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Abstract

We estimate the probability distribution for the spins of the primordial black holes (PBHs) that formed
during an early matter-dominated era in the Universe. We employ the Zel’dovich approximation and focus
on the linear-order effect of cosmological perturbations which causes the tidal torque. Assuming that the
fluctuations obey Gaussian statistics, we apply the peak theory of random Gaussian variables to compute
the root mean square (RMS) and the probability distribution of the non-dimensional Kerr parameter a,
at their formation. The value of a, is evaluated through the angular momentum at the turn-around time.
We find that the RMS a, with a given amplitude of the fluctuation i decreases with the amplitude.
This behavior allows us to set the threshold value of the amplitude of the fluctuation through the under-
extremal condition @, < 1. Then we discuss the impact of spin and anisotropic collapse on the production
rate of PBHs. We find that, for oy < 1073 with oy being the square root of the variance of the fluctuation
at the horizon reentry, the suppression from the spin effect is dominant, while the effect of anisotropy
becomes more important for o > 1073, Since @, can be written as a function of v := Opk/oH, We can
obtain the probability distribution of @., P(a.), through the probability distribution of v characterized by
a given power spectrum of the fluctuation. P(a.) depends on oy and the parameter v that characterizes
the width of the power spectrum. It is shown that, in the parameter regions of our interests, substantial
values of PBH spins are expected in contrast to the PBH formation in a radiation-dominated universe.
For instance, with v = 0.6 and og = 0.1, P(a.) takes a maximum at a. ~ 0.25.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBHs) are black holes (BHs) that have formed in the early Universe. Recent
attention has been drawn to PBHs due to their potential role as components of dark matter and as a source
for binary black holes detected through gravitational waves . The observational constraints on their mass
and spin distributions would provide valuable insights into inhomogeneities in the early universe.

Among several mechanisms, the most well-explored scenario is the formation of PBHs through the grav-
itational collapse of primordial density fluctuations in the radiation-dominated (RD) era of the Universe [2].
Following the end of inflation, cosmological perturbations reenter the Hubble horizon and start to evolve.
In this scenario, when the amplitude of the fluctuation exceeds a threshold, the gravitational attractive
force overcomes the pressure gradient, and the perturbations grow to a non-linear regime, decoupling from
the background evolution (turn-around), ultimately leading to PBH formation. The formation and the
evaluation of PBH mass and spin in RD era have been explored in many researches .

While much research has been conducted on the RD era, there is also the possible existence of an early
matter-dominated (MD) epoch and the formation of PBHs during that era has recently gotten attention.
For example, at the end of inflation, the inflaton could undergo coherent oscillations, and the Universe can
be approximately regarded as an MD universe. PBH formation in the MD era was pioneered in Ref. .
While it has been anticipated that PBH formation in the MD era could be more efficient than in the RD era
due to the absence of pressure gradients that halt gravitational collapse, Ref. pointed out the importance
of the effect of anisotropy in gravitational collapse. In Ref. [13], the authors refined the discussion from
Ref. by incorporating the hoop conjecture and derived the production rate of PBHs considering
the effect of anisotropy. In addition, in Ref. , Harada et al. evaluated the angular momentum generated
by the tidal torque of the fluid and discussed its effect on PBH formation. In particular, they proposed
to set a threshold for density fluctuation by imposing that the spins of PBHs should be smaller than that
of the extremal Kerr black hole. They also discussed the effect of spin and anisotropy on the production
rate of PBHs and found that, for small values of oy, the suppression due to the spin is relevant, where 012{
represents the variance of the density fluctuation at the horizon reentry.

In Ref. , the typical absolute value of the angular momentum of the collapsing region has been
estimated by taking the ensemble average equally weighting all possible realizations. However, it is known



that higher peaks tend to have a more spherical shape according to the peak theory of random Gaussian
variables [16,/17]. Since the density perturbation must exceed a threshold value for PBH formation, the
correlation between the peak height and the angular momentum of the collapsing region must be taken
into account for a more accurate estimation of PBH spin. In this paper, we improve the analyses given
in Ref. [15] taking the conditional probability of parameters characterizing the shape of the density peak
with a given amplitude of the peak. For this purpose, we follow the methods in Refs. [18,/19], where the
angular momentum of galaxies was computed using the Zel’dovich approximation and the peak theory. The
evaluation of PBH spin using the peak theory was also discussed in some previous works for the RD era [9,20]
and the Universe dominated by a perfect fluid with the linear equation of state p = wp (0 < w < 1/3) [21].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [2] we briefly review linear perturbations in the context of
Newtonian gravity and introduce the Zel’dovich approximation. In Sec. [3] we derive expressions for the
angular momentum within a collapsing region around a peak of the density perturbation and then estimate
the ensemble average of the non-dimensional spin under a specific condition of the turn-around. The impact
of the threshold given by the under-extremal condition of the spin on the PBH abundance is discussed in
Sec. 4. The probability distribution function for the non-dimensional spin parameter is presented in Sec.
and the joint distribution for the mass and the spin parameter is discussed in Sec. [6] Sec.[7]is dedicated to
summarizing and discussing the findings. Throughout this paper, we use geometrized units in which both
the speed of light and Newton’s gravitational constant are unity, c = G = 1.

2 Cosmological perturbation theory in Newtonian gravity

In this section, we will briefly review cosmological perturbation theory within the framework of Newto-
nian gravity.

