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Abstract

If an early matter phase of the Universe existed after inflation with the proper power
spectrum, enhanced density perturbations can decouple from the Hubble flow, turn around
and collapse. In contrast to what happens in a radiation dominated Universe where pressure
nullifies deviations from sphericity in these perturbations, in a matter dominated Universe, the
lack of pressure although on the one hand facilitates the gravitational collapse, it allows small
deviations from sphericity to grow substantially as the collapse takes place. The subsequent
collapse is complicated: initially as non-spherical deviations grow, the collapsing cloud takes
the form of a “Zel’dovich pancake”. After that, the more chaotic and nonlinear stage of violent
relaxation begins where shells of the cloud cross and the matter is redistributed within a factor
of a few of the free fall timescale, reaching a spherical virialized state. During the whole process,
strong gravitational waves are emitted due to the anisotropy of the collapse and the small time
interval that the effect takes place. The emission of gravitational waves during the stage of
the violent relaxation cannot be easily estimated with an analytical model. We perform an
N -body simulation to capture the behaviour of matter during this stage in order to estimate
the precise spectrum of gravitational waves produced in this scenario.

1 Introduction

Strong gravitational waves (GWs) can be emitted during a gravitational collapse if the collapse
involves aspherical and rapid motion of dense matter distributions [1]. Astrophysical systems
are common examples of strong gravitational sources. Presumably, such conditions are also
found in the dense and energetic early Universe if there are sufficiently large density pertur-
bations. Primordial density perturbations are observed at CMB scales through temperature
anisotropies and have a minute size. At small scales the amplitude of density perturbations is
not measured and it might be significantly larger [2–7]. Deviations from homogeneity in the
primordial Universe can result in gravitational instabilities and perturbative GW emission [8,9].
Furthermore, if an early matter domination era (EMD) has been realized, the density pertur-
bations grow further and in the absence of background pressure an isotropic evolution cannot
be supported. As a result, an additional strong GW component is generated during the pro-
cess of matter compression and virialization, leading possibly to the formation of ephemeral
halos. GW emission of this sort, that involves pressureless bulk mass motion, is not expected
for smooth unclustered energy components, like radiation, that is understood to collapse and
expand isotropically.

During an EMD era the pressure is vanishing and deviations from sphericity are assumed
for the primordial density perturbations that enter the horizon. Initially in the linear regime,
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the perturbations evolve in the expanding background and asphericity grows. At some point
the expansion of the overdensities is expected to halt along the dimension that the compression
is maximal and collapse follows. The first stage of gravitational evolution can be described by
the “pancake formation” process, developed by Zel’dovich [10]. The Zel’dovich approximation
is a theory for the growth and evolution of density cosmological perturbations in the nonlinear
stage and in a background of zero pressure. Central quantities are a deformation tensor Dij ,
that describes the non-spherical geometrical profiles of density perturbations, and a probability
density function (PDF) associated with the statistical significance of the aspherical configu-
rations. Assuming an initial Gaussian distribution for the perturbations, probabilities of the
various initial profiles can best be obtained using the Doroshkevich PDF [11].

We will consider and study the evolution of a gravitational instability originated from strong
linear perturbations in an expanding EMD Universe. Our main focus is on the gravitational
radiation emitted during the anisotropic motion of matter which deviates from the background
Hubble flow. The spectrum of the GWs produced in the first stages, during which the inhomo-
geneity decouples from the background expansion and experiences a pressureless collapse, has
been computed in ref. [12]. In that first paper, the analytical expression for the spectrum of
stochastic GW background has been given in the post-Newtonian framework which describes
the GW emission during the entire course of the evolution of the inhomogeneity. The compu-
tation of the spectrum was done assuming the Zel’dovich solution that is valid roughly until
the limiting stage of the pancake collapse. This limitation on the description of the nonlinear
evolution calls for more sophisticated numerical approaches and motivates the current work.
In this paper we take a step forward and complement our previous results [12] by tracking the
evolution of the inhomogeneities deep in the nonlinear regime via numerical means. We utilize
N -body techniques which provide a unique theoretical tool that opens up the way to go beyond
the analytic approximations. The underlying assumption made is that the fluid which realizes
the EMD era can be simulated by a distribution of individual nonrelativistic particles. Via
N -body simulations we find that the dynamical evolution of the perturbation into nonlinear
structures involves bulk mass motions that source GW emission, occasionally with pretty large
amplitude. We compute the quadrupole for the mass distribution and obtain the spectrum
of GWs from the moment of horizon entry of the perturbation until the stage of nonlinear
clustering.

We use the publicly available Nbody2 code of Aarseth [13], which is a Newtonian gravity N -
body code, to run our simulations. The spectrum pattern of GWs emitted by subhorizon modes
is found to depend significantly on the initial conditions that characterize the geometry of the
density perturbations. The spatial structure of the initial density and velocity perturbations
are specified by the deviation of the density perturbations σ and the parameters (α, β, γ) of
the deformation tensor Dij . These parameters define a particular configuration and determine
our initial conditions for the N -body simulations. We assume small-scale perturbations with
wavelength k−1 ≪ 1 Mpc−1 and a large deviation 0.005 ≲ σ ≲ 0.2, so as the processes involved
to have potentially observable implications. We track and describe the cosmological collapsing
processes running the N -body system for sufficiently many crossing times. We observe that the
collapsing matter undergoes violent relaxation and settles into an equilibrium configuration.
After the completion of the phase mixing and relaxation process we observe that a halo forms
which satisfies the virial theorem, i.e. virialization takes place.

The gravitational emissivity is found to be very sensitive to the geometrical features, deter-
mined by the deformation parameters (α, β, γ) and σ of the density perturbation. A Hubble
patch that encloses a perturbation with an acute nonspherical profile emit GWs with a power
several orders of magnitude larger than a patch with an approximate spherical profile. The
probability for each profile to be realized also varies significantly and is determined by the
Doroshkevich PDF, so that profiles with extreme parameters are extremely rare. The average
GW spectrum is found after a summation procedure, that takes into account the statistical
significance of each configuration. The observable average spectrum is cosmology dependent.
Aside from the σ value, it is specified after values for the mass of the perturbation M and the
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reheating temperature Trh are given. In particular, the overall frequency is specified by the
mass M parameter, which is associated with the wavenumber position k of the curvature spec-
trum peak PR(k). Here we will consider curvature power spectra peaks that are dominantly
monochromatic with amplitude ∼ σ2. Both amplitude and frequency have also an overall
dependence on the duration of the EMD phase parameterized by the Trh value.

We run the N -body simulation with initial positions and velocities for the particle distri-
bution specified at the moment of maximum expansion of the inhomogeneity tmax which is
the moment in time that the first turnaround occurs, set to be along the axis r1. We adopt
the Zel’dovich solution, which we consider reliable enough until the time of the turnaround.
Zel’dovich solution for determining initial positions and velocities have been also used else-
where [14]. However, we observe that the accuracy of the Zel’dovich description is gradually
lost until the stage of the pancake collapse tcol and eventually breaks down. As expected the
spectrum of the produced GWs found from the N -body results has similarities to the spectrum
found using the Zel’dovich solution [12] only for times before the pancake collapse and it is
characterized by a rough single peak associated with the undergoing quadrupole changes.

Going beyond the stage of pancake collapse, the N -body simulation reveals a new dynamical
evolution. The distribution of N -particles experiences a violent relaxation that drives it, sooner
or later, towards a quisi-steady spherical configuration. This stage produces GWs that might
or might not surpass the amplitude produced during the first stage of pancake collapse. In
particular, initial configurations with a mostly spherical shape reach the virialized state in
a time tvir roughly twice the time of pancake collapse without increasing the amplitude of
the final GW spectrum much. Configurations with acute asymmetry experience a second
collapse after the pancake stage. Fast rearrangements of the mass distribution result in an
enhanced amplitude for the GW spectrum and produce additional spectral peaks. The maximal
enhancement is found to reach one order of magnitude in size. The notable features are
clearly observed in configurations that experience an oblate-prolate geometrical change during
the course of virialization. These geometrical changes generate a second rough peak in the
GW spectrum at a larger frequency with a value associated with the duration of the violent
relaxation process. This second peak gets modulated or even disappears as we change the values
for the deformation parameters α, β and γ. The emission of GWs practically shuts down after
the system of particles settles in the virialized state. The time required to achieve virialization
also varies for different configurations with shorter values for tvir resulting in stronger GW
emission, something that is expected since smaller timescales mean larger derivatives of the
quadrupole moment and therefore increased GW signal.

