)2(M − 2Ep − 2Eω)2M2

P

×
8∑

k=0

Ak E
k
p , (B.41)
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Figure 6. Feynman diagrams for inflaton decay into a pair of massive vectors with graviton emission.

where

A8 = 256M4(M − 2Eω)
2, (B.42)

A7 = 1024(Eω −M)M4(M − 2Eω)
2, (B.43)

A6 = 128(2Eω −M)M3
[
− 2Eω(M − 4Eω)m

2 −M(M − 2Eω)(12E
2
ω − 27MEω + 14M2)

]
,

(B.44)

A5 = 128M3(2E2
ω − 3MEω +M2)

×
[
− 6Eω(M − 4Eω)m

2 −M(M − 2Eω)(8E
2
ω − 25MEω + 14M2)

]
, (B.45)

A4 = 16M3
[
4E2

ω(3M − 4Eω)m
4

+ 4Eω(M − 2Eω)(−60E3
ω + 138ME2

ω − 91M2Eω + 15M3)m2

+M(M − 2Eω)
2(16E4

ω − 136ME3
ω + 301M2E2

ω − 250M3Eω + 70M4)
]
, (B.46)

A3 = −32(Eω −M)M3
[
4E2

ω(4Eω − 3M)m4 − 4Eω(2Eω −M)

× (20E3
ω − 48ME2

ω + 31M2Eω − 5M3)m2 +M2 (M − 2Eω)
2

× (12E3
ω − 45ME2

ω + 46M2Eω − 14M3)
]
, (B.47)

A2 = 8M
[
M5(M − 2Eω)(M − Eω)(−26E3

ω + 68ME2
ω − 55M2Eω + 14M3)

+ 2EωM
2(M − 2Eω)(−56E5

ω + 264ME4
ω − 458M2E3

ω + 360M3E2
ω − 126M4Eω + 15M5)m2

+ 16E4
ω(3M − 4Eω)m

6 + 4E2
ωM(−24E4

ω + 4ME3
ω + 26M2E2

ω − 30M3Eω + 9M4)m4
]
,

(B.48)

A1 = 8(Eω −M)M
[
(2M − 3Eω)(Eω −M)(2Eω −M)3M6

+ 2Eω(2Eω − 3M)(M − 2Eω)
2(2E3

ω − 8ME2
ω + 6M2Eω −M3)m2M2

+ 4E2
ω(−24E4

ω + 12ME3
ω + 4M2E2

ω − 10M3Eω + 3M4)m4M + 16E4
ω(3M − 4Eω)m

6
]
,

(B.49)

A0 = 192E6
ωm

8 + 32E4
ωM

2(6E2
ω − 10M Eω + 3M2)m6 + (Eω −M)2M8 (M − 2Eω)

4

− 4E2
ωM

2 (2E2
ω − 2M Eω +M2)(16E4

ω − 32M E3
ω + 6M2E2

ω + 10M3Eω − 3M4)m4

− 4EωM
4 (M − 2Eω)

4 (2E3
ω − 4ME2

ω + 5M2Eω −M3)m2, (B.50)
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with which one can show that the differential decay rate reads

dΓ
(1)
1

dEω
=

g2V
1920π3 x y4M2

P[
60y2

(
−(1− 2x)2(1 + 2x) + (5 + 4x(−3 + 4x))y2 + 16(x− 1)y4 + 12y6

)
log

(
1 + α

1− α

)
+ α

(
360(1− 2x)y6 + 4(4x(23x− 5) + 15)y4 + 2(2x− 1)(28x(14x− 5) + 15)y2

+ (1− 2x)2(4x(2x− 5) + 15)
)]
. (B.51)
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