2.1 Basic equations and background solution

Basic equations are given as follows:

ap dr

- == = 2.1
4, (%) 0. (2.1)
d*7

I VA 2.2
dt2 Vi, ( )
AU = 47p. (2.3)

The first, second, and third equations are the continuity equation, the Euler equation, and the Poisson
equation, respectively. Here, 7, V7 and Az are the Fulerian coordinates, the derivative and Laplacian
operators for 7, respectively. We shall assume the background is homogeneous and isotropic, introduce the
scale factor a(t) and define the comoving coordinates by  := 7/a(t). Then, the equations (2.1]), and
can be rewritten as

. a

Pb + 35Pb =0, (2.4)
a 47

a_ Ar 25
. 3 /b (2.5)
AUy, = dmp, (2.6)



respectively. Here, p, and Wy, denote the energy density and the gravitational potential for the background,
respectively, and the dot denotes the time-derivative. These equations can be solved to yield

ppa® =: ny = Const., (2.7)
27
Uy, = ?Pbr2a (2.8)
N
a 8m K
Z) ==, = 2.9
<> A (2.9)

where K is a constant of integration corresponding to spatial curvature. In the following of this paper, we
shall assume that the background is flat and set K = 0. Combining Eqgs. (2.9)) and (2.7)), we obtain

a(t) = agt??, (2.10)
)= oy (2.11)

Here, we have fixed the integration constant for a(t) by a(0) = 0.

2.2 Eulerian perturbations and linear solutions

Let us discuss the linear perturbation around the background solutions (2.8), (2.10) and (2.11)). We
shall define the perturbations for the gravitational potential and the energy density as ¢ := ¥ — ¥y, and
0 := =L respectively. The equations can be written as

Pb

o a, 1 1
—tU+—t+—(@-V)i=—= 2.12
e + e + a(u V)i avw, (2.12)
0 1

2V i (60)] = 2.1
at5+a[v u+ V- (6u)] =0, (2.13)
Aty = 4 ppa’s, (2.14)

where V and A are the derivative and Laplacian operators for &, and we have defined the peculiar velocity

TIRES a% with D/dt being the time derivative along the motion of the fluid element. By expanding
Eqgs. (2.12) and (2.13)) to linear order with respect to v, 6 and @, we obtain
0 a 1
iy STy 2.15
0 1
254+ IV-4=0 2.16
In the Fourier space, we can solve the linear order equations as
L A_42/3 -1
615 = Akt + Byt (2.17)
T — ao 2 A41/3 _ By 8| 4 G2/ (2.18)
k- 02|37k k k ’ '
_ 2 a(g) —5/3
W = —gﬁ[A;+Bﬁt } (2.19)

where AE and By are constants for integration. k is the comoving Eulerian wave vector and Cl-; satisfies

k- C_% = 0. Here, we have added a bar to the Eulerian wave vector to distinguish it from that in the
Lagrangian frame, which we will introduce in the next subsection. We note that the density perturbation ¢
in Newtonian gravity is equivalent to that in the synchronous comoving gauge in relativistic cosmology.



2.3 Lagrange perturbations and the Zel’dovich approximation

In the previous subsection, we derived the linear perturbation solutions based on the Eulerian frame. In
this subsection, we discuss the linear perturbation equations and their solutions in the Lagrangian frame,
which will be predominantly used in this paper.

The Eulerian comoving coordinates # and the Lagrangian comoving coordinates ¢ are related by

where ﬁ(t,q) is referred to as the displacement vector, which represents the perturbation from the static
configuration of the fluid. From Eq. (2.15)), we obtain
D? - _aD < 1
—D+4+2-—D=—-——=V 2.21
dt? + a dt a? ¥ (2.21)
where we have used 4 = a%ﬁ.
Using the conservation of mass in a fixed volume, we can express the density perturbation in terms of
the displacement vector:

pd’% = pp(1 + 6)d>% = prd®q (2.22)

P JEN S (223)

aD;
det ((5@] + W)

Here, we have assumed that the mean value of the energy density can be approximated to be the background
value pp, and the value of p is equal to py, in the initial time of the evolution. Then, from Eq. (2.14]), we
obtain

1

Ay = drppa? | ————
oD;
det <5ij + dq,

(2.24)

In this paper, we will employ the Zel’dovich approximation. In this approximation, we assume that
the motions of fluid elements are determined by the gradient of the gravitational potential with respect to
the Lagrangian coordinates. This can be realized by solving the linearized equation for D to obtain the
linear growth of the displacement. Then, we shall extend the solution beyond the linear regime in terms of
the Eulerian density fluctuation, §(¢,#). Introducing the derivative operators Az and Vg for the Lagrange
coordinates ¢ and linearizing Eq. , we obtain

Aph(q) = —4mp,a®Vg- D, (2.25)

which can be solved as

a

2/3
T V(@) o 2, (2.26)

D (t7 q_) =
Let us note that 1y has been defined in Eq. (2.7). Under the Zel’dovich approximation, the density fluctuation
in the Lagrangian frame is given as

a

5(t,q) = Apb(t,§) = —Vg- D(t, ). (2.27)

41ng



3 Angular momentum and root mean square of spin at the turnaround

In this section, we define the angular momentum and the mass inside a collapsing region which contains
the peak of density fluctuation.

3.1 Angular momentum and spin parameter

In the Eulerian frame, angular momentum in a comoving volume V is given as
S = / d3Fpi x — (ax)

:/ a*d3Tpy (1 + 8(t, 7))ai x (afmf), (3.1)
1%

where p is energy density and py, denotes its background value. In the Lagrangian frame, in the first-order
of the displacement, the angular momentum can be computed as

gzpba4/d3cj’(cj+ 5) xa%(rj’ 5)
~ noa? /d3 (7% D), (3.2)

where we have used Eq. (2.26) and I" denotes the comoving volume in the Lagrange frame. Since our goal
is to estimate the PBH spin, we assume that the region of integration encloses a local density maximum
and fix the coordinates so that it is located at ¢ = 0. By using Eq. -, we can rewrite the components
of S as

St~ —not/rd?’q_’((j’x Vg{/}(q‘))l

A 52
~ —not i d3_’ gt 0
1o ejk(/r qq q)aqkaqlw ),
Si = ﬁotGijijlel. (33)

Here, we have expanded ¢ around the point ¢ = 0 up to the second order in ¢ and used a%kd)(()) =0, by

assuming that the wavelength of the fluctuation is larger than the length scale of the integrated region (See
Ref. [15] for the detailed discussion). We have defined the inertia tensor

V7 :—/d?’fquql, (3.4)
r
and the deformation tensor
62
Dy = . 3.5
kl ) k@q”“ ) ( )

From Eq. (3.3), we can see that the angular momentum grows linearly in time. In the following of this
paper, we shall take the coordinate axes of ¢* as the principal axes of V7 and thus V7! = 0 (j #1). Then,
we obtain

St o Doy (V3 — V), (3.6)
5% o Dy (VI — V3,
5% o Dyp (V2= V).