The total GW signal is an average found only after a sufficiently large number Nconf of
different configurations is properly considered. We apply a systematic discretization process
to scan the continuous spectrum of the parameter space. This requires the repetition of the
numerical experiment about Nconf ∼ 5000 times, each time with different initial conditions.
This way we test and record the evolution of Nconf initial asphericities dictated by the defor-
mation parameters (α, β, γ) and with a common variance σ. The implementation of such a
large number of N -body runs has been made possible by the use of a small computer-cluster.
The computational limitations restricted us to consider a relatively small, though seemingly
sufficient number of particles N ∼ 104. The total average GW signal obtained can be viewed
as a nonlinear superposition of GWs emitted by an assembly of Nconf patches each enclosing a
perturbation with statistical significance dictated by the Doroshkevich FD distribution. This
averaging procedure yields a GW spectrum characterized by new interesting features. Instead
of a single smooth peak, which is given by the Zel’dovich solution, there is a two-peak struc-
ture. The extra peak is attributed to the violent relaxation processes that are not captured
by the Zel’dovich framework. Actually, hump-like features around the peak appear at the GW
spectrum already before the average time of pancake collapse. This is a fine-structure differ-
ence compared to the Zel’dovich result and it is understood from the fact that shell-crossing
processes do not occur simultaneously in all the configurations. The recognition that there is
a specific GW signature of the virialization process on the GW spectrum is one of the main
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results of this work.
Our primary interest here is for gravitational collapse processes taking place on scales

that enter the Hubble horizon before the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN), though our results
can be applied to processes occurring after recombination as well. The assumption of an
EMD era realized before BBN is not standard, however it is common and natural in several
Beyond the Standard Model (BSM) set-ups. Actually, the earliest epoch we can confidently
gain information about the early Universe is for temperatures O(1) MeV where BBN takes
place [15]. In this aspect GWs account for a unique and very valuable probe, see e.g. [16]
for a recent review. For larger energy scales we are ignorant about the energy content of the
Universe and only at ultra high energy scales an inflationary stage is postulated. Between the
BBN epoch and the Planck or the inflationary era stretches an extensive, in terms of e-folds,
cosmic period where a deviation from the steady thermal state (radiation domination (RD))
cannot be excluded. Common examples that can realize an EMD are the slow decay of the
inflaton field or the slow decay of massive metastable particles that dominated the total energy
density. What is of particular interest is that these fields can naturally realize an EMD era if
they act as scalar condensates. Hence, the virialized halo that we observe in our simulations
is an ephemeral one that we assume to finally evaporate due to particle decays that reheat the
Universe. We will restrict ourselves to an idealized pure EMD era and we will not explore the
possible implications of the gradual decay of the condensate.

GWs production during EMD at linear order cosmological perturbation theory has been
studied in refs. [17,18]. At second order in the expansion of cosmological perturbations, tensor
perturbations are sourced, dominantly, by quadratic combinations of first-order scalar pertur-
bations [19–21]. The GW amplitude is found to have a strong sensitivity on how fast or slow
the transition from EMD to RD is [22]. GWs are also sourced by possible isocurvature per-
turbations of the fluid component that realizes the EMD, see e.g. [23–26] for GWs from the
primordial black hole (PBH) dominated early Universe. An extra motivation to study GW pro-
duction during EMD is given by several proposals of nonlinear structure formation which is not
necessarily washed out by the reheating [27–33]. The limitations of the perturbative analysis
due to the presence of a nonlinear scale [34] restricts the applicability of the existing formalism
which describes the production of secondary GW during EMD. In this respect, our analysis
can be viewed as complementary to the perturbative one adding further insights into particular
aspects of the nonlinear processes involved in the gravitational collapse. Earlier studies [35–37]
have explored the GW production during an EMD era and within the non-perturbative regime
N -body numerical tools were utilized. More recently ref. [38] performed N -body simulations
taking into consideration the decay of the matter fluid incorporating the impact of reheating.
In our work we give a comparative study between semi-analytic Zel’ docivh and the correspond-
ing numerical N -body results and highlight quantitatively the implications of the virialization
stage on the GW spectrum.

The second assumption we make is that the amplitude of the power spectrum of primordial
curvature perturbations rises at small scales (although our results could be adjusted to the case
of a scale invariant spectrum). The minimal assumption is that the spectrum of primordial
fluctuations PR(k) is nearly flat over a wide range of length scales. Deviations from flatness
could have arisen naturally on some small scale if there is a strong feature in the inflaton
potential, see e.g. ref. [39] for a recent review. The associated length scale may be far below
the scales observed in cosmic structures and correspond to small or even tiny horizon masses.
Examples of overdensities with masses of order of magnitude 10−21M⊙, 10−12M⊙ and 10M⊙
will be explicitly discussed. If the power of such a high-wavenumber fluctuation is significant a
detectable GW signal can be produced. It is actually exciting that at low frequency bands PTA
experiments report a stochastic GW background signal. This signal has already implications
on early Universe cosmological scenarios, see e.g. [40–43]. In higher frequency bands, LIGO-
Virgo-KAGRA are putting constraints on the amplitude of the background. Additionally to
the stochastic GW background, a PBH population in a mass range analogous to that of the
overdensity might be produced during EMD [44–51] and contribute to the dark matter in the
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Universe. The correlation between the PBH abundance and the associated GW spectrum,
see e.g. [52–66] for some recent discussion, is a rather fascinating aspect of this cosmological
scenario.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In sec. 2, after a brief introduction to the
Zel’dovich approximation, we overview the salient aspects of the N -body numerical techniques.
We describe the initial conditions for the density perturbations and the methodology that
we follow to run our simulations. In this respect we quote the Doroshkevich PDF which
specifies the statistical significance of the initial profile for the shape-fluctuations considered.
In sec. 3 we describe the formalism for the computation of the GW spectrum within the
quadrupole approximation. We present in detail the dynamics of the N -body distribution
and the subtle evolution of the density profile identifying the critical stages. We compute the
gravitational radiation emitted during the numerically simulated collapse and we compare it
with the previous results obtained within the Zel’dovich (semi)-analytic framework. In sec. 4
we describe the probability sampling method we follow to compute the overall average GW
signal. We discuss particular examples of GWs signals that can be potentially detectable by
operating or future GW detectors, giving also emphasis to the recent positive results of PTA
experiments. We finish in sec. 5 with a discussion and our conclusions.

2 The theoretical set up

In an earlier study [12] we followed the Zel’dovich approximation to describe the nonlinear
evolution of the density perturbation and compute the emitted gravitational radiation until
the stage of pancake collapse. Our goal in this work is to complement this earlier study by
investigating the evolution of the triaxial shapes of various simulated systems until they reach
the virialized state and compute the associated GW emission.

We assume that at some cosmic moment tk a linear density perturbation mode with mass
M enters the cosmological horizon. Initially the Hubble flow stretches the linear inhomogeneity
with the spatial size growing proportional to the scale factor. The relative amplitude of the
linear perturbation grows with its energy density decaying slightly more slowly than that of
the background. When the perturbation amplitude reaches unity the linear description is inad-
equate and a nonlinear description should takeover. At the time labeled tmax the gravitational
field created by the perturbation leads to a contraction which overwhelms the Hubble expan-
sion. In the spherical limit this time corresponds to maximal spatial size of the overdensity.
For nonspherical configurations it is the moment of the turnaround of one out of three spatial
directions.

2.1 Zel’dovich approximation

For pressureless matter the geometrical shapes of realistic inhomogeneities are typically far from
spherical and their collapse is strongly anisotropic. At a first approximation the anisotropic
collapse can be described by the Zel’dovich solution. This solution describes the nonlinear
behavior of a perturbation with arbitrary shape, superimposed on three-dimensional Hubble
flow. The relation between the Eulerian ri and Lagrangian qi coordinates can be written as [67]

ri = a(t)qi + b(t)pi(qj), (1)

where a(t) is the usual scale factor encoding the expansion of the Universe, b(t) is a growing
mode associated with the gravitational instability in a pressureless EMD Universe and pi are
deviation vectors that depend on the shape of the initial perturbation. The motion of a group
of particles around qi is described via a deformation (strain) tensor Dij = ∂ri/∂qj . After
choosing a comoving coordinate system where the matrix ∂pi/∂qj is diagonal

∂pi
∂qj

= −diag(α, β, γ) , (2)
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it is Dij = diag(a−αb, a−βb, a−γb). All the properties of the deformation tensor are governed
by the density-perturbation spectrum.

A perturbation characterized by the size q = k−1 enters the horizon at tk satisfying
a(tk)q = H−1

k , where Hk ≡ H(tk) is the Hubble scale at the time tk. For simplicity we
consider monochromatic perturbation. One can relate the horizon entry time tk with the mass
M contained

tk =
4GM

3
. (3)

We assume initially small deviations from sphericity, αb(tk)/a(tk) ≪ 1, βb(tk)/a(tk) ≪ 1,
γb(tk)/a(tk) ≪ 1 so that at tk the triaxial perturbation is nearly inside the Hubble sphere,
ri(tk) ≈ a(tk)q, where r⃗ is the position of the ellipsoid boundary. At the moment of horizon
entry the density contrast field at linear order is

δL(tk) = (α + β + γ)
b(tk)

a(tk)
≪ 1 . (4)

During matter domination the density perturbation in the linear regime grows as δ ∝ a and
hence b ∝ a2. The deformation tensor changes much more rapidly than the Hubble flow
factor a(t) and according to eq. (1) a turnaround will occur along one of the three axes. The
turnaround direction is identified with r1 after assuming the hierarchy for the deformation
parameters

α > 0 , −∞ < γ ≤ β ≤ α < ∞ and α + β + γ > 0 . (5)

Four important moments are identified: the horizon entry tk, the maximum expansion time
tmax, the collapse time tcol and, for special initial conditions, the black hole formation time tBH.
An extra important moment tvirial, that signifies the virialization stage, will be introduced in
the next subsection. At the moment of maximum expansion the mass is about to shrink,
ṙ1(tmax) = 0 with the primordial perturbation along r1 having half of the size compared to
the unperturbed expansion, r1(tmax) = a(tmax)q1/2. This is the turnaround radius r1(tmax) at
which the expansion halts in this direction and collapse commences. In configurations with
spherical symmetry all shells are assumed to have zero velocities at the same time. For non-
spherical configurations the turn-around radius is different in every direction. During matter
domination it is a(t) ∝ t2/3 and the ratio a(tmax)/a(tk) yields the following expression for the
moment of maximum expansion,

tmax =

(
α + β + γ

2αδL(tk)

)3/2

tk . (6)

Using Eq. (1) and the fact that b(t) ∝ a2(t), we can write within the analytical approximation
(Zel) the evolution of the principal semi-axis of the triaxial ellipsoid as a function of time,

rZeli (t, α, β, γ, δL) =
3

2
t
1/3
k t2/3

(
1 − ξi

2

(
t

tmax

)2/3
)

for t < tcol , (7)

where ξi takes the values ξi = {1, β/α, γ/α} for the three directions respectively and tmax =
tmax(α, β, γ, δL). For times t > tmax there will be an infalling flux of matter and the perturbation
will collapse first in one dimension forming a two dimensional sheet, called Zel’dovich pancakes.
The moment that r1(tcol) = 0 it is

tcol = 2
√

2 tmax . (8)

A normalization for the growing mode is

b(t)

a(t)
=

a(t)

a(tk)
(9)

With this normalization choice the density field is δL = α + β + γ and tmax = (1/2α)3/2tk.
Also, the perturbation is a triaxial configuration with axes ratios 1 − α : 1 − β : 1 − γ.
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Figure 1: The panels show a projection of the orbits of a cloud of N = 2500 particles on
the r1-r2 plane for a density perturbation with σ = σ3

√
5 = 0.1 and deformation parameters

(α/σ3, β/σ3, γ/σ3) = (2,−0.6,−0.8).

