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U pgraded V IR G O detector(s) and stochastic gravitationalw aves backgrounds
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Thesensitivity achievableby a pairofVIRG O detectorsto stochasticand isotropicgravitational

wavebackgroundsofcosm ologicalorigin isdiscussed in view ofthedevelopm entofa second VIRG O

interferom eter. W e describe a sem i-analyticaltechnique allowing to com pute the signal-to-noise

ratio for (m onotonic or non-m onotonic) logarithm ic energy spectra ofrelic gravitons ofarbitrary

slope. W e apply our results to the case of two correlated and coaligned VIRG O detectors and

we com pute their achievable sensitivities. The m axim ization ofthe overlap reduction function is

discussed.W efocusourattention on a classofm odelswhoseexpected sensitivity ism oreprom ising,

nam ely the case ofstring cosm ologicalgravitons. W e perform ourcalculations both forthe case of

m inim alstring cosm ologicalscenario and in thecaseofa non-m inim alscenario wherea long dilaton

dom inated phase is present prior to the onset ofthe ordinary radiation dom inated phase. In this

fram ework,we study possible im provem entsofthe achievable sensitivitiesby selective reduction of

the therm alcontributions (pendulum and pendulum ’s internalm odes) to the noise power spectra

ofthe detectors. Since a reduction ofthe shot noise does not increase signi�cantly the expected

sensitivity ofa VIRG O pair(in spiteoftherelativespatiallocation ofthetwo detectors)our�ndings

supportthe experim entale�ortsdirected towardsa substantialreduction oftherm alnoise.

I.T H E P R O B LEM A N D IT S M O T IVA T IO N S

Itiswellknown thatevery variation ofthe background geom etry producesgraviton pairswhich arestochastically

distributed and whoselogarithm icenergy spectrarepresentafaithfulsnapshotofthe(tim e)evolution ofthecurvature

scaleatveryearlytim es[1].Indeed,oneofthepeculiarfeaturesofstochasticgraviton backgroundsisthattheirenergy

spectraextend overahugeintervalof(present)frequencies.Thisfeaturecan beappreciated bycom paringthegraviton

backgroundswith otherbackgroundsofelectrom agnetic origin (like the cosm ic m icrowavebackground [CM B]).The

analysisofthe CM B background (togetherwith itsspatialanisotropies)isrelevantforvery large (length)scales[2]

(roughly ranging between the presenthorizon [i.e. 10� 18 Hz]and the horizon atdecoupling [i.e. 10� 16 Hz]). Since

gravitationalinteractions are m uch weaker than electrom agnetic interactions they also decouple m uch earlier and,

therefore,thelogarithm icenergy spectra ofrelicgravitonsproduced by the pum ping action ofthe gravitational� eld

can very wellextend for(approxim ately)twenty � veordersofm agnitudein frequency [3].From thephysicalpointof

view,thisobservation im pliesthattheenergy spectraofrelicgravitonscan beextrem ely relevantin ordertoprobethe

pasthistory ofthe Universe in a regim e which willneverbe directly accessible with observationsofelectrom agnetic

backgrounds.

In spiteofthefactthatthenatureoftheproduction m echanism isshared bydi� erenttypesofm odels[1],thespeci� c

am plitudesofthe energy spectra can very wellchangedepending upon the behaviorofthe background evolution.An

exam ple in this direction are logarithm ic energy spectra increasing in frequency [4]. Di� erent theoreticalsignals

(with di� erent spectraldistributions) lead to detector outputs ofdi� erent am plitudes. W e are facing a non-linear

problem where a change in the detector signalcan be determ ined either by an im provem entin the features ofthe

detectororby a di� erentfunctionalform ofthe logarithm icenergy spectrum [5].Therefore,in orderto evaluate the

perform ancesofa given detectorone hasto choose the speci� c functionalform ofthe logarithm ic energy spectrum .

A possible choice isrepresented by scale invariantspectra [6,7]. Anotherratherinteresting choice isrepresented by

tilted (\blue" [8])spectra whoseenergeticalcontentistypically concentrated atfrequencieslargerthan the m Hz [9].

String cosm ologicalm odels[10]areyetanotherinteresting theoreticallaboratory leading usually to sizabletheoretical

signalsin the operating window ofwide band interferom eters(W BI)[11].A possibledetection ofthese backgrounds

would representan interesting testforcosm ologicalm odelsinspired by the low energy string e� ective action.

Every m easurem ent in cosm ology turns out to be di� cult for di� erent and independent reasons. The CM B

anisotropy experim entshaveto cope with the m andatory subtraction ofdi� erentelectrom agneticforegroundswhich

�
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can be m uch larger than the \cosm ological" signalone ought to detect. In order to detect gravitationalwaves of

cosm ologicalorigin with terrestrialm easurem entswearefacing sim ilarproblem s.

The signalinduced in the detectoroutputby stochasticgravitationalwavesbackgroundsisindistinguishable from

the intrinsic noise ofthe detectoritself. Thisim pliesthat,unlessthe am plitude ofthe signalisvery large,the only

chance ofdirectdetection ofthese backgroundsliesin the analysisofthe correlated 
 uctuactionsofthe outputsof,

atleast,two detectorsa� ected by independentnoises.Theproblem oftheoptim alprocessing ofthedetectoroutputs

required forthedetection ofthestochasticbackground hasbeen considered by variousauthors[12,13]and itwasalso

reviewed in ref.[14].

Suppose,indeed,thatthesignalregistered ateach detectorcan bewritten as(welim itourselvesto thecaseoftwo

detectors(i = 1;2))

si = hi(t)+ ni(t); (1.1)

where we have indicated with n the intrinsic noise ofthe detector,and with h the gravitationalstrain due to the

stochastic background.By assum ing thatthe detectornoisesare stationary and uncorrelated,the ensem ble average

oftheirFouriercom ponentssatis� es

hn
�
i(f)nj(f

0)i =
1

2
�(f � f

0)�ijS
(i)
n (jfj); (1.2)

where Sn(jfj)isusually known asthe one-sided noise powerspectrum and isexpressed in seconds. Starting to the

signalss1 and s2,a correlation \signal" foran observation tim e T can be de� ned in the following way:

S =

Z T =2

� T =2

dt

Z T =2

� T =2

dt0s1(t)s2(t
0)Q (t� t

0) (1.3)

where Q is a � lter function thatdepends only by t� t0 because we assum e thatn and h are both stationary. The

optim alchoiceofQ correspondsto the m axim ization ofthe signal-to-noiseratio associated to the \signal" S.Under

the further assum ptions that detector noises are G aussian,m uch larger in am plitude than the gravitationalstrain

and statistically independenton thestrain itself,itcan beshown [12{14]thatthesignal-to-noiseratio in a frequency

range(fm ;fM )isgiven by
1:

SNR
2
=

3H 2
0

2
p
2�2

F
p
T

( Z fM

fm

df

2(f)
2

G W (f)

f6 S
(1)
n (f)S

(2)
n (f)

) 1=2

; (1.4)

whereH 0 isthe presentvalueofthe Hubble param eterand F isa num ericalfactordepending upon the geom etry of

the two detectors.In the caseofthe correlation between two interferom etersF = 2=5,however,in the correlation of

detectorsofdi� erentgeom etry,F 6= 2=5(seeAppendix A fordetailsaboutthispoint).In Eq.(1.4),theperform ances

achievable by the pair ofdetectors are certainly controlled by the noise power spectra (NPS) S
(1;2)
n . However in

Eq. (1.4),on top ofNPS,there are two im portant quantities. The � rst one is the theoreticalbackground signal

de� ned through thelogarithm icenergy spectrum (norm alized to thecriticaldensity �c)and expressed atthepresent

(conform al)tim e2 �0


G W (f;�0) =
1

�c

d�G W

dlnf
= 
 (�0)!(f;�0): (1.5)

Thesecond oneistheoverlapreduction function 
(f)[13,14]which isadim ensionlessfunction describingthereduction

in the sensitivity ofthe two detectors(ata given frequency f)arising from the factthatthe two detectorsare not

in the sam e place and,in general,notcoaligned (forthe sam e location and orientation 
(f)= 1). Since the overlap

reduction function cuts-o� the integrand ofEq.(1.4)ata frequency which approxim ately correspondsto the inverse

separation between thetwo detectors,itm ay representa dangerous(butcontrollable)elem entin thereduction ofthe

sensitivity ofa given pairofdetectors.