This relation means that the angular momentum is non-vanishing only if the lengths of the axes of the

ellipsoid are different, and the deformation tensor is misaligned with the direction of the principal axes of
i

q".
Hereafter, we assume that the gravitational potential v is a random Gaussian variable. Then, in the case
of linear approximation, all perturbative variables can be regarded as random Gaussian fields. Therefore,
we consider the density perturbation § as a Random Gaussian variable with the power spectrum satisfying
" 3e3 (7 )27
where k is the wave vector for the Lagrangian coordinates, and d; is the Fourier transform of the linear
density perturbation.
Let us assume that the whole overdensity region will collapse and fix the boundary of the region of
integration by the condition § = 0. By expanding § around ¢ = 0 up to the second order in ¢, we obtain

1 .
6 = Gpic— 502 > xild)? (3.10)
1=1,2,3

where dpk := 6|._g, and A; (i = 1,2,3) are the eigenvalues of —(;j/o2 with

0% = /dln kK2 P(k), (3.11)
0926
J aqzaq] (j‘:G ( )
Then, the boundary of the overdense region is given by an ellipsoid:

2 2 2

4 a2 a3

Af A3 A3
A2 =9%0Y i _ 19 14
P=2 2 (i=1.29) (3.14)

where we have defined v := d,x/0p. In the following, we shall assume that \; are ordered as A\ > Ay > A3.
Using Egs. (3.13]) and (3.14]), we obtain

L=z, (3.15)
Vit = / d*dql ¢
I
= %I‘diag(/@, A3, A3),
=: diag(i1, i2, i3), (3.16)

where we have defined the mean radius of the overdense region as o := (A1A2A3)1/ s,

Let us define the mass of the overdensity as the product of the background energy density and the
physical volume of the overdense region as

4m
M = ?pb(aro)?’ = I'np. (3.17)

Using this definition, we can introduce the non-dimensional Kerr parameter as
kl
SZ' - teijijlV

7= (3.18)

QAyi - —



3.2 Root mean square of spin

In the previous subsection, we derived analytical expressions for the angular momentum and spin (non-
dimensional Kerr parameter) generated by tidal torques within a closed region. In this subsection, we derive
the root mean square (RMS) value of the spin based on the peak statistics of fluctuations |16}(17] (See
App. [Al for a brief review).

The squared spin

2
aZ = ala,; = <r2t> €ijk€imn V"V Dy Dy (3.19)
70

depends on the Gaussian variables via V¥ and D;j. Thus, we shall consider their correlation. According to
the peak theory, the statistical profile of the off-diagonal part of D;; is independent of that of (v, A;) (See
Eq. ) From Egs. and , we see that I' and V¥ depend only on \;. Thus, we can take
the ensemble average of the products of the off-diagonal components of the deformation tensor Dj;D,,, and
that of the other part separately. The ensemble average of D;; Dy, can be calculated as (See Eq. )

2

1 _
(DijDii)w; = 157 (Ampra?o0)? (Sidj1 + 6idjk + 6ij0k1)

=: (6051 + 0105 + 0i0k1), (3.20)

where the notation < . >w_ denotes the ensemble average over w;, the normalized off-diagonal part of D;;
(see App. [A for the explicit definition of w;). We have also defined
ot

v = (3.21)

0-00-2’

which characterizes the width of the power spectrum of the gravitational potential. Then, the average of
the squared spin over D;; can be expressed as

2 kly/ns
t VEYy
a3 = <a§>wi = <770> €ijk€imn g D (6jmbis + 0s01m + 6j10ms)

[t 2q)3vjlvjl—(vjj)2
-~ \no I

2 2
_of L) gtk (3.22)
70 r4

where pq := 141 + 0 + ¢35 and po 1= 919 + i9i3 + i301.

For the further evaluation, it would be useful to normalize the spin at the horizon reentry time ¢y
satisfying a(tg)ro = H(tg)~'. From this relation we find (arg)? = 3Mty(t/ty)*? and oy = on(t/ty)??
with oy := oo(tr). Therefore, we can express the squared spin as

22.3 t\?
G=25t0- (L) e (3.23)
H

where we have defined the non-dimensional quadrupole moment

2[u2 — 3
Q= M (3.24)



We see that () is a function of the shape parameters \; around the density peak and can be written as

_ A(€>p)1/2 o 2 21 2 2 — (1 _ 2 0.2
Qle,p) = \@B(e EER Ale,p) = (p(1 +p))* + 3e*(1 — 6p + 2p® + 3¢?), B(e,p) := (1 —2p)((1 + p)* — 9¢?),
(3.25)

_/\1—)\3 p‘_)\1—2)\2—|—)\3

=AM+ X+ : :
T 1+ A2+ A3, e o o7

(3.26)

Let us further perform averaging over \; with the value of v fixed as follows:

_ 2-31/2 t

ax(v) = 3z Vv 1 — 920y <tH> (@), (3.27)
where <Q2>5\_|V is the ensemble average of Q? over N = (z,e,p) with fixed v,

(@5, = [ dodedpQ?e.p)P(w.e.plv), (3.28)

with P(z,e,p|v) being the conditional peak probability for A\; with fixed v (See App. [A] for the specific
expression).
The v dependence of <Q2> Sl is shown in Fig. |1l The blue and yellow curves denote the cases with v = 0.6

and 0.8, respectively. We can see that, <Q2> Sl decreases monotonically with v, and the value at v = 0 gets

larger for a larger value of 7. In the figure, we have also plotted the fitted lines , /<Q2>5\,|V = (av+1)/(bv?+
cv +d) as the dashed curves. Fitted parameters are determined as (a, b, ¢,d) = (—0.0051,0.028,0.041, 0.82)
for v = 0.6 and (a,b,c,d) = (0.014,0.047,0.042,0.71) for v = 0.8, respectively. From that, we find that

*/<Q2>X|u can be approximated as a linear function of v for v < 1, whereas */<Q2>X\u ~ 1/v for v >

1. That behavior in the large v regime can be analytically evaluated as follows: according to the peak
theory [164/17], for v > 1, we have

0t =0 -
i 3(1—{—61), EZ—O<’W/>. (3.29)

Substituting this into Egs. (3.25) and (3.28)), we observe that

Q- 0<1>, (3.30)

YV

\/m20<71,,>’ (3.31)

at the leading order in 1/~yv.