From the expressions (7) we see that, within the Zel’dovich approximation, the principal
semi-axes of the ellipsoid contract only for ξi > 0. By definition contraction happens automat-
ically for the r1 direction because α is positive definite. The other two directions can either
collapse, for positive β, γ or expand for negative β, γ. It is however expected that after the
formation of the Zel’dovich pancakes the other directions will eventually collapse ending up to
a gravitationally compact structure, where the overdensity has reached a certain level. Ap-
parently, the Zel’dovich description gradually fails to track the evolution of the gravitational
collapse and eventually breaks down at the stage of the pancake.

2.2 N-body description

The lack of an accurate description of the collapsing process via simple analytic means neces-
sitates the use of N -body numerical tools. The density perturbation can be described by a
collection of mass particles with positions and velocities respectively

x⃗i(t) , v⃗i(t) , i = 1, ..., N (10)

where the index i runs over the particles of the distribution. In our set up the dynamics over
timescales t ≪ treh is that of a collisionless system in which the constituent particles move
under the influence of the gravitational field generated by the time-varying mass distribution.
N -body simulations produce a numerical solution for arbitrary large times and reveal the
subtle details of the gravitational collapse. In fig. 1 an animation of the evolution of the particle
distribution is displayed in snapshots at the moments of maximum expansion, pancake collapse
and finally when the system has settled to approximate equilibrium, called virialization. The
moment tvirial indicates the initiation of the virialization stage. This moment is identified as a
bottleneck stage associated with the evolution of the quadrupoles which we will further discuss
in sec. 3. In comparison with the analytic result (7), the simulations show that departures
from the analytic description start appearing for times t > tmax. These departures might be
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Figure 2: The panels show the evolution of the semi-axes of the outer and three inner one-
particle shells (10th, 100nd, 500th) of the N -body distribution in directions r1, r2 and r3 for
σ = 0.1 and deformation parameters (α, β, γ) = (0.2,−0.02,−0.08).

mild or strong depending on the deformation parameters (α, β, γ). N -body simulations are
particularly valuable for times t > tcol, where the analytical solutions (7) are definitely not
applicable.

A system of N particles interacting gravitationally with total mass M and a characteristic
dimension R reaches a dynamic equilibrium state on a timescale comparable to a few times the
typical free fall timescale tff ≈ 1/

√
GM/R3 ∼ (Gρ)−1/2, where ρ is the mass density of the

distribution. This is the response time needed to settle down to virial equilibrium, that is

T

|U |
= 0.5 , (11)

where T = 1
2

∑N
i=1mi|v⃗i|2 is the kinetic and U = −1

2

∑
i ̸=j Gmimj/|x⃗i − x⃗j | the potential en-

ergy of the system. Equation (11) is a statement of the scalar virial theorem. If the system
is initially out of equilibrium, virialization is reached through mixing in phase space due to
fluctuations of the gravitational potential, a process called violent relaxation [68]. A reason-
able approximation is that a spherical distribution virializes at about the same time that this
idealized model collapses to a singular density. For anisotropic collapse the simulations show
that the virialization time takes longer, about a couple of tcol times, see the right plots of fig. 3.
After the distribution has settled to approximate equilibrium, its radius can be estimated from
the virial theorem. An analytical result exists for a spherical configuration with the half-mass
radius of the distribution being about one-third of the turnaround radius. For anisotropic
collapse, the results of the simulation show that roughly the same conclusion holds.

The initial conditions for our N -body simulations are critical and we determine them by
the Zel’dovich solution. We assume that the Zel’dovich approximation describes sufficiently
well the evolution of the overdensity until the moment of maximum expansion tmax. After that
moment we assume that the overdensity has effectively decoupled from the background and the
Hubble flow can be neglected from the gravitational dynamics. We consider the evolution of
the overdensity for times t ≥ tmax as an effectively cold gravitational collapse and we describe
it utilizing the N -body simulations.

We suppose that at some initial time tk there is a density fluctuation of size k−1 and variance
σ2 =

〈
δ2L
〉
, with a small initial asphericity described by nonzero values for (α, β, γ), that enters

the Hubble radius. In the framework of N -body simulation the density perturbation is initially
composed of an approximately homogeneous distribution of identical N particles. In analogy
with eq. (7) the semi-axis of the ellipsoidal particle distribution rNB

i (t) can be numerically
specified. We run the N -body simulation for initial conditions that are set at the moment of
the turnaround. Hence, the initial positions |r⃗NB

init | of the particles placed at the boundary of
the distribution and along the directions of the principal axes are determined by eq. (7) and
(9) for t = tmax,

rNB
1 ,init =

1

4α
H−1

k ,
rNB
2 ,init

rNB
1 ,init

= 2 − β

α
,

rNB
3 ,init

rNB
1 ,init

= 2 − γ

α
. (12)
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Accordingly, the maximal initial velocities vi along the directions of the principal axes are

vNB
1 ,init = 0, vNB

2 ,init =
√

2
α− β√

α
, vNB

3 ,init =
√

2
α− γ√

α
. (13)

We study systems with N ≲ 104 particles each with equal mass mi = M/N . All systems are
initialized by randomly placing particles in an ellipsoid volume with space borders prescribed
by the equation (x/rNB

1 ,init)
2 + (y/rNB

2 ,init)
2 + (z/rNB

3 ,init)
2 = 1 and radial velocities that increase

linearly from zero, in the center of the distribution, to the boundary values given by eq. (13).
With these initial conditions, the distribution evolves anisotropically under the influence of
the self-gravitational field. In our numerics we set G = 1. We calibrate the timescale of the
N -body evolution by the timescale tmax of Zel’dovich dynamics by fixing the span of N -body
evolution from the initial time until the pancake collapse as follows

∆tcol = (tcol − tmax) ≈ 1.8 tmax . (14)

This is approximately equal to the free-fall time ∼ (Gρ)−1/2 for a particle at the position
rNB
1 ,init = (3tmax/2)2/3/2. The mass is assumed to be constant and cold throughout this first

stage of collapse, i.e. there is no flow of matter across the shells. The fact that we follow
the Zel’dovich approximation until the moment of maximum expansion might introduce a
systematic error in our results, which presumably it is a minor one. The advantage of this
methodology is that it makes our analysis self-consistent and transparent and any refinement
to the overall signal can be consistently carried out.

We numerically track the evolution of the system from the moment of turnaround until times
tend ≫ tmax so that the collapse, the violent relaxation and virialization processes take place.
Within the time interval [tmax, tend] we take successive snapshots of the N -body distribution
with step ∆tNB

step ≪ tmax. We stop the N -body simulation deep in the virialized regime, where
a nearly spherical configuration is formed surrounded by an outflow of particles escaping the
gravitational potential, see figs. 1 and 2. We take a common tend value for every configuration
tend ∼ 150 tk. Roughly 500 snapshots from tmax until the end time tend are sufficient to capture
the details of the evolution of the N -body distribution. Those configuration that evolve slowly
and virialize later than 150 tk, give a negligible contribution to the GW signal. Deviations
from Zel’dovich description are observed already at the stage of collapse with the radii of the
N -body distributions having much smaller sizes compared to those given by eq. (7),

rNB
2 (tcol) < rZel2 (tcol) , rNB

3 (tcol) < rZel3 (tcol) . (15)

This means that the bulk mass is much more concentrated compared to the Zel’dovich picture
at the time of pancake collapse. The deviations decrease for the case where γ ∼ β ∼ α where
a nearly spherical collapse takes place. Eventually, the Zel’dovich approximation breaks down
and for t ≳ tcol the N -body simulations reveal the subtle details of the gravitational evolution.

For illustration reasons we choose three benchmark configurations, out of several thousands
examined, to explicitly display the evolution of the collapsing distribution, see figs. 3. In these
benchmark configurations some of the subtle features in the quadrupole evolution are clearly
evident and the deviations from Zel’dovich approximation are manifest. In the left panels of
figs. 3 the evolution of the rNB

i is tracked by the particles positioned at the boundary of the
distribution along r1, r2 and r3 directions respectively. The result of the N -body simulation,
depicted with dots separated with time step ∆tNB

step, is compared with the Zel’dovich solution
(solid cyan lines). The moments of turnaround and pancake collapse are indicated with dashed
gridlines, while the so-called bottleneck stage is indicated with the dot-dashed gridline. At
tcol and along r1 direction the Zel’dovich solution is in agreement with the N -body result by
construction but in the other two directions there is an apparent discrepancy. In the plot we
also see that for t ≫ tcol the outermost particles of the distribution finally escape the central
concentration. Clustering occurs mainly for inner particles. In the plots the thin dotted blue
line, that corresponds to 200th outermost particle along r1, illustrates the evolution of an inner
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Figure 3: N -body results are displayed for an overdensity with σ = 0.1 and deformation
parameters (α, β, γ) = (0.2,−0.02,−0.08) (top panels), (0.079, 0.045, 0.036) (middle panels),
(0.059, 0,−0.054) (bottom panels) simulated by N = 2500 particles. Left panels: The coordinate
of the outermost particles in the N -body distribution along the directions r1, r2 and r3 are
shown. With the thin dotted blue line the evolution of an inner shell is shown. For comparison
the Zel’dovich solution is depicted in cyan lines. Right panels: The virial ratio of kinetic over
potential energy of the N -body distribution. The gridlines in all the plots denote from left
to right the moments of turnaround (tmax), pancake collapse (tcol) and the bottleneck stage
(tvirial).
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one-particle shell. The evolution of inner shells is displayed in more detail in fig. 2 where the
outflow and inner flow motions are demonstrated.

