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Primordial black holes (PBHs) from the early Universe that can contribute to dark matter (DM)
abundance have been linked to gravitational wave observations. Super-massive black holes (SMBHs)
at the centers of galaxies are expected to modify distribution of DM in their vicinity, and can result
in highly concentrated DM spikes. We revisit PBH merger rates in the presence of DM spikes,
tracking their history. We find novel peaked structure in the redshift-evolution of PBH merger rates
at low redshifts around z ∼ 5. These effects are generic and are present for distinct PBH mass
functions and spike profiles, and also can be linked to peaked structure in redshift evolution of star
formation rate. Redshift evolution characteristics of PBH merger rates can be distinguished from
astrophysical black hole contributions and observable with gravitational waves, enabling them to
serve as probes of DM in galactic centers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Primordial black holes (PBHs) could have formed in
the early Universe and contribute to abundance of dark
matter (DM) (see e.g. [1–3] for review). Recent gravi-
tational wave (GW) detections by LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
(LVK) have been linked to stellar-mass black holes of
primordial origin (e.g. [4–8]). Such PBHs can contribute
to a substantial fraction of DM mass density fPBH =
ΩPBH/ΩDM as suggested by various complementary con-
straints including gas heating in dwarf galaxies [9–11],
cosmic microwave background radiation (e.g. [12–14]),
dwarf galaxy star dynamics [15–17], radio and X-ray ob-
servations [18, 19] as well as gravitational lensing [20].
Current LVK observations imply fPBH ≲ O(10−3) as-
suming that stellar-mass PBH mergers are responsible
for the observed GW signals (e.g. [21]). However, the
exact origin of these events remains uncertain.

Variety of GW signatures associated with PBHs can
originate at different stages of cosmic history and con-
nect to distinct phenomena. Among them, PBH mergers
can carry information about cosmic expansion [22, 23],
source stochastic GW background in different GW fre-
quency bands [24–26], and also serve as probes of pri-
mordial perturbations [23, 27, 28]. PBHs can also source
GWs not expected to originate from black holes of astro-
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physical origin, such as (sub-)solar mass black holes [29–
39]. The potential role of PBH mergers in GW observa-
tions as well as associated rich physics call for detailed
investigation of their merger rates and evolution.

Observations definitively suggest presence of super-
massive black hole (SMBH) Sgr A* residing in the Galac-
tic Center of Milky Way [40, 41]. More generally,
SMBHs inhabit centers of galaxies [42]. Recently, ob-
servations by James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) of
high-redshift active galactic nuclei (AGN) found preva-
lence of SMBHs (e.g. [43, 44]). The presence of SMBHs
can significantly modify distribution of DM in their vicin-
ity. It has been argued [45] that cold DM density around
SMBHs can be dramatically enhanced forming a “DM
spike” particularly when galactic halos follow a cuspy
density profile as suggested by some N-body simula-
tions (e.g. [46, 47]). Analyses based on general relativ-
ity [48, 49] further highlight significance of DM spike for-
mation for observations. Recently, claims of DM spike de-
tection based on SMBH binary orbital decay observations
have been put forth [50], but require further scrutiny.
Further, DM spikes have also been studied in the con-
text of intermediate-mass black holes and related GW
observations [51–55]. More so, related formation of DM
halos surrounding PBHs have been linked to novel sig-
natures, including GWs [56, 57] and gravitational lensing
of fast radio bursts [58]. Recently, it was demonstrated
that GW lensing observations of PBHs in DM halos en-
able definitively probing scenarios of DM composed of
combination of PBHs and particles [59].

In this work, we establish novel and distinct features in
PBH merger rate evolution driven by SMBH DM spikes.
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We demonstrate how PBH mergers can serve as intrigu-
ing probes of DM in galactic centers. While the presence
of such DM spikes can significantly impact GW observa-
tions [60, 61], substantial uncertainties remain. To ad-
dress this, we revisit the calculations of PBH mergers
with SMBH DM spikes across variety of mass functions
and redshift evolutions, providing a comprehensive un-
derstanding of their potential influence.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce distribution of DM in galaxies and their centers,
focusing on formation of DM spikes around SMBHs. In
Sec. III we discuss distribution of SMBH in DM halos.
In Sec. IV we discuss PBH mergers originating from the
early Universe as well as PBH mergers associated with
DM spikes. Then, in Sec. V we analyze redshift evolution
of PBH merger rates including effects of DM spike. Then,
in Sec. VI we discuss redshift evolution of DM spikes
themselves. In Sec. VII we comment on astrophysical
black holes with PBHs. We conclude in Sec. VIII.

II. DARK MATTER IN GALACTIC CENTER

Structure formation N -body simulations typically fa-
vor a cuspy DM density distribution of the Galactic DM
halo profile [62–64]. This can be modeled using Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW) profile [62, 65]

ρDM(r) =
ρ0

(r/r0)(1 + r/r0)2
, (1)

with ρ0 = 6.6×106 M⊙/kpc
3 and r0 = 19.1 kpc for Milky

Way. More general DM distribution profiles can also be
considered. However, mapping the DM distribution of
the inner halo is challenging for observations. One can
approximate the central galactic region DM density dis-
tribution using a power-law ρ(r) ≃ ρ0(r0/r)

γ with index
γ and halo parameters ρ0 and r0, which could be steeper
than NFW.

SMBHs residing in centers of galaxies [42] can dramat-
ically affect surrounding distribution of DM. In the pres-
ence of a SMBH in a galactic center, it has been suggested
that a dense spike of cold DM is expected to form due to
SMBHs gravitational pull [45]. On the other hand, the
effects are negligible far from SMBH. The density profile
of the spike can be expressed as [45]

ρsp(r) = ρR

(
1− 4rs

r

)3 (rsp
r

)γsp

, (2)

where ρR = ρ0(r0/rsp)
γ is the density at the bound-

ary of the spike, rsp is the radius of the DM spike,
rs = 2GMSMBH is the Schwarzschild radius of the SMBH
of mass MSMBH at galactic center with G being the grav-
itational constant, and γsp = (9− 2γ)/(4− γ) the power
index of the spike. We do not consider here Kerr black
holes, for which spike profile can be further enhanced de-
pending on the BH spin [66]. This description is approx-
imately valid in the range of 4rs < r < rsp. Throughout,
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FIG. 1. Density distribution profile of DM spike around
SMBH of mass MSMBH = 106M⊙ as a function of radial dis-
tance, considering spike profile power index of γ = 1 (red line)
and γ = 2 (blue line). NFW profile (black line) considering
DM halo parameters ρ0 = 3.7×106 M⊙/kpc

3 and r0 = 9.6 kpc
is overlaid for reference.

we consider that DM halos follow NFW profile outside of
DM spike region, for r ≫ rsp.

