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Strong evidence of the existence of the Stochastic Gravitational-Wave Background

(SGWB) has been reported by the NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA and CPTA collab-

orations. The Bayesian posteriors of the Gravitational-Wave Background (GWB)

amplitude and spectrum are compatible with current astrophysical predictions for

the GWB from the population of supermassive black hole binaries (SMBHBs). In

this paper, we discuss the corrections arising from the extra scalar or vector ra-

diation to the characteristic dimensionless strain in PTA experiments and explore

the possibility to detect charges surrounding massive black holes, which could give

rise to SGWB with vector or scalar polarizations. The parametrized frequency-

dependent characteristic dimensionless strain is used to take a Bayesian analysis and

the Bayes factor is also computed for charged and neutral SMBHBs. The Bayesian

posterior of GWB tensor amplitude is log10AT = −14.85+0.26
−0.38 and spectral expo-

nent α = −0.60+0.32
−0.36. The Bayesian posterior for vector or scalar amplitude AV,S is

nearly flat and there is nearly no constraint from the current observation data. The

Bayesian factor is 0.71 far less than 100, so the current observation can not support

the existence of the charged SMBHB.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The first direct detection of gravitational wave (GW) event GW150914 provides a new

perspective on understanding gravity in nonlinear and strong field regimes, marking the

inception of GW astronomy [1, 2]. To date, over 90 GW events resulting from binary

star mergers have been detected [3–6]. In addition to these individual and instantaneous

GW sources, there is a continuous interest in the stochastic gravitational-wave background

(SGWB), whose signals are from multiple continuous GW sources. The recent data is re-

leased by multiple Pulsar Timing Array (PTA) experiments, including the North American

Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) [7, 8], the European PTA

(EPTA) [9–11], the Parkes PTA (PPTA) [12–14], and the Chinese PTA (CPTA) [15], show

evidence for Hellings-Downs angular correlations [16], which indicating the observed stochas-

tic common spectrum can be interpreted as an SGWB. The observations strongly support

the hypothesis that the signals, with a frequency spectrum emitted by supermassive black

hole binaries (SMBHBs).

There are supermassive black holes (SMBHs) with masses ranging from 105 to 1010 M⊙

located at the center of most the galaxies [17]. These SMBHs can form SMBHBs after their

host galaxies merged with other galaxies. The GWs emitted by the SMBHBs, contribute to

a noise-like broadband signal in the nHz range [18, 19]. Due to the gravitational reaction, the

GWs frequencies evolve slowly, and the frequency spectrum follows a power-law relationship,

with hc(f) ∝ f−2/3 at 2σ by the latest data [20, 21]. However, environmental and statistical

effects may lead to different predictions [22–25]. The expected amplitude of the astrophysical

background is subject to an order of magnitude uncertainty due to several factors, such as

the distribution of masses of the SMBHBs, the eccentricity of the binary-orbits, and the

redshift. Moreover, the possible contribution of modified gravity theories and the charges

and spin of the SMBHs may adds the uncertainty in the amplitude estimation [26]. There

are also numerous interpretations based on cosmological sources, including cosmic strings

and domain walls [27–29], first-order phase transitions [30, 31], and primordial fluctuations

[32–37]. The SGWBs generated by cosmological sources are significant for understanding

new physics beyond the Standard Model and providing insights into the primordial universe.

The observation of SGWB is also important for the study of new fields such as scalar

and vector fields around SMBHs. The BHs can be charged with scalar charges in scalar-
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tensor theories [38–48], or the vector charges of some dark matter models with multi-charged

components [48–50]. Even the BHs may carry electromagnetic charges, as predicted by the

model of Kerr-Newman BHs [51]. It’s shown that the future GW observations of space

and ground detectors can impose severe limits on the charge of BH [52–58]. The discovery

of nHz SGWB opens a new window for testing astrophysical processes and whether extra

polarization emission exists. In addition to tensor GW emission, binaries may also emit

scalar and vector radiation. These additional forms of emission can occur when the BHs