Our objective is the computation of the average GW energy emitted by a Hubble patch of
size k−1 that undergoes gravitational collapse and the finding of the total spectrum of GWs
propagating in our Universe today. Taking a particular combination of deformation parameters
(α, β, γ) is only a case study out of infinite combinations and does not, of course, represents
the average GW emission. Actually, the differences in the emissivity of GWs can be extremely
large for different values of the deformation parameters. This means that we have to consider
a large number of different configurations Nconf, each characterized by a unique combination
(α, β, γ), and properly add their gravitational contribution. This is done by considering the
Doroshkevich PDF FD(α, β, γ, σ) which gives the statistical significance of a perturbation with
a specific asphericity.

2.3 Doroshkevich PDF

The average GW signal is the cumulative effect of numerous gravitational sources and has a
critical dependence on the statistical properties of the deformation parameters. We assume
that the shape-fluctuation defines a three-dimensional random field that follows a Gaussian
distribution. For a homogeneous and isotropic background space the probability distribution
function for α, β and γ is

FD(α, β, γ)dαdβdγ = − 27

8
√

5πσ6
3

× exp

[
− 3

5σ2
3

(
(α2 + β2 + γ2) − 1

2
(αβ + βγ + γα)

)]
× (α− β)(β − γ)(γ − α)dαdβdγ, (16)

and is called Doroshkevich PDF [11]. Doroshkevich was the first to apply these methods
extensively to the study of the formation of cosmic structure. The σ2

3 is the dispersion of
the diagonal components of Dij . The value σ2

3 is related to the dispersion of the density
perturbations by

σ2 ≡
〈
δ2L
〉

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dα

∫ α

−∞
dβ

∫ β

−∞
dγ FD(α, β, γ, σ3) (α + β + γ)2 = 5σ2

3 . (17)

At the early time tk the density perturbation in each Hubble patch is characterized by a
degree of initial asphericity described by the parameters (α, β, γ) of the deformation tensor
with distribution of the values given by FD(α, β, γ, σ) probability density function (PDF). The
probability two principal values of the deformation tensor to be nearly equal (α ≃ β ≃ γ) is
particularly small. Extreme values of asphericity are also rare. Along the lines of eq. (17) the
quantities ⟨tmax⟩ and ⟨tcol⟩ can also be found.

The differential number of sources with deformation parameters lying in the range (α, α +
dα), (β, β + dβ) and (γ, γ + dγ) are

dNsource =
H−3

0

k−3
FD(α, β, γ, σ) dαdβdγ , (18)

where H0 is the comoving Hubble parameter today. The Doroshkevich PDF is normalized to
unity and integration over the entire parameter space (α, β, γ) gives Nsource equal to H−3

0 /k−3,
which is the number of Hubble patches of size 4

3πk
−3 enclosed in the comoving volume of

the present Universe. Here we are interested in patches that enclose an overdensity hence
we restrict ourselves in integration intervals dictated by eqs. (5) and, additionally, by the
requirement tmax ≥ tk. The last condition reads α ≤ 1/2 and together with eqs. (5) they
define the parameter space of interest S. The integral ID =

∫ ∫ ∫
S dαdβdγ FD(α, β, γ, σ) is to

a good approximation equal to 1/2 Besides the number of sources H−3
0 k3ID we will also consider

an ensemble of configurations Nconf in order to estimate the average GW signal emitted by a
single Hubble patch. The size of Nconf is determined by the number of bins with width ∆α,
∆β and ∆γ that span the parameter space S of possible deformations. We will discuss the
significance of Nconf and the specification of the optimal number of bins in more detail in sec.
4.
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3 The energy density of GWs emitted during gravitational col-
lapse

As the overdensity undergoes rapid compression and collapses under its gravity, the asymmet-
rical process generates gravitational waves. By studying the properties of the emitted waves
we can learn about the presence of possible overdensities, their masses and amplitudes, their
nonlinear evolution and probe the history of the early Universe. We estimate the spectrum of
GWs emitted from mass distributions that end up to halo formation via N -body simulations.
We also compare it with analytic results, that partially describe the collapsing process. We use
the quadrupole approximation and assume that the quadrupole moment is the primary source
of gravitational radiation, while higher-order moments have significantly weaker contributions.

3.1 Quadrupole approximation

The equation of motion of tensor perturbations to a background of a Friedmann-Robertson-
Walker metric in conformal Newtonian gauge is

ḧij + 3Hḣij −
∇2

a2
hij = 4STT

ij , (19)

where STT
ij is the source term, the transverse-traceless (TT) part of the anisotropic stress

tensor [19–21]. The total gravitational energy radiated is distributed among multipoles of the
perturbation hµν . To lowest order in the multipole expansion it is hij(t, d) ∝ Q̈ij(t − d/c)/d,
where Qij is the mass quadrupole moment, d the distance from the source and the overdot
denotes time derivative. This formula is valid for any nearly Newtonian slow-motion source.
Such sources emit GWs with wavelength larger than the size of the source, that implies internal
velocities v ≪ 1 [69]. In terms of the moment of inertia the quadrupole moment is written as

Qij = −Iij(t) +
1

3
δijTrI(t), (20)

where Iij , is the moment of inertia tensor defined as Iij =
∫
d3r ρ(r⃗)

(
δij |r⃗|2 − rirj

)
. The

anisotropic collapse of the bulk mass of the density perturbation produces gravitational radia-
tion. The power emitted in the form of GWs from a Hubble patch, that encloses a perturbation
with a quadrupole tensor Qij , is

dEGW

dt
=

G

5c5

∑
ij

...
Q ij(t)

...
Q ji(t). (21)

After expanding the quadrupole in Fourier series and taking the continuum limit for ω, where
Q̃ij is the Fourier mode of the quadrupole Q(t), the spectral density of GWs is found to be

dEGW

d lnω
=

4πG

5c5
ω7
∑
ij

|Q̃ij(ω)|2. (22)

Gravitational radiation emitted at time te with an energy EGW is today observed with energy
EGW/(1 + ze) and angular frequency ω0 = ω/(1 + ze). The cosmological redshift is given by
1 + ze = a0/a(te), where we take a0 = 1. The differential energy density parameter of the
stochastic GW background per observed logarithmic frequency ρcrit

−1dρGW/d lnω is given in
ref. [12]

ΩGW(t0, ω0) =
1

ρcrit(t0)

∫ ∫ ∫
S
dαdβdγ

1

1 + ze

1

Vk

4πG

5c5

∑
ij

|Q̃ij (ω) |2ω7FD(α, β, γ, σ) , (23)

where the integration takes place over the parameters space of interest S. ρcrit(t0) is the critical
energy density of the Universe today and Vk = 4πk−3/3 is the comoving volume at the time of
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horizon entry of the perturbation. In terms of the frequency parameter today f0, Eq. (23) is
recast via the relation ω = 2πf0(1+ze). We will assume that the EMD era transitioned abruptly
into RD era at the cosmic time trh, where the subscript “rh” denotes quantities defined at the
moment of reheating. In this case the comoving wavenumber for k > krh and the comological
redshift are

k(M,Trh) ≃
(

3M(1 + zrh)3

4πρrh

)−1/3

, 1 + ze =
1 + zrh

(6πGρrh)1/3
t−2/3
e , (24)

where ρrh = π2g∗T
4
rh/30 and zrh are respectively the energy density and the redshift at the time

of reheating. Otherwise, in the case of a gradual transition from the EMD to RD, there will be
deviations from the approximation w = 0 and the expansion rate will be different depending on
the fractional distribution of the energy density components (as e.g. in the approach of [38]).
Here we will focus on the ideal case of cold gravitational collapse which is clear both in the
modeling and the simulation level.

The expression (23) is the equation which gives the total average signal produced in a
∆t = t − tk time interval during which

...
Q ij(t) ̸= 0. Finding Qij is the ultimate objective and

we will determine utilizing N -body simulations. For the sake of comparison we will first review
the result found in the framework of Zel’dovich approximation [12] in the following subsection.

3.2 GWs computed from the Zel’dovich solution

Within Zel’dovich approximation we get the solutions (7) and the evolution of Qij(t) can be
described analytically for times tk ≲ t ≲ tcol. By choosing the principal axes frame, the moment
of inertia tensor of the ellipsoid is Iij = 1

5Mdiag(r22 + r23, r
2
1 + r23, r

2
1 + r22), where M is the total

enclosed mass, and the components of the quadrupole are

QZel
ij (t) =

3M

80

(
tk

t2max

)2/3 1

α2

[(
3c2ij − α2 − β2 − γ2

)
t8/3 −4 (3cij − α− β − γ) t2 t2/3max

]
δij ,

(25)

where cij = diag(α, β, γ). In particular for a time bin [t1, t2] within the [tk, tcol] interval the
analytic expression is found

ω6
∑
ij

|Q̃Zel
ij (ω)|2 =

1

54π2

t
4/3
k t

4/3
1

t
8/3
max

M2

[
1 +

(
β

α

)4

+
(γ
α

)4
−
(γ
α

)2
−
(
β

α

)2(
1 +

(γ
α

)2)]

×

∣∣∣∣∣Ei

[
1

3
, iωt1

]
−
(
t2
t1

)2/3

Ei

[
1

3
, iωt2

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (26)

The above expression makes possible the exact calculation of the integral (23). In Ref. [12] the
GW signal is computed for a range of frequencies after a straightforward numerical integration,
under the approximation (7) valid for times t ≲ tcol. The only required input is the deviation
of the density perturbations at horizon entry in the linear regime, σ, and the characteristic
length scale of the density perturbation k−1 (or the mass M) which specifies the time of entry
tk.

