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We demonstrate that cosmic string loops may provide a joint resolution of two mysteries sur-
rounding recently observed black holes. For a string tension in an appropriate range, large radius
string loops have the potential to provide the nonlinearities in the early universe which seed su-
permassive black holes. The more numerous smaller radius string loops can then seed intermediate
mass black holes, including those with a mass in the region between 65M� and 135M� in which
standard black hole formation scenarios predict no black holes are able to form, but which have
recently been detected by the LIGO/VIRGO collaboration. We find that there could be as many
as 106 of intermediate mass black holes per galaxy, providing a tantalizing target for gravitational
wave observatories to look for.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this Letter we suggest that cosmic strings may pro-
vide a joint resolution of two puzzles in astrophysics. On
one hand, as already investigated in [1], string loops may
explain the origin of the seeds about which super-massive
black holes (SMBHs) accrete. On the other hand, smaller
loops can lead to the formation of intermediate mass
black holes, in particular black holes in the “mass gap”
range between 65M� and 135M� where standard stel-
lar black hole formation scenarios predict that no black
holes should exist. Such black holes, however, have been
detected by the LIGO/VIRGO collaboration [2].

Observations indicate the presence of black holes of
mass larger than 109M� at redshifts greater or equal to
z = 6 [3]. In fact, each galaxy in the low redshift uni-
verse appears to harbour a SMBH of mass greater or
equal to 106M�. In the context of the current cosmolog-
ical paradigm, the ΛCDM model with an almost scale-
invariant spectrum of nearly Gaussian primordial den-
sity fluctuations, it is not possible to explain the origin
of these massive early black holes if accretion is limited
by the Eddington rate [1]. For a review article on super-
massive black hole formation the reader is referred to [4].
As studied in [1], cosmic string loops with an appropri-
ate radius can provide nonlinear seeds at high redshifts
which can resolve this puzzle.

Cosmic strings exist as solutions of the field equations
in a wide range to particle physics models beyond the
Standard Model. If Nature is described by such a theory,
then a network of strings inevitably forms in the early
universe and persists to the present time. For a review
article the reader is referred to [5]. The network of strings
contains loops with a continuous range of radii. String
loops represent nonlinear density fluctuations. Hence,
string loops may seed black holes with a continuous range
of masses. As will be reviewed in the next section, the
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number density of string loops increases as the loop ra-
dius decreases. If the parameters of the string model are
tuned such that the observed number density of super-
massive black holes results, the model will predict a dis-
tribution of black holes of intermediate mass, in particu-
lar of mass in the “mass gap” region. Here, we compute
the mass distribution of the resulting black hole seeds and
show that they may explain the LIGO/VIRGO data.

In the following section we briefly review how cosmic
strings form and evolve in an expanding universe. In Sec-
tion 3 we discuss the mystery of the origin of SMBHs and
the possible role which Eddington accretion about string
loops can play. Our analysis is summarized in Section
4. The string network is determined by a single free pa-
rameter, the string tension. We fix this parameter such
that we obtain the observed number density of SMBHs.
We then compute the predicted distribution of nonlinear
seeds of smaller mass which may evolve into intermediate
mass black holes (IMBHs). We conclude with a summary
and discussion of our results.

We will use natural units in which the speed of light,
Planck’s constant and Boltzmann’s constant are all set
to 1. We work in the context of a homogeneous and
isotropic background metric with scale factor a(t) (t be-
ing time). The present time is denoted by t0, the time of
equal matter and radiation by teq (and the correspond-
ing temperatures are T0 and Teq, respectively). Instead
of time, we will often use cosmological redshift z(t) given
by

z(t) + 1 ≡ a(t0)

a(t)
. (1)

Newton’s gravitational constant is denoted by G, and
it defines the Planck mass mpl via G = m−2pl . The Hubble
radius is the inverse expansion rate and plays a role in
the description of the network of strings.
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II. COSMIC STRING FORMATION AND
EVOLUTION

A subset of particle physics models beyond the Stan-
dard Model admit solutions of their field equations which
correspond to linear topological defects analogous to vor-
tex lines in superconductors and superfluids [5]. If Nature
is described by such a model, then a network of strings in-
evitably [6] forms in the early universe and persists to the
present time. Typically, topological defects form during
a symmetry breaking phase transition when a scalar or-
der parameter takes on a nonvanishing expectation value.
If the manifold of possible low temperature expectation
values of the order parameter has the topology of a cir-
cle, then the defects are one-dimensional strings. They
represent narrow tubes of trapped energy 1, and they are
characterized by their tension µ. The tension is related
to the energy scale η of symmetry breaking via µ ∼ η2.
The trapped energy density leads to gravitational effects
which in turn produce distinctive signals for strings in
various observational windows (see e.g. [7]).

