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U pgraded V IRG O detector(s) and stochastic gravitational w aves backgrounds
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T he sensitivity achievable by a pair of VIRG O detectors to stochastic and isotropic gravitational
w ave backgrounds of cosn ological origin is discussed in view ofthe developm ent ofa second VIRG O
Interferom eter. W e describe a sam ianalytical technique allow Ing to com pute the signalto-noise
ratio for (m onotonic or non-m onotonic) logarithm ic energy spectra of relic gravitons of arbitrary
slope. W e apply our results to the case of two correlated and coaligned VIRGO detectors and
we com pute their achivable sensitivities. The m axin ization of the overlap reduction function is
discussed. W e focus our attention on a class ofm odels w hose expected sensitivity ism ore prom ising,
nam ely the case of string coan ological gravitons. W e perform our calculations both for the case of
m Inin al string cosm ological scenario and in the case ofa non-m inin alscenario where a long dilaton
dom inated phase is present prior to the onset of the ordinary radiation dom inated phase. In this
fram ew ork, we study possble in provem ents of the achievable sensitivities by selective reduction of
the them al contributions (endulim and pendulum ’s intemalm odes) to the noise power spectra
of the detectors. Since a reduction of the shot noise does not increase signi cantly the expected
sensitivity ofa VIRG O pair (in spite ofthe relative spatial location ofthe two detectors) our ndings
support the experin ental e orts directed tow ards a substantial reduction of them alnoise.

I.THE PROBLEM AND ITSMOTIVATIONS

Tt iswellknown that every variation of the background geom etry produces graviton pairs w hich are stochastically
distrbuted and whose log:arjthm ic energy spectra represent a faithfiil snapshot ofthe (tim e) evolution ofthe curvature
scale at very early timn es [h]. Indeed, one ofthe peculiar features of stochastic graviton backgrounds is that their energy
spectra extend over a huge intervalof (present) frequencies. T his feature can be appreciated by com paring the gravion
backgrounds w ith other backgrounds of electrom agnetic origin (lke the coam ic m icrow ave background [CM B]). The
analysis of the CM B background (together w ith its spatial anisotropies) is relevant for very large (length) scales [_2]

(roughly ranging between the present horizon fe. 10 % Hz] and the horizon at decoupling fe. 10 ® Hz]). Sice
graviational interactions are m uch weaker than electrom agnetic interactions they also decouple m uch earlier and,
therefore, the logarithm ic energy spectra of relic gravitons produced by the pum ping action of the gravitational eld
can very wellextend for (@pproxin ately) twenty ve orders ofm agnitude In frequency :_IB] From the physicalpoint of
view , this observation in plies that the energy spectra of relic gravitons can be extrem ely relevant in order to probe the
past history of the Universe In a regin e which w ill never be directly accessible w ith observations of electrom agnetic
backgrounds.

In soie ofthe fact that the nature ofthe production m echanian isshared by di erent typesofm ode]s-'_ﬂl], the speci ¢
am plitudes of the energy spectra can very well change depending upon the behavior of the background evolution. An
exam ple In this direction are logarithm ic energy spectra increasing in frequency i_4]. D i erent theoretical signals

(W ith di erent spectral distributions) lead to detector outputs of di erent am plitudes. W e are facihg a non-linear
problem where a change in the detector signal can be determ ined either by an in provem ent in the features of the
detector orby a di erent finctional form of the logarithm ic energy soectrum :_ft')] T herefore, in order to evaluate the
perform ances of a given detector one has to choose the speci c¢ functional form of the logarithm ic energy spectrum .
A possible choice is represented by scale Invariant spectra [6,-7'] A nother rather Interesting choice is represented by
tilted (\blue" [8’]) spectra whose energetical content is typically concentrated at frequencies larger than them H z E§]
String cosm ologicalm odels [ld ] are yet another interesting theorethalJaboratory leading usually to sizable theoretical
signals in the operating w indow ofw ide band interferom eters W B I) [l]n] A possble detection of these backgrounds
would represent an Interesting test for coan ologicalm odels inspired by the low energy string e ective action.

Every measuram ent in cosm ology tums out to be di cult for di erent and independent reasons. The CM B
anisotropy experin ents have to cope w ith the m andatory subtraction ofdi erent electrom agnetic foregrounds which
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can be much larger than the \coan ological" signal one ought to detect. In order to detect gravitational waves of
coam ological origin w ith terrestrialm easurem ents we are facing sim ilar problem s.

T he signal induced in the detector output by stochastic gravitationalw aves backgrounds is indistinguishable from
the Intrinsic noise of the detector itself. T his in plies that, unless the am plitude of the signal is very large, the only
chance of direct detection of these backgrounds lies In the analysis of the correlated uctuactions of the outputs of,
at least, two detectorsa ected by independent noises. T he problem ofthe optin alprocessing of the detector outputs
required for the detection of the stochastic background hasbeen considered by various authors h2:'13 and twasalso
reviewed in ref. fl4

Suppose, Indeed, that the signal registered at each detector can be w ritten as (we lim it ourselves to the case oftwo
detectors (i = 1;2))

si = hi® + n;©; @.1)

where we have indicated w ith n the intrinsic noise of the detector, and w ith h the gravitational strain due to the
stochastic background. By assum ing that the detector noises are stationary and uncorrelated, the ensem ble average
of their Fourder com ponents satis es

Oy + 1 (1) /=
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where S, () is usually known as the onesided noise power spectrum and is expressed in seconds. Starting to the
signals s; and sp, a correlation \signal" for an observation tine T can be de ned in the follow ing way:

Z T=2 Z T=2
S = dt dfs s, o O 13)

T=2 T=2

where Q isa lter finction that depends only by t tbecause we assum e that n and h are both stationary. The
optim al choice of Q corregponds to the m axin ization of the signalto-noise ratio associated to the \signal" S. Under
the further assum ptions that detector noises are G aussian, much larger In am plitude than the gravitational strain
and statistically independent on the strain itself, it can be shown i_lg:{-_lf.l:] that the signaltonoise ratio In a frequency
range (£, ;fy ) is given by Ji:
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where H  is the present value of the Hubbl param eter and F is a num erical factor depending upon the geom etry of
the two detectors. In the case of the correlation between two interferom etersF = 2=5, however, in the correlation of

detectorsofdi erent geom etry, F € 2=5 (see Appendix A fordetailsabout thispoint). h Eq. :_(1_.,21), the perform ances
achievable by the pair of detectors are certainly controlled by the noise power spectra NP S) Sn(l;Z) . However in
Eqg. C_l-:zg), on top of NP S, there are two im portant quantities. The rst one is the theoretical background signal
de ned through the logarithm ic energy soectrum (nom alized to the criticaldensity ) and expressed at the present

(conform al) tin e'f: 0
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T he second one is the overlap reduction function  (£) [I3114]which isa din ensionless finction describing the reduction
In the sensitivity of the two detectors (@t a given frequency f) arising from the fact that the two detectors are not
in the sam e place and, In general, not coaligned (for the sam e location and orientation (f) = 1). Since the overlap
reduction function cutso the Integrand ofEq. l ﬂ) at a frequency which approxin ately corresponds to the inverse
separation between the tw o detectors, it m ay represent a dangerous (put controllable) elem ent in the reduction ofthe
sensitivity of a given pair of detectors.