3.3 Root mean square of spin at the turnaround

As we have seen in the previous section, the value of a, also depends on time, and thus we need to specify
the evaluation time. In this paper, we shall assume that the duration of the early MD era is longer than
the time interval from the horizon reentry to the turn-around of the fluctuation, and we will evaluate the
spin at the turn-around time t;,. The turn-around time t, is a time when the collapsing region decouples
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Figure 1: The values of , /<Q2> Sl 8 functions of v. The solid curves denote the results of the numerical

integration ([3.28)) for v = 0.6 (blue) and 0.8 (yellow). Fitted functions (av+1)/(bv?*+cv+d) are also depicted
as dashed curves. The green and red dashed curves correspond to v = 0.6 and 0.8 cases, respectively.

from the background expansion of the universe, and the mass and the total angular momentum remain
conserved after that. While there is no definitive criterion for identifying the turn-around time for growing
non-spherical overdensities, we shall define it by referring to the results for spherical collapse based on the
relativistic cosmological dust model (See App. [B| for the derivation) as (B.8)

tn 37 (5 —3/2
fa 2R (2 . 3.32
tg 4 (3VUH> ( )

We shall note that we have assumed that vop < 1 to derive this equation.
Then we obtain

2234 /3712 o

ag\‘t:tta ~ 56 <4> (1- 72)0H1Q2V 3, (3.33)

and thus

_ 23237 _1/2 _
G li—t,, = = /1 — "}/QO'Hl/ (@) x v 3/2 (3.34)

where we have used the relation . Hereafter, we omit the subscript ¢ = t;, unless it is needed. It is
worth noting that the further v dependence of v~3/2 appeared from the v dependence of the turn-around
time t;,. We also observe that @, includes the factor /1 — 2, reflecting the statistical properties of the
deformation tensor. Since 7 characterizes the width of the power spectrum, this implies that the value of
the spin a, is smaller for narrower power spectra.

The v dependence of the spin a, is depicted in Fig. [2. We can observe that a, decreases monotonically
with v. This result reflects the fact that the non-spherical effect around the density peak is more crucial for
smaller v. We find that, with fixed v, a smaller value of o1 gives a larger value of a,. This can be understood
as follows: the smaller oy is, the longer time is needed for the fluctuation from the horizon reentry to the
turn-around as is seen from Eq. , and thus the larger the angular momentum grows due to the tidal

10
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------- HYKN (¢ = 1,04 = 0.1)
------- HYKN (¢ = 1,01 = 0.05)
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Figure 2: The plot of a, for v = 0.6. The blue, orange, and green curves denote the cases with oy = 0.1,
0.05 and 0.01, respectively. The black horizontal line denotes the critical value of the PBH spin a, = 1. The
red, purple, and yellow dotted lines are the values of the spin parameter evaluated using Eq. with
q =1 and og = 0.1, 0.05 and 0.01, respectively.

torque. We also find that a, > 1 for small v. For example, with v = 0.6, a, > 1 for v < 1.0 and v < 1.9
with o = 0.1 and 0.01, respectively. In these regions of v, we suppose that the centrifugal force of the
matter is so significant that PBHs cannot form. Instead, rapidly rotating minihalos would likely develop.

At the end of this subsection, let us compare our result with that in the previous work [15]. In Ref. [15],
the RMS of the spin parameter has been evaluated as

(a2)V/? = g\/gqaf, (;;) | (3.35)

Here, although the definition of ¢ is originally the same as () in this paper, it has been treated as a constant
parameter in Ref. [15]. Since the peak statistics is not taken into account in Ref. [15], no v dependence
exists in the expression . There is another crucial difference in the estimation of the turnaround time
between our estimation and that in Ref. [15]. In Ref. [15], the spin parameter is estimated at the time

t = (tw) = tuog"’ >, (3.36)
when (62)1/2 = 1. Then, the RMS was computed as
2 /3 )
<ai>1/2‘t:(tm) =5\ 5%%H 2, (3.37)

That is to say, in Ref. [15], all possible configurations have been taken into account with the same weight-
ing, and the v-dependence of the spin parameter is simply neglected. The values of the spin parameter
(af>1/ 2|t:<tm> with ¢ = 1 are depicted in Fig. as dotted lines. From the figure, we can see the significant
difference in the v (in)dependence of the spin value, while its oy dependence is the same for both cases
which is obvious from Eqs. (3.27) and (3.37).

11



4 Threshold and PBH production rate

From the expression (3.34]), we may introduce the threshold value v, for the PBH formation based on
the following condition

ax (V) < ax(vn) = 1. (4.1)

5—\ T 3 :‘
Eoo y=06 0.30}
ab v=07 1 0.25]
; y=08 :
3r N e HYKNG=1 7 0'205
Vih IS HYKN (¢ = 0.5) Hth 0.15¢
i 0.10}

hi } ~ ’ 0.05: :

of | | -""""""-~--'33‘3331:::======; 000~ | | |

-2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 -2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0

logy on logyo o

Figure 3: The threshold of the amplitude of the density fluctuation vy, (left) and g ¢ (right) for the PBH
formation. The blue, orange, and green lines denote the case with v = 0.6,0.7, 0.8, respectively. The red
and purple dotted curves denote the threshold value determined by Eq. with ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 0.5,
respectively.