Cosmic strings cannot have any ends. The network of
strings which forms in the symmetry breaking phase tran-
sition consists of long strings (strings whose curvature
radius is larger than the Hubble radius) and loops. The
network rapidly approaches a scaling solution in which
the statistical properties of the strings are the same at
all times if all length are scaled to the Hubble radius. The
scaling solution is maintained by the long strings inter-
secting and giving off energy in the form of string loops.
The string loops, in turn, oscillate, emit gravitational
radiation and gradually decay. There are good analyti-
cal arguments to expect the string network to scale (see
e.g. [5]). The scaling of the network of long strings is
also clearly established based on numerical simulations
[8]. Simulations making use of the Nambu-Goto effective
action for strings also establish the scaling of the loop
distribution [9], while some simulations of cosmic string
evolution using the field theory equations [10] indicate
that the long strings more efficiently lose energy to par-
ticles, and that in consequence the distribution of string
loops does not scale. We will here assume that the results
of the Nambu-Goto simulations are correct.

According to the one-scale model [11] (supported by
the Nambu-Goto simulations), the number density per
unit radius of loops at any given time t > teq is given by

n(R, t) =

{
NR−5/2t−2t

1/2
eq R ≥ γGµt

const R < Rgw ≡ γGµt
(2)

where N and γ are constants. Here, R is the radius of
the loop and n(R, t) gives the number density of loops

1 In this paper we will assume that the strings are not supercon-
ducting.

per R interval 2. Rgw is the radius below which a loop
will live less than one Hubble expansion time before de-
caying. The constant N is determined by the number
of long strings per Hubble volume and by the length of
loop (in units of the Hubble radius) when it forms, while
the constant γ is determined by the strength of gravita-
tional radiation from string loops. Based on the results
of numerical simulations [9] we will take N ∼ 6 × 10−3

and γ ∼ 102. Note that the above formula is modified
for loops which form after teq and reads

n(R, t) ∼ N ′R−2t−2 . (3)

where N ′ is of the same order of magnitude of N . These
loops, however, will only play a role for the final consid-
erations in this work.

String loops can also lose energy by cusp annihilation
[12]. As can be shown [13], for any loop of radius R there
will be at least one cusp formed per oscillation time R.
A cusp is a point on the string - treated according to the
Nambu-Goto action - which moves at exactly the speed of
light. At this point, the loop doubles back on itself. Since
strings have a finite thickness w ∼ η−1, there will be a
region near the cusp where the string segments on either
side of the cusp point overlap. Locally, this region looks
like a string-antistring configuration, and it will hence
decay explosively giving rise to a burst of particles. The
overlap region has length lc ∼ w1/2R1/2 [14], and hence
the energy lost by cusp annihilation per unit time is of
the order

Pcusp ∼ w1/2µR−1/2 . (4)

In comparison, the energy loss per unit time of a string
loop due to gravitational radiation is [15]

Pgrav ∼ γGµ2 . (5)

Hence, for small values of µ, cusp annihilation will dom-
inate. The critical value µc of µ below which cusp anni-
hilation dominates depends on the string radius R and
is

Gµc ∼ γ−4/5G1/5R−2/5 . (6)

Thus, the larger the loop radius, the less is the relative
importance of cusp evaporation. For loops at the gravi-
tational radiation cutoff Rgw, the condition on µc yields

Gµc ∼ γ−6/7
(
Teq
mpl

)4/7

∼ 10−17 , (7)

where we have used the value γ = 102. For values of
Gµ smaller than this critical value, the loop distribution

2 Note that multiplying n(R, t) by R yields the number density of
loops with radius greater or equal to R, which is dominated by
loops of radius between R and 2R.
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changes compared to (2). However, in this work we will
not be considering values of Gµ smaller than Gµc.

Note that string loops are not exactly circular. We will
introduce a constant β to parametrize the mean length
l(R) of a loop of radius R, namely

l(R) ≡ βR . (8)

For circular loops, β = 2π, though in general one expects
β ∼ O(10). Since cosmic strings carry energy, their grav-
itational effects lead to imprints in many observational
windows. These imprints are highly non-Gaussian and
typically most visible in position space maps. Well known
are the line discontinuities which long strings produce in
cosmic microwave background (CMB) temperature maps
[16]. The current upper bound on the string tension from
not having observed these signals is [17] Gµ < 10−7, and
searches for these signals using wavelet statistics [18] and
machine learning methods [19] have the potential of re-
ducing this bound by one or two orders of magnitude.
Long strings moving through space produce wakes, pla-
nar density perturbations in the plane mapped out by
the moving string [20]. Wakes, in turn, lead to specific
signals in B-mode CMB polarization maps: rectangles
in the sky with a uniform polarization direction and lin-
early increasing signal amplitude [21]. They also lead to
wedge-shaped regions of extra absorption in 21cm red-
shift maps during the dark ages [22].