' order to avoid possible confusions we §tress that the de nition of the SNR is the one discussed in [5.] and it is essentially
the square root of the one discussed in EZ{'14]

2In most of our equations we drop the dependence of spectral quantities upon the present tin e since all the quantities
introduced in this paper are evaluated today.



_Various ground-based interferom etric detectors are presently under construction GEO [_1-5'], LIGOLA,LIGOWA
EL@l], TAMA [_lj'], VIRGO [_l@l]) . Among them , the pair consisting of m ost hom ogeneous (from the point of view of
the noise perform ances) detectors w th m inin um separation is given by thetwo LIGOs VIRGO and GEO are even
closer, but they have di erent perfom ances for what concems the NP S). However, this separation (* 3000 km ) is
still too large. T he overlap reduction function (f) forthe pairLIGO-LA LIGO-W A encounters its rst zero at 64
Hz, 2alling o (swiftly) at higher frequencies, ie., right in the region where the two LIG O s, at least in their iniial
version, have better noise perform ances.

R ecently, w ithin the european gravitationalw ave com m unity, the possibility ofbuilding in Europe an interferom etric
detector of din ensions com parable to VIRG O has received close attention f_l-E_i] T herefore, there is a chance that in
the near future the VIRGO detector, now under construction at Cascihha P isa) in taly, will be com plem ented by
another Interferom eter of even better perform ances very close (@t a distance d < 1000 km ) to it. In this paper
we exam Ine In detail the possible in provem ents in the VIRGO sensitivity as a result of direct correlation of two
V IR G O —like detectors. Furthem ore, since technological in provem ents in the construction of the nterferom eters can
be reasonably expected In the next years, i is easy to predict that also VIRGO, as Pr the LIGO detectors, will
gradually evolve toward an advanced con guration. For this reason we also exam ine the possble consequences of a
selective In provem ents of the noise characteristics of the two detectors on the obtained resuls.

In order to evaluate precisely the perform ances of a pair of VIRG O detectors we w ill use the ollow ing logic. F irst
ofallwe will pick up a given class of theoreticalm odels which look particularly prom ising in view of their spectral
properties In the operating w ndow ofthe W B I.Secondly we w illanalyze the signaltonoise ratios fordi erent regions
of the param eter space of the m odel. Finally we w ill in plem ent som e selective reduction of the noises and we w ill
com pare the results w ith the ones obtained In the cases where the noises are not reduced. W e w ill repeat the sam e
procedure for di erent classes ofm odels.

The results and the Investigations we are reporting can be applied to spectra of arbitrary functional form . The
only two requirem entswe assum e w ill be the continuity ofthe logarithm ic energy spectra (@s a function ofthe present
frequency) and oftheir rst derivative. W e w ill also give som e other exam ples In this direction.

In order to m ake our analysis concrete we w ill pay particular attention to the evaluation of the perform ances of a
pair of VIRGO detectors In the case of string coam ologicalm odels [_l-(_j,:_l-]_;]

T he plan of our paper is then the follow ng. In Section IT we Introduce the basic sem ianalytical tecnique which
allow s the evaluation of the SNR for a pair of W BI. In Section ITI we w ill evaliate the perform ances of a pair of
VIRGO detectors in the case of string coan ologicalm odels. In Section IV we w ill show how to in plem ent a selective
noise reduction and we w ill investigate the in pact of such a reduction in the case ofthe param eter space ofthem odels
previously analyzed. Section V contains our naldiscussion and the basic sum m ary of our results. W e collect in the
A ppendices som e technical results usefiil for our analysis and other interesting com plem ents to our investigation.

II.SNR EVALUATION

In the operating window of the VIRGO detectors the theoretical signalw ill be de ned through the logarithm ic
energy spectrum reported in Eq. {_1_.3) . In the present Section we shallnotm ake any speci c¢ assum ption conceming
! (f£) and our results have general applicability. W e w illonly assum e that it is a continuous finction of the frequency
and we w illalso assum e that its rst derivative iswellde ned in the operating w indow ofW B I.Thism eansthat ! (f£)
can be, In principle, a non-m onotonic fiinction.

A .Basic Form alism

T he noise power spectrum ofthe VIRG O detector is well approxin ated by the analytical t ofRef. :_[-2_:1], nam ely

8
> 1 f< £
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w here

;= 346 10 °
So = 10 **s; f, = 500Hz; f, = 2Hz; o= 660 1072
3 = 324 10 2 :



In oxder to com pute reliably (and beyond naive power counting argum ents) the SNR we have to specify the overlap
reduction function (f). T he relative location and orientation of the two detectors determ nes the functional form of
(f) which has to be gauged In such a way that the overlap between the two detectors ism axin ized (1e. (£) ' 1
for m ost of the operating w indow of the two VIRG O ).M oreover, the two interferom eters of the pair should also be
su clently far apart in order to decorrelate the local seigm ic and electrom agnetic noises. Since the precise location
of the second VIRGO detector has not been speci ed so far :_[1_‘9], we nd usefiil to elaborate about this point by
com puting the overlap reduction fiinctions corresponding to two coaligned VIRGO interferom eters with di erent
spatial separations. The resuls of these calculations are reported In Fig. :_]: N eedless to say that these choices are
purely theoreticaland are only m eant to illustrate thee ectsofthe distance on the perform ances ofthe VIRG O paif_ﬁ’ .
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FIG.1l. W e report the overlap reduction finction (s) for the correlation ofthe VIRG O detector presently under construction
in Cascina 43.6 N, 105 E) wih a coaligned interferom eter whose (comer) station is located at: A) 432 N,109E),d = 58
km (Ttaly); B) 436 N,45E),d = 482:7 km (France); C) (523 N, 98 E),d = 9582 km (Gem any). The third site (C)
corresponds to the present location of the GEO detector. Notice that from A to C the position of the st zero of (f) gets
shifted in the infra-red. See also Appendix A conceming this last point.