1
In orderto avoid possible confusionswe stressthatthe de�nition ofthe SNR isthe one discussed in [5]and itisessentially

the square rootofthe one discussed in [12{14].
2
In m ost of our equations we drop the dependence of spectral quantities upon the present tim e since all the quantities

introduced in thispaperare evaluated today.
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Variousground-based interferom etricdetectorsarepresently underconstruction (G EO [15],LIG O -LA,LIG O -W A

[16],TAM A [17],VIRG O [18]). Am ong them ,the pairconsisting ofm osthom ogeneous(from the pointofview of

the noise perform ances)detectorswith m inim um separation isgiven by the two LIG O s(VIRG O and G EO are even

closer,but they have di� erentperform ancesfor whatconcernsthe NPS).However,this separation (’ 3000 km )is

stilltoo large.The overlap reduction function 
(f)forthe pairLIG O -LA� LIG O -W A encountersits� rstzero at64

Hz,falling o� (swiftly) athigher frequencies,i.e.,rightin the region where the two LIG O s,atleastin their initial

version,havebetternoiseperform ances.

Recently,within theeuropean gravitationalwavecom m unity,thepossibilityofbuildingin European interferom etric

detectorofdim ensionscom parable to VIRG O hasreceived close attention [19]. Therefore,there isa chance thatin

the near future the VIRG O detector,now under construction at Cascina (Pisa) in Italy,willbe com plem ented by

another interferom eter ofeven better perform ances very close (at a distance d < 1000 km ) to it. In this paper

we exam ine in detailthe possible im provem ents in the VIRG O sensitivity as a result ofdirect correlation oftwo

VIRG O -likedetectors.Furtherm ore,since technologicalim provem entsin the construction ofthe interferom eterscan

be reasonably expected in the next years,it is easy to predict that also VIRG O ,as for the LIG O detectors,will

gradually evolve toward an advanced con� guration. Forthisreason we also exam ine the possible consequencesofa

selectiveim provem entsofthe noisecharacteristicsofthe two detectorson the obtained results.

In orderto evaluateprecisely the perform ancesofa pairofVIRG O detectorswe willusethe following logic.First

ofallwe willpick up a given classoftheoreticalm odelswhich look particularly prom ising in view oftheirspectral

propertiesin theoperatingwindow oftheW BI.Secondly wewillanalyzethesignal-to-noiseratiosfordi� erentregions

ofthe param eterspace ofthe m odel. Finally we willim plem ent som e selective reduction ofthe noisesand we will

com pare the resultswith the onesobtained in the caseswhere the noisesare notreduced. W e willrepeatthe sam e

procedurefordi� erentclassesofm odels.

The results and the investigations we are reporting can be applied to spectra ofarbitrary functionalform . The

only two requirem entsweassum ewillbethecontinuity ofthelogarithm icenergy spectra (asa function ofthepresent

frequency)and oftheir� rstderivative.W e willalso givesom eotherexam plesin thisdirection.

In orderto m ake ouranalysisconcrete we willpay particularattention to the evaluation ofthe perform ancesofa

pairofVIRG O detectorsin the caseofstring cosm ologicalm odels[10,11].

The plan ofourpaperis then the following. In Section IIwe introduce the basic sem i-analyticaltecnique which

allows the evaluation ofthe SNR for a pair ofW BI.In Section III we willevaluate the perform ances ofa pair of

VIRG O detectorsin thecaseofstring cosm ologicalm odels.In Section IV wewillshow how to im plem enta selective

noisereduction and wewillinvestigatetheim pactofsuch areduction in thecaseoftheparam eterspaceofthem odels

previously analyzed.Section V containsour� naldiscussion and the basic sum m ary ofourresults.W e collectin the

Appendicessom etechnicalresultsusefulforouranalysisand otherinteresting com plem entsto ourinvestigation.

II.SN R EVA LU A T IO N

In the operating window ofthe VIRG O detectors the theoreticalsignalwillbe de� ned through the logarithm ic

energy spectrum reported in Eq.(1.5).In the presentSection weshallnotm akeany speci� c assum ption concerning

!(f)and ourresultshavegeneralapplicability.W ewillonly assum ethatitisa continuousfunction ofthefrequency

and wewillalso assum ethatits� rstderivativeiswellde� ned in theoperating window ofW BI.Thism eansthat!(f)

can be,in principle,a non-m onotonicfunction.

A .B asic Form alism

The noisepowerspectrum ofthe VIRG O detectoriswellapproxim ated by the analytical� tofRef.[21],nam ely

�n(f) =
Sn(f)

S0
=

8
><

>:

1 f < fb

�1

�
fa

f

� 5

+ �2

�
fa

f

�

+ �3

�

1+

�
f

fa

� 2�

; f � fb

(2.1)

where

S0 = 10� 44 s; fa = 500Hz; fb = 2Hz;

�1 = 3:46 � 10� 6

�2 = 6:60 � 10� 2

�3 = 3:24 � 10� 2 :
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In orderto com pute reliably (and beyond naive powercounting argum ents)the SNR we have to specify the overlap

reduction function 
(f).Therelativelocation and orientation ofthetwo detectorsdeterm inesthefunctionalform of


(f)which hasto be gauged in such a way thatthe overlap between the two detectorsism axim ized (i.e. 
(f)’ 1

form ostofthe operating window ofthe two VIRG O ).M oreover,the two interferom etersofthe pairshould also be

su� ciently farapartin orderto decorrelate the localseism ic and electrom agnetic noises. Since the precise location

ofthe second VIRG O detector has not been speci� ed so far [19],we � nd usefulto elaborate about this point by

com puting the overlap reduction functions corresponding to two coaligned VIRG O interferom eters with di� erent

spatialseparations. The resultsofthese calculationsare reported in Fig. 1. Needlessto say thatthese choicesare

purely theoreticaland areonly m eantto illustratethee� ectsofthedistanceon theperform ancesoftheVIRG O pair3.

FIG .1. W ereporttheoverlap reduction function(s)forthecorrelation oftheVIRG O detectorpresently underconstruction

in Cascina (43.6 N,10.5 E)with a coaligned interferom eterwhose (corner)station islocated at:A)(43.2 N,10.9 E),d = 58

km (Italy);B) (43.6 N,4.5 E),d = 482:7 km (France);C) (52.3 N,9.8 E),d = 958:2 km (G erm any). The third site (C)

corresponds to the present location ofthe G EO detector. Notice thatfrom A to C the position ofthe �rstzero of
(f)gets

shifted in the infra-red.See also Appendix A concerning thislastpoint.

