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Abstract

We study the process of the Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) production in the novel framework,
namely a-attractor Galileon inflation (G-inflation) model. In our framework, we take the Galileon
function as G(¢) = Gr(¢) (1 + Grr(¢)), where the part Gr(¢) is motivated from the a-attractor
inflationary scenario in its original non-canonical frame, and it ensures for the model to be consistent
with the Planck 2018 observations at the CMB scales. The part Gy;(¢) is invoked to enhance the
curvature perturbations at some smaller scales which in turn gives rise to PBHs formation. By
fine-tuning of the model parameters, we find three parameter sets which successfully produce a
sufficiently large peak in the curvature power spectrum. We show that these parameter sets produce
PBHs with masses O(10) Mg, O(107°) Mg, and O(10713) M, which can explain the LIGO events,
the ultrashort-timescale microlensing events in OGLE data, and around 0.98% of the current
Dark Matter (DM) content of the universe, respectively. Additionally, we study the secondary
Gravitational Waves (GWs) in our setup and show that our model anticipates the peak of their
present fractional energy density as Qgw, ~ 1078 for all the three parameter sets, but at different
frequencies. These predictions can be located well inside the sensitivity region of some GWs
detectors, and therefore the compatibility of our model can be assessed in light of the future data.
We further estimate the tilts of the included GWs spectrum in the different ranges of frequency,

and confirm that spectrum follows the power-law relation Qgw, ~ f™ in those frequency bands.



I. INTRODUCTION

The gravitational collapse of sufficiently large amplitude curvature perturbations gener-
ated during the inflationary period, could lead to formation of the primordial black holes
(PBHs), at the horizon re-entry in the radiation dominated era. This idea was first sug-
gested by Zel’dovich and Novikov in 1966, and then by Hawking and Carr in the early
1970’s [143]. Although PBHs have been studied extensively over the decades by physicists
and astronomers, the first detection of Gravitational Wave (GW), GW150914, from merging
of two black holes with mass ~ 30M (M is the solar mass) by the LIGO-Virgo Collabo-
ration [4, 5], has attracted more attention to the physics of PBHs and the possibility that
they could account for all or a fraction of the Dark Matter (DM) of the universe [6-75)].
The recent detection of the ultra-short timescale microlensing events by the OGLE collab-
oration has provided an allowed area for PBHs formation [12, 26]. The favored area from
the OGLE data indicate that the PBHs abundance can reach O (1072) at the mass scale
O (107°) M, [12, 26]. PBHs can also constitute a considerable part of DM in the mass
ranges 10716 — 107140 and 10713 — 101 M, [21, 123, 27, 131, [76-7].

In order to have PBHs formation, a sufficiently large enhancement should be happened
in the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations, so that the amplitude of the spec-
trum could reach Py ~ O(1072?) at some scales. On the other hand, the CMB observations
constrain the amplitude of the scalar perturbation at the pivot scale k, = 0.05Mpc™! as
Py ~ O(107%) |79]. Various mechanisms have already been proposed in the literature to
generate large peaks in the power spectrum leading finally to PBHs in some scales dur-
ing inflation. They are characterized by different statistics of the curvature perturbations.
Because, the statistical properties of the primordial perturbations can affect the PBHs abun-
dance [41-58]. The production of PBHs with the intensive enhancement of the curvature
power spectrum from a Gaussian distribution, in single-field inflation scenarios, has been
well studied in |6-40]. For instance, Cai et al. [22, 28] have succeeded in doing so, by the
parametric resonance arising from the oscillating sound speed squared. In 29,133, |40], this
goal can be achieved by mechanism of the gravitationally enhanced friction arising from the
nonminimal derivative coupling scenario. Using the inflationary potentials with inflection
points is another mechanism leading to such an enhancement [13-15, [17-19, 130, 134]. In this

scenario, the inflaton field experiences a very flat potential in the inflection point region of
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the potential. Such a flat region results in a so-called ultra slow-roll phase in which the
inflaton velocity decreases with a faster rate than the slow-roll phase and inflaton has a
friction dominated phase. Consequently, the curvature perturbation grows rapidly due to
the great decrease of the Hubble slow-roll parameter [80].

Another assumption is that the scalar perturbations obey the non-Gaussian statistics
[41-58]. For instance, the authors of [47] have discussed the impact of non-Gaussianity in
determining the PBHs abundance. They have concluded that the non-Gaussian perturba-
tions can produce same abundance of PBH from a smaller amplitude of scalar perturbations
than the Gaussian case. It is important to stress that due the effect of non-Gaussianity
on the PBH abundance, PBHs can be used as a tool to investigate the amplitude and
non-Gaussianity of the primordial perturbations on small scales.