String loops lead to spherical (if the center of mass
velocity is small) or filamentary (if the center of mass
velocity is large) overdensities. Originally, this mecha-
nism was postulated to be the dominant source of struc-
ture formation [23], but the required value of Gµ exceeds
the abovementioned upper bound. Thus, string loops are
only a supplementary source of nonlinear structures. The
role of string loops in seeding ultra-compact mini-halos
was explored in [24], and the role in seeding globular clus-
ters was studied in [25]. Here, we study the role of string
loops in seeding SMBHs and IMBHs.

The tightest current constraints on the string ten-
sion come from pulsar timing limits on the amplitude
of stochastic gravitational waves [26]. The limits come
about since string loops decay by emitting gravitational
radiation resulting in a scale-invariant spectrum of grav-
itational waves over a large range of wavelengths (with
specific signatures coming from the cusp annihilation pro-
cess). The current limits are Gµ < 10−10, and the recent
NANOgrav results could [29] be interpreted as being due
to cosmic strings with a value of Gµ of this order of mag-
nitude. The cusp annihilation process also produces jets
of particles whose role in contributing to the spectrum of
high energy cosmic rays was explored in [27], and which
will contribute to the global 21cm signal [28], which may
play a role in explaining Fast Radio Bursts [30], and in
magnetogenesis [31].

Since cosmic strings inevitably arise in a large class
of particle physics models beyond the Standard Model,
searching for string signals in new observational windows
is an interesting way to probe particle physics. Since

many of the string signals grow in amplitude as the en-
ergy scale η increases, cosmology provides an approach
to probe particle physics models which is complementary
to accelerator probes (which are more sensitive if the en-
ergy scale η of the new physics is low). Improved upper
bounds on the string tension from cosmology will allow
us to constrain larger sets of particle physics models (for
more discussion on this point see [32].

III. EDDINGTON ACCRETION AND
SUPER-MASSIVE BLACK HOLE FORMATION

The origin of SMBHs is an important open question
in astrophysics. A conservative approach (see e.g. [4]
for a review) is to assume that the seeds of the SMBHs
are black holes formed after the death of Population III
stars which are expected to have masses in the range of
102 − 103M�. These seed black holes are then assumed
to accrete matter. The Eddington rate is often taken to
be a good estimate for the highest accretion rate onto
these seed black holes. But, according to the canoni-
cal ΛCDM paradigm of early universe cosmology, there
are not enough nonlinear seeds at early times in order
to explain the origin of the observed 109M� black holes
at redshifts greater than z = 6. As pointed out in [1],
string loops can provide a sufficient number of nonlinear
seeds in the early universe, even for small values of the
string tension. For values of the string tension colorred
significantly lower than the current upper bounds, linear
accretion onto the string loops is insufficient to explain
the high mass of the observed SMBHs, and thus it is
reasonable to assume that nonlinear accretion at a rate
comparable to the Eddington rate takes place. We will
denote by E1 the enhancement of the increase in mass for
these SMBH seeds compared to linear theory.

Since there is a continuous distribution of string loop
masses with a number density which increases as the
mass decreases, the string model for seeding SMBHs pre-
dicts a distribution of black holes of smaller masses, and
in particular black holes in the “mass gap” mass range.
Since accretion onto smaller loops is more difficult than
accretion onto larger loops, we expect the nonlinear ac-
cretion factor for smaller loops to be less. The reason
is that for smaller black hole masses, the horizon area is
less, and infalling matter has to be directed more pre-
cisely in direction towards the black hole, while the ther-
mal correlation length of the accreting matter is indepen-
dent of the loop size. We will denote that enhancement
factor for IMBHs by E2, noting that it is reasonable to
expect that E2 ∼ 1, indicating a scenario in which no
Eddington accretion has taken place onto these smaller
black holes.
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IV. RESULTING DISTRIBUTION OF
INTERMEDIATE MASS BLACK HOLES

In this section we will compute the expected number
density of string-seeded IMBH assuming that the string
model is normalized such that it yields one SMBH seed
per galaxy. More specifically, we will demand that the
model yield one string loop per volume d3g (where dg is the
comoving radius of the region which collapses to form a
large galaxy) capable of seeding a SMBH of mass MSM at
z = 0, which we will take to be 106M� later in the analy-
sis. When inserting numbers we will use dg = 102/3Mpc
[33]. Allowing for an enhancement of the accretion onto
the string loop by a factor of E1 (e.g. by Eddington accre-
tion) compared to the linear perturbation theory growth
rate), the condition on Gµ becomes

βµR(zeq + 1)E1 = MSM , (9)

where the radius R must be chosen in order to obtain the
correct number density of loops, i.e. (see (2))

NR−3/2t1/2eq t
−2
0 d3g = 1 . (10)

Combining (9) and (10) yields

Gµ = β−1N−2/3(zeq + 1)−1/2E−11

(
t0
dg

)2
G

t0
MSM .