In Fig. 1 we display two characteristic spike density
profiles in the presence of a 106M⊙ SMBH with γ = 1 and
γ = 2, respectively. For such a SMBH we consider corre-
sponding DM halo parameters ρ0 = 3.7 × 106 M⊙/kpc

3

and r0 = 9.6 kpc. From Eq. (2), the DM spike radius can
be determined as

rsp(γ,MSMBH) = αγr0

(MSMBH

ρ0r30

)1/(3−γ)

(3)

with normalization factor αγ for a given γ. Analyses
grounded in general relativity [48, 49] underscore the sig-
nificance of DM spike formation for observational studies.
They suggest DM spike profile should further extend the
inner radius of DM spike closer to the SMBH, forming a
greater spike density around inner radius.

The existence of DM spikes is still under debate. Re-
cently, Ref. [50] has claimed that observations of SMBH
binary OJ 287 orbital decay are consistent with with dy-
namical friction originating from SMBH DM spikes with
profile power index γsp ≃ 2.3, corresponding to γ ≃ 1.
However, further investigations are necessary. As we
shall demonstrate, presence of such DM concentrations
in the vicinity of galactic center SMBHs can carry signif-
icant implications for PBH mergers.

III. SUPERMASSIVE BLACK HOLES IN
HALOS

To estimate the effects of DM spikes on PBH mergers,
we are interested in calculating PBH merger rates per
DM halo hosting a central SMBH as a function of SMBH
mass. For this, we need to obtain relation between the



3

mass of SMBH and the halo parameters r0 and ρ0 that
will define the DM spike profile of Eq. (2).

We start from the relation between the mass of SMBH
and DM halo velocity dispersion σ. Here, we follow the
general approach of Ref. [60], but also take into account
effects of redshift z evolution. While the empirical cor-
relation between SMBH masses and stellar velocity dis-
tribution σ is typically considered, our consideration is
also applicable to DM halos due to existence of a sim-
ilar relation between velocity distribution in DM halos
and SMBH mass [67]. Hence, the MSMBH − σ relation is
given1 by [68]

log10

(MSMBH

M⊙

)
= a+ b log10

( σ

200 km s−1

)
− ξ log10(1 + z) , (4)

where parameters a = 8.12±0.08 and b = 4.24±0.41 have
been empirically determined [69]. This is also consistent
with Ref. [68] that considered redshift evolution of the
MSMBH−σ relation, with ξ = 0.186 being the coefficient
for the redshift-dependent term.

Integrating over the radius NFW profile of Eq. (1), the
spherical enclosed mass is

M(r) = 4πρ0r
3
0g
( r
r0

)
, (5)

where g(y) = log(1 + y)− y/(1+ y). The NFW profile is
taken to extend to virial radius rvir.

The velocity dispersion σ in an NFW halo corresponds
to maximal circular velocity2 at radius rm = cmr0, with
cm = 2.16, given by

σ2 =
GM(cmr0)

cmr0
=

4πGρ0r
2
0g(cm)

cm
, (6)

where G is gravitational constant. This enables express-
ing σ in Eq. (4) is in terms of ρ0 and r0. Then, for any
given SMBH mass MSMBH in Eq. (4), we can obtain its
corresponding DM halo velocity dispersion σ at different
redshifts and apply it in Eq. (6). This relates SMBH
mass with ρ0 and r0.

In order to fix ρ0 and r0, we consider another indepen-
dent relation between them. The virial mass of DM halo
Mvir is the mass enclosed within the virial radius rvir.
From definition

Mvir ≡ 200ρcrit

(
4π(c(Mvir)r0)

3

3

)
(7)

= 4πρ0r
3
0g(c(Mvir)) , (8)

1 While Ref. [68] explored this for redshifts up to z ∼ 6, at higher
redshifts the MSMBH − σ relation is uncertain. We have verified
that our conclusions are not significantly affected if MSMBH − σ
relation is considered without significant redshift dependence.

2 That is, vc(r)2 = GM(r)/r.
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FIG. 2. DM halo mass-concentration relation c(Mvir) con-
sidering different redshifts. Computed following method of
Ref. [70].

where ρcrit is the critical energy density of the Universe
and c(Mvir) ≡ rvir/r0 is the concentration parameter,
which describes the concentration of DM mass in the
halo. We compute numerically c(Mvir) following proce-
dure of Ref. [70]. In Fig. 2 we display mass-concentration
relation at different redshifts considering the standard
ΛCDM cosmological model with Planck 2018 parameters
[71]. The second line, Eq. (8), is obtained by integration
over the NFW density profile within rvir in Eq. (5). Then,
we construct independent relation between r0 and ρ0 by
combining Eqs. (7) and (8) with mass-concentration rela-
tion. This relation with the one determined from Eqs. (4)
and (6) determines ρ0 and r0. Combined together with
the mass of DM halo Mvir from Eq. (7), this allows us
to construct Mvir as a function of MSMBH at different
redshifts.

To construct the SMBH mass function we also require
DM halo mass function dn/dMvir, which can be calcu-
lated as [72]

dn

dMvir
= f(σM )

ρm
Mvir

d log
(
σ−1
M

)
dMvir

, (9)

where ρm(z) = ρm,0(1 + z)3 is the cosmological mat-
ter density that depends on redshift and ρm,0 =
39.7M⊙/kpc

3 is the matter density at present. Here,
σM is the linear root-mean-square fluctuation of density
field on the scale Mvir, and can be calculated from a
power-spectrum of density fluctuations P (k, z) as

σ2
M (Mvir, z) =

1

2π2

∫ ∞

0

P (k, z)W 2(k,Mvir)k
2dk , (10)

and the power-spectrum P (k, z) is calculated via correla-
tion function of matter density contrast at different red-
shifts as

⟨δ(x⃗)δ(x⃗)⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

P (k)

2π2
k2dk , (11)
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FIG. 3. Redshift evolution of the differential number den-
sity of DM halos for different halo masses Mvir, derived from
Eq. (9).

with matter density contrast defined as
δ(x⃗) ≡ (ρ(x⃗) − ρ̄)/ρ̄. This can be calcu-
lated considering standard cosmological ΛCDM
model with parameters (Ωm,ΩΛ,Ωb, ns, h, σ8) =
(0.27, 0.73, 0.0469, 0.95, 0.70, 0.82), where ΩX ≡ ρX/ρcrit
is abundance in terms of critical density ρcrit =
2.78 × 1011h2M⊙Mpc−3 with X = (m,Λ, b), ns is
the spectral index of the primordial power-spectrum,
h ≡ H0/100 km s−1Mpc−1 and σ8 is the root-mean-
square amplitude of linear mass fluctuations in spheres
of 8h−1Mpc. The top-hat filter function W (k,Mvir) is
defined as

W (k,Mvir) =

{
1 0 < k < 1/rvir ,

0 otherwise .
(12)

Then, f(σM ) function accounts for the geometry of the
collapsing overdense regions and can be estimated as

f(σM ) = A
(
1 +

(σM
b

)−a )
exp

(
− c

σ2
M

)
, (13)

where we consider a spherical collapse with the param-
eters A = 0.213, a = 1.8, b = 1.85, and c = 1.57 as
in Ref. [73]. We calculate σM (z) following approximate
semi-analytic treatment of Ref. [74].