The curveslabeled with A,B,and C shown in Fig. 1 correspond to di� erentdistancesd between the site ofthe

VIRG O detector (presently under construction in Cascina,near Pisa) and the centralcorner station ofa second

coaligned VIRG O interferom eter. Letus now look atthe position ofthe � rstfrequency fi forwhich 
(fi) = 0 for

each ofthe curves. W e can notice that by increasing d (i.e.,going from A to C) the value offi gets progressively

shifted towardslowerand lowerfrequencies,linearly with d.Thism eansthat,forthespeci� cpurposeofthedetection

ofa stochasticgravitationalwavesbackground,theposition ofthe� rstzero oftheoverlap reduction function cannot

beignored.O n a generalground wewould likefi to beslightly largerthan thefrequency region wherethesensitivity

ofthe pair ofwide band detectors is m axim al. In the explicit exam ples presented in this paper we willfocus our

attention on the caseA.The othertwo con� gurationswillbe thesubjectofa related investigation [20].

3
Forillustrativepurposes,weassum ed thata distanceofabout50 km issu�cientto decorrelatelocalseism icand e.m .noises.

Such a hypothesis is fair at the present stage and it is certainly justi�ed within the spirit ofour exercise. However,at the

m om ent,we do nothave any indication eitheragainstorin favorofourchoice.
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B .SN R versus phenom enologicalbounds on the graviton spectrum

By inserting the param etrization (1.5)into Eq.(1.4)we can write

SNR
2
=

3H 2
0

5
p
2�2

p
T




f
5=2

0 S0

J ; (2.2)

whereweintroduced the (dim ension-less)integral

J
2 =

Z �M

�m

d�

2 (f0�)!

2(f0�)

�6 �
(1)
n (f0�)�

(2)
n (f0�)

: (2.3)

Here the integration variable is � = f=f0,with f0 a generic frequency scale within the operating window ofthe

interferom eter,and the integration dom ain isrestricted to the region fm � f � fM (i.e.,�m � � � �M ). In the

following we willchoose f0 = 100 Hz and,taking into accountthe frequency behaviorof
(f)(see Fig. 1),we can

assum e fM = 10 kHz (i.e.,�M = 100). The lowerextrem e fm isput equalto the frequency fb entering Eq. (2.1)

(i.e.,�m = 0:02).

Forthe chosen valuesoff0 and S0 (see Eq.(2.1))onehas:

h
2
0 
 ’

4:0 � 10� 7

J

�
1 yr

T

� 1=2

SNR
2
: (2.4)

Since we willoften referto thisform ula we wantto stressitsphysicalm eaning.Suppose thatthe functionalform of

!(f)isgiven. Then the num ericalvalue ofthe integralJ can be precisely com puted and,through Eq. (2.4),
 can

be estim ated. This quantity,inserted in Eq. (1.5),determ ines for each frequency f the m inim um 
G W detectable

(foran observation tim e T,with a signal-to-noiseratio SNR)by the correlation ofthe two detectoroutputs.

In the next section,
 willbe com pared with two other quantities: 

th

and 

m ax

. The � rst is the theoretical

valueofthenorm alization ofthespectrum ,whilethesecond representsthelargestnorm alization com patiblewith the

phenom enologicalboundsapplicableto thestochasticG W backgrounds.Thesequantitiesareofdi� erentnatureand

in orderto be m orepreciseletusconsideran exam ple.

Suppose,forsim plicity,thatwe are dealing with a logarithm ic energy spectrum which isa m onotonic function of

the presentfrequency. Suppose,m oreover,that the spectrum decreasessu� ciently fastin the infra-red in orderto

be com patible both with the pulsartim ing bound and with the CM B anisotropiesbounds. Then the m ostrelevant

bound willcom e,e� ectively,from Big-Bang nucleosynthesis(BBN)[22{24].Therefore,in thisparticularcase,wewill

havethat

m ax

isdeterm ined by dem anding that

h
2
0

Z


G W (f;�0)dlnf < 0:2h20 

(�0) ’ 5 � 10� 6; (2.5)

where 

(�0) = 2:6 � 10� 5 h� 20 isthe presentfraction ofcriticalenergy density stored in radiation. According to

ourde� nition,

m ax

isthe m axim alnorm alization ofthe spectrum com patible with the previousinequality,nam ely,

h
2
0 


m ax
’

5 � 10� 6

I
; I =

Z fm ax

fns

!(f)dlnf: (2.6)

Noticethatfns ’ 10� 10 Hzisthepresentvalueofthefrequency corresponding to thehorizon atthenucleosynthesis

tim e;fm ax standsforthem axim alfrequency ofthespectrum and itdepends,in general,upon thespeci� ctheoretical

m odel. Ifthe spectrum has di� erent slopes,

m ax

willbe determ ined not only by the nucleosynthesis bound but

also by the com bined action ofthe CM B anisotropy bound [2,25]and ofthe pulsartim ing bound [26]. Indeed,we

know that the very sm allfractionaltim ing errorin the arrivaltim es ofthe m illisecond pulsar’s pulses im plies that


G W
<
� 10� 8 fora frequency which isroughly com parablewith theinverseoftheobservation tim ealong which pulsars

havebeen m onitored (i.e.,!p � 1=Tobs = 10� 8 Hz).M oreover,theobservationsofthelargescaleanisotropiesin the

m icrowavesky [25]im ply thatthe graviton contribution to the integrated Sachs-W olfe e� ecthasto be sm allerthan

(oratm ostofthe orderof)the detected am ountofanisotropy. Thisobservation im pliesthat
G W � 6:9 � 10� 11

for frequencies ranging between the typicalfrequency ofthe present horizon and a frequency thirty offorty tim es

larger.In the case ofa logarithm icenergy density with decreasing slope the 

m ax

willbe m ainly determ ined by the

Sachs-W olfebound and itwillbe the m axim alnorm alization ofthe spectrum com patible with such a bound.
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O n a generalground,we willhave that 

th

� 

m ax

,nam ely the theoreticalnorm alization ofthe spectrum is

bounded,from above,by the m axim alnorm alization com patible with allthe phenom enologicalbounds. Therefore,

the m ism atching between these quantitiescan be interpreted asan e� ective m easure ofthe theoreticalerrorin the

determ ination ofthe absolutenorm alization ofthe spectrum .

Since !(f)enters (in a highly non-linearway)into the form ofJ (asde� ned in Eq. (2.3)),the corresponding 


in Eq. (2.4)willbe di� erentforany (speci� c)frequency dependence in !(f). The consequence ofthisstatem entis

that it is not possible to give a general(and sim ple) relationship between the sensitivity at a given frequency,the

spectralslope and the (generic)theoreticalam plitude ofthe spectrum . However,given the form ofthe theoretical

spectrum ,thephenom enologicalbounds(depending upon thetheoreticalslope)will� x uniquely thetheoreticalerror

and the m axim alachievable sensitivity. So,ifwe wantto evaluate the perform ancesofthe VIRG O pairwe should

pick up a given class oftheoreticalm odels (characterized by a speci� c functionalform of!(f)) and com pute the

corresponding sensitivity. The sam e procedure should then be repeated forotherclassesofm odelsand,only atthe

end,the respectivesensitivitiescan be com pared.

III.P R IM O R D IA L G R AV IT O N B A C K G R O U N D V ER SU S V IR G O *V IR G O

W ecan consider,in principle,logarithm icenergy spectra with hypotheticalanalyticalform sand arbitrary norm al-

izations.Ifthe logarithm ic energy spectrum iseithera 
 atora decreasing function ofthe presentfrequency [6],we

can expect,on generalgrounds,thatthe theoreticalsignalwillbe ofthe orderof(butsm allerthan)10� 15 [27]for

presentfrequenciescom parablewith theoperatingwindow oftheVIRG O pair.Thishappensbecauseofthecom bined

action oftheSachs-W olfebound togetherwith thespectralbehavioroftherinfra-red branch ofthespectrum produced

thanksto them atter-radiation transition.O fcoursethisobservation holdsform odelswherethegraviton production

occursbecauseofthe adiabaticvariation ofthe background geom etry 4.