The curves labeled with A, B, and C shown in Fig. :_].' correspond to di erent distances d between the site of the
VIRGO detector (presently under construction in Cascina, near P isa) and the central comer station of a second
coaligned VIRG O interferom eter. Let us now look at the position ofthe rst frequency £ forwhich (f) = 0 for
each of the curves. W e can notice that by increasing d (ie. golng from A to C) the value of f; gets progressively
shifted tow ards low er and low er frequencies, linearly w ith d. Thism eans that, for the speci ¢ purpose ofthe detection
of a stochastic gravitationalw aves background, the position ofthe rst zero ofthe overlap reduction fiinction cannot
be ignored. O n a generalground we would like f; to be slightly larger than the frequency region w here the sensitiviy
of the pair of wide band detectors is m axin al. In the explicit exam ples presented in this paper we w ill focus our
attention on the case A . The othertwo con gurationsw illbe the sub fct of a related investigation -_é_b]

SFor illustrative purmposes, we assum ed that a distance of about 50 km is su cient to decorrelate local seiam ic and em . noises.
Such a hypothesis is fair at the present stage and it is certainly jisti ed within the spirit of our exercise. However, at the
m om ent, we do not have any indication either against or in favor of our choice.



B .SNR versus phenom enologicalbounds on the graviton spectrum

By inserting the param etrization {1-.-51) into Eqg. {_I-l{) we can w rite

5 3HZ P—
SNR® = p=— T —5—J; 22)
5 2 £, So
w here we Introduced the (din ension—less) integral
Z
M 2 £ !2 £,
g2 = d (1)( 0 ) ((Z‘j ). @3)
m & (0 ) o ()
Here the integration variable is = f=f,, wih fy a generic frequency scale within the operating w indow of the
Interferom eter, and the integration dom ain is restricted to the region f, f & (e, n v ). In the

follow ing we will choose £, = 100 H z and, taking into account the frequency behavior of (f) (see Fig. :j), we can
assume fy = 10kHz (ie., y = 100). The ower extram e f,, is put equalto the frequency f, entering Eq. {_i_fl:)
(le, n = 0202).

For the chosen values of £, and Sy (see Eqg. C_Z-_.i')) one has:

— 490 107 1yr
2o 22— ¥ SNR? :
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Since we w ill often refer to this orm ula we want to stress its physicalm eaning. Suppose that the functional orm of
! (f£) is given. T hen the num erical value of the integral J can be precisely com puted and, through Eq. l_2_.4), " can
be estin ated. This quantiy, Inserted in Eq. C_l-_E}), determ ines for each frequency £ them ininum gy detectable
(for an observation tine T, w ith a signalto-noise ratio SNR) by the correlation of the tw o detector outputs.

—m ax

In the next section, willbe com pared w ih two other quantities: - and . The st is the theoretical
value of the nom alization ofthe spectrum , w hile the second represents the lJargest nom alization com patible w ith the
phenom enologicalbounds applicable to the stochastic GW backgrounds. T hese quantities are ofdi erent nature and
In order to be m ore precise ket us consider an exam ple.

Suppose, or sim plicity, that we are dealing w ith a logarithm ic energy spectrum which is a m onotonic finction of
the present frequency. Suppose, m oreover, that the spectrum decreases su ciently fast in the nfra-red In order to
be com patible both w ith the pulsar tin ing bound and w ith the CM B anisotropies bounds. Then the m ost relevant
bound willcom g, e ectively, from B ig-B ang nuclkosynthesis BBN ) :_[2_'2 {_2_‘4]. T herefore, In this particular case, we w ill
have that is determ ined by dem anding that

Z
h? ew (7 o)dIf < 02h (o)’ 5 10°% 25)
w here (o) = 26 10 5h0 2 is the present fraction of critical energy density stored in radiation. A ccording to
our de njrjon,_m ** is the m axin alnom alization of the spectrum com patible w ith the previous inequality, nam ely,
Z
,—max , 5 10° fnax
hg ! I — ; I = 'E)dhnf: (2.6)
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Notice that f,5 10 1° Hz is the present value of the frequency corresponding to the horizon at the nuclkosynthesis
tin e; £, ax stands for the m axim al frequency oﬁtlmlgxspect:cum and it depends, In general, upon the speci c theoretical
m odel. If the goectrum has di erent slopes, w il be determ ined not only by the nucleosynthesis bound but
also by the combined action of the CM B anisotropy bound E25] and of the pulsar tin ing bound R6]. Indeed, we
know that the very am all fractional tin ing error In the arrival tim es of the m illisescond pulsar’s pulses in plies that
sw <10 ® Pra frequency which is roughly com parable w ith the inverse of the observation tin e along which pulsars
have been m onitored (ie., !, 1=Tps = 10 & Hz).M oreover, the cbservations of the Jarge scale anisotropies in the
m icrow ave sky i_25] In ply that the graviton contribution to the integrated SachsW olfe e ect has to be an aller than
(or at m ost of the order of) the detected am ount of anisotropy. T his cbservation in plies that gy 6:9 10
for frequencies ranging between the typical frequency of the present hor_izon_grélél a frequency thirty of forty tines
larger. In the case of a logarithm ic energy density w ith decreasing slope the willbe m ainly determ ned by the
SachsW olfe bound and it willbe the m axin alnom alization of the spectrum com patible with such a bound.
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On a general ground, we w ill have that - o , nam ely the theoretical nom alization of the spectrum is
bounded, from above, by the m axin al nom alization com patible wih all the phenom enologicalbounds. T herefore,
the m ism atching between these quantities can be interpreted as an e ective m easure of the theoretical error in the
determ nation of the absolute nom alization of the spectrum . .

Sihce ! (f) enters (In a highly non-linear way) into the form ofJ (@sde ned in Eq. :_(2_.5)), the oonespondjng_
n Eqg. C_Z-;Z{) willbe di erent for any (speci c) frequency dependence in ! (f). The consequence of this statem ent is
that it is not possible to give a general (and sin ple) relationship between the sensitivity at a given frequency, the
spectral slope and the (generic) theoretical am plitude of the spectrum . H owever, given the form of the theoretical
spectrum , the phenom enologicalbounds (depending upon the theoretical slope) will x unigquely the theoretical error
and the m axim al achievable sensitivity. So, if we want to evaliate the perform ances of the VIRGO pair we should
pick up a given class of theoretical m odels (characterized by a speci ¢ functional orm of ! (£)) and com pute the
corresponding sensitivity. The sam e procedure should then be repeated for other classes of m odels and, only at the
end, the respective sensitivities can be com pared.