In Fig. 3 we display differential number density of DM
halos for various halo masses, from Eq. (9). We observe
characteristic peaked structure around redshift z ∼ few.
In Sec. V D we reconstruct star formation rate (SFR)
redshift evolution that is in agreement with observations.
We confirm that SFR peaked structure around redshift
of z ∼ few originates from DM halo mass function in this
case as well. As we will show, these effects can also sig-
nificantly impact redshift evolution of PBH merger rates.

Combining results, we obtain theoretical prediction for

SMBH mass function distribution given by

dn

dMSMBH
=

dn

dMvir

dMvir

dMSMBH

= f(σM )
ρm
Mvir

d log
(
σ−1
M

)
dMvir

dMvir

dMSMBH
. (14)

Here, the redshift dependence of SMBH mass function
comes from redshift behavior of various parameters, in-
cluding σ2

M (Mvir, z) in Eq. (10), ρm(z), and MSMBH −
Mvir relation that determining dMvir/dMSMBH. Using
obtained MSMBH − Mvir relation at different redshifts,
we can eliminate in Eq. (14) dependency on Mvir for
SMBH mass MSMBH. We assume the spherical halo col-
lapse model and standard ΛCDM cosmology for relevant
computations.

In the upper panel of Fig. 4, we compare theoretical
predictions described by Eq. (14) with empirical SMBH
mass function based on kinematic and photometric data
of quasars and active galactic nuclei (AGNs) in Ref. [75].
We observe good qualitative agreement. In the lower
panel of Fig. 4 we display the redshift behavior of SMBH
differential number density, and observe peaked features
for different SMBH masses that affects the redshift evo-
lution of PBH merger rates in the following discussion.
We note that the SMBH mass-function evolution we con-
sider assumes existence of SMBHs up to higher redshifts
z ∼ O(10). Hundreds of quasars have already been
discovered at redshifts z > 6 with different considera-
tions for their formation (see e.g. [76] for review), and
recent JWST observations indicate accreting SMBHs at
z > 8.5 [77].

IV. PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLE MERGERS

PBH mergers can arise from distinct formation chan-
nels across cosmic history, which contribute to the total
merger rate. After PBH formation, PBHs that are typi-
cally considered to be initially Poisson-distributed in the
early Universe form binaries through multi-body inter-
actions and capture at high redshifts. These merging
PBH binaries, which we call early PBH mergers (EPM),
predominantly form before the large-scale structure of
the Universe develops, although their mergers can hap-
pen much later. On the other hand, as cosmic structure
forms, PBHs contributing to DM abundance, along with
the rest of DM, cluster into DM halos. Then, halo PBH
mergers can take place in dark matter halos, where the
local PBH and DM densities are significantly higher than
the cosmic average. These include PBH binaries formed
within halos or from late-time clustering of PBHs, result-
ing in enhanced merger rates due to the denser environ-
ment. For detailed recent investigation of PBH mergers
in DM halos see e.g. Ref. [78].

Here, we focus on another distinct contributing channel
to PBH mergers originating from centers of galactic DM
halos around SMBHs in high DM density spikes.
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FIG. 4. [Top] SMBH mass function distribution from
theoretical calculation (red line) described by Eq. (14) and
empirical fit to kinematic and photometric data of quasars
and AGNs (blue line) [75]. [Bottom] Redshift evolution of
SMBH differential number density for different SMBH masses
MSMBH.

A. Early binary mergers

Formation of EPM binaries in the early Universe and
their merger GW signals at both low and high redshifts
have been extensively studied [6, 79–81]. Such PBH bina-
ries would have a small semi-axis and a large eccentricity,
which cause the merger timescale much shorter than bi-
nary formation and Hubble timescale [6]. The resulting
differential merger rate per comoving volume is

dR

dm1dm2
=

1.6× 106

Gpc3yr
f

53
37

PBH

(
t(z)

t0

)− 34
37

η−
34
37

(
M

M⊙

)− 32
37

× S(M,fPBH)ψ(m1)ψ(m2) , (15)

where ψ(m) is PBH mass distribution, M = m1 + m2

is the total mass of the two PBHs with masses m1 and
m2, η = m1m2/M

2 the symmetric mass fraction. The
suppression factor S(M,fPBH) stands for the interac-
tion between PBH binaries with environment that could
disrupt the binaries, see e.g. Ref. [82], however there
is uncertainty on these effects. Here, we employ ap-

proximate treatment of suppression factor3 from [79, 80]
as S(M,fPBH) = (1 + σ2

b/f
2
PBH)

−21/74, where σb =
1.4× 10−2 is the rescaled variance of matter density per-
turbations at the time the binary is formed. The results
from Eq. (15) consider that PBHs after formation follow
Poisson distribution.

The PBH mass distribution ψ(m) sensitively depends
on the models of PBH formation. We consider two char-
acteristic examples, a monochromatic type and a log-
normal type. Here, ψ(m) is defined as

ψ(m) =
1

ρDM

dρPBH

dm
, (16)

where ρDM is the DM density. The mass function is nor-
malized as

∫
ψ(m)dm = fPBH. Monochromatic PBH

mass function can be viewed as Dirac delta function
centered around characteristic PBH mass mc. The log-
normal PBH mass function can be expressed as

ψ(m) =
fPBH√
2πσm

exp

(
− log(m/mc)

2

2σ2

)
, (17)

where σ is the width of the mass distribution.

B. Mergers in halos

In addition to EPM, PBH binaries can also form and
merge in overdense regions through interactions, such as
scattering and gravitational bremsstrahlung emission [4].
During encounter of two PBHs if sufficient amount of
energy is lost due to GWs they can form a gravitation-
ally bound system. The associated merger rate can be
approximated as the capture rate of PBHs in overdense
regions.

DM halos, where the DM density is several orders of
magnitude larger than the average cosmological DM den-
sity in the Universe, constitute a favorable environment
for such PBH binary formation. The merger rate of PBHs
in a single halo with a virial radius rvir, considering a
monochromatic PBH mass function for PBHs of mass
MPBH, can be expressed as

Nhalo =

∫ rvir 1

2

(
fPBHρDM(r)

MPBH

)2

σm(r)vrel(r)d
3r ,

(18)

where ρDM is the DM halo density profile such as NFW
of Eq. (1), vrel is the relative velocity between PBHs and
σm(r) is the two-body PBH scattering cross-section for
GW emission, which is [83]

σm(r) = 1.4× 10−14

(
MPBH

30M⊙

)2(
vrel(r)

200 km s−1

)− 18
7

pc2 .

(19)

3 This slightly underestimates the rate when fPBH ≪ σM .
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The total PBH DM halo merger rate can then be found
from integrating Eq. (18) over the distribution of DM ha-
los. Note that in principle in Eq. (18) σm(r)vrel(r) corre-
sponds to averaged value ⟨σmvrel⟩ over relative PBH DM
velocity distribution in halo that can be approximated
by a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution (e.g. [4]). On the
other hand, for PBH merger rates in DM spike the rel-
evant relative velocity can be approximated by circular
velocity around SMBHs.