In ordertohavelargesignalsfallingin theoperatingwindow oftheVIRG O pairweshould havedeviationsfrom scale

invariance forfrequencieslargerthan few m Hz. M oreover,these deviationsshould go in the direction ofincreasing

logarithm ic energy spectra. Thisiswhathappensin the case ofquintessentialin
 ationary m odels[9]. In thiscase,

however,aswe discussed in a previousanalysis[5],the BBN bound putstrong constraintson the theoreticalsignal

in the operating window ofthe VIRG O pair.

Anotherclassofm odelleadingtoalargetheoreticalsignalforfrequenciesbetween few Hzand 10kHzisrepresented

by string cosm ologicalm odels[4,10,11].Therefore,in orderto evaluate the perform ancesofthe VIRG O pairand in

orderto im plem enta procedureofselectivenoisereduction we willuse string cosm ologicalspectra.

A .M inim alm odels ofpre-big-bang

In stringcosm ologyand,m orespeci� cally,in thepre-big-bangscenario,thecurvaturescaleand thedilaton coupling

areboth growing in cosm ictim e.Thereforethegraviton spectra willbeincreasing in frequency instead ofdecreasing

asithappensin ordinary in
 ationary m odels.

In thecontextofstringcosm ologicalscenariostheUniversestartsitsevolution in avery weakly coupled regim ewith

vanishing curvature and dilaton coupling. Aftera phase ofsudden growth ofthe curvature and ofthe coupling the

correctionstothetreelevelaction becom eim portantand theUniverseentersatruestringy phasewhich isfollowed by

the ordinary radiation dom inated phase.Itshould be stressed thatthe duration ofthestringy phaseisnotprecisely

known and itcould happen thatallthephysicalscalescontained within ourpresentHubbleradiuscrossed thehorizon

during the stringy phaseaspointed outin [31].

The m axim alam pli� ed frequency ofthe graviton spectrum isgiven by [4,11]

f1(�0) ’ 64:8
p
g1

�
103

nr

� 1=12

G Hz (3.1)

where nr isthe e� ective num berofspin degreesoffreedom in therm alequilibrium atthe end ofthe stringy phase,

and g1 = M s=M Pl where M s and M Pl are the string and Planck m asses,respectively. Notice that g1 is the value

4 An exception to thisassessm ent is represented by cosm ic strings m odels leading to a 
atlogarithm ic energy spectrum for

frequencies between 10
�12

Hz and 10
�8

Hz [28]. Another possible exception is given by the gravitationalpower radiated by

m agnetic (and hyperm agnetic)[29]knotcon�gurationsatthe electroweak scale [30].
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ofthe dilaton coupling atthe end ofthe stringy phase,and istypically ofthe orderof10� 2 � 10� 1 [32]. In order

to red-shift the m axim alam pli� ed frequency ofthe spectrum from the tim e �1 (which m arks the beginning ofthe

radiation dom inated evolution)up to the presenttim e we assum ed thatthe cosm ologicalevolution priorto �0 and

after�1 isadiabatic.M inim alm odelsofpre-big-bang arethe oneswherea dilaton dom inated phaseisfollowed by a

stringy phasewhich term inatesattheonsetoftheradiation dom inated evolution.In thecontextofm inim alm odels,

the function !(f)introduced in Eq.(1.5)can be written as

!(f) =

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

z
� 2�
s

�
f

fs

� 3 �

1 + z
2�� 3
s �

1

2
ln

f

fs

�2

f � fs =
f1

zs

"�
f

f1

� 3� �

+

�
f

f1

� �
#2

fs < f � f1

(3.2)

where,

� =
ln(g1=gs)

ln zs
: (3.3)

In thisform ulazs = f1=fs and gs are,respectively,thered-shiftduring thestring phaseand thevalueofthecoupling

constantattheend ofthedilaton dom inated phase.The� rstofthetwo branchesappearing in Eq.(3.2)isoriginated

by m odes leaving the horizon during the dilaton dom inated phase and re-entering during the radiation dom inated

phase.Thesecond branch ism ainly originated by m odesleaving thehorizon during thestringy phaseand re-entering

alwaysin the radiation dom inated phase.Thetheoreticalnorm alization



th

= 2:6g21

�
103

nr

� 1=3



(�0); (3.4)

m ultiplied by !(f)(asgiven in Eq.(3.2))leadsto thetheoreticalform ofthespectrum .Noticethatnr isoftheorder

of102 � 103 (depending upon the speci� c string m odel)and itrepresentsa theoreticaluncertainty.

However,asanticipated in theprevioussection,thetheoreticalnorm alization ofthespectrum should becontrasted

with theonesaturating theBBN bound (i.e.,

m ax

).Thisquantity isobtained by Eq.(2.6),wherein thecaseunder

consideration

I = Id + Is with Id =

Z fs

fns

df

f
!(f); Is =

Z f1

fs

df

f
!(f): (3.5)

TheanalyticalexpressionsofId and Is arereported in Appendix B.W ehaveto bearin m ind thatin theinterm ediate

frequency region ofthegraviton spectra an im portantbound com esfrom thepulsartim ing m easurem ents.Therefore,

ifoneoughtto considerratherlong stringy phases(i.e.,largezs),theBBN constraintshould besupplem ented by the

requirem entthat
G W (10� 8 Hz) < 10� 8 [26].W e willcom eback to thispointlater.

Following the explicitexpression ofthe function !(f),Eq.(2.4)can be re-written asfollows:

h
2
0 
 ’ 4 � 10� 7

�
1yr

T

� 1=2
SNR

2

p
J2
d
+ J2s

; (3.6)

where,introduced the following notation

Jk =

Z �s

�m

d�

2(f0�)

�
(1)
n (f0�)�

(2)
n (f0�)

ln
k
� ; k = 0;1;2;3;4

J� m (3� 2�) =

Z �M

�s

d�

2(f0�)

�
(1)
n (f0�)�

(2)
n (f0�)

�
� m (3� 2�)

; m = 1;2 (3.7)

Cd = 1 + z
2�� 3
s +

1

2
ln�s ;

onehas
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Jd =
z3� 2�s

�31

�

C
4
dJ0 � 2C3dJ1 +

3

2
C
2
dJ2 �

1

2
CdJ3 +

1

16
J4

� 1=2

;

Js =
1

�31

 

6J0 +
J6� 4�

�
6� 4�

1

+
J4�� 6

�
4�� 6

1

+ 4
J3� 2�

�
3� 2�

1

+ 4
J2�� 3

�
2�� 3

1

! 1=2

: (3.8)

Thepreviousexpressionsaregeneralin thesensethatthey areapplicableforagenericvalueoffs.Iffm < fs < fM
then both Js and Jd give contribution to the sensitivity. If,on the otherhand fs < fm (i.e.,a long stringy phase)

the m ain contribution to the sensitivity willcom e from Js. The integrals appearing in Jd;s have to be evaluated

num erically.In allourcalculationswewillassum ethatboth VIRG O detectorsarecharacterizedbythesam e(rescaled)

NPS (reported in Eq.(2.2)).

Them ain stepsofourcalculation arethefollowing.W e� rstly � x g1 and foreach pair(zs;g1=gs)(within therange

oftheirphysicalvalue)wecom pute
 (forT = 1 yrand SNR = 1),and 

m ax

.W ethen com parethesetwo quantities

to the theoreticalnorm alization given in Eq.(3.4).If

th
willbe largerthan 
 (butsm allerthan 


m ax
)wewillsay

thatthe theoreticalsignalwillbe \visible" by the VIRG O pair.In thisway we willidentify in the plane (zs;g1=gs)

a visibility region according to the sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pair.The theoreticalerroron the borderofthisregion

can be estim ated by substituting 

m ax

to 

th
.