ITT.PRIM ORDIAL GRAVITON BACKGROUND VERSUS VIRGO*VIRGO

W e can consider, In principle, logarithm ic energy spectra w ith hypothetical analytical form s and arbitrary nom al-
izations. If the logarithm ic energy spectrum is eithera at or a decreasing function of the present frequency -[b we
can expect, on general grounds, that the theoretical signal w illbe of the order of (put sm aller than) 10 1° 27- for
present frequencies com parable w ith the operating w indow ofthe VIRG O pair. T hishappensbecause ofthe com bined
action ofthe Sachs¥W olfe bound togetherw ith the spectralbehavior of ther infra-red branch ofthe spectrum produced
thanks to the m atterradiation transition. O f course this ocbservation holds form odels w here the gravion production
occurs because of the adiabatic variation of the background geom etry ﬁ.

In orderto have large signals falling in the operating w indow oftheVIRG O pairwe should have deviations from scale
Invariance for frequencies larger than few m Hz. M oreover, these deviations should go in the direction of increasing
logarithm ic energy spectra. This is what happens In the case of quintessential In ationary m odels :_fB] In this case,
however, as we discussed in a previous analysis E:*\], the BBN bound put strong constraints on the theoretical signal
In the operating w indow ofthe VIRGO pair.

A nother class ofm odel leading t_o a large theoretical signal for frequenciesbetween few H z and 10 kH z is represented
by string coam ologicalm odels [4;10"1]: T herefore, in order to evaluate the perform ances of the VIRG O pair and In
order to In plem ent a procedure of selective noise reduction we w ill use string cosm ological spectra.

A .M inim alm odels of pre-bigbang

In string cosm ology and, m ore speci cally, In the prebigdbang scenario, the curvature scale and the dilaton coupling
are both grow ng in cosm ic tim e. T herefore the graviton spectra w illbe increasing In frequency instead of decreasing
as i happens in ordinary n ationary m odels.

In the context of string coam ological scenarios the U niverse starts its evolution in a very weakly coupled regin e w ith
vanishing curvature and dilaton coupling. A fter a phase of sudden grow th of the curvature and of the coupling the
corrections to the tree level action becom e in portant and the U niverse enters a true stringy phase which is followed by
the ordinary radiation dom inated phase. &t should be stressed that the duration of the stringy phase is not precisely
known and it could happen that allthe phySJCal scales contained w ithin our present H ubble radiis crossed the horizon
during the stringy phase as pointed out in [3].]

Themaxin alam pli ed frequency of the graviton spectrum is given by -['fl, lul

1=12
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where n, is the e ective num ber of spin degrees of freedom in them al equilbrium at the end of the stringy phase,
and g3 = M =M p;whereM g and M p; are the string and P lanck m asses, respectively. Notice that g; is the value

“An exoeption to this assessn ent is represented by cosm ic strings m odels leading to a at logarithm ic energy spectrum for
frequencies between 10 2 Hg and 10 ® Hz R81. Another possble exception is given by the gravitational power radiated by
m agnetic (@nd hypem agnetic) R9] knot con gurations at the electroweak scale [BO].



of the dilaton coupling at the end of the stringy phase, and is typically of the order of10 2 10 ' Bd]. In order
to red-shift the maxinalampli ed frequency of the spectrum from the tine ; Which m arks the begihning of the
radiation dom Inated evolution) up to the present tin e we assum ed that the coan ological evolution prior to (¢ and
after ; isadiabatic. M inim alm odels of prebigbang are the ones where a dilaton dom inated phase is followed by a
stringy phase w hich term inates at the onset of the radiation dom nated evolution. In the context ofm inin alm odels,
the finction ! (f) introduced :n Eq. {1 .3) can be w ritten as

8 3 2
2 f 5 3 1 f f1
% Zg — 1+ z - h— f £= —
< fs 2 fs Zs
1 (f) = " #, 32)
: £
— + = fs < £
£ £ s f
w here,
]1'1 —_
- b=, 323)
In zg

In this formula zg = f;=f5 and g5 are, respectively, the red-shift during the string phase and the value ofthe coupling

constant at the end ofthe dilaton dom inated phase. The rst ofthe two branches appearing n Eq. :_(-3_-.,2) is originated
by m odes lkaving the horizon during the dilaton dom inated phase and re-entering during the radiation dom inated

phase. T he second branch ism ainly originated by m odes leaving the horizon during the stringy phase and re-entering

always in the radiation dom inated phase. T he theoretical nom alization

103 1=3
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multipliedby ! (f) @sgiven n Eq. 5:2)) Jeads to the theoretical form ofthe spectrum . N otice that n, is ofthe order
of 10? 16 (depending upon the speci ¢ string m odel) and it represents a theoretical uncertainty.
H ow ever, as anticipated in the previous section, the theoreticalnorm alization ofthe spectrum should be contrasted

w ith the one saturating the BBN bound (ie., max). T his quantity is obtained by Eq. C_Z-;E}),wherejn the case under
consideration
Z Z
_ foar foar
I = Ig+ Is w ith Iq = — 1 (£); I = — 1 (£f) : (3.5)
£.. f e, f

T he analyticalexpressions 0f I4 and I are reported in Appendix B .W e have to bear In m ind that in the interm ediate
frequency region ofthe graviton spectra an in portant bound com es from the pulsar tin Ing m easurem ents. T herefore,
if one ought to consider rather long stringy phases (ie., large z5), the BBN constraint should be supplem ented by the
requirem ent that ¢y (L0 ®Hz) < 10 ® P6]. W e will com e back to this point Jater.

Follow ing the explicit expression of the function ! (£), Eqg. d_2;4,) can be rew ritten as follow s:

,— . 1lyr % SNR?
hO r 4 10 e P (3.6)
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w here, introduced the follow ing notation
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one has
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T he previous expressions are generalin the sense that they are applicable fora genericvalne of f. Iff, < f5 < fiy
then both Js and J4 give contrbution to the sensitivity. If, on the other hand f5 < £, (ie. a long stringy phase)
the m ain contrdbution to the sensitivity will come from Js. The integrals appearing in Jg;s have to be evaluated
num erically. In allour calculationswew illassum e that both V IRG O detectors are characterized by the sam e (rescaled)
NPS (eported in Eq. £2)).