The PBH DM halo merger rate calculation can also be
readily applied to PBHs with an extended mass-function
(e.g. log-normal), through

Nhalo =

∫ ∫ ∫ rvir 1

2

(
ψ(m1)ρDM(r)

m1

)(
ψ(m2)ρDM(r)

m2

)
× σm(m1,m2, r)vrel(r) d

3r dm1 dm2 . (20)

Here, the process cross-section accounts for two distinct
contributing possible PBH masses m1 and m2 [83],

σm(m1,m2, r) = 2π

(
85π

6
√
2

)2/7

G2 (21)

× (m1 +m2)
10/7m

2/7
1 m

2/7
2

vrel(r)18/7
.

Then, total PBH mergers in DM halo can be evaluated
via integrating over halo mass function in Eq. (9) as

Rhalo =

∫ Mvir,max

Mvir,min

Nhalo
dn

dMvir
dMvir , (22)

PBH mergers in DM halos have been extensively stud-
ied with analyses finding that DM halo merger rates
are typically significantly subdominant compared to
that of EPM. For instance, assuming fPBH = 1, the
merger rate of 30M⊙ PBHs in DM halos is around
O(10)Gpc−3 yr−1 [4, 79, 84], while EPM results in
a merger rate of O(105)Gpc−3 yr−1 estimated from
Eq. (15).

C. Mergers in galactic center spikes

In galactic centers, presence of extremely high DM
spike overdensities can significantly enhance the merger
rate of PBHs that can be comparable to or even exceed
the EPM rate at present time depending on spike density
profile [60, 61]. Here, we revisit PBH merger rate con-
tributions from DM spikes. As we will demonstrate in
Sec. V, this can significantly affect the PBH merger rate
redshift evolution in the late Universe with novel emerg-
ing features that could be observable in GW experiments.

Analogously to DM halo PBH mergers, merger rate of
PBH binaries in a DM spike can be evaluated by con-
sidering the binary formation rate of PBHs from their
interactions. Following Eq. (18), the DM spike merger

fPBH=1

fPBH=10-1

fPBH=10-2

fPBH=10-3

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
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10-5
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-
3
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1
]

FIG. 5. Dependence of total PBH merger rate from DM
spikes on the DM spike profile index γ for different fPBH. We
consider PBH mass of MPBH = 30M⊙, as well as lower bound
on SMBH masses of MSMBH,min = 105M⊙ and upper bound
of MSMBH,max = 109M⊙, respectively.

rate of PBHs with a monochromatic mass function can
be expressed as

Nsp =

∫ rsp

4rs

1

2

(
fPBHρsp(r)

MPBH

)2

σm(r)vrel(r)d
3r , (23)

where ρsp is the spike DM density profile described by
Eq. (2), and the radial integration is over the spike con-
tributions 4rs < r < rsp. For the relative velocity, we use
the circular velocity around SMBH

vrel =
(GMSMBH

r

)1/2
(24)

for each considered radius. Here, we focus on merger rate
contributions from simplest two-body capture without
including other channels, such as three-body interactions.
The PBH merger rate from two-body captures are typ-
ically dominant, significantly exceeding three-body in-
teractions for a small value of fPBH [48, 85], which is
our main interest with multiple observations constrain-
ing fPBH ≪ 1 for stellar-mass PBHs. For an extended
PBH mass-function, we calculate the PBH merger rate
in analogy with Eq. (20) and considering radial limits of
integration 4rs < r < rsp and DM density in spike ρsp.

In order to obtain the total PBH merger rate from DM
spikes per comoving volume, we need to account for the
PBH merger contributions from all DM spikes. The PBH
merger rate in DM spike Nsp depends on the profile of
DM spike, which is determined by SMBH mass. Hence,
contributions from all DM spike can be described by the
mass-function of SMBHs. Then, the total PBH merger
rate in DM spikes per volume can be found from

RSP =

∫ MSMBH,max

MSMBH,min

Nsp(MSMBH)
dn

dMSMBH
dMSMBH ,

(25)

where MSMBH,min and MSMBH,max are the minimal and
the maximal SMBH masses we consider, respectively.
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The mass range of SMBHs in galactic centers is as-
sumed to be between MSMBH,min = 105 − 106M⊙
and MSMBH,max = 109 − 1010M⊙, as in typical mass-
functions. From Eq. (25), a larger SMBH number den-
sity would increase the total PBH merger rates. The
number density of lighter SMBHs is larger, as shown
in Fig. 4,and hence generally RSP is more sensitive to
the lower limit of SMBH masses that we consider to be
MSMBH,min = 105M⊙ unless stated otherwise. We also
typically consider the upper bound on SMBH mass of
MSMBH,max = 109M⊙ in our calculations.

In Fig. 5 we display the total PBH merger rate from
DM spikes from Eq. (25) for different fPBH and spike pro-
files described by index γ, considering monochromatic
PBH mass-spectrum with mass MPBH = 30M⊙. This
clearly demonstrates that when DM spike profile index
γ becomes larger, the PBHs merger rate in DM spike is
enhanced. We also find that the total PBH DM spike
merger rate behaves as RSP ∼ f2PBH, which can be un-
derstood from Eq. (23). In particular, when γ = 2 the
PBH merger rate from the DM spike contributions are
seen to approach ∼ 106 Gpc−3 yr−1, and for steeper pro-
files described by larger γ power can be comparable with
that from EPMs as we find from Eq. (15). This indicates
that PBH merger rate in DM spikes could significantly
modify the total PBH merger rate evolution in the late
Universe, and hence PBH mergers can serve as probes of
DM concentration in galactic centers.

V. MERGER RATE EVOLUTION

The formation of DM spikes begins at high redshifts.
Thus, redshift evolution of the PBH merger rates can
be accordingly modified. As we show, these contribu-
tions can dominate PBH merger rates and novel features
that depend on redshift evolution emerge. These effects
offer new insights into interpreting PBH merger signals
detected by GWs observations.

A. Merger rate redshift evolution peaks

Several factors affect the total merger rate redshift evo-
lution of PBHs as described in Eq. (25), the PBH merger
rate in each DM spike Nsp and the differential number
density of SMBHs dn/dMSMBH. The PBH merger rate in
a DM spike Nsp depends on the DM spike profile, which
is determined by the SMBH mass.

Differential number density of SMBHs dn/dMSMBH

could play an important role in the redshift evolution
of PBH merger rates. As shown in Eq. (14), the higher
matter density ρm and rapid SMBH formation can in-
crease dn/dMSMBH at higher redshifts, while a decreas-
ing f(σM ) would suppress dn/dMSMBH. The redshift-
dependent behavior of dn/dMSMBH for different SMBH
masses is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 4. We observe
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FIG. 6. Redshift evolution of PBH merger rate in DM spikes
for different profiles of power index γ. Here, we consider
MPBH = 30M⊙, fPBH = 10−3 and SMBH masses ranging
from MSMBH,min = 105M⊙ to MSMBH,max = 109M⊙.

a peaked feature in dn/dMSMBH, with the peak location
with respect to redshift affected by the SMBH mass.