To illustratethispointweconsidera speci� ccase.Thevalueofthecoupling attheend ofthestringy phasecan be

estim ated to lie between 0.3 and 0.03 [32].The knowledgeofg1 willnot� x uniquely the theoreticalspectrum which

does also depend on the num ber ofrelativistic degrees offreedom at the end ofthe stringy phase. Therefore,the

theoreticalerrorin thedeterm ination oftheabsolutenorm alization ofthespectrum could bealso viewed astheerror

a� ecting the determ ination ofnr. In allthe plots shown we willtake,when not otherwise stated,g1 = 1=20 and

nr = 103 as� ducialvalues.Di� erentchoicesofg1 willlead to sim ilarresults.W e willalso assum ethatthe overlap

reduction function associated with the pairisthe onereported in the curveA ofFig.1.

In Fig.2 (top left)wereporttheresultofourcalculation forthe ratio between 

m ax

and 
 asa function ofg1=gs
and logzs. The contour plot (bottom left) shows the region ofthe plane (logzs;g1=gs) where this ratio is greater

than 1,i.e. the m axim alvisibility region allowed by the BBN bound. In the opposite case,i.e.,

m ax

=
 < 1,the

VIRG O pair is sensitive to a region excluded by the BBN.In the rightpart ofFig. 2 we go one step further and

we plotthe ratio between 

th
and 
 .The shaded area in the contourplot(bottom right)isthe region ofthe plane

(logzs;g1=gs)where the conditions

th
=
 > 1 and 


m ax
=
 > 1 are sim ultaneously m et. The shaded area in this

plotde� nes the visibility region ofthe VIRG O pairassum ing the theoreticalnorm alization ofthe spectrum . From

Fig.2,by ideally subtracting the shaded area ofthe leftcontourplotfrom the shaded area ofthe rightcontourplot

weobtain an estim ate ofthe theoreticalerror.The resultswe justpresented can be obviously recovered fordi� erent

valuesofg1 closeto one.However,ifg1 getstoo sm all(and typically below 1/25)thevisibility area getssm allerand

sm allereventually disappearing.

Thevisibility regionsappearing in Fig.2 extend from interm ediatevaluesofzs (oftheorderof10
8)towardslarge

valuesofzs (oftheorderof10
18).Noticethatforourchoiceofg1,fs can becom eassm allas10

� 8 forzs oftheorder

of1018. As we recalled in the previous Section,this frequency corresponds to the inverse ofthe observation tim e

along which pulsarsignalshavebeen m onitored and,therefore,forthisfrequency,a further\local" bound appliesto

the logarithm icenergy spectra ofrelic gravitons.Thisbound im pliesthat
G W (10� 8 Hz) < 10� 8.In ourexam ples,

the com patibility with the BBN bound im pliesalso thatthe pulsartim ing constraintissatis� ed. G iven ourchoice

forg1 wecan clearly seethatthevisibility regionsdepicted in Fig.2 extend forvaluesofgs which can beassm allas

1/160 (orassm allas1/60 in the caseofrightpartofFig.2).

B .N on-m inim alm odels ofpre-big-bang

In the context ofm inim alm odels ofpre-big-bang,the end ofthe stringy phase coincides with the onset ofthe

radiation dom inated evolution.Atthe m om entofthe transition to the radiation dom inated phase the dilaton seats

atitsconstantvalue. Thism eansthatg1 � 0:03 � 0:3 atthe beginning ofthe radiation dom inated evolution. As

pointed outin [31],itisnotbeim possibleto im aginea scenario wherethecoupling constantisstillgrowing whilethe

curvature scalestartsdecreasing in tim e.In thistype ofscenario the stringy phase isfollowed by a phase where the

dilaton stillincreases,or,in otherwords,the coupling constantisrathersm allatthe m om entwhere the curvature

startsdecreasing so thatg1 � 1.
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Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .2. W e reportthe ratios 

m ax

=
 (left)and 

th

=
 (right)asa function ofg 1=gs and logzs (
 iscalculated forT = 1

yrand SNR = 1). The lowercontourplotsshow the regionswhere these ratiosare greaterthan 1. The shaded area (bottom

right)representsthe region where the com bination ofthe theoreticalparam etersissuch thatthe corresponding 

th

doesnot

violatetheBBN bound.Aswecan seethevisibility region isreduced.Thedi�erencebetween theshaded area in therightplot

and theonein theleftplotm easurestheerrorm adeby assum ing asnorm alization ofthespectrum notthetheoreticalonebut

the m axim alone com patible with the BBN.The value zs = 108 roughly correspondsto fs � f0.Notice thatlog denotesnot

the Neperian logarithm butthe logarithm in ten basis.

Aftera transientperiod (whose precise duration willbe � xed by the value ofg1),we willhave thatthe radiation

dom inated evolution willtakeplacewhen the valueofthe coupling constantwillbe oforderone (i.e.,gr � 1).

An interesting featureofthisspeculation isthatthegraviton spectra willnotnecessarily bem onotonic[31](asthe

onesconsidered in the previousanalysis).W e then � nd interesting to apply ourconsiderationsalso to thiscase.

The function !(f)in the non-m inim alm odeldescribed aboveisgiven by [31]5

!(f) =

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

�
gr

g1

� 2=
p
3 �

f

f1

� 4
"�

fs

f1

� � �

+

�
fs

f1

� �
#2 �

1 � ln
fs

f1

� 2

fr < f � fs =
f1

zs

�
gr

g1

� 2=
p
3
"�

f

f1

� 2� �

+

�
f

f1

� 2+ �
#2 �

1 � ln
f

f1

� 2

fs < f � f1

(3.9)

where,in the presentcase

f1 ’ 64:8
p
g1

�
gr

g1

� 1=2
p
3 �

103

nr

� 1=12

G Hz; fr =

�
gr

g1

� � 2=
p
3

f1 : (3.10)

Thefrequencyfr correspondstotheonsetoftheradiationdom inated evolution.Ifweadoptapurelyphenom enological

approach we can say thatfr hasto be bounded (from below)since we wantthe Universe to be radiation dom inated

5
Notice that the form of!(f)reported in [31]di�ers from our expression only by logarithm ic correction whose presence is,

indeed,notrelevant.W e keptthem only forsake ofcom pleteness.
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notlaterthan the BBN epoch.Thence,we havethatfr > fns.Recalling the valueofthe nucleosynthesisfrequency

and assum ing thatgr ’ 1 thiscondition im pliesg1 >� 8:2 � 10� 16. Thissim ply m eansthatin ordernotto con
 ict

with the correctabundances ofthe lightelem entswe have to require that the coupling constantshould notbe too

sm allwhen the curvature starts decreasing. Notice thatfor frequenciesf < fr the spectrum evolvesasf� 3. The

ultra-violetbranch ofthe spectrum ism ainly originated by m odesleaving the horizon during the stringy phase and

re-entering when the dilaton coupling isstillincreasing.

Concerning the non-m inim alspectra few com m ents are in order. O wing to the fact that g1 can be as sm allas

10� 15 we have that the highest frequency ofthe spectrum can becom e substantially sm aller than in the m inim al

case.M oreover,the spectrum m ightalso be non-m onotonicwith a peak atfs.Looking atthe analyticalform ofthe

spectrum weseethatthisbehavioroccursif� > 2.A non-m onotoniclogarithm icenergy spectrum (with a m axim um

falling in the sensitivity region ofthe VIRG O pair)representsan interesting possibility.