(11)

Inserting the values of G, dg, MSM , and t0, and using
β = 10 yields

Gµ ∼ 2× 10−14N−2/3E−11 . (12)

The mass gap we are interested in today is
[Mmin

IM ,Mmax
IM ] with Mmin

IM = 65M� and Mmax
IM =

130M�. As one would expect, black holes in this mass
range are also seeded by string loops that fall within a
range, Rmin

IM and Rmax
IM . Assuming all black holes in this

mass range have the same Eddington factor, E2, (where
E2 ≤ E1), their masses grow as

M
min/max
IM = βµ(zeq + 1)R

min/max
IM E2 , (13)

The resulting number NIMBH of string loops inside a
galaxy capable of seeding black holes in the IMBH range
is then given by

NIMBH ∼ Nt1/2eq t
−2
0 d3gR

min−3/2
IM

(
1−

(
Rmin

IM

Rmax
IM

)3/2
)
,

(14)

In fact, it is reasonable to use E2 = 1. Solving (13) for

R
min/max
IM and inserting the value of Gµ from (12) then

gives our main result

NIMBH ∼
(
E2
E1

)3/2(
MSM

Mmin
IM

)3/2
(

1−
(
Mmin

IM

Mmax
IM

)3/2
)

(15)

We can see that requiring one SMBH per galaxy com-
pletely sets the shape of the number distribution of all
other black holes formed from cosmic strings, as we would
expect in the one-scale model (aside from the different
Eddington accretion factors). The number of IMBHs per
galaxy is mostly determined by the ratio of SMBH to
IMBH masses, with a small correction coming from the
small but finite range of IMBHs in the mass gap. Insert-
ing our numbers yields our main prediction of IMBHs per
galaxy

NIMBH ∼ 106
(
E2
E1

)3/2

(16)

If we assume that no loop accretes matter at a rate
larger than what linear theory predicts, then we need
a value of Gµ ∼ 10−13 in order to explain the origin
of the SMBHs (taking N−2/3 = 10), and we obtain
NIMBH ∼ 106. This value of Gµ is consistent with
the upper bound on Gµ due to gravitational radiation
constraints [26]. No super-linear (in particular no Ed-
dington) accretion is required to explain the origin of
the nonlinear seeds required to explain the abundance of
SMBHs. For smaller values of Gµ we would require some
amount of Eddington accretion in order to explain the
number density of SMBHs. In that case, the predicted
number of IMBH candidates would be smaller than what
is given in (15) unless the smaller loops also undergo sim-
ilar Eddington accretion.

We have normalized our calculations to yield one
SMBH of mass of at least 106M� per galaxy. As long
as the loops are created in the radiation phase, the num-
ber density n(> M) of supermassive seed scales with the
seed mass greater than M (using the fact that the lin-
ear accretion factor for all of these loops is the same and
hence M is proportional to the loop radius R) as3

n>M ∝ M−3/2 . (17)

For loops created in the matter period, we have (see
(3)) n(R) ∼ R−2. Furthermore, the linear growth factor
is reduced since formation after matter-radiation equal-
ity means less time to accrete. In particular, the linear
growth factor, GF , now depends on R

GF (R) = GF (Rc)(zeq + 1)

(
teq
R

)2/3

, (18)

where Rc is the radius of the loop formed at the time teq.
Hence, taking into account this radius-dependent growth
factor we have

n(M) ∝ M−4 , (19)

3 Note that n(M) is the number density of black holes per unit
mass, and n>M is the number density of SMBH seeds for masses
greater than 106 M�.
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and hence the number density of seeds with mass greater
or equal to M scales as

n>M ∝ M−3 (20)

Thus, the mean separation dM of seeds with mass greater
or equal to M (for large masses) scales as

dM = d6
M

M6

(
M6

Meq

)1/2

, (21)

where Meq is the mass of a seed from a loop created at
time teq, and we use M6 = 106M� and d6 to be the mean
separation of the corresponding seeds.

Making use of Rc = teq (loops form with size of order
the Hubble radius) and the value of Gµ from (12) we
obtain

Meq ' βµteq(zeq + 1)Eeq ∼ 2.4× 108N−2/3
Eeq
E1
M� ,

(22)

where Eeq is the Eddington growth rate of loops formed
at teq. Hence, from (21) we get

d9 ∼ 0.3GpcN1/3

(
E1
Eeq

)1/2

(23)

for the mean separation of seeds which can accrete
SMBHs of mass 109M�.

Assuming no Eddington accretion or an Eddington
accretion factor independent of mass for these super-
heavy objects, and using the value N = 6 × 10−3 from
numerical simulations [9], our model thus predicts one
SMBH of mass greater than 109M� per volume d39 with
d9 ' 60Mpc, which agrees well with the observed sepa-
ration of such black hole monsters [33].