Importantly, as shown in Fig. 6, peaks in dn/dMSMBH

for different SMBH masses result in novel features in the
redshift evolution of PBH merger rates associated with
DM spikes. We observe that their overall contribution to
the PBH merger rate in Eq. (25) results in a distinctive
novel peak in PBH merger rate that appears around red-
shift z ∼ 5, with similar qualitative behavior found for
different considered profiles of DM spikes.

To assess the impact of the PBH merger rate red-
shift evolution in DM spikes on the total PBH merger
rate4, we combine all the relevant contributions, includ-
ing those from EPM, DM spikes and DM halos. Among
these contributions to the overall PBH merger rates, con-
tributions from DM halos are typically expected to be
subdominant to that of EPM and DM spikes by several
orders [4, 25, 79, 85]. Focusing on the dominant EPM
and DM spike contributions, the total PBH merger rate
can be approximated as

Rtot ≃ REPM +RSP , (26)

where the DM spike contribution RSP is given by Eq. (25)
and the contribution from EPM can be found by integrat-
ing Eq. (15) over all PBH masses, considering extended
PBH mass-distribution,

REPM =

∫∫
dR

dm1dm2
dm1dm2 . (27)

In Fig. 7 we illustrate the effects of DM spike contri-
butions to the total PBH merger rate of Eq. (26) as a
function of redshift for monochromatic and log-normal
PBH mass-functions, respectively.

4 PBH merger rates can also be affected by initial conditions, such
as clustering (e.g. [86]). We do not discuss these effects here.
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FIG. 7. [Top Left] Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate considering monochromatic PBH mass function with MPBH =
30M⊙. [Bottom Left] Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate considering monochromatic PBH mass function with
MPBH = 100M⊙. [Top Right] Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate considering log-normal PBH mass function with
Mc = 30M⊙ and σ = 1. [Bottom Right] Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate considering log-normal PBH mass
function with Mc = 100M⊙ and σ = 1. The solid curves are the sum of the contributions from EPM and PBH mergers in
DM spikes considering different spike profile index γ, while the dashed curves represent EPM contributions only. We consider
fPBH = 10−3 and SMBH masses in the range from MSMBH,min = 105M⊙ to MSMBH,max = 109M⊙.

We observe in Fig. 7 novel peaked features in the
redshift evolution of the total PBH merger rate around
z ∼ 5, stemming from PBH DM spike mergers. The
peaks originate from the underlying SMBH distribution,
with their shapes being dependent on the redshift evo-
lution of dn/dMSMBH. As can be seen from Eq. (14),
redshift evolution of dn/dMSMBH is determined by sev-
eral factors. In particular, the peaked features around
z ∼ 5 result from a larger matter density at higher red-
shifts, a larger number density of smaller SMBHs (e.g.
MSMBH ∼ 105M⊙) compared with the heavier SMBHs,
as well as higher SMBH formation rate around z ∼ 5 for
the less massive SMBHs.

The amplitude of the peaks around z ∼ 5 in PBH
merger rate redshift evolution depends on the PBH den-
sity in DM spikes and the shape of the peaks depends
on the redshift evolution of DM spike profile and SMBH
mass distribution. With an increased DM spike profile
index γ the amplitude of the peaks is seen to be enlarged
due to a higher contributing PBH number density. Fur-
ther, we find that peaked features in total PBH merger
rates become more pronounced compared to EPMs for

more massive PBHs. This can be understood from not-
ing that while PBH merger rates in DM spikes are inde-
pendent of PBH masses since MPBH dependence cancels
between Eqs. (18) and (19), the EPM contributions on
the other hand decrease as PBH mass increases, as shown
in Eq. (15).

Comparing PBH merger rates of monochromatic and
log-normal mass-functions from Fig. 7 , we observe sim-
ilar peaked behavior. The peaked features in case of
extended log-normal distribution effectively average the
peaked behavior observed in monochromatic distribution
case. Further, as we have discussed above, the peaked
features in PBH merger rate with log-normal mass dis-
tribution of Mc = 100M⊙ is more pronounced than that
with Mc = 30M⊙, due to a larger EPM suppression for
heavier PBH masses.

With the development of GW detectors, such as next-
generation ground based detector Einstein Telescope [87]
and space based detector LISA [88], their high sensitivity
would allow observations of GW signals to high redshifts.
This well positions the GW experiments to probe peaked
features in PBH merger rate evolution.
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B. Generalized spike profile

Thus far we have considered PBH mergers assuming
DM spike profile given by Eq. (2). Full relativistic cal-
culations [48, 49] suggest a modified spike profile com-
pared to Newtonian treatment [45]. Further, spike pro-
file can be modified in case of rapidly rotating Kerr black
holes [66]. While detailed analyses of this is beyond the
scope of present work, we can estimate the effects of dif-
ferent spike profiles on PBH merger rates by considering
a generalized form

ρsp = ρR

(
1− α

rs
r

)k (rsp
r

)γsp

, (28)

where α and k are phenomenological parameters. This
can well account for relativistic DM spike description.

Starting from Eq. (23), we can separate the PBH
merger contributions from the spike profile by considering
dependencies from cross-section of Eq. (19) and vrel(r),
resulting in generalized DM spike PBH merger rate of

Nsp,gen = As

∫ rsp

αrs

(
1− α

rs
r

)2k (rsp
r

)2γsp− 39
14

dr , (29)

where As is normalization factor that is fixed by spec-
ifying other input factors such as PBH mass function.
Taking β ≡ 2γsp−53/14, which is positive for the regime
of interest with γ ∈ [1, 2], and changing the variables
t = (r/rs)

−β this simplifies to

Nsp,gen = As
1

β

∫ α−β

(rsp/rs)−β

(
1− α t1/β

)2k
dt . (30)

In the limit of vanishing rs/rsp ≃ 0, the integration
of Eq. (30) can be performed exactly that in terms of
Gamma functions Γ yields

Nsp,gen(α, β, k) ≃ As
1

αββ

Γ(1 + 2k)Γ(1 + β)

Γ(1 + 2k + β)
. (31)

This allows for simple comparison of PBH merger rates
stemming from distinct DM spike profiles.

In Fig. 8 we illustrate the PBH merger rate redshift
evolution in DM spikes comparing Newtonian and rel-
ativistic treatments. Considering spike power index of
γ = 2 and thus β = 17/14, the Newtonian profile of
Ref. [45] employed in our analysis corresponds to α = 4
and k = 3. On the other hand, DM spike profile from rel-
ativistic approach of Ref. [48] can be well approximated
by α = 2 and k = 5. Hence, the difference in PBH merger
rates between the two is

Nsp,gen(2, 17/14, 5)−Nsp,gen(4, 17/14, 3)

Nsp,gen(4, 17/14, 3)
≃ 1

3
, (32)

implying that Newtonian DM spike calculations generally
underestimate the merger rate by ∼ 1/3. Thus, our order
of magnitude estimates are not significantly affected by
these considerations.
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FIG. 8. Comparison between the redshift evolution of PBH
merger rates considering Newtonian (red line) and relativistic
(blue line) DM spike analyses. We consider the spike power
index of γ = 2, PBHs of mass MPBH = 30M⊙ and fPBH =
10−3.