In the left panel of Fig. 3 the op; dependence of the threshold of the normalized amplitude 14y, is shown.
We observe that a larger oy gives a smaller 14y, which can be understood from the fact that a, aﬁl/ 2
and that a, decreases with v. We can also see the v dependence of the threshold value through the factor
Vv1—22 in Eq. . For the monochromatic spectrum case (v = 1), angular momentum cannot be
generated for the following reason. From (A.20), we see that P, (@) — dp(&) as v — 1 where §p denotes
the Dirac’s delta function. This implies that only the configuration with @ = 0 is allowed, resulting in no
angular momentum being generated from the first-order effect that we are considering in this paper. In more
general, we can see that, for a fixed value of oy, a larger value of v, namely, a narrower power spectrum,
gives a smaller threshold. The threshold in terms of the density fluctuation at the horizon reentry, oy tn, is
depicted in the right panel of Fig. @ We can observe that dg ¢, is not constant and grows monotonically
with og. This differs from the threshold for the spherical PBH formation against the pressure gradient in
an RD universe [2,5H8.[22H24].

Here, let us clarify the difference between our threshold estimation and that in Ref. [15]. In Ref. [15],
inspired by Eq. , the following equation was hypothetically assumed:

2 _
KN — 5\/§q5H1/2. (4.2)

Then the threshold value was estimated as

3. 22
O = g5 (4.3)

12



We plot the value of 65}&“ and Vﬁlﬁm = 51}{1?&“/01{ with ¢ = 1 and 0.5 in Fig. 3| as dotted curves.

Comparing (55?1{1\1 with our result shown in Fig. |3 one can find a crucial difference in the oy dependence

of the threshold value, which will significantly affect the abundance estimation.

By using the threshold value, let us consider the impact on the PBH abundance. We basically follow
the same procedure adopted in Ref. [15] incorporating our estimation of the threshold. In Ref. |15], the
production rate of the PBHs was calculated by

o) & B R )
Bo :/0 dd/_ dﬁ/_ d70[6u(a, B,7) — Sum0[L — h(a, B, 7)]w(d, 8,7), (4.4)

where &, 8 and 7 are the eigenvalues of —%? L

h are defined by [25] ’

at the horizon reentry which satisfies @ > 8 > 7, and w and

B 27
8v/5m(on//5)8

exp [—5(0;/)’\/5)2{&2 PR - (6B B&wd)H

(@ —B)(B—3)(F — a)dadBdy, (4.5)

) : (4.6)

respectively. Here, E is the complete elliptic integral of the second kind. We can see from Eq. that
density fluctuation at the horizon reentry can be written as dy ~ & + 3 + 5. Besides the first step function
to introduce the threshold due to the angular momentum, we have introduced the second step function for
h to impose the condition h(a, B,i) < 1, which is the condition for the ellipticity introduced in Ref. |13]
based on the hoop conjecture |14].

In Fig. [ the production rate Sy with v = 0.6 and v = 0.8 are depicited. Here, we have substituted the
obtained threshold by the condition into d0p ¢n. The blue and the green dashed lines denote the result
of the numerical integration and its semianalytic formula for oy < 1 [15],

5vVEmt o Ot h O 4
Bo =~ 6 E—S 0'%[ exp —20’12{ , (4.7)

respectively. Here, E ~ 1.182 and we have neglected the condition of the ellipticity in calculating Eq. (4.7).
In Fig. 4] the production rate without imposing the threshold from the spin [13]

w(&,ﬁ,’y) =

and

a —

h(a,B,fy) =207 0l o (5‘_5

9] a _ 8 - ~
Py~ /O da /_ i /_ 3001 = B, 3,6 5,5) = 0.055560F (4.8)

is also plotted by the gray dashed curve.

We can see that with v = 0.6 for o > 1073, the production rate can be fitted well by the gray dashed
line, the rate considering only anisotropy . On the other hand, for oy < 1073, the rate is strongly
suppressed compared with P,;, which implies that the effect of the threshold from the spin dominates. In
the case with v = 0.8, the effect of spin begins to become significant at a slightly smaller value of oy
(o S4x1074).
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Let us clarify how the difference between oy ¢, and 55}%{1\] affects the PBH abundance estimation. As
is shown in Fig. [4] for relatively small oy, the suppression of the PBH abundance due to the spin effect is
much weaker in our case compared to that in Ref. [15], which are depicted as the dotted curves in the figure.
This difference originates from the oy dependence of dp 1y explicitly shown in Fig. [3, which is induced by

the difference between the expressions (3.34) and (3.37). It would be worth noting that we have employed
the peak statistics in Eq. (3.27) and properly taken into account the amplitude dependence of the turn-

around time in Eq. (3.32). As a result, the ensemble average of Q2 obeys , /<Q2>5\,|V x 1/v for v > 1 (See
Eq. (3.31))), and thus we can roughly estimate that

/1 — A2 2N\ 1B
G (tea) ~ calvva;/%*/?, v~ O35 (Z]) oy'”, (4.9)

in that regime. Here, C, is a constant. Therefore, by substituting Eq. (4.9) into Eq. (4.7]), we obtain

cal® 1—~2 2/5 —2/5

On the other hand, for Egs. (3.35) and (4.2)), which are taken from Ref. |15], the amplitude dependence
of the turn-around time and q were ignored. Consequently, the threshold of the amplitude was given in
Eq. (4.3) and the abundance (4.7]) could be approximated by

Bo ~ exp . (4.10)

Bo ~ exp (—0.005¢c?), (4.11)

which was much more suppressed than (4.10)) for o < 1.