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have studied the implications of the proposal that
both super-massive black holes (SMBHs) and interme-
diate black holes (IMBHs) could originate from cosmic
string loop seeds. The cosmic string model contains (in
principle) one free parameter, namely the string tension.
Normalizing the string tension to yield one candidate
seed per galaxy which can develop into a SMBH of mass
greater or equal to 106M�, we predicted the number per
galaxy of IMBHs capable of seeding black holes in the
“mass gap” window of 65M� − 130M�. This number
is 106 modulo Eddington accretion factors. We can also
predict the mean separation d9 of loops capable of seed-
ing monster SMBHs of mass greater than 109M�. We
obtain d9 ∼ 60Mpc.

Our model predicts a continuum of black hole masses
inside any galaxy, from one SMBH with mass greater or
equal to 106M� down to a lower cutoff mass Mc given
by

Mc ∼ γGµµteq(zeq + 1) (24)

(modulo Eddington accretion factors). Would-be black
holes with a smaller mass than this would have to be
formed from string loops that would have decayed by
matter-radiation equality, and therefore would not have
undergo any efficient accretion. Inserting the value of the
string tension from (12), we find

Mc ∼ 10−2 γ(zeq + 1)−1/2E−21 M� , (25)

which, using the value of γ ∼ 102 from studies of gravita-
tional radiation from string loops [15], is about 10−2M�,
assuming no Eddington accretion.

We expect that the accretion onto these cosmic string
loops collapses into a black hole before structure forma-
tion takes place. Therefore, the formation and merger
history of binary systems of these IMBHs will closely re-
semble that of primordial black holes (see for example
[34])

Note that in our scenario, the string loop-seeded black
holes provide a negligible fractional contribution ΩBH to
the dark matter density

ΩBH ' 12π × βγ−1(Gµ)1/2N ∼ 0.4× 10−2N2/3 ,
(26)

being dominated by black holes of mass near the cutoff
mass Mc, and hence our model is consistent with observa-
tional bounds on the black hole contribution to the total
energy budget of the universe (see e.g. [35]).

Acknowledgement

RB wishes to thank the Pauli Center and the Institutes
of Theoretical Physics and of Particle- and Astrophysics
of the ETH for hospitality. The research of RB and HJ at
McGill is supported in part by funds from NSERC and
from the Canada Research Chair program. BC thanks
support from a Vanier-CGS fellowship and from NSERC.
RB wishes to thank Ken Olum and Marta Volonteri for
discussions. JH acknowledges fellowships from Hydro-
Quebec (through the McGill Physics Department) and
from the McGill Space Institute.

[1] S. F. Bramberger, R. H. Brandenberger, P. Jrei-
dini and J. Quintin, “Cosmic String Loops as the

Seeds of Super-Massive Black Holes,” JCAP 1506,



6

no. 06, 007 (2015) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2015/06/007
[arXiv:1503.02317 [astro-ph.CO]].

[2] R. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collabora-
tions], “GW190521: A Binary Black Hole Merger with
a Total Mass of 150M�,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, no.
10, 101102 (2020) doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.101102
[arXiv:2009.01075 [gr-qc]].

[3] E. Banados et al., “The discovery of a highly ac-
creting, radio-loud quasar at z=6.82,” Astrophys. J.
909, no. 1, 80 (2021) doi:10.3847/1538-4357/abe239
[arXiv:2103.03295 [astro-ph.CO]];
E. Banados et al., “An 800-million-solar-mass black hole
in a significantly neutral Universe at redshift 7.5,” Na-
ture 553, no. 7689, 473 (2018) doi:10.1038/nature25180
[arXiv:1712.01860 [astro-ph.GA]];
L. Jiang et al., “The Final SDSS High-Redshift Quasar
Sample of 52 Quasars at z¿5.7,” Astrophys. J. 833,
no. 2, 222 (2016) doi:10.3847/1538-4357/833/2/222
[arXiv:1610.05369 [astro-ph.GA]].

[4] M. Volonteri, “Formation of Supermassive Black
Holes,” Astron. Astrophys. Rev. 18, 279 (2010)
doi:10.1007/s00159-010-0029-x [arXiv:1003.4404 [astro-
ph.CO]].

[5] A. Vilenkin and E. P. S. Shellard, “Cosmic Strings and
Other Topological Defects,” (Cambridge Univ. Press,
Cambridge, 2000);
M. B. Hindmarsh and T. W. B. Kibble, “Cosmic strings,”
Rept. Prog. Phys. 58, 477 (1995) doi:10.1088/0034-
4885/58/5/001 [hep-ph/9411342];
R. H. Brandenberger, “Topological defects and struc-
ture formation,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 9, 2117 (1994)
doi:10.1142/S0217751X9400090X [astro-ph/9310041];
R. Durrer, M. Kunz and A. Melchiorri, “Cosmic struc-
ture formation with topological defects,” Phys. Rept.
364, 1 (2002) doi:10.1016/S0370-1573(02)00014-5 [astro-
ph/0110348].