C. Non-spherical halo formation

Throughout we have considered for simplicity the DM
halo formation via spherical collapse. However, we can
quantify effects on PBH merger rate considering ellip-
soidal collapse. As shown in earlier studies, ellipsoidal
collapse can effectively enhance the merger rate of PBH
binaries compared to spherical collapse [61, 84]. Ellip-
soidal collapse can be appropriately described by the
Sheth & Tormen (ST) mass distribution [89] as

fST(σ) = F

√
2a

π

[
1 +

(
σ2

aδ2c

)p]
δc
σ

exp

(
− aδ2c
2σ2

)
,

(33)

where F = 0.322, a = 0.707 and p = 0.3. δc = 1.686
are parameters for DM halo formation [90]. In upper
panel of Fig. 9 we display evolution of PBH merger rates
for different DM spike profiles considering ellipsoidal DM
halo collapse. Compared to spherical collapse, we can ob-
serve in lower panel of Fig. 9 that ellipsoidal collapse of
DM halos can result in a larger peaked feature around
z ∼ 6. This could be further distinguished with GW ob-
servations and detailed analysis of the peaked features in
PBH merger rate evolution can help deepen our under-
standing of the halo formation history and dynamics.

In our analysis we have focused on standard cold DM
halo formation. However, different halo mass functions
can be expected for other scenarios such as fuzzy ultra-
light DM [91, 92]. This can leave an imprint on peaked
features in PBH merger rate evolution that we found. We
leave detailed investigation of this for future work.

D. Star formation rate evolution

Peaked features in redshift evolution can also be ob-
served in SFR. As we discuss, this can also be attributed
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FIG. 9. [Top] Redshift evolution of the total PBH merger
rate with different values of DM spike profile power γ con-
sidering ellipsoidal-collapse of DM halos. [Bottom] Compari-
son between the redshift evolution of PBH merger rates in
spherical-collapse model and ellipsoidal-collapse model, as-
suming DM spike profile power index of γ = 2. Here, we
consider MPBH = 30M⊙ and fPBH = 10−3.

to DM halo mass-function evolution.
The SFR can be expressed as [93]

SFR(Mvir, z) = ϵ(Mvir)fb
dM̃vir

dt
(Mvir, z) , (34)

where ϵ(Mvir) is the star formation efficiency, which can
be estimated as

ϵ(Mvir) = 2ϵ0

[(
Mvir

Mc

)−β

+

(
Mvir

Mc

)γ
]−1

(35)

and fb = Ωb/Ωm = 0.167 is the energy density fraction of
baryonic matter density in the total matter. We consider
(ϵ0,Mc/M⊙, β, γ) = (0.26, 7.10× 1010, 1.09, 0.36) param-
eters in star formation efficiency.

Here, dM̃vir/dt is the delayed and smoothed accretion
rate of DM onto its halo

dM̃vir

dt
=

dMvir

dt

tdyn
tSF

, (36)
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FIG. 10. Calculated SFR at different redshifts based on
DM halo mass function from Eq. (39). Observational multi-
messenger bounds [95], including IR [96], Sub-mm [95], UV
[97–101], GRB [102], SFH passive [103], Radio [104–106] are
also displayed.

with halo mass growth rate [94]

dMvir

dt
= 46.1M⊙ yr−1

(
Mvir

1012M⊙

)1.1

(1 + 1.11z)

×
√
Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ . (37)

The dynamical time tdyn takes into account delays due to
dynamical as well as dissipative effects within halo and
given by

tdyn =

(
3π

32Gρcrit

)1/2

∼ 0.1tH , (38)

where tH is the Hubble time. Finally, tSF is average
timescale to quantify the cumulative star formation pro-
cesses, which we consider as 3.5× 109 yrs. For other pa-
rameters, we take those of standard ΛCDM cosmology.

The total SFR can be calculated by integrating the
SFR for each halo mass following mass function of Eq. (9)

SFRtot(z) =

∫ Mvir,max

Mvir,min

SFR(Mvir, z)
dn

dMvir
(z) dMvir ,

(39)

where we integrate over DM halo mass range from
Mvir,min = 109M⊙ to Mvir,max = 1015M⊙. In Fig. 10
we depict our SFR model calculation from Eq. (39) to-
gether with various multi-messenger observations as sum-
marized in Ref. [95] and find good agreement within un-
certainties.

From Fig. 10 we observe peaked structure in redshift
evolution of SFR around z ∼ few, in analogy with peaked
structure in redshift evolution of PBH merger rates that
we found. This can be understood as follows. From
our model we can identify that this depends on two fac-
tors. One is the SFR redshift evolution and the other is
halo mass function dn/dMvir at different redshifts. Com-
pared with peaked structure in PBH merger rate evolu-
tion, SFR reaches its maximal value at somewhat lower



11

redshifts of around z ∼ 2.5. This is caused by the dif-
ferent redshift dependence between SFR(Mvir, z) in total
SFR evolution and dMvir/dMSMBH of Eq. (14) that en-
ters PBH merger rate evolution computation. Peaked
structure in SFR and PBH mergers are thus both as-
sociated with peaked structure found in DM halo mass
function redshift evolution.

VI. DARK MATTER SPIKE EVOLUTION

In our analysis thus far we has focused on the PBH
merger rate in stable DM spikes after formation, consid-
ering that density profile of spikes is not evolving. How-
ever, competing effects can affect these results. Among
them is two-body relaxation that suppresses the DM
spike merger contributions. Another significant effect is
loss-cone repopulation, which enhances the merger con-
tributions. Our simplified analysis highlights the need
for comprehensive understanding of these complex effects
with additional dedicated studies and simulations.

A. Relaxation

Two-body relaxation can play a significant role in dy-
namics of astrophysical N-body systems [107–109]. Since
relaxation timescale and lengthscale are determined by
the number and density of celestial objects, in spikes
high DM density is flattened within a short relaxation
timescale and the PBH merger rate can be effectively sup-
pressed by several orders of magnitude [60]. This merger
rate suppression can significantly dampen the peaked fea-
tures around z ∼ 5 in the evolution of PBH merger rates.
When PBH density is sufficiently small, the probability
of two-body encounters between PBHs is decreased and
thus two-body relaxation effects are also weakened.

DM spike two-body relaxation depends on the relax-
ation time scale trelax, which is related to the relaxation
length scale rrelax as [109]

trelax =
v3rel(rrelax)

8πG2MPBHfPBHρsp(rrelax) log(bmax/bmin)
,

(40)

where bmin and bmax are the impact parameters corre-
sponding to the Schwarzschild radius of SMBH and ra-
dius of the DM spike, respectively. As before, for vrel we
use Eq. (24) that depends on SMBH mass MSMBH. From
larger MSMBH and smaller MPBH with smaller fPBH re-
duce two-body relaxation effects.