Them ain stepsofour calculation are the llow ing. W e rstly x gand foreach pair (zs; 91=9s) W ithin the range
oftheir physicalvalie) we com pute_ (forT = 1lyrand SNR = 1), and " 7*.W ethen com pare these tw o quantities

to the theoretical nom alization given In Eq. C_i_;{) . If_th w ill be larger than " (but sm aller than ax) we will say
that the theoretical signalw illbe \visible" by the VIRGO pair. In this way we w ill dentify in the plane (zs; 91=gs)
a visbility region according to the sensitivity ofthe VIRGO pair. T he theoretical error on the border of this region

m ax —th

can be estin ated by substituting to

To illustrate this point we consider a speci ¢ case. T he value ofthe coupling at the end of the stringy phase can be
estim ated to lie between 0.3 and 0.03 {_32_3] The know ledge of g; willnot x uniquely the theoretical spectrum which
does also depend on the num ber of relativistic degrees of freedom at the end of the stringy phase. T herefore, the
theoretical error In the determ ination ofthe absolute nom alization ofthe spectrum could be also view ed as the error
a ecting the determ ination ofnn.. In all the plots shown we will take, when not otherw ise stated, g; = 1=20 and
ny; = 10° as ducialvalues. Di erent choices of gw ill lead to sin ilar results. W e w JJlaJso assum e that the overlap
reduction function associated w ith the pair is the one reported in the curve A ofFJg i

In Fig. .2 (top left) we report the result of our calculation for the ratio between e and asa function of g =gs
and logzs. The contour plot (pbottom left) show s the region of the plane (logzs; 91=9s) where this ratio is greater
than 1, ie. the m axin al visbility region allowed by the BBN bound. In the opposite case, ie., = < 1,the
VIRGO pair is sensitive to a region exclided by the BBN . In the right part of Fig. g we go one step further and
we plot the ratio between - and . The shaded area in the contour plot ottom right) is the region of the plane

—max —

(log zs; g1=gs) where the oondjtjons_th=_ > 1 and = > 1 are sinultaneously met. The shaded area In this
plot de nes the visbility region of the VIRGO pair assum ing the theoretical nom alization of the spectrum . From
Fig. :_2, by ideally subtracting the shaded area of the keft contour plot from the shaded area of the right contour plot
we obtain an estin ate of the theoretical error. T he results we just presented can be cbviously recovered fordi erent
values of g; close to one. However, if g; gets too am all (@nd typically below 1/25) the visibility area gets am aller and
an aller eventually disappearing.

T he visbility regions appearing in F ig. :_2 extend from intem ediate values of zg (of the order of 10%) tow ards large
values of zg (ofthe order of 10'®). N otice that for our choice ofg;, fs can becom e as smallas 10 ® ©r zg of the order
of 10'®. As we recalled in the previous Section, this frequency corresponds to the inverse of the observation tin e
along w hich pulsar signals have been m onitored and, therefore, for this frequency, a further \local' bound applies to
the logarithm ic energy spectra of relic gravitons. Thisbound Impliesthat gy (10 ®Hz) < 10 8. I our exam pls,
the com patbility with the BBN bound im plies also that the pulsar tin ng constraint is satis ed. G iven our choice
for g; we can clearly see that the visbility regions deplcted Jl'l Fi. -2 extend for values ofgs which can be as snallas
1/160 (oras amallas 1/60 in the case of right part of F i. a)

B .Non-m inim alm odels of pre-big-bang

In the context of m nim al m odels of prebigbang, the end of the stringy phase coincides w ith the onset of the
radiation dom inated evolution. At the m om ent of the transition to the radiation dom inated phase the dilaton seats
at its constant value. Thism eans that g 003 03 at the beginning of the radiation dom inated evolution. A s
pointed out In [_§]_:], it isnot be in possble to Im agine a scenario w here the coupling constant is still grow iIng w hile the
curvature scale starts decreasing In tin e. In this type of scenario the stringy phase is followed by a phase w here the
dilaton still increases, or, in other words, the coupling constant is rather sm all at the m om ent w here the curvature
starts decreasing so that g; 1.
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FIG.2. W e report the ratios merg (left) and . (right) as a function ofg1=gs and logzs ( iscalculated forT = 1

yrand SNR = 1). The lower contour plots show the regions where these ratios are greater than 1. T he shaded area (pottom

right) represents the region where the com bination of the theoretical param eters is such that the corresponding - does not
violate the BBN bound. A swe can see the visbility region is reduced. T he di erence between the shaded area in the right plot
and the one in the left plot m easures the errorm ade by assum ing as nom alization of the spectrum not the theoretical one but
the m axin alone com patible with the BBN . The value zs = 108 roughly corresoonds to fs £y . N otice that log denotes not
the N eperian logarithm but the logarithm in ten basis.

A fter a transient period Whose precise duration willbe xed by the value of g), we w ill have that the radiation
dom nated evolution w ill take place w hen the value of the coupling constant w illbe of order one (ie., gr 1).

An interesting feature of this speculation is that the graviton spectra w ill not necessarily be m onotonic t_3-14'] (@s the
ones considered In the previous analysis). W e then nd interesting to apply our considerations also to this case.

The finction ! (£) in the non-m inim alm odel described above is given by B1] 8

8 F3 4 " *2 2
; £ f, f. £, f
% i3 = = = 1 n= £f< £ f£= =
<A i) i) f; f; Zs
! (f) = " (3.9)
=F3 2 2+ LE 2
9r f f f
2 - + = 1 h— £,< £ £
a1 £; f; f;
w here, in the present case
P jo
1=2" 3 3 1-12 2F3
_ 10
£ ea8’q = il GHz; £= Z £ : (3.10)
dq1 Ny dq1

T he frequency £, corresoondsto the onset ofthe radiation dom inated evolution. Ifwe adopt a purely phenom enological
approach we can say that f, has to be bounded (from below ) since we want the Universe to be radiation dom inated

5N otice that the form of ! (f) reported in éf:!] di ers from our expression only by logarithm ic correction whose presence is,
indeed, not relevant. W e kept them only for sake of com pleteness.



not later than the BBN epoch. Thence, we have that £, > f,5. Recalling the value of the nuclkosynthesis frequency
and assum ing that g, ’/ 1 this condition mpliesg; > 82 10 '®. This sinply m eans that .n order not to con ict
w ith the correct abundances of the light elem ents we have to require that the coupling constant should not be too
an all when the curvature starts decreasing. N otice that for frequencies £ < f, the spectrum evolvesas £ 3. The
ultra-violet branch of the spectrum ism ainly origihated by m odes leaving the horizon during the stringy phase and
re-entering when the dilaton coupling is still increasing.

Conceming the non-m inin al spectra few comm ents are in order. O wing to the fact that g; can be as small as
10 ' we have that the highest frequency of the spectrum can becom e substantially sm aller than in the m inin al
case. M oreover, the spectrum m ight also be non-m onotonic w ith a peak at f5. Looking at the analytical form ofthe
spectrum we see that thisbehavioroccursif > 2. A non-m onotonic logarithm ic energy spectrum (W ith a m axin um
falling in the sensitivity region ofthe VIRGO pair) represents an interesting possibility. _

The results of our calulation org; = 10 *#,n, = 10%°,9, = l,and > 2 are reported in Fig.'J. Asdone in the
case ofm Inin al spectra we analyse the visbility w indow in the plane of the relevant param eters ofthem odel. Aswe
can see from the lkft part ofF ig. :3 the region oomrpatjb]e w ith the BBN is rather large but it shrinkswhen we In pose
the theoretical nom alization ( right part ofF ig. ﬁ) which is always an aller than the m axin alnom alization allowed
by BBN .
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FIG .3. In order to m ake clear the com parison w ith the visbility region ofthem Inim alm odels, we report_ = (left) and

T (rght) as a function of and ofthe logzs In the non-m Inim al scenario. N otice that we took g; = 10 12 , Ny = 103,
T

andgr = 1.AsforFi. -_j, the shaded areas in the lower contour plots represent the region where each ratio is greater than 1,

and, in the case of the right plot, also the BBN is satis ed.