1 — Nonsphericity+Spin (Numerical)

Spin (Semianalytic)

ok ‘ | 1 ‘ ‘ 30k ‘ | 1 ‘ ‘
10°° 107 0.001  0.010  0.100 1 10°° 10 0.001  0.010  0.100 1
OH OH

Figure 4: Production rate for PBHs with v = 0.6 and v = 0.8. The blue curve, the green dashed curve
line, and the gray dashed curve denote the production rate in which both the effects of the spin and the
non-spherical collapse are considered , the semi-analytic formula , the rate in which only the non-
spherical effect is considered , respectively. The suppression of the rate due to the effect of spin can
be seen for oy < 1072 and oy < 4 x 107 for v = 0.6 and 0.8, respectively. The dotted curves denote the
production rates for PBH with (51}{11{}}10\I being substituted into dy, with ¢ = v/2 (red), 1 (purple) and
0.5 (yellow), respectively. 7
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5 Spin distribution function

Since we have defined RMS a, as a function of v, we can obtain the probability distribution for the spin
P(a,) by solving a4 (v) = a, for v and substituting it into the number density for the density peak, Npk . (v),
as

dv

P(C_L*)dC_L* 08 pk,l/(y(d*)) da,

da, (5.1)

up to the normalization constant. See Eq. for the expression and interpretation of Npk . (V).

Here we have a few points to note about the distribution function P(a.). In the derivation of a., we have
taken ensemble averages over w; and \;, with v being fixed. Therefore, this RMS a, should be interpreted as
the typical value of spin averaged over the second spatial derivatives \; of the density fluctuation around the
peak with a fixed amplitude v. Without the average, the distribution function should depend on the second
spatial derivatives. Namely, in the probability distribution P(a.), the dependence on the variance does not
appear explicitly. Additionally, for the evaluation of P(a.), we neglect the influence of ellipticity on the
PBH formation criterion. If the condition of ellipticity were taken into account, cases with large ellipticity
might be selectively eliminated E|, and the distribution in large spin regions could be further suppressed.
Nevertheless, we may expect that P(a.) helps understand the qualitative behavior of the spin distribution.

The probability distribution of spin P(a.) is shown in Fig.[5| We can see that, for v = 0.8, the distribution
has a maximum at the subcritical value of spin. For instance, P(a,) takes maximum at a, = 0.15 and 0.45 for
og = 0.1 and 0.01, respectively. From Eq. , we can see that the value of a, is a monotonic decreasing
function of v. Therefore the existence of the peak in the distribution function P(as) originates from the
functional form of Nk, (v). Since the value of a, is a monotonic decreasing function of v, the position of
the maximum of P(a.) decreases when the maximum position of My , is larger. As we show in Fig. [7] the
position of the maximum of My ,(V), Vmax, increases with 4. Thus, for a narrow power spectrum, P(ay)
takes a maximum at a smaller value of a..

! According to our formulation, the formal expression for the probability distribution of the dimensionless spin parameter a.
can be given by

a(m X, @, D, zﬁc)

P(as)da, o [ / Npk,g(u, X, 10, ﬁB,ﬁc)ddedﬁBdﬁce[1 — h(a, @, ﬁB,ﬁc)] da, (5.2)

8(a*, X, 1@, ﬁB,ﬁC)
up to the normalization constant. See Eq. (A.13)) for the definition of Npk.9 (V, X7, Dp, ch). We have also used the fact that
the ellipticity (&, B, %) can be expressed in terms of (a«, W, 153, f)c), because the ellipticity parameters can be expressed in terms
of (W, Da,Ps, D) and the distribution of D4 is identical to that of v, which can be replaced with a, through the expression
a? = a2 (V, X7 @, Ds, f)c) implicitly given by (3.19). The integration with respect to the parameters X, @, Dp and Dg¢ is quite
cumbersome because the integrand is dependent on all parameters. Thus we evaluate the probability distribution of the mean

value a. instead of performing the octuple integral.

2In Ref. [15], from the expression (#.2), the authors assumed that (aEYKN)_Q obey a Gaussian distribution. Even with this

treatment, we may have a maximum in al'Y¥N < 1 if we take g smaller.
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Figure 5: The probability distribution of spin P(a) for v = 0.6 (upper left), v = 0.7 (upper right) and
~v = 0.8 (lower). Each graph is normalized by its maximum value. With oy = 0.1 and v = 0.8, the P(a,)
peaks at a, < 1, while the other cases have peak at a, = 1.
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6 Joint probability

Let us derive a joint probability distribution of non-dimensional mass and spin induced by the overdensity.
We shall define the dimensionless mass parameter as

M 32
moe M 8<”> _r 6.1)
M, gk B(e,p)
where
4
M* = gnoRi (6'2)

is the reference mass. R, = /301 /o9 is the parameter that characterizes the length scale of fluctuation.
Although we do not specify the explicit value of M,, it can be obtained once one fixes the power spectrum
and the energy density in the early MD era.

By solving Eqgs. and with ¢t = ty, for v and = as v = v(ay, m,e,p), x = z(ay,m,e,p) and
integrating over e and p, we can obtain the joint probability as

1/4 e 1/4 e -1
P(ay,m)dayxdm = / de/ dp+/ de/ dp | Npka(v, z, e, p) ‘M’m)‘ daydm, (6.3)
0 —e 1/2 3e—1 (v, x)

where Npka(v,z,e,p) is a comoving number density for the density peak with (v, z,e,p) (See App. [A] for
detail). Here, we have restricted the range of the integration so that the condition Ay > As > A3 > 0 will be
satisfied.

The contours of the joint probability distribution for mass and spin are plotted in Fig. [f] We have
restricted the range of the spin to ay < 1 in our analysis, focusing on estimating the PBH spin, and the
joint probability is normalized by its maximum value in that domain. We observe that with og = 0.1,
the maximum values of the joint distribution are realized around a) = 0.25 and a) = 0.1 for v = 0.6 and
~ = 0.8, respectively, consistently with the findings in the previous section. The distribution around the
maximum sharpens with increasing values of o or 7. The tendency also agrees with the result for P(a.) in
the previous section. Concerning the mass, we do not observe significant dependence of the position of the
maximum on oy or 7. In all cases shown in Fig. @ P(ay, m) takes a maximum around m = 3.5. However,
the sharpness of the distribution around this maximum increases with larger oy or -y, similar to the result
for the distribution of a,. Furthermore, we note that when oy and « are fixed, the probability distribution
decreases relatively mildly when either ay or m is held constant while the other increases from the peak
position. In contrast, the slope is steeper when both a) and m increase simultaneously. Thus, we anticipate
that the probability of PBHs having both large mass and spin simultaneously is suppressed. This tendency
is more pronounced for a narrower power spectrum and a larger variance of the fluctuation.