comprising the binaries possess scalar charges or vector charges. The extra polarizations

such as vector and scalar polarization would give rise to SGWB. In this study, we focus on

the possibility of detecting the extra polarization power spectrum from charged SMBHBs

within the new results of NANOGrav and PPTA.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we discuss the corrections arising from the

extra scalar or vector radiation to the characteristic dimensionless strain in PTA experi-

ments. The parameterized frequency-dependent characteristic dimensionless strain is given

based on the important approximation to the overlap reduction function valid within the

frequency range of current PTA experiments. In Sec. III, we perform the Bayesian analysis

to estimate the signals and give the posterior probability distribution of GWB amplitude

and spectra from SMBHs with and without charge. Conclusions are given in section IV.

II. SGWB IN THE PRESENCE OF SCALAR OR VECTOR RADIATION

In the theory of massless fields including scalar charge or vector charge [48], we consider

SMBHB components carrying some additional charge. The scalar-tensor theories of gravity

include scalar charge through spontaneous scalarization [46, 47, 59], while some dark matter

models with millicharged components include vector charge (electromagnetic charge) [50].

The Lagrangian density of gravity for binary components is given by

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

16πG

[
R− 1

2
gµνΦ,µΦ,ν −

1

4
F µνFµν

− 1√
−g

2∑
j=1

(mj + 4πmjq
0
jΦ)

∫
dλ

√
−gµν żj

µżj
νδ4(x− zj)

− 4π√
−g

2∑
j=1

mjq
1
jAα

∫
dλ żαj δ

4(x− zj)

]
, (1)
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where Φ is a massless scalar field, Aµ is a massless vector field, Fµν = ∇µAν − ∇νAµ is

the field strength, m1 and m2 are the masses of two objects of the compact binary. The

parameter qsi is the charge in unit mass carried by each binary component where s = 0

corresponds scalar field and s = 1 corresponds vector field.

Within the bandwidth of PTA, the background is mainly from the inspiral stage. The

power of tensor, vector, and scalar emission from inspiraling charged binary systems has

been studied in [48, 60]. Contrary to the tensor case, the vector and scalar fields contribute

monopole and dipole radiation as well as quadrupole radiation. In the limit of vanish-

ing eccentricity, the scalar and vector energy spectrum from the monopole radiation and

quadrupole can be negligible. Thus the main contribution of the scalar and vector field to

the background is from dipole radiation〈
dEV,S

dt

〉
= −4(s+ 1)(qs1 − qs2)

2

3

G2m2
1m

2
2

a4
. (2)

For the tensor field, the main contribution to the background is from quadrupole radiation〈
dET

dt

〉
= −32

5

G4m2
1m

2
2M

a5
, (3)

where M = m1 + m2 is the total mass and a is the orbital semimajor axis. For binaries

dominated by gravitational interaction, the orbital frequency F satisfies Kepler’s law

F =

√
GM

a3
. (4)

In the limit of vanishing eccentricity, the orbital frequency F and the GW frequency f is

related by f = jF for j = 1, 2. The rate of change of the orbital frequency due to GW

emission is

Ḟ =
48π8/3G5/3

5

m1m2

M1/3
(2F )11/3. (5)

The energy spectrum is derived from the relation to the power,

dEI

df
=

1

ḟ

〈
dEI

dt

〉
, (6)

where the modes of type I = T, V, S represents tensor, vector or scalar modes respectively.

For the tensor part from quadrupole radiation (j = 2), the energy spectrum is

dET

df
=

G2/3π2/3m1m2

3M1/3
f−1/3. (7)
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For the vector and scalar part from dipole radiation (j = 1), the energy spectrum is

dEV,S

df
=

5(s+ 1)(qs1 − qs2)
2

72

m1m2

M
f−1. (8)

We expect the presence of the tensor, vector, and scalar GW would give rise to a stochas-

tic background with tensor, vector, and scalar polarizations, which is described by the

dimensionless energy density spectrum:

ΩT (f) =
1

ρc

dρT
d ln f

,

ΩV (f) =
1

ρc

dρV
d ln f

,

ΩS(f) =
1

ρc

dρS
d ln f

,

(9)

where ρc = 3H2
0/8πG is the critical density and H0 represents today’s Hubble expansion

parameter. The quantities ρT , ρV , and ρS relate to tensor, vector, and scalar energy density

in the frequency, respectively. The energy density spectrum of the produced SGWB can be

obtained from the emission spectrum of a single SMBHB merger event [61]

ΩI(f) =
1

ρc

dρI
d ln f

=
f

ρc

∫ zmax

0

dz
Rm(z)

(1 + z)H(z)

dEI

df
(fz), (10)

where fz = (1 + z)f is the frequency at emission, Rm(z) is the SMBHB merger rate per

comoving volume at redshift z [62] and zmax = 10 is the redshift cutoff. We adopt the ΛCDM

cosmological model with

H(z) = H0

[
Ωm0(1 + z)3 + (1− Ωm0)

]
, (11)

where the cosmological parameters are chosen as the Planck 2018 results: H0 = 67.27

km/s/Mpc, and Ωm0 = 0.3166 [63]. It is customary to use the GW strain power spec-

trum as a function of characteristic frequency hc,I(f) for PTA searches. The characteristic

dimensionless strain hc,I(f) is related to ΩI(f) by

ΩI(f) =
2π2

3H2
0

f 2h2
c,I(f). (12)

The GW strain power spectrum is typically approximated as the power-law form at a ref-

erence frequency fyr = 1yr−1, with amplitude and spectral index given by Ac,I and αc,I

respectively:

hc,I(f) = Ac,I

(
f

fyr

)αc,I

, (13)
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For the tensor part, we have αc,T = −2/3, and αc,V = αc,S = −1 for the vector or scalar

part. The observable data for PTA data is the two-point correlation function of quantity z.

The full two-point function from all polarization contributions takes the schematic form

⟨ẑ(f)ẑ∗(f)⟩ = ΩTΓT + ΩV ΓV + ΩSΓS, (14)

where ΓT , ΓV , and ΓS represent the overlap reduction function for tensor, vector, and scalar

polarization [64]. It is convenient to define an ”effective” energy density to describe the

effects caused by vector polarization and scalar polarization

Ωeff = ΩT +
ΓV

ΓT

ΩV,S +
ΓS

ΓT

ΩS. (15)

Since ΓT , ΓV , and ΓS are independent of frequency in the bandwidth of PTA, we can

parametrize the frequency-dependent characteristic dimensionless strain hc in the form,

hc = AT

(
f

fyr

)α

+ AV,S

(
f

fyr

)−1

. (16)

In this situation, a population of GW-driven circular SMBHBs produces a spectrum with

α = −2/3 and amplitude AT ≈ 10−15 [11]. The amplitude AV,S is dependent on the overlap

reduction function, charges carried by the binary component, and SMBHB population model.

III. DATA ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

Recently, the NANOGrav collaboration, PPTA collaboration, EPTA collaboration, and

CPTA collaboration have published their measurements on SGWB. The results show the

presence of SGBW with a power law spectrum is favored over a model with only independent

pulsar noises. Following the paper [65], the first ten and first five excess timing delays

measured by PPTA collaboration [12] and NANOGrav collaboration [7] are converted to

the characteristic strain [66]

residual(f) =
1

4π2fyr

(
f

fyr

)−3/2

hc(f). (17)

Figure 1 gives the median values and errors of the observed data from the NANOGrav

collaboration and PPTA collaboration. We use the maximum likelihood to explore the

implications and constraints of the extra polarization background caused by the existence
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FIG. 1. Characteristic strain signals from SMBHBs are displayed. The blue points and orange

points are the results that come from NANOGrav 15yr [7] and PPTA 18yr [12] observations.

of charges on SMBHBs. The likelihood L = p (hc,i|Θ) with two data sets is defined

lnL(Θ) = −1

2

∑
{NANOGrav,PPTA}

[
hc,i − hc(fi; Θ)