[6] T. W. B. Kibble, “Phase Transitions In The Early Uni-
verse,” Acta Phys. Polon. B 13, 723 (1982);
T. W. B. Kibble, “Some Implications Of A Cosmological
Phase Transition,” Phys. Rept. 67, 183 (1980).

[7] R. H. Brandenberger, “Searching for Cos-
mic Strings in New Observational Windows,”
Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 246-247, 45 (2014)
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2013.10.064 [arXiv:1301.2856
[astro-ph.CO]].

[8] A. Albrecht and N. Turok, “Evolution Of Cosmic
Strings”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 1868 (1985);
D. P. Bennett and F. R. Bouchet, “Evidence For A Scal-
ing Solution In Cosmic String Evolution”, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 60, 257 (1988);
B. Allen and E. P. S. Shellard, “Cosmic String Evolu-
tion: A Numerical Simulation”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 119
(1990).

[9] C. Ringeval, M. Sakellariadou and F. Bouchet, “Cosmo-
logical evolution of cosmic string loops”, JCAP 0702,
023 (2007) [arXiv:astro-ph/0511646];
V. Vanchurin, K. D. Olum and A. Vilenkin, “Scaling of
cosmic string loops”, Phys. Rev. D 74, 063527 (2006)
[arXiv:gr-qc/0511159];
L. Lorenz, C. Ringeval and M. Sakellariadou, “Cosmic
string loop distribution on all length scales and at any
redshift”, JCAP 1010, 003 (2010) [arXiv:1006.0931
[astro-ph.CO]];
J. J. Blanco-Pillado, K. D. Olum and B. Shlaer, “Large

parallel cosmic string simulations: New results on
loop production”, Phys. Rev. D 83, 083514 (2011)
[arXiv:1101.5173 [astro-ph.CO]];
J. J. Blanco-Pillado, K. D. Olum and B. Shlaer, “The
number of cosmic string loops,” Phys. Rev. D 89,
no. 2, 023512 (2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.023512
[arXiv:1309.6637 [astro-ph.CO]];
P. Auclair, C. Ringeval, M. Sakellariadou and D. Steer,
“Cosmic string loop production functions,” JCAP
1906, 015 (2019) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/015
[arXiv:1903.06685 [astro-ph.CO]];
J. J. Blanco-Pillado and K. D. Olum, “Direct de-
termination of cosmic string loop density from sim-
ulations,” Phys. Rev. D 101, no. 10, 103018 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103018 [arXiv:1912.10017
[astro-ph.CO]].

[10] M. Hindmarsh, J. Lizarraga, J. Urrestilla, D. Daverio
and M. Kunz, “Scaling from gauge and scalar radiation in
Abelian Higgs string networks,” arXiv:1703.06696 [astro-
ph.CO].

[11] E. J. Copeland, T. W. B. Kibble and D. Austin, “Scaling
solutions in cosmic string networks,” Phys. Rev. D 45,
1000 (1992). doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.45.R1000;
L. Perivolaropoulos, “COBE versus cosmic strings: An
Analytical model,” Phys. Lett. B 298, 305 (1993)
doi:10.1016/0370-2693(93)91825-8 [hep-ph/9208247];
D. Austin, E. J. Copeland and T. W. B. Kibble, “Evo-
lution of cosmic string configurations,” Phys. Rev. D
48, 5594 (1993) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.48.5594 [hep-
ph/9307325].

[12] R. H. Brandenberger, “On the Decay of Cosmic
String Loops,” Nucl. Phys. B 293, 812 (1987).
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(87)90092-7

[13] T. W. B. Kibble and N. Turok, “Selfintersection
of Cosmic Strings,” Phys. Lett. 116B, 141 (1982).
doi:10.1016/0370-2693(82)90993-5

[14] J. J. Blanco-Pillado and K. D. Olum,“The Form of
cosmic string cusps,” Phys. Rev. D 59, 063508 (1999)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.59.063508 [gr-qc/9810005].

[15] T. Vachaspati and A. Vilenkin, “Gravitational Radiation
from Cosmic Strings,” Phys. Rev. D 31, 3052 (1985).

[16] N. Kaiser and A. Stebbins, “Microwave Anisotropy Due
To Cosmic Strings”, Nature 310, 391 (1984);
R. Moessner, L. Perivolaropoulos and R. H. Branden-
berger, “A Cosmic string specific signature on the cosmic
microwave background,” Astrophys. J. 425, 365 (1994)
[astro-ph/9310001].

[17] T. Charnock, A. Avgoustidis, E. J. Copeland and
A. Moss, “CMB Constraints on Cosmic Strings and Su-
perstrings”, arXiv:1603.01275 [astro-ph.CO];
C. Dvorkin, M. Wyman and W. Hu, “Cosmic String con-
straints from WMAP and the South Pole Telescope”,
Phys. Rev. D 84, 123519 (2011) [arXiv:1109.4947 [astro-
ph.CO]];
P. A. R. Ade et al. [Planck Collaboration], “Planck 2013
results. XXV. Searches for cosmic strings and other topo-
logical defects”, Astron. Astrophys. 571, A25 (2014)
[arXiv:1303.5085 [astro-ph.CO]].