The spectrum of the emitted energy EGW is given by eq. (22) and involves exponential
functions Ei with an argument that depends on time, either the initial t1 or the final time
t2, described by eq. (26). One choice is to consider the time interval (t1, t2) = (tmax, tcol).
Another choice it is to take the limit t1 → tk that gives the quadrupole evolution from
the moment of horizon entry. These two choices yield spectra with small differences as one
can see in the left panel in fig. 4. At IR frequencies ωt2 ≲ 1 the terms Ei[1/3, iωt1] and
(t2/t1)

2/3Ei[1/3, iωt2] balance each other and the expression (26) is constant. These imply
that the quantity ω7

∑
ij |Q̃Zel

ij (ω)|2 has a peak at ω ∼ t−1
2 with amplitude proportional to

δ
7/2
L /tk. In the left panel of fig. 4 four GW spectra are depicted for Hk = 1. With dark yellow
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Figure 4: Left panel: The Zel’dovich solution for the GW spectrum for a spe-
cific example of deformation parameters (α, β, γ) = (0.2,−0.02,−0.08) (solid lines) and
(0.2/

√
10,−0.02/

√
10,−0.08/

√
10) (dashed lines) which correspond to δL = 0.1 and δL = 0.032

respectively. The dark cyan lines are for the interval (t1, t2) = (tk, tcol) and dark yellow for
(t1, t2) = (tmax, tcol). Right Panel: The average GW spectrum found after integration over
the parameter space (α, β, γ) with the constraint tmax < 50 tk for σ = 0.1 (solid line) and
σ = 0.1/

√
10 ≈ 0.032 (dashed line). The dotted lines correspond to an integration with the

constraint ⟨tmax⟩ < 50tk. In the plots we have set Hk = 1.

lines the results of ref. [12] are depicted, whereas the dark cyan lines correspond to the choice
(t1, t2) = (tk, tcol) that we consider in the current analysis.

The average GW energy emitted is given, within the Zel’dovich approximation, by the
integral 〈

dEZel
GW

d lnω

〉
=

∫ ∫ ∫
S
dαdβdγ

4πG

5c5
ω7|Q̃Zel

ij (ω)) |2FD(α, β, γ, σ3) . (27)

The exact value of the peak depends on the interval of integration αmin < α < 1/2. By taking
smaller αmin values the amplitude of the average GW spectrum receives contributions from
configurations with slow evolution and the amplitude of the spectrum increases, particularly
in the infrared frequency range, see fig. 5. For the limiting case that αmin → 0 configuration
that experience a turnaround at infinite times are also counted. Because of the finite duration
of the EMD phase we consider αmin values which give tmax < 102tk or α > 0.023. For larger
values for αmin an oscillatory pattern appears in the ultraviolet regime of the spectrum, see the
bottom curve in fig. 5. This can be understood by the fact that larger αmin limits the spread of
tmax values and consequently it operates as a time-filter selecting configurations which evolve
in more synchronized manner. Equivalently, the oscillatory pattern also appears by keeping
αmin constant but decreasing the σ value. For tmax < 102tk we attain the plots depicted in the
right panel of fig. 4. The spectrum peaks at the angular frequency ωpeak ∼ t−1

col with maximum
amplitude ∼ 8×10−6 for σ = 0.1 and having set Hk = 1. By decreasing σ the amplitude of the
spectrum decreases in a way that depends on the parameter space of integration S. If the ratio
tmax/tk is kept fixed while σ gets smaller the ensemble of configurations with a significant PDF
value shrinks, which changes both the amplitude and the shape of the spectrum (depicted with
dashed lines in the r.h.s. of fig. 4). If instead we decrease σ but keep the σ-dependent ratio
⟨tmax⟩ /tk fixed, the shape of the spectrum nearly does not alter: it decreases roughly as σ7/2

with the peak shifting at smaller frequencies according to the relation ωpeak ∝ σ3/2 (dotted
lines in the r.h.s. of fig. 4).

The expression (27) gives the average GW power at the time of emission from a perturbation
of an arbitrary mass. In order to find the signal received in the present Universe a mass scale
for the overdensity and Trh have to specified. The differential energy density parameter of
the stochastic GW background ΩGW can be computed after choosing values for the reheating
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Figure 5: Left panel: The average GW power emitted from configurations that experience a
turnaround at tmax ≲ 10tk, tmax ≲ 102tk, tmax ≲ 103tk respectively from the bottom to the top.
The upper curve is the power emitted for arbitrary large times including configurations that
turnaround at cosmologically non-viable times. Right Panel: The corresponding differential
energy density parameter in the present Universe ΩGW(t0, f0) for M = 10−12M⊙ and Trh = 1
GeV.

temperature Trh and the mass M of the perturbation:

ΩZel
GW(t0, f0) =

24

30 × 54

gs(T0)T
3
0

ρcrit(t0)

4πG

5c5
M Trh ω0×∫ ∫ ∫

S

(
α4 + β4 + γ4 − α2β2 − α2γ2 − β2γ2

)
×∣∣∣∣∣Ei

[
1

3
, iω0(1 + ze)tk

]
−
(
tcol
tk

)2/3

Ei

[
1

3
, iω0(1 + ze)tcol

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

FD(α, β, γ, σ) . (28)

In the above expression we took (t1, t2) = (tk, tcol) and the redshift parameter at the time of
collapse 1+ze = 1+z(tcol). For benchmark values M = 1022 g, Trh = 103 GeV at the frequency
value ω0/2π = 1 Hz the coefficient in front of the integral is 4 × 10−6.

The expression (28) has been derived following closely the methodology established in
[12]. In that work the results were presented for the time interval (t1, t2) = (tmax, tcol) and
after making a simplification, for the sake of numerical efficiency, to approximate δL with the
dispersion σ in the integrand. That choice gave spectra close to the exact ones for large σ
values. The expression (28) is exact and it is written for (t1, t2) = (tk, tcol). The overall
sensitivity of the GW amplitude on the σ value is found to be ΩGW(f0, t0) ∝ σ7/2. In terms
of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations, PR(k) ≡ As ∼ σ2, where a peak around

k is assumed, the scaling reads ΩGW(f0, t0) ∝ A
7/4
s . We note that our analytic result, derived

within the Zel’dovich and quadrupole approximation, has a scaling in agreement with that
reported in ref. [38]. However a comprehensive comparison is not straightforward since our
result originates from a monochromatic source and not from a k-band of a scale invariant
power spectrum PR(k).

3.3 GWs computed from N-body simulations

For times beyond the stage of pancake collapse t ≳ tcol the use of N -body simulation is necessary
for the qualitative and quantitative description of the evolution of the overdensity. But also
for times t ≤ tcol the validity of the analytic result (26) gradually attenuates. Utilizing an N -
body simulation we proceed beyond the Zel’dovich approximation and examine the evolution
of the collapsing matter distribution. According to the analytic expressions (22) and (23),
the numerical tracking of the quadrupoles is the essential objective for the computation of the
GW emission. The finding of

...
Q ij makes possible the evaluation of the total amplitude and

spectrum of the GW field produced during the entire stage of the gravitational collapse.
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Figure 6: N -body results are displayed for an overdensity with deformation parameters
(α, β, γ) = (0.2,−0.02,−0.08) simulated with N = 2500 particles. Top left panel: The evolution
of the diagonal components of the quadrupole tensor are depicted with black dots. The fitting
curves are depicted with blue, orange and green lines. The Zel’dovich solution is depicted in
cyan lines. The gridlines from left to right denote the moments of turnaround, pancake collapse
and bottleneck stage, in the first two plots. Top right panel: The time evolution of the GW
power emitted from the Hubble patch. Bottom left panel: The spectrum of GWs for different
ending tend moments. Bottom right panel: Comparison of the spectra of GWs found within
Zel’dovich approximation until the moment of pancake collapse and from N -body simulation
until virialization.

3.3.1 The evolution of the quadrupole

Gravitational radiation is produced during collapse with power given by eq. (21). The critical
quantity is the quadrupole (20) and the moment of inertia for the N -body distribution which
is given by the expression

Iij =
N∑

n=1

mn

(
|x⃗n|2δij − x

(n)
i x

(n)
j

)
. (29)

For specific (α, β, γ) values the quadrupole is successively measured in discrete moments ti in
units of H−1

k separated by a step ∆tNB
step, small enough to give sufficient resolution and track the

subtle changes over time. The change of the quadrupole and the GW generation is displayed
in figs. 6 - 8 for the three configurations presented in fig. 3. Of special interest is the fact that
the quadrupole evolution of these configurations gives off efficiently gravitational radiation.
They represent three different types of quardupole evolution which produce different shapes
for the GW spectrum with a notably, strong enhancement compared to the Zel’ dovich result.
However, they also share common features, generic for all configurations, that we describe next.
In the top left panels the result of the N -body simulations for the diagonal Qij(t) values are
depicted with black dots. We note that non-diagonal components of the quadrupole arise and
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Figure 7: As in fig. 6 for deformation parameters (α, β, γ) = (0.079, 0.045, 0.036).
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Figure 8: As in fig. 6 for deformation parameters (α, β, γ) = (0.059, 0,−0.054).
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are taken into account, but are not displayed because they are generally about two orders of
magnitude smaller than the diagonal ones. Exception are the cases of nearly spherical collapse
where the quadrupole components become comparable.