At different redshifts z the relaxation timescale trelax
of Eq. (40) can be estimated as Hubble time difference
trelax(z) = tH(z)− tH(zform) between redshift z and DM
halo formation redshift zform, which we set zform ≃ 20.
Then rrelax can be numerically solved from the right-hand
side of Eq. (40), and gives a redshift evolution of rrelax
due to two-body relaxation. We then can construct the

density profile of DM spike including relaxation effects
for different redshifts. A smoothed core with a density
ρsp(rrelax) forms in the region r < rrelax where relaxation
time trelax < tH . The remaining DM density profile is
taken to be redistributed as the profile of DM spike in
the region of rrelax < r < r̃sp, where r̃sp is determined by
considering where the total mass of the initial DM spike
equates the total mass of the relaxed DM spike. Then,
the relaxed density profile of DM spike can be described
as

ρsp,relax(r) =

{
ρsp(rrelax), for 4rs < r < rrelax
ρsp(r), for rrelax < r < r̃sp

(41)

After determining the relaxed density profile, the mass-
changing rate due to relaxation ΓTBR = dMTBR/dt can
be evaluated by calculating the total relaxed mass at dif-
ferent redshifts as

MTBR(z) =

∫ rrelax(z)

4rs

4πρsp(z)r
2dr , (42)

then taking derivative with respective to time.
In Fig. 11 we display combined PBH merger rate evo-

lution with respect to redshift from Eq. (26) considering
relaxed DM spike density profile of Eq. (41) in Eq. (23).
We find that two-body relaxation effects can significantly
affect peaked structure in PBH merger rate evolution
found earlier, smoothing it out for larger values of fPBH.
As effects of two-body relaxation become suppressed for
smaller fPBH values, peaked structure in PBH merger
rate evolution persists and becomes unaffected by them
when fPBH ≲ 10−7. Since the total PBH merger rate in-
cludes contributions from EPM, we find that PBH mass
does not significantly impact qualitative behavior of the
peaked structure due to increase in EPM contributions
while the DM spike relaxation decreases in Eq. (40).

B. Loss-cone refilling

The loss-cone consists of orbits interacting with the
central SMBH, which can be refilled through gravita-
tional encounters in DM halo and thus increase PBH
density (see e.g. Ref. [110] for review). Studies on loss-
cone refilling highlight its complexity [110–115]. Esti-
mates find stellar capture rates of around ∼ (10−4 −
10−6)M⊙/yr for SMBHs of mass MSMBH in the range ∼
(106−1010)M⊙ [113], which in case of PBHs could signif-
icantly repopulate the DM spike over galactic timescales
of ∼ 1010 yrs. N-body simulations find increased refilling
rates for triaxial and axisymmetric halos [116].

We consider a simplified effective treatment for loss-
cone refilling to gain insights into its qualitative behavior.
We assume that refilling of DM would gradually recon-
struct the DM spike density profile that is smoothed by
relaxation Eq. (41). Following Ref. [113], which analyzed
axisymmetric galaxies, we consider the loss-cone refilling
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FIG. 11. Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate in-
cluding contributions from EPMs and DM spike with two-
body relaxation effects for different PBH masses. We con-
sider fPBH = 10−7 [Top] and fPBH = 10−8 [Bottom], DM
spike profile power index γ = 2 and contributions from
SMBHs in the mass range from MSMBH,min = 105M⊙ to
MSMBH,max = 1010M⊙.

rate as

ΓLCR =
dM

dt
≃ fPBH

MPBH

MSMBH

σ3

G
, (43)

where σ is velocity dispersion of DM halo that can be
calculated from MSMBH − σ relation in Eq. (4). Note
that in our simplified treatment we do not include here
redshift dependence besides that of σ(z) stemming from
Eq. (4).

To compare with simulation results [116], we calculate
the loss-cone refilling rate by averaging the total mass of
refilling simulated particles over the relaxation timescale
as follows

dM

dt
=
MsimRJ

trelax,lc
=
NMPBHRJ

trelax,lc
, (44)

where Msim = NMPBH is the total mass of simulated
particles and N is their total number, RJ is the frac-
tion of refilling particles in the total number of simulated
particles. Here, trelax,lc is the relaxation timescale for the

loss-cone refilling, which can be estimated as [117]

trelax,lc ≃
N

8 logN

1√
GMPBHn

, (45)

where n is the number density of simulated particles.
Then we calculate the dependence of loss-cone refilling
rate on PBH mass, SMBH mass, and their behaviors
in various types of DM halos. In the upper panel of
Fig. 12, we compare loss-cone refilling rate for axisym-
metric galaxies from Eq. (43) with N-body simulation
results using Eq. (44) and observe qualitative agreement
differing within a factor of few.

Note that two-body relaxation time in Eq. (40) and
Eq. (45) corresponds to the same mechanism that flat-
tens DM spike density profile and also is associated with
repopulating loss-cone, however these timescales apply
in different environments. Namely, relaxation time of
Eq. (40) is considered in DM spike, while relaxation time
of Eq. (45) is associated with DM halo. Starting from
a general relaxation timescale of Eq. (40) that we used
for DM spike we can also consider it in the context of
loss-cone refilling, assuming a relaxation system with
size rrelax, vvel ∼

√
GM/rrelax ∼

√
GNMPBH/rrelax,

bmax ∼ rrelax ∼ (N/n)1/3 and bmin ∼ n−1/3, then
Eq. (40) and Eq. (45) can be put in the same form.

Using N-body simulation results5 of Ref. [116] (see
e.g. their Fig. 5) for different types of galaxies we cal-
culate the loss-cone refilling rates as a function of SMBH
mass. The results are shown in the lower panel of Fig. 12,
depicting that loss-cone refilling is more efficient in triax-
ial and axisymmetric halos rather than spherical. Since
the majority of galaxies are not spherical, the role of
spherical halos in this process will be subdominant when
the overall galaxy population is appropriately considered.
The loss-cone refilling rate also depends on several other
factors. Higher refilling rates result from larger PBH
masses and number densities, as well as smaller masses
of SMBHs.

C. Combined effects

To estimate the impact of DM spike evolution effects
on PBH merger rate evolution, we consider competing
DM spike two-body relaxation effect and with loss-cone
refilling. Then we combine two effects. First we esti-
mate the evolution of the total mass in DM spike, which
neglects other possible contributions as follows

ΓSP ≃ ΓLCR + ΓTBR , (46)

where subscript LCR and TBR denote the loss-cone refill-
ing and two-body relaxation. The mass evolution due to

5 Different considerations of loss cone angular momentum can lead
to variation of results within a factor of few [116], however their
qualitative behavior remains similar.
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FIG. 12. [Top] Relation between loss-cone refilling rate and
SMBH mass for different PBH masses considering analytical
estimates (solid curves) and N-body simulations (dashed), in
case of axisymmetric galaxies. [Bottom] The relation between
the loss-cone refilling rate and SMBH mass in triaxial, ax-
isymmetric, and spherical galaxies, considering PBH mass of
30M⊙.

two-body relaxation ΓTBR is found from Eq. (42). The
loss-cone refilling contribution ΓLCR is calculated from
Eq. (43). Knowing the DM spike mass evolution at dif-
ferent cosmic times and redshifts, we can reconstruct the
density profile of DM spike based on Eq. (41). Then, we
calculate the PBH merger rates in DM spike and study
their redshift evolution.