7 Summary and discussion

In this paper, we have evaluated the linear-order effect of the spin generation for primordial black holes
(PBHs) formed in a matter-dominated (MD) universe. We followed the method in Ref. [19]. Specifically,
we employed the Zel’dovich approximation and assumed that the perturbative variables can be treated
as random Gaussian fields in the linear order. Then we applied the peak theory of random Gaussian
variables [16,/17].
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We calculated the first-order contribution of the perturbation on the non-dimensional Kerr parameter
inside a collapsing region around a peak of density perturbation. Then we evaluated the root mean square
(RMS) a. of the spin, which is defined as an ensemble average over the second spatial derivatives of the
density perturbation and that of the gravitational potential, at the turn-around time t¢;,. We found that the
RMS decreases with v := dpk/on, where di is the amplitude of the fluctuation and oy is the root-mean-
square deviation of the density fluctuation at the horizon reentry. Additionally, we also found @ (t¢a) o Uﬁl/ 2
with a fixed value of v. This behavior can be attributed to the fact that smaller initial fluctuations require a
longer time to the turn-around and the growth of their spin can last for a longer time until the turn-around.

We derived the PBH formation threshold for the density fluctuation at the horizon reentry, denoted as
01 th, based on the non-extremal condition @ (0 ¢n) < 1. In contrast with the PBH formation in a radiation-
dominated (RD) universe, the obtained threshold depends on oy and increases monotonically with oy, and
takes op ¢nh ~ 0.1 for og = 10~ L.

By combining the threshold derived from the hoop conjecture [13,/14], we examined the impact of angular
momentum and anisotropic collapse on the production rate of PBHs. We found that, with v = 0.6 and 0.8,
the suppression on the PBH abundance due to the spin effect is stronger compared to that of the anisotropic
collapse for o < 1072 and o < 4 x 1074, respectively. Therefore, we conclude that the effect of the
threshold obtained from the angular momentum on the production rate is effective when the variance of the
fluctuation at the horizon reentry is sufficiently small, and this tendency weakly depends on the value of ~.
We also compared these results with those in Ref. |15, where correlations of independent variables associated
with the peak theory are not taken into account, and the turn-around time is determined independently
of v. Consequently, we found that the suppression of the PBH abundance is considerably weakened in our
improved estimation.

By using the expression of a, as a function of v, we transformed the probability density of v given by
Npk,v(v) into the probability density of a., P(as). Then we found that P(a.) typically has a maximum in
ax = O(1071) for oy = O(1072) — O(1071), depending on the value of y, which characterizes the width of
the power spectrum. This result implies that, in an MD universe, PBHs can have a larger spin value than
the typical value O(1073) in an RD universe |9]. We also computed the joint probability distribution for
the dimensionless mass and spin of PBH, denoted as P(ay, m). We also found that the distribution around
the peak position of P(ay, m) gets sharper for larger values of oy and ~.

While we have investigated the probability distribution of the PBH spin in an MD era and its impact on
the PBH abundance, there are still aspects that require further exploration. We have compared the effect of
spin on PBH production with that of anisotropic collapse. In discussing the effect of anisotropic collapse, we
assumed the configuration overdensity at the horizon reentry to be spherical, neglecting the effect of initial
non-sphericity. We have also neglected the effect of ellipticity on the PBH formation on the evaluation of
the probability distribution of the spin. Furthermore, other mechanisms such as inhomogeneity [26] and
velocity dispersion [27] could affect PBH formation in an MD universe. A comprehensive comparison of spin
effects with other factors on the production rate of PBHs also awaits further investigation.
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A Peak theory for random Gaussian fields

In this appendix, we review the peak theory for random Gaussian fields [164/17]. We shall consider the
following quantities as random variables following a Gaussian distribution.

V; = {5, (51',51']‘,{)1']'}. (Al)
Here, we have defined
06
(57; = A2
oq (A.2)
9%
= A.

. D;; 1 [ &Pk kikj . g
Djji=—— = e A4
J 4w praog o / (2m)3 k2 k€ (A4)

The joint probability for these 16 variables is written as

1 1 _ _
W&%:ex?—%—%MﬂV~V]wW A5
) (2m)8v/det M P 2( ) K (V= i) (A.5)

where M;; := (V;V;) is the correlation function and V; denotes the mean value of V;. The non-zero correla-
tions are given as

(0%) =3 <57§11> =5 <75%1> =15 <1~7117522> = =0y, (A.6)
_ _ 5 ~ _ ~ _ _ a%
(0011) = —(0101) = 3 <5117311> =5 <(512D12> == (A.7)
2
o
(0%1) = 3(011022) = 3(079) = -+ = 32 (A.8)
Changing the variables as
1 1 1
x:=——(611 + 022+ 033), y:=—-—(011 —033), =z:=—-—(011 — 2022 + I33), (A.9)
02 209 209
o0 o1 o9
~ 1/~ ~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ - 1 ~ ~ ~
Dy = U—O(Du + Doy + 1333>, Dp := T‘O<DH - 1733), Dc = %(Dn — 2D +D33>, (A.11)
D D D
w1 = _ﬁv w2 = _ia w3 = _ﬁv (A12)
oo oo o0

we can find that <1~7 AI/> — 1, which means tnat D is perfectly correlated with v and thus, we drop D4. In

the following, we shall diagonalize d;; and denote their eigenvalues as A;.
According to Refs. |16}/17], by imposing the conditions for the peak, §; = 0 and A; > 0, the comoving

number density of the density peak with (1/, X, W, Dpg, 250> being within infinitesimal ranges can be obtained
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as

3
Noteo (y, X, 1@, D, ﬁc)ddedwdﬁBd@C - A<"2> exp(—Q3) A AeAs(A2 — A3) (A1 — A3) (A1 — Ao)dvddwdDydDe,

01
(A.13)
3 311/255
A= , A.14
DTB/21/2(1 — 23 (A.14)
~ 2 ~ 2
_ 2 5<DB — y*y) 15(DC — zfy) 2 2 2
o N Clul ) MR T TS AV Y I it we by (A.15)
17,}/2 7,}/2 1772 1772

In the following, we will use the notation (1/, X, @, Dpg, 150) to denote the values at the peaks.