[18] L. Hergt, A. Amara, R. Brandenberger, T. Kacprzak
and A. Refregier, “Searching for Cosmic Strings in
CMB Anisotropy Maps using Wavelets and Curvelets,”
arXiv:1608.00004 [astro-ph.CO];
J. D. McEwen, S. M. Feeney, H. V. Peiris, Y. Wiaux,
C. Ringeval and F. R. Bouchet, “Wavelet-Bayesian infer-

http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02317
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01075
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03295
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01860
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05369
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.4404
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9411342
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9310041
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0110348
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0110348
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.2856
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511646
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0511159
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.0931
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.5173
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.6637
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06685
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.06696
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9208247
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9307325
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9307325
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9810005
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9310001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.01275
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.4947
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.5085
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.00004


7

ence of cosmic strings embedded in the cosmic microwave
background,” arXiv:1611.10347 [astro-ph.IM].

[19] R. Ciuca and O. F. Hernandez, “A Bayesian Framework
for Cosmic String Searches in CMB Maps,” JCAP 1708,
no. 08, 028 (2017) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2017/08/028
[arXiv:1706.04131 [astro-ph.CO]];
R. Ciuca, O. F. Hernandez and M. Wolman, “A Con-
volutional Neural Network For Cosmic String Detection
in CMB Temperature Maps,” arXiv:1708.08878 [astro-
ph.CO].

[20] J. Silk and A. Vilenkin, “Cosmic Strings And Galaxy
Formation”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 1700 (1984);
M. J. Rees, “Baryon concentrations in string wakes at
z & 200: implications for galaxy formation and large-
scale structure”, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 222, 27
(1986);
T. Vachaspati, “Cosmic Strings and the Large-Scale
Structure of the Universe”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 1655
(1986);
A. Stebbins, S. Veeraraghavan, R. H. Brandenberger,
J. Silk and N. Turok, “Cosmic String Wakes”, Astro-
phys. J. 322, 1 (1987);
D. Cunha, J. Harnois-Deraps, R. Brandenberger,
A. Amara and A. Refregier, “Dark Matter Distribu-
tion Induced by a Cosmic String Wake in the Nonlinear
Regime,” arXiv:1804.00083 [astro-ph.CO].

[21] R. J. Danos, R. H. Brandenberger and G. Holder, “A
Signature of Cosmic Strings Wakes in the CMB
Polarization,” Phys. Rev. D 82, 023513 (2010)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.82.023513 [arXiv:1003.0905
[astro-ph.CO]].

[22] R. H. Brandenberger, R. J. Danos, O. F. Hernandez and
G. P. Holder, “The 21 cm Signature of Cosmic String
Wakes,” JCAP 1012, 028 (2010) doi:10.1088/1475-
7516/2010/12/028 [arXiv:1006.2514 [astro-ph.CO]].

[23] A. Vilenkin, “Cosmological Density Fluctuations Pro-
duced by Vacuum Strings”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 1169
(1981) Erratum: [Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 1496 (1981)].
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.46.1169, 10.1103/Phys-
RevLett.46.1496;
N. Turok and R. H. Brandenberger, “Cosmic Strings
And The Formation Of Galaxies And Clusters Of
Galaxies”, Phys. Rev. D 33, 2175 (1986);
H. Sato, “Galaxy Formation by Cosmic Strings”, Prog.
Theor. Phys. 75, 1342 (1986);
A. Stebbins, “Cosmic Strings and Cold Matter”, Ap. J.
(Lett.) 303, L21 (1986).

[24] M. Anthonisen, R. Brandenberger and P. Scott,
“Constraints on cosmic strings from ultracompact
minihalos,” Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 2, 023521 (2015)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.023521 [arXiv:1504.01410
[astro-ph.CO]].

[25] L. Lin, S. Yamanouchi and R. Brandenberger, “Effects of
Cosmic String Velocities and the Origin of Globular Clus-
ters,” JCAP 1512, no. 12, 004 (2015) doi:10.1088/1475-
7516/2015/12/004 [arXiv:1508.02784 [astro-ph.CO]];
A. Barton, R. H. Brandenberger and L. Lin, “Cos-
mic Strings and the Origin of Globular Clusters,”
JCAP 1506, no. 06, 022 (2015) doi:10.1088/1475-
7516/2015/06/022 [arXiv:1502.07301 [astro-ph.CO]].

[26] J. J. Blanco-Pillado, K. D. Olum and X. Siemens,
“New limits on cosmic strings from gravitational
wave observation,” Phys. Lett. B 778, 392 (2018)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.01.050 [arXiv:1709.02434

[astro-ph.CO]];
Z. Arzoumanian et al. [NANOGRAV Collaboration],
“The NANOGrav 11-year Data Set: Pulsar-timing
Constraints On The Stochastic Gravitational-wave
Background,” Astrophys. J. 859, no. 1, 47 (2018)
doi:10.3847/1538-4357/aabd3b [arXiv:1801.02617 [astro-
ph.HE]].