Apart from the distinct stages of turnaroud and pancake collapse, particular phases of the
quadrupole evolution can be read off the graphical form of the Qij(t) discrete data:

1. The first phase of the quadrupole evolution is characterized by a skewed bell-shaped curve
that takes positive or negative values along the time axis t > tk. The diagonal terms are
Qii ∼ M(2r2i − r2j − r2k) with i ̸= j ̸= k and the hierarchy of (α, β, γ) implies that Q11 is
generally negative, Q33 is generally positive, while the sign of Q22 is contingent on how
small or large the β parameter is with respect to α and γ. An oscillation between positive
and negative values is observed in the Q22(t) component for a particular combination of
(α, β, γ) parameters. During the first stage of the quadrupole evolution the turnaround,
the pancake collapse and shell crossing processes take place in succession. The latter
process might cause a flip of sign also for Q11 and Q33 components, which is visible in
particular configurations.

2. The second phase of the quadrupole evolution is characterized by a bottleneck-like shape.
During this phase, indicated by the moment tvirial, a second collapse occurs and the dis-
tribution settles into the virialized state. It is characterized by a minimum value for each
|Qii(t)| diagonal component so that the three of them together form a bottleneck shape
that corresponds to a time of maximal contraction. The ratio T/|U | maximizes before it
reaches the virial value 1/2, as displayed in fig. 3. The shapshot of the distribution at
the moment tvirial is displayed in fig. 1.

3. The third phase of the quadrupole evolution is characterized by a roughly monotonic
evolution. This is the final phase of virialization where the ratio of the total kinetic and
potential energies are stabilized to the value K ≈ −U/2. During this stage the |Qii(t)|
values increase steadily because of the moment of inertia carried away by the escaping
particles. It is the stage where the GW emission shuts down.

3.3.2 The computation of the emitted GW power

The computation of the GW power requires finding the third time derivatives of the quadrupoles.
Successive application of numerical derivatives on the discrete data generally introduces arti-
ficial noise. The method we follow to tackle this issue and avoid a possible overestimation is
to fit the quadrupole data with suitable functions. In particular, the quadrupole data that
span the time interval from tmax until the bottleneck stage, are fitted sufficiently well with a
skew-normal distribution

Qii(t) ≈
1

√
2πδ̂i

e
− (t−µ̂i)

2

2δ̂2
i Erfc

[
− b̂i(t− µ̂i)√

2δ̂i

]
, (30)

with mean value µ̂+
√

2
π b̂δ̂/

√
1 + b̂2 and variance δ̂2(1− 2b̂2/(π(1 + b̂2))). This kind of fitting

functions appears to be appropriate for the diagonal quadrupole terms, which are the domi-
nant terms of the tensor Qij . For the non-diagonal terms, which generally give a subleading
contribution, we apply a polynomial fitting. Polynomial functions are also applied to fit the
data during the last stage, where virialization has been established. Overall, the compound
fitting allows a smooth and reliable evaluation of

...
Q ij(t) from the time of entry tk until the

end of the virialization stage tvirial. The fitting functions are depicted with thick blue, orange
and green lines over the discrete data for the Q11, Q22 and Q33 components respectively and
displayed in the top left panel of figs. 6 - 8. For comparison the quadrupole derived from
the Zel’dovich solution is also displayed truncated a t ∼ tcol. We see that, in general, a firm
analytic description of Qij(t) within the Zel’dovich approximation exists only for times well
before tcol.
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The gravitational power emitted Ėe ∼ |
...
Q(t)|2 from a Hubble patch that encloses a den-

sity perturbation exhibits a very different growth profile for different deformation parameters
(α, β, γ) and σ. In the right top panels of figs. 6 - 8, we see that pumps of GW energy density
take place at different moments for different configurations from the initial time of turnaround,
the stage of pancake collapse and until the establishment of virialization. After the pancake
collapse, the system gradually faster or slower, transforms into a virialized state with a spher-
ical core. The virialization procedure involves geometrical changes that might be abrupt with
non-axisymmetric mass flow producing a strong GW emission. This is especially evident when
the geometry of the bulk mass of the distribution changes from oblate to prolate-like shapes
and vice versa. Such changes are manifest from the evolution of the quadrupole component
Q22(t) ∼ M(2r22 − r21 − r23) which fluctuates about the zero value for particular configurations,
with the positive (negative) Q22 values corresponding to mostly oblate (prolate) shapes, see the
top left panel of figs. 6 and 7. A prolate-oblate geometrical change of the mass distribution is
very well captured by our fitting procedure and yields an enhanced GW radiation. In the latter
example the quadrupole change is rather acute and a very strong GW emission takes place.
When no oscillatory pattern is observed for the quadrupole components the total amount of the
GW production is found to be of the same order of magnitude with the GWs produced within
the (tk, tcol) time interval. For configurations with symmetric bell-shaped graphical forms for
all the Qii(t) components, the power of the gravitational radiation is characterized roughly by
a unimodal distribution as displayed, for example, in the top left panel of fig. 8.

Having specified the entire time evolution of the quadrupole the computation of the spectral
density of the gravitational radiation is carried out. The Fourier transform of the third time
derivative of the quadrupole,

Q̃
(3)
ij (ω) =

1

2π

∫
...
Q ij(t)e

−iωtdt (31)

gives the spectral GW power after using the identity |Q̃(3)
ij (ω)|2 = ω6|Qij(ω)|2. We implicitly

assume a non-vanishing quadrupole only for times between the horizon entry of the perturbation
and the reheating of the Universe, i.e. in the time interval tk < t < treh. The time of reheating
is a free parameter and affects essentially the amplitude and the spectrum of the final GW
signal. An early reheating would imply a GW signal produced only from the very first stages
of gravitational collapse, while a slow reheating implies that gravitational radiation is produced
throughout the collapsing and clustering process. Hence, for tvir < treh the final GW signal
is sensitive to the entire dynamics involved in the virialization of the distribution. To make
the dependence on the reheating time manifest, we compute the final GW signal for different
time intervals [tk, tn] after parametrizing the reheating time as treh ∼ tn = nH−1

k for positive
integers n. In figs. 6-8 the gradual increase of the amplitude of the spectrum dEGW/d lnω is
displayed for increasing tn values.

In the last panel of figs. 6-8 we display the N -body result for the GW power emitted for
tvir < treh together with the GW power computed from the Zel’dovich approximation in the time
interval [tk, tcol]. Apparently the entire GW amplitude is larger because of the inclusion of the
virialization. Violent relaxation processes that drive the system to a virialized state contribute
to

...
Q(t) and the GW emission is enhanced, occasionally significantly, given that reheating occurs

after the second collapse or, equivalently, after the bottleneck stage. For reheating times after
the establishment of the virialization the emission power practically remains unchanged with
the different reheating times affecting only the redshift that the propagating GWs experience.

We note that an early reheating could change the composition of the system and the evo-
lution of the quadrupoles. To avoid the complexities of interacting fluid dynamics we restrict
ourselves to the discussion of the dynamics of collisionless matter. When a final state of a
virialized spherical distribution is reached we expect that the reheating leaves the predictions
for the GW production unmodified.
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Integration α ≤ σ3 α ≤ 2σ3 α ≤ 3σ3 α ≤ 4σ3 α ≤ 5σ3

ID 1/2 0.05 0.34 0.46 0.49 0.50〈
δ2L
〉
/σ2 1 0.01 0.35 0.85 0.98 0.99

⟨tmax⟩ σ3/2

tk
- 0.08 0.26 0.29 0.31 0.32

Nconf ∞ 78 650 2191 5267 10395

Table 1: The values of the ID, ⟨a⟩ and σ3/2 ⟨tmax⟩ /tk are listed obtained after integration over
the parameter space S and after discrete summation for σ2

3 = 2 × 10−3 (or σ = 0.1). The
summation results quoted are for five intervals α/σ3 ≤ 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 all discretized by a common
step 0.2σ3. The corresponding number of configurations Nconf is also listed.

Integration α ≤ σ3 α ≤ 2σ3 α ≤ 3σ3 α ≤ 4σ3 α ≤ 5σ3

ID 1/2 0.05 0.35 0.49 0.49 0.50〈
δ2L
〉
/σ2 1 0.01 0.35 0.85 0.98 0.99

⟨tmax⟩ σ3/2

tk
- 0.08 0.26 0.30 0.31 0.31

Nconf ∞ 80 652 2277 5292 10550

Table 2: As in table 1 but for a variance ten times smaller σ2
3 = 2 × 10−4 (or σ ≈ 0.032).

4 The average GW signal from gravitational collapse

4.1 Probability sampling of configurations

The expectation value of the GW signal is the weighted infinite sum of configurations that
continuously span the parameter space of (α, β, γ), that is an integral over the domain S given
by eq. (23). N -body simulations produce discrete results which correspond to particular con-
figurations. Hence, we estimate the integral (23) numerically applying a probability sampling.
We divide each interval in α, β and γ directions in regular sub-interval pieces and appropriately
sum the pieces together. The accuracy of the approximation of the breaking of the integral into
a sum of pieces depends on the size of the interval considered and the number of steps taken
to cross this interval. An adequately large size of the interval is indicated by the probability
density function FD(α, β, γ) which decreases exponentially to minute values for α ≫ σ3. The
size of the step ∆α has to be small enough ∆α ≪ σ3 to achieve a sufficient resolution and
not surpass configurations that might yield a strong signal. Nonetheless, the size of the step
cannot be taken too small because of computational limitations in time and resources.