In Fig. 13 we display the effects on PBH redshift evo-
lution including DM spike evolution two-body relaxation
and loss-cone refilling. This demonstrates that for PBHs
with MPBH = 30M⊙ and fPBH = 10−4 in axisymmet-
ric DM halos PBH merger rate evolution results in for-
mation of discernible peaked structure, albeit suppressed
compared to the case without spike evolution effects. For
larger fPBH we find two-body relaxation dominates the
peak behavior, further suppressing it. For significantly
smaller fPBH, two-body relaxation effects become dimin-
ished. Based on the types of contributing DM halos, the
PBH merger rate in DM spikes can be quite distinct,
where the triaxial DM halos contribute the largest PBH
merger rates in DM spikes, while spherical DM halos re-
sult in smaller amounts of PBH mergers in DM spikes.
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FIG. 13. [Top] Redshift evolution of total PBH merger rate
including DM spike evolution two-body relaxation and loss-
cone refilling effects, assuming axisymmetric galaxy. [Bottom]
Redshift evolution of PBH merger rate in DM spike including
DM spike evolution two-body relaxation and loss-cone refilling
effects in three types of galaxies: triaxial (red line), axisym-
metric (orange line), and spherical galaxies (blue line). We
consider MPBH = 30M⊙, γ = 2, and fPBH = 10−4.

Contributions from distinct galaxy morphologies [117]
need to be properly accounted for to comprehensively
capture the impact of these complex effects on the to-
tal PBH merger rates, which is beyond the scope of this
work. The predominant majority of galaxies are not
purely spherical (e.g. [118–121]) and hence their contri-
butions where peaked features in PBH merger rate evo-
lution are found to be suppressed can be expected to be
subdominant. Our findings call for dedicated simulations
and analyses of these effects and in distinct populations
of galaxies.

VII. ASTROPHYSICAL AND PRIMORDIAL
BLACK HOLES

For observations, PBH contributions should be com-
bined with that of astrophysical black holes. We con-
sider astrophysical black holes that are remnants of three
generations of stars, that is Population I/II/III (Pop
I/II/III). Their merger rates have been extensively stud-
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FIG. 14. [Left] Redshift evolution of merger rates from PBHs and Pop I/II/III BHs. The dotted curves for Pop I/II BHs are
taken from Ref. [122] and the dotted curve for Pop III is calculated in Eq. (47). The red and blue dashed curves are the PBH
merger rates from early PBH binaries with fPBH = 10−3, 10−2, respectively. The red and blue solid curves are the PBH merger
rates from DM spike with fPBH = 10−3, 10−2, respectively. We set MPBH = 30M⊙ and γ = 2. [Right] The mass distribution
of differential merger rates from Pop I/II/III BHs and PBHs at redshift z = 0. We set fPBH = 10−3 and MPBH = 30M⊙. The
differential merger rates for Pop I/II/III BHs are taken from Ref. [122]

ied (e.g. [122, 123]).
We account for the merger rate redshift evolution of as-

trophysical black holes as follows. For black holes associ-
ated with Pop I/II stars we consider population synthesis
as described in Ref. [122] and for Pop III star black holes
we employ phenomenological model of Ref. [124] in order
to calculate their merger rates up to redshift z ∼ 20. The
merger rate of Pop III black holes can be parameterized
as [124]

RIII(z) ∝
eaIII(z−zIII)

aIII + bIIIe(aIII+bIII)(z−zIII)
, (47)

where we consider input parameters (aIII, bIII, zIII) =
(0.66, 0.3, 11.6) as Ref. [81] from fitting to population
synthesis results [123]. The overall normalization can be
found by setting the peak value to be ∼ 10% of that in
Pop I/II black hole merger rates [122, 123], which gives
RIII(zIII) = 20Gpc−3 yr−1 [124, 125].

In left panel of Fig. 14 we display the resulting red-
shift evolution of astrophysical Pop I/II/III black hole
merger rates overlaid together with PBH merger rates
including contributions originating from EPM and DM
spikes as discussed earlier. We observe that evolution of
Pop I/II/III astrophysical black hole merger rates and
PBH merger rates from DM spikes have maximum peaks
at different redshifts. This signifies these contributions
can be distinguished and peaks in observed black hole
merger rates around z ∼ 5 can serve as novel probes of
concentrated DM spikes in galactic centers.

Characteristics of PBH merger rates from DM spikes
allow to further distinguish them from Pop I/II/III as-
trophysical black holes. While PBH merger rates are
sensitive to PBH abundance fPBH as shown in Fig. 14,
astrophysical black hole merger rates are independent of
it. PBH merger rate increases with PBH abundance and
for fPBH ≳ 10−3 dominates over astrophysical black hole

merger rate redshift evolution.
As we display in right panel of Fig. 14 BH mass dis-

tributions also differ between PBHs and astrophysical
black holes. Here, we consider merger rates of astro-
physical Pop I/II/III black holes from Ref. [122] (see
also Ref. [126, 127] for other black hole mass distribu-
tion studies), and the PBH merger rates are calculated
assuming a monochromatic distribution around mass
MPBH = 30M⊙. We observe that PBH merger rates
can be distinguished in mass and also can dominate over
astrophysical black holes.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

With the prevalence of SMBHs at the centers of galax-
ies, their influence on surrounding DM distribution can
significantly affect the merger rates of PBHs that could
have formed in the early Universe, contribute to DM
abundance and that have been linked to recent GW de-
tections.

We identify novel peaked structure around redshift
z ∼ 5 in evolution of PBH merger rates stemming from
contributions of enhanced DM density spikes around
SMBHs in the late Universe. The peaked features arise
from redshift evolution of SMBH mass function as well as
enhancement of PBH merger rates due to increased DM
density in spikes. We find that merger rate evolution of
heavier PBHs exhibits a more pronounced peaked struc-
ture due to lower contributions of EPMs. The DM spike
profile characterized by power index γ also influences the
prominence of merger rate evolution peaks, with γ ≳ 1.7
resulting in more discernible merger rate peaks. Effects
such as two-body relaxation and loss-cone refilling can af-
fect the merger rate evolution peaked behavior, however
our work highlights the need for further investigations
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and simulations of these effects for more accurate predic-
tions. We note that similar peaked structure also appears
in the redshift evolution of SFR.

Contributions from astrophysical Pop I/II/III BHs
may also create features at different redshifts, which can
in principle be convoluted with those stemming from
PBHs. However, unlike astrophysical black holes, PBH
contributions increase with fPBH making the peaked
structure more discernible. Further, differentiating black
hole population properties such as mass distribution of
PBHs and astrophysical black hole could aid in distin-
guishing their respective contributions.

In summary, the newly identified peaked structure in
PBH merger rate redshift evolution could serve as a
probe of DM in galactic centers, with its amplitude and
shape providing insights into DM density profiles and
SMBH mass distributions. Future GW detectors like

Einstein Telescope and LISA, with their improved sen-
sitivity, could further enhance our ability to detect and
study these features, offering a window into PBH merger
rates and DM distribution in the Universe.
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