[27] J. H. MacGibbon and R. H. Brandenberger, “Gamma-
ray signatures from ordicosmic strings,” Phys. Rev. D
47, 2283 (1993) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.47.2283 [astro-
ph/9206003];
J. H. MacGibbon and R. H. Brandenberger, “High-
energy neutrino flux from ordinary cosmic strings,”
Nucl. Phys. B 331, 153 (1990); doi:10.1016/0550-
3213(90)90020-E
C. T. Hill, D. N. Schramm and T. P. Walker,
“Ultrahigh-Energy Cosmic Rays from Superconduct-
ing Cosmic Strings,” Phys. Rev. D 36, 1007 (1987);
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.36.1007
U. F. Wichoski, J. H. MacGibbon and R. H. Bran-
denberger, “High-energy neutrinos, photons and cos-
mic ray fluxes from VHS cosmic strings,” Phys. Rev.
D 65, 063005 (2002) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.063005
[hep-ph/9805419].

[28] O. F. Hernandez, “Wouthuysen-Field absorption trough
in cosmic string wakes,” Phys. Rev. D 90, no.
12, 123504 (2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.123504
[arXiv:1403.7522 [astro-ph.CO]];
R. Brandenberger, B. Cyr and T. Schaeffer, “On the Pos-
sible Enhancement of the Global 21-cm Signal at Reion-
ization from the Decay of Cosmic String Cusps,” JCAP
1904, 020 (2019) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/020
[arXiv:1810.03219 [astro-ph.CO]];
R. Brandenberger, B. Cyr and R. Shi, “Con-
straints on Superconducting Cosmic Strings from the
Global 21-cm Signal before Reionization,” JCAP
1909, 009 (2019) doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/009
[arXiv:1902.08282 [astro-ph.CO]];
S. Laliberte and R. Brandenberger, “Ionization from
cosmic strings at cosmic dawn,” Phys. Rev. D 101,
no. 2, 023528 (2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023528
[arXiv:1907.08022 [astro-ph.CO]].

[29] J. J. Blanco-Pillado, K. D. Olum and J. M. Wachter,
“Comparison of cosmic string and superstring models to
NANOGrav 12.5-year results,” arXiv:2102.08194 [astro-
ph.CO].

[30] R. Brandenberger, B. Cyr and A. V. Iyer, “Fast Ra-
dio Bursts from the Decay of Cosmic String Cusps,”
arXiv:1707.02397 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] R. H. Brandenberger and X. m. Zhang, “Anoma-
lous global strings and primordial magnetic
fields,” Phys. Rev. D 59, 081301 (1999)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.59.081301 [hep-ph/9808306].

[32] R. H. Brandenberger, “Probing Particle Physics from
Top Down with Cosmic Strings,” The Universe 1, no.
4, 6 (2013) [arXiv:1401.4619 [astro-ph.CO]].

[33] F. Shankar, “Black Hole Demography: From scaling rela-
tions to models,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 244001 (2013)
doi:10.1088/0264-9381/30/24/244001 [arXiv:1307.3289
[astro-ph.CO]].

[34] Z.-C. Chen, and Q.-G. Huang, “Merger Rate Distribu-
tion of Primordial Black Hole Binaries,” Astrophys. J.
864, 61 (2018), arXiv:1801.10327 [astro-ph.CO]
Y. Wu, “The Merger History of Primordial-Black Hole

http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.10347
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04131
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08878
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.00083
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.0905
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2514
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.01410
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.02784
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.07301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.02434
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.02617
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9206003
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9206003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9805419
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7522
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03219
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.08282
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.08022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08194
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02397
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9808306
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4619
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.3289
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.10327


8

Binaries”, Phys. Rev. D 101, 083008 (2020), doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.101.083008 arXiv:2001.03833 [astro-
ph.CO]

[35] B. Carr, K. Kohri, Y. Sendouda and J. Yokoyama, “Con-
straints on Primordial Black Holes,” arXiv:2002.12778
[astro-ph.CO];
D. Gaggero, G. Bertone, F. Calore, R. M. T. Con-

nors, M. Lovell, S. Markoff and E. Storm, “Search-
ing for Primordial Black Holes in the radio and X-
ray sky,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, no. 24, 241101 (2017)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.241101 [arXiv:1612.00457
[astro-ph.HE]].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.03833
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12778
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.00457

	I Introduction
	II Cosmic String Formation and Evolution
	III Eddington Accretion and Super-Massive Black Hole Formation
	IV Resulting Distribution of Intermediate Mass Black Holes
	V Conclusions and Discussion
	 Acknowledgement
	 References