Tt is Interesting to com pare directly the three dim ensional plots appearing n F ig. :gf w ith the corresponding three
—max — —th —

din ensionalplots ofF ig. :_3 . W e can see that the regions ofparam eter space w here = and = are largerthan

one is larger in the case ofm inin alm odels. H owever, the shaded region In the case ofm Inim alm odels corresponds
ax

to ratios = and_th=_ which can be 3 or 2, resgpectively. O n the other hand the shaded region In the case of

Fjg.-'_IJ. corresponds to ratis = and_th=_ which can be, respectively, as large as 50 or 25. So, in the latter case
the signal is Jarger for a am aller region of the param eter space.

A swe stressed in the previous Section, represents the sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pair to a given soectrum whose
functional ormm is given by ! (f). O ne m ight be Interested, n principle, in the sensitivity of the VIRGO pair at a
speci c¢ frequency £ . This can be easily com puted by mu]tijyjng_ by ' £). nFi. :ff we show the sensitivity of
the VIRGO pair at the frequency £ = 100 Hz, both, for the m inim al and non-m Inim alm odels considered in the
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present Section. O ne can easily discuss the sam e quantiy for any other frequency in the operating w indow of the
VIRGO detectors.

log Qe (100 Hz) log Qe (100 Hz)

75 =

R
—75 - “‘0’ ! <
‘s:,“"& AN .

\“

X
“3\“:““3“
“‘“"”" ' -85 - \\\‘

SRS
R
RS
Q

FIG .4. W e report the logarithm of the sensitivity ofthe VIRGO pairat 100 Hz for T = 1 yrand SNR = 1 in the case of
m inin al (left plot) and non-m inim al (right plot) energy spectra.

IV.NOISE REDUCTION AND THE VISIBILITY REGION OF A VIRGO PAIR

There are two ways of looking at the calculations reported in this paper. One can look at these ideas from a
purely theoretical perspective. In this respect we presented a study of the sensitivity of a pair of VIRG O detectors
to string cosm ological gravitons. There is also a second way of looking at our exercise. Let us take at face value
the results we obtained and lt us ask n what way we can enlarge the visbility region of the VIRGO pair. In this
type of approach the speci ¢ form of graviton spectrum is not strictly essential. W e could use, In princhpl, any
m otivated theoretical spectrum . A s we stressed, we w ill use string cosn ological spectra because, on one hand, they
are theoretically m otivated and, on the other hand, they give us a signalwhich could be, in principle detected. O £
course, there are other wellm otivated spectra (lke the ones provided by ordinary in ationary m odels). H owever, the
signalwould be, to begin w ith, quite sm all.

In this Section we w ill then consider the follow ing problem . G iven a pair of VIRG O detectors, we suppose to be
able, by som e m eans, to reduce, In a selective fashion, the contrbution of a speci ¢ noise source to the detectors
output. The question we ought to address is how the visbility regions willbe modi ed with respect to the case
In which the selective noise reduction is not present. W e will study the problem for the pair of VIRGO detectors
considered in the previous Sections, ie., fr identical detectors with NP S given in Eq. £.1), and characterized by
the overlap reduction fiinction of the case A ofFig. -'!4' A s for the theoretical graviton spectrum we w ill focus our
attention on the case ofm inin alm odels considered in Section ITIA , w ith the sam e param eters used to produce F ig.
d. Al here, the quantity  willbe computed or T = 1yrand SNR = 1.

A s shown in Section IT the NP S is characterized by three din ension—less numbers 1;,;3, and two frequencies £,
and f,,. Roughly, ; and . control, respectively, the strength ofthe pendulim and pendulum ’s intemalm odes noise,
whereas 3 isrelated to the shot noise (seeRef. @2:] oran accurate description of the phenom ena responsble of these
noises). Below the frequency f, the NP S is dom inated by the seisn ic noise (@ssumed to be In nitum in Eq. :_(2_.;.)).
The frequency f, is, roughly, where the NP S gets itsm Ininum . T he frequency behavior of this three contributions
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and of the totalNP S is shown in Fig. § T he stochastic processes associated w ith each source of noise are assum ed
to be G aussian and stationary.

102k

E Int. Modes (Zz)\
" \ /‘
1k

o N~

R Shot (%5) \

735 Pendulum (Z,)

10 "k
: \

1 10 102 10° 10*

f (Hz)
FIG .5. The analytical t ofthe rescaled noise power spectrum , de ned in Eq. (é:L') in the case of the VIRG O detector.

W ith the a1l (thick) line we denote the totalNP S.W e also report the separated contribution of the threem ain (G aussian and
stationary) sources of noise.

In the follow ing, without entering in details conceming the actual experin ental strategy adopted for the noise
reduction, we w ill suppose to be abl to reduce each of the coe cients ; by keeping the other xed. In order to
m ake our notation simn plrwe de ne a \reduction vector"

~= (17 27 3)7 31)

whose com ponents de ne the reduction, respectively, of the seigm ic, them al and shot noises w ith respect to their

ducialvalues appear:ing n Eq. :_(-2-{L (corresponding to the case ~ = (1;1;1)).

As shown In Fi. '5 the pendulum noise dom inates the sensitivity of the detectors In the low frequency region,
nam ely below about 40 Hz. In Fi. -é we report the results of our calculation for the case ~ = (0:1;1;1). Here the
param eters of the theoretical spectrum are exactly the same as In Fig. 12:; The only change is given by a reduction
of the pendulum noise. From the com parison between F ig. -é and Fig. -2 we see that the visbility region in the
param eter space of our m odel gets in m ediately larger esoecially tow ards the region of an allgs. T his enlargem ent is
quite interesting especially in term s of e

In the frequency region between 50 and 500 H z the perform ances of the detectors are, essentially, lim ited by the
pendulum ‘s intemalm odes noise. The resuls obtained for a selective reduction of this com ponent are sum m arized
n Fig. -”2 w here the pendu]um and shot noises are left unchanged but the intemalm odes com ponent is reduced by
a factoroften (in Fig. d) A swe can see the visbility region gets larger and the increase in the area is com parable
w ith the one obtained by selecting only the penduluim noise.