A ruler for a reliable choice of the interval and step sizes for the discrete sum can be found
from the expectation values of quantities that can be precisely computed via straightforward
integration. We first consider three pilot examples: the volume ID of the Doroshkevich PDF
in the interval S (that we referred in sec. 2.3), the expectation values of the sum deformation
parameter (α + β + γ)2 = δ2L (17) and the turnaround time tmax,

⟨tmax⟩ = tk

∫ 1/2

0
dα

∫ α

−∞
dβ

∫ β

−∞
dγ dαdβdγ FD(α, β, γ, σ3)

(
1

2α

)3/2

. (32)

In tables 1 and 2 we list the exact and five approximate values for ID,
〈
δ2L
〉

and ⟨tmax⟩ given by
integration and by a discretized summation respectively. The integration interval is the entire
parameter space S while for the discretized summation we consider five different intervals for
the positive parameter α which are: α ≤ σ3, α ≤ 2σ3, α ≤ 3σ3, α ≤ 4σ3 and α ≤ 5σ3. For each
α-interval the corresponding β- and γ-intervals are dictated by the bounds (5). The step-size
that spans the three-dimensional interval is ∆α = ∆β = ∆γ = 0.2σ3, which is a choice found
to give a sufficient resolution. In table 1 we take σ2

3 = 2× 10−3 (or σ = 0.1) for the variance of
the Doroshkevich PDF. In table 2 we take σ2

3 = 2 × 10−4 (or σ ≃ 0.032). The values listed in
the tables show that the discretized summation over the interval α ≤ 4σ3 approximates very
well the exact values. The corresponding number of configurations are Nconf = 5267 for σ = 0.1
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Figure 9: Left panel: The progressive convergence of the GW spectra produced within the
Zel’dovich description from a discrete summation of Nconf configuration is displayed. The exact
average result found from integration is also depicted. Right Panel: The GW spectra produced
from a discrete summation of GW spectra found after running the N -body simulation for Nconf

different initial conditions are displayed. The plots are for σ = 0.1.

and Nconf = 5329 for σ = 0.032. Decreasing the size of the step to ∆α = 0.1 would increase
Nconf an order of magnitude without significantly improving the precision of the results.

Having specified a reliable choice for the sizes of the interval and the step, i.e. α ≤ 4σ3
and ∆α = ∆β = ∆γ = 0.2σ3 respectively, we proceed with the calculation of the power of the
gravitational radiation produced. In this respect we approximate the integral with a discretized
summation〈

dEGW

d lnω

〉
=

∫ ∫ ∫
S
dαdβdγ

4πG

5c5
ω|Q̃(3)

ij (ω)) |2FD(α, β, γ, σ3)

≈ 4πG

5c5
ω
∑
αi

∑
βi

∑
γi

∆αi∆βi∆γi |Q̃(3)
ij (ω, αi, βi, γi, σ3)) |2FD(αi, βi, γi, σ3) . (33)

Contrary to the examples listed in tables 1 and 2 the calculation of (33) is a rather elab-
orated procedure. It involves Nconf runs for the N -body simulation with initial conditions
(αi, βi, γi, σ3) followed by the necessary data analysis for the finding of the quadrupole and its
Fourier modes Q̃ij(ω). The repetition of the runs and data analysis for Nconf times increases
significantly the computational cost. For the computation-intensive purposes of the project we
utilized a small cluster of ten computers. Restricting ourselves to a computation that takes
time less than a couple of months puts a limitation to the number of particles in our N -body
simulations. A large N increases the run-time of the N -body simulations and, moreover, over-
loads the data analysis. For N = O(104) particles and sufficiently small step ∆NB

step and large
tend a single simulation takes time O(10) min and the data analysis several hours. We choose
N = 2500 after having checked that by varying this value by a couple of times there are no
qualitative changes to the amplitude and evolution of the quadrupole.

The average value for the GW signal found after a discrete weighted sum of Nconf ∼ 5267
different configurations for σ = 0.1 is expected to approach very well the actual one. This is
supported in part from tests of average values of single-valued quantities listed in tables 1 and
2. A second important test is provided by the comparison of the Zel’dovich solution with that
produced from the discrete summation. The l.h.s. of eq. (33) can be computed exactly within
the Zel’dovich approximation (26) and within the time interval [tk, tcol]. In the left panel of
fig. 9 we display the progressive convergence of the summation result and the analytic one
with increasing Nconf . For the summation and the analytic result we considered configurations
that experience a turnaround at times tmax < 102tk that is for α > 0.023. The importance of
this test is that it exhibits the convergence of the summation procedure (r.h.s. of eq. (33)) at
the exact result (l.h.s. of eq. (33)) for a continuous range of values that span five orders of
magnitude in angular frequencies. We note that for smaller α values, α ≲ 0.02 the analytic
result would differ in the infrared frequency range, as demonstrated in fig. 5. In this case a
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Figure 10: Results of the average GW spectrum (22) for σ = 0.1. In the left panel we display
the gradual growth of the GW spectrum as the collapsing process evolves. In the plot legends
the corresponding truncation time of the quadrupole evolution can be read off in Hubble time
units. In the right panel the averaged GW spectrum for the particular times tend = ⟨tcol⟩ and
tend = 3 ⟨tcol⟩ are depicted. For comparison the average Zel’dovich spectrum is depicted with
the cyan line.

step of a smaller size would be required for an accurate summation procedure.

4.2 The average spectrum of GWs

The aforementioned tests solidify the dependability of our methodology and we can firmly
proceed to the estimation of the average power of the gravitational radiation. In the right
panel of fig. 9 the average spectrum of GWs is displayed after running the N -body simulation
for increasing Nconf number. The displayed spectra are approximations of the spectrum of GWs
emitted from the moment of entry of the overdensity tk until a final moment tend ≫ tcol that
virialization has been established. For the time interval [tk, tend] the tensor Qij(t, αi, βi, γi) is
found and the gravitational power emitted is computed from the r.h.s. of eq. (33). A minimum
number of configurations is required for a solid result. For Nconf ≲ 100 the summation fails
to capture the precise form and the amplitude of the spectrum because configurations with
significant contributions are omitted. For Nconf ≳ 2000 the fine details of the GW spectrum
are revealed. The average GW spectrum features an additional peak after the inclusion of the
virialization process. The first peak is shaped by the stages of turnaround, pancake collapse
and the return to the nearly spherical shape. The peak at higher frequencies is presumably
associated with the violent relaxation processes that involve shell crossings and redistribution
of the particles. The two peak structure in the spectrum appear after the proper superposition
of Nconf individual spectra, each with a different peak structure, see figs. 6-8 .

In fig. 10 the average GW spectrum is displayed in a time-lapse sequence. The Qij evolution
is truncated at different moments. The truncation reveals step by step the effects of the
virialization process. It can be also viewed as reheating times under the assumption that
reheating does not modify the spectrum significantly. Hence, the reheating time and the peak
structure are correlated and can specify the reheating temperature. In the left panel, the
lower and upper curves are respectively the spectra of GWs emitted within 2 Hubble and
150 Hubble times after the entry of the overdensity. The gravitational radiation gradually
increases as the evolution of the gravitational system crosses the stages of pancake collapse and
violent relaxation. We also see that after 50 Hubble times the signal has reached its maximum
value and its multi-peaked structure has emerged. After that time the form of the spectrum
settles into a time-invariant shape. Although there are configurations that continue to give off
GWs after ∼ 50H−1

k their contributions to the total spectrum is negligible. The GW signal is
dominated by those configurations which evolve fast and source a sizable

...
Q ij .

In the right panel of fig. 10 we display the average GW spectrum at the average moment
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of pancake collapse,
⟨tcol⟩ = 2

√
2 ⟨tmax⟩ ≈ 0.9σ−3/2 tk . (34)

It is ⟨tcol⟩ ∼ 28H−1
k for σ = 0.1. At the time ⟨tcol⟩ the structure of the spectrum is characterized

by a broad single peak, in quite good agreement with the Zel’dovich result which is also
displayed for comparison. However, hump-like features around the peak also appear which
originate from shell-crossing processes occurring in configurations that evolve faster than the
average and have gone through the pancake collapse phase earlier on. Within 3 ⟨tcol⟩ the
average GW spectrum has already attained its final form. It is characterized by a first peak
at ωpeak ∼ Hk/10 and a second peak, with roughly one half the amplitude, positioned at the
angular frequency ωpeak ∼ Hk/2 for σ = 0.1.

The amplitude of the spectrum first peak, found with N -body simulations, is given approx-
imately by the expression, ⟨dEGW/d lnω⟩ ∼ 2 × 10−5 for σ = 0.1. For smaller σ values the
spectrum changes according to the discussion in sec. 3.2. Also, the scaling of ⟨dEGW/d lnω⟩
with frequency is ω3/2 at the infrared part of the spectrum and ω−1 in the ultraviolet.

4.3 The observable GW signal

The observable GW signal is given by eq. (23). It is determined after three input parameters
are specified: the mass M of the perturbations, the deviation σ and the reheating temperature
Trh. We will assume here that the time of reheating is late enough for the virialization procedure
to complete, i.e. trh ≳ 3 ⟨tcol⟩. The amplitude of the observable spectrum about the peak is

ΩGW(t0)|peak ∼ 10−6 σ7/2

(
M

M⊙

)2/3( Trh

GeV

)4/3

, (35)

where M⊙ the solar mass. The spectrum features two peaks which stand out: one broad at fre-
quency given by the expression fpeak ∼ 4× 10−9 (M/M⊙)−1/3 (Trh/GeV)1/3 Hz and one ruffled
peak at frequencies ∼ 5fpeak. We note that if the power spectrum of curvature perturbations
PR(k) is (nearly) scale invariant, instead of being enhanced around a particular scale k with
corresponding horizon mass M , the characteristic frequency is determined by the reheating
temperature Trh.