Theresultsofourcalculation forg1 = 10� 12,nr = 103,gr = 1,and � > 2 arereported in Fig.3.Asdonein the

caseofm inim alspectra weanalysethevisibility window in theplaneoftherelevantparam etersofthem odel.Aswe

can seefrom theleftpartofFig.3 theregion com patiblewith theBBN isratherlargebutitshrinkswhen weim pose

the theoreticalnorm alization (rightpartofFig.3)which isalwayssm allerthan the m axim alnorm alization allowed

by BBN.

Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .3. In orderto m akeclearthecom parison with thevisibility region ofthem inim alm odels,wereport

m ax

=
 (left)and



th

=
 (right)as a function of� and ofthe logzs in the non-m inim alscenario. Notice thatwe took g1 = 10
�12

,nr = 10
3
,

and gr = 1.AsforFig.2,theshaded areasin the lowercontourplotsrepresenttheregion where each ratio isgreaterthan 1,

and,in the case ofthe rightplot,also the BBN issatis�ed.

Itisinteresting to com pare directly the three dim ensionalplotsappearing in Fig. 2 with the corresponding three

dim ensionalplotsofFig.3.W ecan seethattheregionsofparam eterspacewhere

m ax

=
 and 

th
=
 arelargerthan

one islargerin the case ofm inim alm odels. However,the shaded region in the case ofm inim alm odelscorresponds

to ratios

m ax

=
 and 

th
=
 which can be 3 or2,respectively.O n the otherhand the shaded region in the case of

Fig.3 correspondsto ratios

m ax

=
 and 

th
=
 which can be,respectively,aslargeas50 or25.So,in thelattercase

the signalislargerfora sm allerregion ofthe param eterspace.

Aswe stressed in the previousSection,
 representsthe sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pairto a given spectrum whose

functionalform is given by !(f). O ne m ightbe interested,in principle,in the sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pair at a

speci� c frequency f�. Thiscan be easily com puted by m ultiplying 
 by !(f�). In Fig. 4 we show the sensitivity of

the VIRG O pair atthe frequency f� = 100 Hz,both,for the m inim aland non-m inim alm odels considered in the
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presentSection. O ne can easily discuss the sam e quantity for any other frequency in the operating window ofthe

VIRG O detectors.

FIG .4. W e reportthe logarithm ofthe sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pairat100 Hz forT = 1 yrand SNR = 1 in the case of

m inim al(leftplot)and non-m inim al(rightplot)energy spectra.

IV .N O ISE R ED U C T IO N A N D T H E V ISIB ILIT Y R EG IO N O F A V IR G O PA IR

There are two ways oflooking at the calculations reported in this paper. O ne can look at these ideas from a

purely theoreticalperspective. In thisrespectwe presented a study ofthe sensitivity ofa pairofVIRG O detectors

to string cosm ologicalgravitons. There is also a second way oflooking at our exercise. Let us take at face value

the resultswe obtained and letusask in whatway we can enlarge the visibility region ofthe VIRG O pair. In this

type ofapproach the speci� c form ofgraviton spectrum is not strictly essential. W e could use,in principle,any

m otivated theoreticalspectrum . Aswe stressed,we willuse string cosm ologicalspectra because,on one hand,they

are theoretically m otivated and,on the otherhand,they give usa signalwhich could be,in principle detected. O f

course,thereareotherwellm otivated spectra (liketheonesprovided by ordinary in
 ationary m odels).However,the

signalwould be,to begin with,quite sm all.

In thisSection we willthen considerthe following problem . G iven a pairofVIRG O detectors,we suppose to be

able,by som e m eans,to reduce,in a selective fashion,the contribution ofa speci� c noise source to the detectors

output. The question we ought to address is how the visibility regions willbe m odi� ed with respect to the case

in which the selective noise reduction is not present. W e willstudy the problem for the pair ofVIRG O detectors

considered in the previous Sections,i.e.,for identicaldetectors with NPS given in Eq. (2.1),and characterized by

the overlap reduction function ofthe case A ofFig. 1. As for the theoreticalgraviton spectrum we willfocus our

attention on the caseofm inim alm odelsconsidered in Section III.A,with the sam eparam etersused to produceFig.

2.Also here,the quantity 
 willbe com puted forT = 1 yrand SNR = 1.

As shown in Section IIthe NPS is characterized by three dim ension-lessnum bers �1;2;3,and two frequencies fa
and fb.Roughly,�1 and �2 control,respectively,thestrength ofthependulum and pendulum ’sinternalm odesnoise,

whereas�3 isrelated to theshotnoise(seeRef.[33]foran accuratedescription ofthephenom ena responsibleofthese

noises). Below the frequency fb the NPS isdom inated by the seism ic noise (assum ed to be in� nitum in Eq. (2.1)).

The frequency fa is,roughly,where the NPS getsitsm inim um . The frequency behaviorofthisthree contributions

11



and ofthe totalNPS isshown in Fig. 5. The stochastic processesassociated with each source ofnoise are assum ed

to be G aussian and stationary.

FIG .5. The analytical�tofthe rescaled noise powerspectrum � n de�ned in Eq.(2.1)in the case ofthe VIRG O detector.

W ith thefull(thick)line wedenotethetotalNPS.W ealso reporttheseparated contribution ofthethreem ain (G aussian and

stationary)sourcesofnoise.

In the following,without entering in details concerning the actualexperim entalstrategy adopted for the noise

reduction,we willsuppose to be able to reduce each ofthe coe� cients �i by keeping the other � xed. In order to

m akeournotation sim plerwede� ne a \reduction vector"

~� = (�1;�2;�3); (3.1)

whose com ponents de� ne the reduction,respectively,ofthe seism ic,therm aland shot noises with respect to their

� ducialvaluesappearing in Eq.(2.1)(corresponding to the case ~� = (1;1;1)).

As shown in Fig. 5 the pendulum noise dom inates the sensitivity ofthe detectors in the low frequency region,

nam ely below about40 Hz. In Fig. 6 we reportthe resultsofourcalculation forthe case ~� = (0:1;1;1). Here the

param etersofthe theoreticalspectrum are exactly the sam e asin Fig. 2. The only change isgiven by a reduction

ofthe pendulum noise. From the com parison between Fig. 6 and Fig. 2,we see that the visibility region in the

param eterspaceofourm odelgetsim m ediately largerespecially towardsthe region ofsm allgs.Thisenlargem entis

quite interesting especially in term sof

th
=
 .

In the frequency region between 50 and 500 Hz the perform ancesofthe detectorsare,essentially,lim ited by the

pendulum ’s internalm odesnoise. The resultsobtained fora selective reduction ofthis com ponentare sum m arized

in Fig. 7,where the pendulum and shotnoisesare leftunchanged butthe internalm odescom ponentisreduced by

a factoroften (in Fig.8). Aswe can see the visibility region getslargerand the increase in the area iscom parable

with the oneobtained by selecting only the pendulum noise.

Finally,forsakeofcom pleteness,we wantto discussthe case ofthe shotnoise,i.e.,the noise characteristicofthe

detectorabove500 Hz.O urresultsfor�3 = 0:1 arereported in Fig.9.Aswe can see by com paring Figs.6,7,and

8 wegain m uch m orein visibility by reducing thetherm alnoisecom ponentsthan by reducing theshotnoise.In Fig.

8 the shotnoiseisreduced by onetenth butthevisibility region doesnotincreaseby m uch (leftplot).Thisresultis

consequenceofthefactthat,asshown by Fig.5,theshotnoisecontribution totheNPS startstoberelevantforf � 1

kHz,i.e.,in a frequency region where the overlap between the detectorsbeginsto deteriorate (see Fig. 1). In Figs.

6 and 7 the therm alnoise isreduced by one tenth and the increase in the visibility region is,com paratively,larger.