F inally, for sake of com pleteness, we want to discuss the case of the shot noise, ie., the noise characteristic of the
detector above 500 Hz. Our results for 3 = 0: are reported In Fig. -9 A swe can see by com paring F igs. -6,:1 and
dwe gain much m ore in visbility by reducing the therm alnoise com ponents than by reducing the shot noise. In F ig.
8 the shot noise is reduced by one tenth but the visbility region does not increase by much (left plot). This result is
consequence ofthe fact that, as shown by F ig. -5 the shot noise contribution to the NP S startsto be relevant for £ 1
kHz, ie.,, In a frequency region where the overlhp between the detectors begins to deteriorate (see F ig. .].) In Figs.
-d and -"2 the them alnoise is reduced by one tenth and the increase in the visbility region is, com paratJyeJy, larger.
T his show s, am usingly enough, that a reduction In the shot noise will lead to an e ect whose practical relevance is
already questionable at the level of our analysis. N otice that a selective noise reduction can be also discussed in the
case ofa purely at spectrum :_[2_b].
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FIG.6. W e report the ratios merg (left plots), and g (right plots) In the case n which the shot noise and the noise

related to the pendulum ’s intemalm o_des are not reduced, whereas the pendulum noise is dim inished by a factor of ten with
respect to the valies quoted in Eq. (@._i), ie, ~= (04;1;1).
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FIG.7. W e report the result of selective reduction in the case where the noise cause by the pendulum ’s intemalm odes is
reduced by a factor of ten, whereas the pendulum and shot contributions are keft unchanged, ie., ~ = (1;01;1).
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FIG .8. W e report the sam e quantities discussed in F ig. |d for the case ~ = (1;1;0:). Thhe shaded areas in the lower plots
are the relevant visbility regions which should be com pared w ith the shaded regions in the lower plots of F igs. -d and -1 By
direct com parison we can argue that a reduction in the shot noise (by a factor often) isnot ase cient as a reduct:on by the
sam e am ount, in the themm alnoise com ponents.

In order to conclude this Section we want to show the com bined action of the sin ultaneous reduction ofboth the
com ponents of the them alnoise. In Fig. -Q ow ing to the resuls of our analysis we kept the shot noise xed but
we reduced both the thermm al and seisn ic noises by a factor of ten. C learly we observe a consistent increase in the
visbility region. However, even if a combined reduction of these com ponents cannot be achieved we want to stress
that already a reduction of the pendulum ’s intermalm odes noise alone (y one tenth) can be of relevant practical
Interest.

V.DISCUSSION AND EXECUTIVE SUMM ARY

There are no com pelling reasons why one should not consider the appealing theoretical possibility of a second
VIRGO detector ooahgned wih the st one. M oreover, recent experin ental suggestions seem ooherently directed
towards this goal ﬂl9] W hile the location of the second detector is still under debate we presented a theoretical
analysis of som e of the scienti ¢ opportunities suggested by this proposal.

W e focused our attention on possible coan ological sources of relic gravitons and we lim ited our attention to the
case of stochastic and isotropic background produced by the adiabatic variation of the backgound geom etry. In
the fram ew ork of these m odels we can certainly argue that In order to have a large signal in the frequency w indow
covered by VIRG O we have to focus our attention on m odels w here the logarithm ic energy spectrum increasesat large
frequencies. A fematively we have to ook form odels w here the logarithm ic energy spectrum exhibits som e bum p In
the vicinity of the VIRGO operating w indow . If the logarithm ic energy spectra are decreasing as a function of the
present frequency (as it happens In ordinary In ationary m odels) the large scale (CM B) constraints forbid a large
signalat high frequencies. In the case of string coam ologicalm odels the situation seem sm ore rosy and, therefore, we
use these m odels as a theoretical laboratory in order to investigate, in a speci cm odel the possble in provem ents of
a possble VIRGO pair. The choice ofa speci cmodel is, n som e sense, m andatory. In fact, ow ing to the form of
the SNR we can Inm ediately see that di erent m odels lead to di erent SNR not only because the am plitude of the
signaldi ers in di erent m odels. Indeed, one can convince hin self that two m odels w ith the sam e am plitude at 100
Hzbut di erent spectralbehaviorsbetween 2 Hz and 10 kH z Jead to di erent SNR.
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FIG.9. W e illustrate the case ofa sim ultaneous reduction of ; and , by a factor 10, whereas 3 isthe same ofEq. é:]:),
ie, ~ = (01;01;1).

In orderto analyze the sensitivity oftheV IRG O pairwe described a sem Fanalyticaltechniquewhosem ain advantage
is to produce the sensitivity of the VIRGO pair to a theoretical spectrum of arbirary slopes and am plitudes. The
theoretical error is estin ated, In our approach, by requiring the com patibility w ith all the phenom enologicalbounds
applicable to the graviton spectra. A s an intersting exam ple, we asked what is the sensitivity of a VIRGO pair
to string cosm ological spectra assum ing that a second VIRGO detector (coaligned with the rst one) is built in a
european site. By assum ing that the second VIRG O detector has the sam e features of the rst one we com puted the
SNR and the related sensitivity achievable after one year of cbservation in the case of string cosn ological spectra.

By using the string cosm ological spectra as a theoretical Jaboratory we then studied som e possible noise reduction.
Ourmain goal, .n this respect, has been to spot what kind of stationary and stochastic noise should be reduced
In order to increase the visbility region of the VIRGO pair in the param eter space of the theoretical m odels under
considerations. O urm ain resul isthat a selective reduction ofeach ofthe threem ain sources ofnoise isnot equivalent.
A reduction in the shotnoiseby a factor often doesnot ncrease signi cantly the visbility region ofthe VIRG O pair. A
selective reduction ofthe therm alnoise com ponents is farm oree cient. In particular, we could seethat a reduction (of
one tenth) ofthe pendulum ’s intemalm odes increases the visbility region of four tim es. T he sin ultaneous reduction
of the two com ponents of the thermm alnoise leads to an even m ore relevant increase.