The differential energy density parameter of the stochastic GW background can be opti-
mistically detected by GW experiments that we describe next. ΩGW(t0, f0) is constrained from
above from BBN/ CMB constraints [70, 71]. It is also indirectly constrained from the PBH
production rate associated with the gravitational collapse, see e.g. [2] for a review. A maximal
σ value maximizes both ΩGW and the PBH abundance. We recall that the PBH fractional
abundance, fPBH ≡ ΩPBH/ΩDM, is fPBH ∼ 1019γMβPBH(Trh/1010GeV). βPBH is the PBH
production rate which is given by the expression βPBH ≈ 0.056σ5 during EMD and for large
σ values [46]. We note that the PBH mass does not coincide but is a fraction of the horizon
mass MPBH = γMM . The GW signal can be strong enough to be detectable and possibly
discriminated.

We choose three benchmark frequency bands to display the spectrum of the observed GWs.
These are the regions of hertz-kilohertz, millihertz and nanohertz where operating or designed
GW experiments have an increased sensitivity. LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA [72–74] and Einstein
telescope [75], which are ground based interferometers, are sensitive at 10−103 Hz. Space-based
designed interferometers LISA [76], Taiji [77], Tianqin [78], Decigo [79,80], Big Bang Observer
(BBO) [81] and µAres [82] are mostly sensitive at 10−6−10−1 Hz. Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTAs)
experiments are sensitive at 10−9 − 10−7 Hz. At this low frequency range a measurement of
a stochastic GW background is reported by NANOGrav collaboration [83–85], EPTA and
InPTA [86–89], PPTA [90–92] and CPTA [93]. These experiments detect a stochastic GW
background signal with approximate amplitude of around h2ΩGW ∼ 10−8 at the frequency
f ∼ 10−8 Hz. In that frequency rang SKA [94] experiment will also operate. In figs. 11 - 12 we
display GW spectra that can be probed by the aforementioned experiments and are produced
by specific examples of gravitational collapse that we describe next.
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Figure 11: Left panel: GW spectra within the LISA-BBO frequency band that are associated
with maximal PBH abundance fPBH ∼ 1 and horizon mass M = 10−12M⊙. With reddish
lines the N -body result is displayed and with cyan lines, for comparison, the Zel’dovich result.
The upper red line is for σ = 0.01 and Trh ≃ 5 × 103 GeV and the lower purple line is for
Trh = 5 × 102 GeV. Right Panel: The GWs associated with promptly evaporating PBHs for
σ = 0.1 and Trh = 109 GeV.

• In the left panel of fig. 11 we focus on density perturbations at a mass scale that can
be probed by LISA experiment. We assume a maximal σ value which yields PBHs that
saturate the dark matter density, i.e. fPBH ∼ 1, and have mass MPBH = 10−12γMM⊙. We
also assume γM ∼ 0.1 in order to maximize the GW signal (allowing smaller γM values
the GW signal increases significantly). The gravitational collapse yields a GW signal
that can be inside the LISA sensitivity curve. In the same plot we consider two different
reheating temperatures to stress the Trh dependence: The GW spectra have peaks at
different frequency values due to the different expansion history that they experience.
Hence, in the event of GW detection the reheating temperature of the Universe can be
also probed. If additionally a PBH counterpart is detected the determination of Trh can
be a robust result. For comparison, the Zel’dovich result (28) is shown in the plot.

• In the right panel of fig. 11 we focus on the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA frequency band. The
corresponding mass scale is rather small, MPBH/γM ∼ 10−20M⊙(Trh/109GeV)(f0/100Hz)3

and PBH possibly produced are expected to evaporate in the early Universe. An EMD
era at such high energy scales is motivated by the slow reheating of the inflaton field. We
choose Trh = 109 GeV that is realized in scenarios where the inflaton decays gravitation-
ally. We also take σ = 0.1 and consider two perturbation mass scales: M = 3 × 10−21

and M = 3× 10−23. We also consider γM ≪ 1 so that PBH explosions occur fast enough
to evade the BBN constraints [2]. Although fPBH = 0 due to Hawking evaporation, PBH
remnants may contribute to the DM density in the Universe, see e.g. [95–100]. We see
that the GW signal is well inside the sensitivity curve of Einstein telescope, as well the
advanced LIGO-Virgo. It is interesting that LIGO-Virgo already poses constraints and
upper bounds on stochastic GW background and PBHs scenarios. Alternatively, (weak)
constraints on the reheating temperature of the Universe after inflation can be derived.

• Fig. 12 is about PTA experiments. In that frequency range there is accumulative evidence
that a stochastic GW background exists with a significant amplitude. In the plot we
have placed the first Fourier bins posteriors of the common EPTA and InPTA signal,
represented by the orange violin areas [86] and the NANOGrav signal in gray [85]. Two
GW spectra are plotted which are produced by two different overdensities: the first has
mass M = 10M⊙ and the second M = 2.5M⊙ for σ = 0.03. Each GW signal is associated
with a PBH population with fPBH ≈ 10−2γM. The horizon masses are rather large and
a late reheating is necessary in this scenario. We take Trh = 10 MeV. We see that GWs
that originate from gravitational collapse in an EMD Universe could contribute to the
observed signal. The particular examples presented can fit better the lowest frequency
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Figure 12: The GW spectrum in the PTA frequency range, for horizon mass M = 10M⊙ (red
line) and M = 2.5M⊙ (purple line) and for σ = 0.03. The GW signal is associated with a PBH
population with fractional abundance fPBH ≈ 10−2γM. The reheating temperature is taken to
be 10 MeV. The violins in gray show the posteriors from NANOGrav [85] and in orange from
EPTA and InPTA [86].

bins. Fully explaining the observed PTA signal is constrained by the bounds on the PBH
abundance.

The detection and identification of the properties and origin of a stochastic GW background
is certainly challenging, nevertheless, as we exemplified, a comprehensive understanding of the
gravitational collapse can give distinct predictions and informative constraints.

5 Conclusions

In this work we studied the evolution of matter anisotropic gravitational collapse and the
associated GW emission via the use of N -body simulations. The great advantage of N -body
simulations is that they reveal the evolution of the mass distribution all the way to and beyond
the pancake collapse stage. The pancake stage is the limit of validity for the approximate
solutions found within the Zel’dovich framework, which were used to compute the GW spectrum
in a preceding work [12]. Through N -body techniques, insights into subsequent stages during
which the clustering action of gravity becomes manifest, are attained. The full evolution of
perturbations from the moment the inhomogeneity drops out of the Hubble flow until the stage
of halo formation is traced. The evolution involves anisotropic mass motions, compression and
virialization processes which source gravitational radiation.

The total energy radiated is distributed among multipoles and we consider that the dom-
inant contribution comes from the system’s quadrupole moment. Density perturbations with
different geometric profiles have a different GW emissivity with stronger gravitational radiation
arising from large density perturbations with acute aspherical profile. Depending on the initial
degree of asphericity the resulting spectrum of the produced GWs might display a single peak,
similar to that found within the Zel’dovich approximation, or display an extra peak attributed
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to processes occurring during the virialization stage which Zel’dovich approximation cannot
capture since it eventually breaks down. Each N -body run simulates the evolution of a partic-
ular configurations. In order to find the average GW signal produced by a Hubble patch, we
perform a survey of a large number Nconf ∼ 5000 of configurations that span the space of the
different deformation possibilities with a sufficiently small discrete step. This is implemented
after Nconf runs of the N -body simulation each time with appropriate initial conditions. The
resulting GW signal is a superposition of all the configurations. In the averaging procedure we
consider the Doroshkevich probability density function, invoking a Gaussian distribution for
the shape deformations for the overdensities. The final spectrum displays a two peak structure,
with a rough second peak, which reflects the dynamics of virialization processes.

In this work we postulated that a pressureless gravitational collapse has been realized in the
very early Universe. A motivation for such postulation is that the GW signal produced could be
within the detection sensitivity region of current or designed GW experiments. A significant
PBH population associated with the GW signal could be also produced and contribute to
the dark matter density. A detection event of such a GW signal would have, among others,
two important consequences. First, valuable insights into the virialization dynamics would
be gained. Second, it would be a window into the early Universe cosmic history. It would
support the realization of an EMD phase, during which deviations from spherical symmetry
can significantly grow, and it would provide additional evidence for the presence of BSM physics.
In our analysis we did not specify any underlying mechanism that realizes an EMD era but
we remained agnostic and we let the reheating temperature to vary. A detection event would
also probe the primordial spectrum of curvature perturbations which should not remain scale-
invariant within the entire momentum range. This last would also have important implications
for the inflationary model building directions.

Our result has been produced by a cold-collapse simulation which uses Newtonian dynamics.
The cost of neglecting relativistic effects likely introduces an error of order (v/c)2 which is
typically negligible except when the system is near its gravitational radius. In this respect we
also assume that the effect of the radiation back-reaction is unimportant, which is justified
by the size of dE/dt ≪ 1. We presume that our results will not change if the number of
particles of our N -body simulations increases by several orders of magnitude, i.e. beyond our
computational capability. We remark that the initial conditions for the N -body simulations are
given by the Zel’dovich solutions at the moment of the turnaround. This choice, though it might
introduce a systematic but presumably minor error in our results, it makes possible a consistent
analysis of a large collection of vastly different initial configurations. Special attention was paid
in the fitting procedure for the components of the quadrupole tensor, in which our result has an
increased sensitivity. We also comment that we considered a collisionless collapse, neglecting
for simplicity any effect coming from decays and the subsequent reheating of the Universe. A
next research step could be to improve upon these issues.

In conclusion, our study advances our understanding of certain aspects of the gravitational
collapse in a (early) matter domination era. Ultimately, it is exciting that the sensitivity and
the variety of GW detectors increases and we can expect that predicted gravitational signals
from primordial Universe can be tested probing the very early Universe and its evolution from
the Big Bang till today.
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