σi

]2
, (18)

where hc,i and σi are the median values and errors of the observed data, hc(fi; Θ) is the

modeled strains at frequency fi with parameters Θ = (AT , α, AV,S). Because of the same

formula for vector and scalar, we can combine them and analyze only one situation. The

posterior distribution for the parameters Θ is

p (Θ|hc,i) =
p(hc,i|Θ)p(Θ)

p(hc,i)
, (19)

where p(Θ) is the prior on the parameters and p(hc,i) is the evidence. We use the public code

Bilby [67] to perform Bayesian analyses with Eqs. (18) and (19). We choose the sampler

Dynesty [68] and 1000 live points for nested sampling and we obtain the posteriors of the

physical parameter Θ. We first fit the SMBHB model without charge. For our fiducial power-

law model and a log-uniform amplitude prior, the Bayesian posterior of SGWB amplitude

at the customary reference frequency 1yr−1 is log10AT = −14.81+0.24
−0.34, which is compatible
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FIG. 2. The probability regions for the amplitude and slope of a power-law fit to the observed

SGWB signal.

with current astrophysical estimates for the SGWB from SMBHBs. Also, α = −0.61+0.32
−0.34

is compatible with current astrophysical estimates −2/3 for the SGWB from SMBHBs.

The posterior probability distribution of SGWB amplitude AT and spectral exponent α are

shown in Fig. 2. Then the model for SMBHB with charges is optimized. The posterior of

SGWB amplitude and spectral exponent for three degrees of freedom including charges is

nearly the same as the result from the model without charges. The posterior probability

distribution of SGWB tensor amplitude AT , vector amplitude AV , and spectral exponent α

are shown in Fig. 3. The Bayesian posterior of SGWB amplitude is log10AT = −14.85+0.26
−0.38

and spectral exponent α = −0.60+0.32
−0.36. As for the amplitude of vector polarization caused

by charges, the Bayesian posterior for AV is nearly flat and there is nearly no constraint
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FIG. 3. The probability regions for the amplitudes AT , AV , and slope α of a power-law fit to the

observed SGWB signal with vector polarization.

from the current observation data. To quantify whether we can distinguish charged SMBH

from neutral SMBH, we take a Bayesian approach by computing the Bayes factor for the

charged and neutral SMBH. The ratio of the evidence for the signal under each model,

BF(d) =
p(hc,i|TV )

p(hc,i|T )
, (20)

where the evidence for a model with parameters Θ is

p(d) =

∫
dΘ pmax(hc,i|Θ)p(Θ), (21)

where pmax(d|Θ) is the maximized likelihood and p(Θ) is the prior. The Bayesian factor is

BF = 0.71. A signal for which the Bayes factor exceeds 100 can be understood as decisively
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favoring chared SMBHs than neutral SMBHs. So the current observation data can not

support the existence of the charge on SMBH.

IV. CONCLUSION

Due to the presence of additional charge carried by binaries in the astrophysical envi-

ronment, the radiated GWs of them deviate from the predictions of general relativity. In

this paper, we estimate the probability of constraint on the charges in the astrophysical

environment around the SMBHs by PTA observations. We take the Bayesian analysis for

neutral and charged SMBHB models. For the model without charges, based on the fiducial

power-law model and the log-uniform amplitude prior, the Bayesian posteriors of SGWB are

log10AT = −14.81+0.24
−0.34 and α = −0.61+0.32

−0.34, which are compatible with current astrophysical

estimations for the SGWB from SMBHBs. For models with charges, the results of the ten-

sor part are almost consistent with the models without charges by log10AT = −14.85+0.26
−0.38

and α = −0.60+0.32
−0.36. For the amplitude of extra polarizations caused by the charges, the

Bayesian posterior for AV is nearly flat and there is nearly no constraint from the current

observation data. The Bayesian factor between the charged SMBHs model and the neutral

SMBHs model is only 0.71, which is far less than 100. Thus, the current observation can

not support the existence of the charged SMBH.
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