T he construction ofa second VIRG O detector coaligned w ith the st one and an overall reduction of the them al
noise of each detector of the pair leads to what we called \upgraded VIRG O " program . T he resuls presented in this
paper are obtalned in the case of a particularly prom ising class of theoreticalm odels but can be generally applied to
any logarithm ic energy spectrum w ith sim ilar qualitative results. H ow ever, ow ing to the non-lnearities present in the
evaluation of the SNR it would not be correct assess that they hold, quantitatively, w ithout change. W e hope that
our results and our suggestions m ay tum out to be usefil In the actual process of design of the upgraded VIRG O
program [L4].
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APPENDIX A: THE NORMALIZATION OF THE OVERLAP REDUCTION FUNCTION

In this Appendix we discuss the reduction in sensitivity due to the fact that, In general, these detectors will
not be either coincident or coaligned. Thise ect isquanti ed by the (din ensionless) overlap reduction function (f)
appearing in Eqg. C_lﬁ) . Suppose that we have a gravitationalw ave propagating along a generic direction characterized,
In spherical coordinates, by the unit vector — (cos sih ;sin sih ;cos ). Ifwenow Introduce a pairoforthogonal
unit vectors directed in the plane perpendicular to A

(") (cos cos ;sin cos ; s ) A0 (sh ; ocos ;0); B8 .1)

the polarization tensors can be w ritten, in tem s of the polarization angle oftheGW , as

" (" )=¢€ (") cos2 e (")sn2
" (" )=¢€ (M)sh2 + e (")oos2 ; ®2)
w here
e C)y=m (") m{) al)y aly e C)=m") al)r+a’) m() ® 3)
w ith the nom alization
TrfeA(A)@‘O(A)q=2AAO:

If the graviton background is isotropic and unpolarized we w ill have that

X 2 £°  eoA A a A (£)
< e Fpo(f; 7 )F, &7 5 )>~, = + B 4)

(€)= !
F
A

where = w 3 isthe separation vector between the two detector sites, Ff is the pattem function characterizing
the response of the i-th detector (i= 1;2) tothe A = +; polarization, and the follow Ing notation

Z nZ,

< > A, = d— d— (222) B .5)
! 52 4 0 2
has been Introduced to indicate the average over the propagation direction ( ; ) and the polarization angle . The
nom alization factorF is given by:
X
F=  <FEP@; ;i F @7 )>, 3 2 ® 6)

A

where the notation 1 2 is a com pact way to indicate that the detectors are coincident and coaligned and, if at least
one of them is an interferom eter, the anglk between its am s isequalto /2 (L-shaped geom etry). In this situation,
by de nition, (£)= 1.W hen the detectors are shifted apart (so there is a phase shift between the signals in the two
detectors), or rotated out of coalignm ent (so the detectorshave di erent sensitivity to the sam e polarization) it tums
out that: j (f)j< 1.

T he pattem fiinctions (or ordentation factors) ofa GW detector can be w ritten in the follow ing form

F ;" )=TrD ®™ (75 g ®.7)

w here the sym m etric, trace—less tensor D (£) describes the ordientation and geom etry of the detector located at =.

ThetensorD (2) dependsupon the geom etrical features ofthe detector. For instance, in the case ofan interferom eter,
Indicating w ith @ and ¥ the unit vectors In the directions of its am s, one has:

1
D @)= 2 a@E)  a@) T@E) @) ®B 8)

In the case ofthe Iowest longitudinalm ode ofa cylindricalGW antenna w ith axis in the direction determ ined by the
unit vector f[, one has

D @) =1 1w %I; B .9)



where T is the unit m atrix. Finally, in the case ofthe lowest ve degenerate quadrupolem odes m = 2;:05+2) of
a spherical detector, the corresponding tensors are

) 1 + + 1 + +
D )= = € @)+ 2g () = p= 2f @) e (P)
2 3 2 3
D Y (¢)= %g ®) D P)= éf ®) ® 10)
p ©¢2 (f)=Ee+ @) D (2 ¢¢)= Ee @)
2 2
w here
+(ﬁ)=n’?(ﬁ) M (?) ia s f@®)=m (#) t+ ¢ M (£)
g@=n@¢ ae ¢ ¢ g@)=n@® £+ ¢ A®;

and €'’ (#) are the tensors of Eq. (5_3-_.5.) written In temn s of the unit vectors M (£) and 7 (f) lying on the plane
perpendicular to £. From these expressions for the tensorsD * and interpreting each ofthe vem odes ofa sphere as
a single detector, it is possible to show that in the case of coincident detectors one has:

<SER@T R @7 ) >, = o °F @B =+; ) ®11)

wherecy, depends only on the geom etry and the relative ordentations ofthe tw o detectors. T he corresponding values of
F (seeE q {1_3 6)) forthethreedi erent geom etries considered (interferom eter, cylindricalbar, sphere) are sum m arized
n Tablk ﬁ By introducing the follow ing notation

r= d$ =2 fd;

where 8 is the unit vector along the direction connecting the two detectors and d is the distance between them , it can
be shown f_l:_i] that the overlap reduction function assum es the following orm © x = D (#)):

(F)= o()D7Dos3+ 1()DPDSsysc+ 2()DD Flaisyses ® 12)
w here
2 3 2 32 3
0 1 27 4 2 3
fav =gzt 4t 16 200 455 () ® 13)
2 2 10 35 5

wih J ( ) the standard spherical B essel functions:

. sin ) () cos ) ()
P()= i j()=2 L B 5 () = 32

TABLE I. The nom alization factor F for three di erent geom etries of the detectors: interferom eter (ITF'), cylindrical bar
BAR), and sphere (SPH).A ? denotes entries that can be obtained from the symm etry of the table.

ITF BAR SPH
m = 0m = 1lm = 2
ITF 2=5 ? ? ? ?
BAR 2=5 8=15 ? ? ?
o

m =0 0 2 3=15 2=5 ? ?

SPH m = 1 0 0 0 2=5 ?
m = 2 2=5 2=5 0 0 2=5
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APPENDIX B:BBN BOUNDS

In the case ofm inim alm odels the integrals detem Ining the analytical expression ofthe BBN bound are given by:
(

3

1 £
Ig= z.2 — @2+ 62z, + 18 — == 2 @2+ 62+ 18
d s 54(5 S ) 108 fs (s s )
£ £
6% (Zs + 6) N — + 972 n* == ;
fS S
3 Z2 6 ZZ
I, = + == 5 : 1
S 2 3 2) 2 6 2 ®-1

In the case of non-m inin alm odels the integrals determ ining the BBN bound are given by

I;=A(;2)+ B(;2) hz + c(;Zs)]nzzs;

I, = Z Zg +z§+ zs4 7r4 €+ ans)z; B 2)
where and z, = f;=f, and
z2 n
A(jz)= —2=—— 13z,°%" ) (% 4 4z (+2°@ 2% 10 +13
(%)= 7w z ( y 2 +2)° ¢ )
o
+4z M) (0 2 @ %+ 10 +13) z? (13 ° 172%+832 7% 1664) ;
Z2 4
B(iz)= oo 45 2(+2°@ 5 2z ( 2f@ +5 5% (* 4F ; ® 3)
Z42 . ) ,
C 1Zs) = s 2 2) + 4
(iz)= 77 z" (. 2+ z7 )
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