Thisshows,am usingly enough,thata reduction in the shotnoise willlead to an e� ectwhose practicalrelevance is

already questionable atthe levelofouranalysis.Notice thata selective noise reduction can be also discussed in the

caseofa purely 
 atspectrum [20].
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Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .6. W e reportthe ratios

m ax

=
 (leftplots),and 

th

=
 (rightplots)in the case in which the shotnoise and the noise

related to the pendulum ’sinternalm odes are notreduced,whereas the pendulum noise is dim inished by a factor often with

respectto the valuesquoted in Eq.(2.1),i.e.,~� = (0:1;1;1).

Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .7. W e report the result ofselective reduction in the case where the noise cause by the pendulum ’sinternalm odes is

reduced by a factoroften,whereasthe pendulum and shotcontributionsare leftunchanged,i.e.,~� = (1;0:1;1).
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Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .8. W e reportthe sam e quantitiesdiscussed in Fig.6 forthe case ~� = (1;1;0:1).Thhe shaded areasin the lowerplots

are the relevantvisibility regions which should be com pared with the shaded regions in the lower plots ofFigs. 6 and 7. By

directcom parison we can argue thata reduction in the shotnoise (by a factoroften)isnotase�cientasa reduction,by the

sam e am ount,in the therm alnoise com ponents.

In orderto conclude thisSection we wantto show the com bined action ofthe sim ultaneousreduction ofboth the

com ponents ofthe therm alnoise. In Fig. 9,owing to the results ofour analysis we kept the shot noise � xed but

we reduced both the therm aland seism ic noisesby a factoroften. Clearly we observe a consistentincrease in the

visibility region. However,even ifa com bined reduction ofthese com ponentscannotbe achieved we wantto stress

that already a reduction ofthe pendulum ’s internalm odes noise alone (by one tenth) can be ofrelevant practical

interest.

V .D ISC U SSIO N A N D EX EC U T IV E SU M M A R Y

There are no com pelling reasons why one should not consider the appealing theoreticalpossibility ofa second

VIRG O detector coaligned with the � rst one. M oreover,recent experim entalsuggestions seem coherently directed

towards this goal[19]. W hile the location ofthe second detector is stillunder debate we presented a theoretical

analysisofsom eofthe scienti� c opportunitiessuggested by thisproposal.

W e focused our attention on possible cosm ologicalsourcesofrelic gravitonsand we lim ited our attention to the

case ofstochastic and isotropic background produced by the adiabatic variation ofthe backgound geom etry. In

the fram ework ofthese m odelswe can certainly argue thatin orderto have a large signalin the frequency window

covered by VIRG O wehaveto focusourattention on m odelswherethelogarithm icenergy spectrum increasesatlarge

frequencies.Alternatively wehaveto look form odelswherethe logarithm icenergy spectrum exhibitssom ebum p in

the vicinity ofthe VIRG O operating window. Ifthe logarithm ic energy spectra are decreasing asa function ofthe

present frequency (as it happens in ordinary in
 ationary m odels) the large scale (CM B) constraints forbid a large

signalathigh frequencies.In thecaseofstring cosm ologicalm odelsthesituation seem sm orerosy and,therefore,we

use thesem odelsasa theoreticallaboratory in orderto investigate,in a speci� c m odelthe possible im provem entsof

a possible VIRG O pair. The choice ofa speci� c m odelis,in som e sense,m andatory. In fact,owing to the form of

the SNR we can im m ediately see thatdi� erentm odelslead to di� erentSNR notonly because the am plitude ofthe

signaldi� ersin di� erentm odels.Indeed,one can convince him selfthattwo m odelswith the sam e am plitude at100

Hz butdi� erentspectralbehaviorsbetween 2 Hzand 10 kHz lead to di� erentSNR.
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Ω
–  max

 / Ω
–

Ω
–  th

 / Ω
–

FIG .9. W eillustratethecaseofa sim ultaneousreduction of� 1 and � 2 by a factor10,whereas� 3 isthesam eofEq.(2.1),

i.e.,~� = (0:1;0:1;1).

In ordertoanalyzethesensitivityoftheVIRG O pairwedescribed asem i-analyticaltechniquewhosem ain advantage

is to produce the sensitivity ofthe VIRG O pairto a theoreticalspectrum ofarbitrary slopesand am plitudes. The

theoreticalerrorisestim ated,in ourapproach,by requiring the com patibility with allthe phenom enologicalbounds

applicable to the graviton spectra. As an intersting exam ple,we asked what is the sensitivity ofa VIRG O pair

to string cosm ologicalspectra assum ing that a second VIRG O detector (coaligned with the � rst one) is built in a

european site.By assum ing thatthesecond VIRG O detectorhasthesam efeaturesofthe� rstonewecom puted the

SNR and the related sensitivity achievableafteroneyearofobservation in the caseofstring cosm ologicalspectra.

By using thestring cosm ologicalspectra asa theoreticallaboratory wethen studied som epossiblenoisereduction.

O ur m ain goal,in this respect,has been to spot what kind ofstationary and stochastic noise should be reduced

in orderto increase the visibility region ofthe VIRG O pairin the param eterspace ofthe theoreticalm odelsunder

considerations.O urm ain resultisthataselectivereduction ofeach ofthethreem ain sourcesofnoiseisnotequivalent.

A reduction in theshotnoisebyafactoroften doesnotincreasesigni� cantlythevisibilityregion oftheVIRG O pair.A

selectivereduction ofthetherm alnoisecom ponentsisfarm oree� cient.In particular,wecould seethatareduction (of

onetenth)ofthependulum ’sinternalm odesincreasesthevisibility region offourtim es.Thesim ultaneousreduction

ofthe two com ponentsofthe therm alnoiseleadsto an even m orerelevantincrease.

Theconstruction ofa second VIRG O detectorcoaligned with the� rstoneand an overallreduction ofthe therm al

noiseofeach detectorofthepairleadsto whatwecalled \upgraded VIRG O " program .Theresultspresented in this

paperareobtained in thecaseofa particularly prom ising classoftheoreticalm odelsbutcan begenerally applied to

any logarithm icenergy spectrum with sim ilarqualitativeresults.However,owing to thenon-linearitiespresentin the

evaluation ofthe SNR itwould notbe correctassessthatthey hold,quantitatively,withoutchange. W e hope that

our results and our suggestionsm ay turn out to be usefulin the actualprocess ofdesign ofthe upgraded VIRG O

program [19].
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A P P EN D IX A : T H E N O R M A LIZA T IO N O F T H E O V ER LA P R ED U C T IO N FU N C T IO N

In this Appendix we discuss the reduction in sensitivity due to the fact that, in general, these detectors will

notbeeithercoincidentorcoaligned.Thise� ectisquanti� ed by the(dim ensionless)overlap reduction function 
(f)

appearingin Eq.(1.4).Supposethatwehaveagravitationalwavepropagatingalongagenericdirection characterized,

in sphericalcoordinates,by theunitvector
̂ = (cos� sin�;sin� sin�;cos�).Ifwenow introduceapairoforthogonal

unitvectorsdirected in the planeperpendicularto 
̂

m̂ (̂
 )� (cos� cos�;sin� cos�;� sin�) n̂(̂
 )� (sin�;� cos�;0); (B.1)

the polarization tensorscan be written,in term softhe polarization angle ofthe G W ,as

"
+ (̂
 ; )= e

+ (̂
 )cos2 � e
� (̂
 )sin2 

"
� (̂
 ; )= e

+ (̂
 )sin2 + e
� (̂
 )cos2 ; (B.2)

where

e
+ (̂
 )= m̂ (̂
 )
 m̂ (̂
 )� n̂(̂
 )
 n̂(̂
 ) e

� (̂
 )= m̂ (̂
 )
 n̂(̂
 )+ n̂(̂
 )
 m̂ (̂
 ) (B.3)

with the norm alization

TrfeA (̂
 )eA
0

(̂
 )g = 2�A A
0

:

Ifthe graviton background isisotropicand unpolarized wewillhavethat


(f)=
1

F

X

A

< e
i2�f
̂ � �~r

F
A
1 (̂r1;
̂ ; )F

A
2 (̂r2;
̂ ; )> 
̂ ; =

� (f)

F
(B.4)

where� ~r= ~r1 � ~r2 istheseparation vectorbetween thetwo detectorsites,F
A
i isthepattern function characterizing

the responseofthe i-th detector(i= 1;2)to the A = + ;� polarization,and the following notation

< :::>

̂ ; 

=

Z

S 2

d
̂

4�

Z 2�

0

d 

2�
(:::) (B.5)

hasbeen introduced to indicate the averageoverthe propagation direction (�;�)and the polarization angle  . The

norm alization factorF isgiven by:

F =
X

A

< F
A
1 (̂r1;
̂ ; )F

A
2 (̂r2;
̂ ; )> 
̂ ; j1� 2 ; (B.6)

wherethenotation 1� 2 isa com pactway to indicatethatthedetectorsarecoincidentand coaligned and,ifatleast

one ofthem isan interferom eter,the angle between itsarm sisequalto �/2 (L-shaped geom etry).In thissituation,

by de� nition,
(f)= 1.W hen thedetectorsareshifted apart(so thereisa phaseshiftbetween thesignalsin thetwo

detectors),orrotated outofcoalignm ent(so thedetectorshavedi� erentsensitivity to thesam epolarization)itturns

outthat:j
(f)j< 1.

The pattern functions(ororientation factors)ofa G W detectorcan be written in the following form

F
A (̂r;
̂ ; )= TrfD (̂r)"A (̂
 ; )g (B.7)

wherethe sym m etric,trace-lesstensorD (̂r)describesthe orientation and geom etry ofthe detectorlocated at~r.

ThetensorD (̂r)dependsupon thegeom etricalfeaturesofthedetector.Forinstance,in thecaseofaninterferom eter,

indicating with û and v̂ the unitvectorsin the directionsofitsarm s,onehas:

D (̂r)=
1

2

�
û(̂r)
 û(̂r)� v̂(̂r)
 v̂(̂r)

	
: (B.8)

In thecaseofthelowestlongitudinalm odeofa cylindricalG W antenna with axisin thedirection determ ined by the

unitvector l̂,onehas

D (̂r)= l̂(̂r)
 l̂(̂r) �
1

3
I; (B.9)
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where I isthe unitm atrix.Finally,in the case ofthe lowest� ve degeneratequadrupole m odes(m = � 2;:::;+ 2)of

a sphericaldetector,the corresponding tensorsare

D
(0) (̂r)=

1

2
p
3

�
e
+ (̂r)+ 2g+ (̂r)

	
=

1

2
p
3

�
2f+ (̂r)� e

+ (̂r)
	

D
(+ 1) (̂r)= �

1

2
g
� (̂r) D

(� 1) (̂r)= �
1

2
f
� (̂r) (B.10)

D
(+ 2) (̂r)=

1

2
e
+ (̂r) D

(� 2) (̂r)= �
1

2
e
� (̂r)

where

f
+ (̂r)= m̂ (̂r)
 m̂ (̂r) � r̂
 r̂ f

� (̂r)= m̂ (̂r)
 r̂ + r̂
 m̂ (̂r)

g
+ (̂r)= n̂(̂r)
 n̂(̂r) � r̂
 r̂ g

� (̂r)= n̂(̂r)
 r̂ + r̂
 n̂(̂r);

and e+ ;� (̂r) are the tensors ofEq. (B.3) written in term s ofthe unit vectors m̂ (̂r) and n̂(̂r) lying on the plane

perpendicularto r̂.From theseexpressionsforthetensorsD ij and interpreting each ofthe� vem odesofa sphereas

a singledetector,itispossibleto show thatin the caseofcoincidentdetectorsonehas:

< F
A
1 (̂r;
̂ ; )F

B
2 (̂r;
̂ ; )> 
̂ ; = c12 �

A B (A;B = + ;� ) (B.11)

wherec12 dependsonly on thegeom etryand therelativeorientationsofthetwodetectors.Thecorrespondingvaluesof

F (seeEq.(B.6))forthethreedi� erentgeom etriesconsidered (interferom eter,cylindricalbar,sphere)aresum m arized

in TableI.By introducing the following notation

� ~r = dŝ � = 2� fd;

where ŝistheunitvectoralong thedirection connecting thetwo detectorsand d isthedistancebetween them ,itcan

be shown [13]thatthe overlap reduction function assum esthe following form (D k = D (̂rk)):


(f)= �0(�)D
ij

1 D 2ij + �1(�)D
ij

1 D
k
2isjsk + �2(�)D

ij

1 D
kl
2 sisjsk sl (B.12)

where
2

4
�0
�1

�2

3

5 (�)=
1

F �2

2

4
2�2 � 4� 2

� 4�2 16� � 20

�2 � 10� 35

3

5

2

4
j0
j1

j2

3

5 (�); (B.13)

with jk(�)the standard sphericalBesselfunctions:

j0(�)=
sin�

�
; j1(�)=

j0(�)� cos�

�
; j2(�)= 3

j1(�)

�
� j0(�):

TABLE I. The norm alization factorF forthree di�erentgeom etriesofthe detectors:interferom eter(ITF),cylindricalbar

(BAR),and sphere (SPH).A ? denotesentriesthatcan be obtained from the sym m etry ofthe table.

ITF BAR SPH

m = 0 m = � 1 m = � 2

ITF 2=5 ? ? ? ?

BAR 2=5 8=15 ? ? ?

m = 0 0 2
p
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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A P P EN D IX B :B B N B O U N D S

In the caseofm inim alm odelsthe integralsdeterm ining the analyticalexpression ofthe BBN bound aregiven by:

Id = z
� 2�
s

(

1

54
(z2s + 6zs + 18)�

1

108

�
fns

fs

� 3 �
2(z2s + 6zs + 18)

� 6zs(zs + 6)ln
fns

fs
+ 9z2s ln

2 fns

fs

� �

;

Is =
3

2� (3� 2�)
+

z2�� 6s

2� � 6
�

z� 2�s

2�
: (B.1)

In the caseofnon-m inim alm odelsthe integralsdeterm ining the BBN bound aregiven by

I1 = A(�;zs) + B (�;zs)lnzs + C (�;zs)ln
2
zs ;

I2 =
z� 4s

4

�
z
�� 2
s + z

2+ �
s

� �
z
� 4
s � z

� 4
r

�
(1 + lnzs)

2
; (B.2)

whereand zr = f1=fr and

A(�;zs)= �
z2�s

16(�2 � 4)3

n

13z� 2(2+ �)s (�2 � 4)3 � 4z� 4s (� + 2)3 (2�2 � 10� + 13)

+ 4z� 4(1+ �)s (� � 2)3 (2�2 + 10� + 13)� z
� 2�
s (13�6 � 172�4 + 832�2 � 1664)

o

;

B (�;zs)=
z2�� 4s

4(�2 � 4)2

�
2(� + 2)2 (2� � 5)� 2z� 4�s (� � 2)2 (2� + 5)� 5z2�s (�2 � 4)2

	
; (B.3)

C (�;zs)=
z4� 2�s

2(�2 � 4)

�
2 � z

� 4�
s (� � 2)+ � z

� 2�
s (�2 � 4))

	
:
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