As long as we focus on evaluating the spins without considering the conditions of ellipticity of the
fluctuation, the statistical properties of Dp and D¢ can be ignored because the spins are independent of
them. By integrating Dp and D¢, we obtain

_ -~ . B -
N <u, )\,w) dvdXdis = —5 exp(=Qu) F(\dvdXd, (A.16)
. o 5. 39/254 27
R. := \/5;2, B:= PR3 (1 )2 F() = - MA0As(h = Ag) (M = Az)(A1 = Aa), (A.17)
)2 2 2 2
20Quim vt BTV g2 g2 qg Wit Wt (A.18)
1— 2 1—~2
By changing the variables as X = i := (x,p, e), which are given by
AL — A AL — 2\ + A
$:)\1+)\2+)\3> €= - 37 pzl—m7 (A19)
2z 2z
we obtain
Npk (1/, i, u_f) dvd\did = Nk (W) dib x Ny 4 (v, e,p)dydi. (A.20)
Here, we have defined
15 3/2
Nok,w (W) di = (27T(1—’Y2)> exp(—Qqy)dw, (A.21)
- 3255/2 23 B -
Noka(v, @, e, p)dvd) = G ) exp(—Q4>W(e,p)dVd>\a (A.22)

2 2 2
wi + wj + w3 ~ )
—= 2 2@y :=
=2 Qu:=v"+ =

(z — V’Y)Q ) 2 (22
~———5— +52°(3e" +p°), W(e,p) =e(e” —p°)B(e,p). (A.23)

2Qy =15
From this expression, we see that the distribution of & is independent of that of v and A. Then, we can
obtain [19]

2

w; = 1757(477,@)@200)2(5%5]'1 + 010k + 0i0k1)- (A.24)

(D;; D)
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We can determine the number density with height v by integrating Npk(v, z,e,p) over 0 < z < oo, and
integrating over p and e within the following range:
1 1 1
Ogegzand—egpge, degiand&z—lgpge. (A.25)
Here, the restriction of the integration domain of x corresponds to the requirement that the peak should be
a local maximum: Az > 0. After the integration, we obtain the differential density of peaks in the range of
v and v + v

1 2 e 1 (x — ’}/Z/)Q
No, (V)dy o< —e ”/2/ d:nfa:exp[— dv, A.26
R o )[27r(1 — )2 2(1 =77 (420
_(2® - 3) 5\ /2 5\ 2 \'2[(312% 8\ _sess . (2 8\ _sarpo
f(x) = 5 erf 5 x| + erf 5 5 + B 1 +5 e + 5 % )¢ ,
(A.27)
and the distribution for the conditional probability for X with fixed v can be defined as
Pz, e,ply) = Mot T:€,P) (A.28)

Npk,v(”)

In Fig. [, Npk,(v) for several values of «y is shown. It is observed that Npk, () has a maximum at some
value vpax > 0, which reflects the fact that there is a correlation between v and z: (vx) = . From Fig.
we can see that vmax and the value of My, (Vmax) increase as 7 increases.

It is worth noting that, since the conditions for density peaks (§; = 0 and A; > 0) were imposed in its

derivation (See Ref. [16,[17] for detail), Npk (V, A, 15) can be interpreted as a probability distribution function

for peaks that may collapse into PBHs, up to normalization. Therefore, in Sec. [§]and Sec. [6], we compute the
PBH spin distribution and the joint distribution for PBH mass and spin using Npx 4(v, z, €, p) and Npy ,, (v),
respectively.

0.5 § —y=0.6]
: N=07
0.4; v=08]
0.3} ]
Nok,w (V) [ ]
0.2} ]
0.1} .
OO}\ I I P N I L \7
0 1 2 3 4 5

Figure 7: The probability distribution of the number density of the peak Ny, (v) for v = 0.6 (blue), 0.7
(orange) and v = 0.8 (green).
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B Turn-around time

In this section, we derive the turn-around time for a spherical overdensity based on the discussion in
Ref. |27]. First, let us introduce a closed FLRW universe filled with dust fluid as a model for the overdensity.
The Friedmann equation can be written as

Qmum<““m>3+(1_QmuH»<ﬁg?)17 B.1)

H%(t) = H*(tn) o)

where we have chosen the horizon reentry time as a reference time and 2, := 38% is the density parameter
for the dust fluid. The spatial curvature can be defined by
K := (Qun(tu) — 1)(aH (tn))? > 0. (B.2)
Eq. (B.1]) can be solved to give a parameterized solution
a(t) Qo (ta)
= 1 —cos#), B.3
at) ~ 2@t - Y 3
Qm (tH) .
t(0) = 0 —sinf), B.4
where the parameter 6 is related to the conformal time 7 with § = VK.
By using Eq. (2.9) with K =0 and
3
p=—H?Q,,, (B.5)
8

we can see that the density fluctuation at the horizon reentry satisfies
H(tu)
Hy, (tu)

Note that this relation is valid for any choice of gauge. In the synchronous comoving gauge, the density
fluctuation is given by

2
(&my+n( ) = Q). (B.6)

Sotn) = g(sUH@H) _ g(Qm(tH) _, (B.7)

where dc and dypg denote the density fluctuation in the comoving slicing and the uniform Hubble slicing,
respectively. Here we have used the relation between perturbations in different slicing conditions derived
with the long-wavelength approximation [22].

The turnaround time can be defined as the time of the maximum expansion, denoted as t, := t(6 = 7).
Assuming that d(ty7) < 1, we can compute it as

i <5WH> o (B.8)

Here, we have used the relation d¢(ty) = vop.
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