PBHs can also be produced in multiple-field inflationary models |43, 59-75]. In these
models, sufficiently large peaks to PBHs formation can be generated with both curvature
(adiabatic) [81,82] and isocurvature [82-86] perturbations. For instance, the authors of |70],
have succeeded within a two-field inflation to produce a large peak in the power spectrum of
curvature perturbations leading finally to PBHs, in the context of the more traditional hybrid
inflation. Note that multi-field models of inflation can produce strong non-Gaussianity. The
curvaton model is a well motivated example [43, 60]. In this work, assuming Gaussian
statistics of the curvature perturbations in the single field inflationary scenario, we propose
a novel mechanism to achieve the ultra slow-roll phase. We focus on the Galileon scalar
field theory with the Galileon term G3(¢)0¢ in which G5(¢) is a general function in terms
of the Galileon field ¢. The most important motivation for choosing the Galileon scalar
field theory is that, the field equations driven from this theory include derivatives only up
to second order [87-91]. According to the theorem of Ostrogradsky [92], higher-derivative
theories have additional degrees of freedom and usually suffer from serious problems, such as
negative energies and related instabilities. Note that the Lagrangian of the Galileon scalar
field theory which was first introduced by Nicolis in [93], inspired by Dvali-Gabadadze-
Porrati (DGP) model [94], is equivalent to the so-called Horndeski theory [90, 91, 95]. For
more study about the Galileon scalar field theory, see e.g. [96-1101].

Recently, the formation of PBHs has been studied in the context of G-inflation by some
authors [37,138,[102-105]. In the present work, we investigate this subject, and in our work,

we go a step further and take the functional form of G3(¢) in such a way that our Galileon
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model is transformed at significant period of time domain of interest during inflation to a
class of superconformal inflationary models called cosmological a-attractors [106-116]. The
a-attractors are described in terms of a free parameter « that is inversely proportional to the
curvature of the inflaton Kéahler manifold [106, [111]. These class of models have a universal
attractor behavior in the Einstein frame. In the limit of the large e-fold number N and small
«, they yield the same predictions for the inflationary observables ng and r as ng = 1 —2/N
and r = 12a/N?, which are in a excellent agreement with the recent observational data
[79]. For o = 1, these quantities correspond to the obtained results in the Starobinsky
model [117] and Higgs inflation scenario [118]. Therefore, we can hope that the inflationary
observables ng and r, more likely to be consistent with the latest observational constraints
at around the sound horizon exit. Accordingly, in this new framework that we label it as
a-attractor Galileon inflation model, we examine the possibility of PBHs production with

masses around O(10) Mg, O(107%) My, and O(107'%) M.

The enhancement of primordial curvature perturbation that leads to the production of
PBHs, may also induce the secondary gravitational waves (GWs) [47, 73,1119-130]. After the
horizon re-entry, the overdense regions may collapse and consequently generate large metric
perturbations. In the second-order, the scalar and tensor perturbations can be coupled to
each other, and hence the scalar metric perturbations, through the second-order effect, can
lead to the propagation of the stochastic GWs among the cosmological background [131-
136]. Thus, the detection of such a signal for the induced GWs can be employed as a novel
approach to probe the PBHs. Besides, the detection of both PBHs and secondary GWs
can be regarded to constrain the substantial amplification of the spectrum of the primordial
curvature perturbations at some scales during inflation. So, in this way, we can acquire
valuable information about the physics of the early universe. So far, various scenarios have
been proposed to generate secondary GWs from inflation. For instance, in [123,[131,[134], the
authors have used a phenomenological delta function to create the required enhancement
of the scalar power spectrum. Such an enhancement can also be supplied by using of a
broken power-law [137] or Gaussian power spectrum [47, [137-140]. For other mechanisms
for induction of secondary GWs in the context of inflationary cosmology, one can refer
to 61, 167, (72, 141-147]. Note that the amplitude of induced GWs depends on both the
amplitude of scalar perturbations and their statistics [47]. For instance, in [12§], the authors

assuming the non-Gaussian statistics have showed that for an equal abundance of PBH, the



power of the induced GWs is much smaller than the Gaussian case.

In this paper, under the assumption that the probability distribution function of curvature
perturbations is Gaussian, we investigate the secondary GWs in the setup of a-attractor G-
inflation. In our work, we calculate the present fractional energy density of these GWs and
compare our findings with the sensitivity regions of different GWs detectors. We further
estimate the slope of the secondary GWs spectrum in different domains of the frequency
band. This is another feature of the secondary GWs that can be probed by using of the
upcoming data, and also can be used to discriminate between the different PBHs scenarios
from inflation.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. [, we review the basics of the PBH formation.
In Sec. [II, we present a brief review of G-inflation and derive all the necessary equations
describing our model. In Sec. [Vl we discuss the possibility of PBH formation in the
framework of the a-attractor G-inflation scenario. We investigate the secondary GWs in

our framework in Sec. [Vl Finally, Sec. is devoted to our concluding remarks.

II. ABUNDANCE OF PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

In this section, we review briefly the basic formulas for PBHs formation from inflation. As
mentioned in Sec. [, the curvature perturbations generated during inflation may collapse and
form PBHs after horizon re-entry in the radiation dominated epoch, if they have sufficiently
large amplitude. The mass of formed PBHs, M (k), is related to the horizon mass, My, by
it

TN (9 TS k -
M09 =t =38 (5) (555) () M .

where the efficiency factor v depends on the details of the gravitational collapse and usually
is assumed to be v ~ 0.2 [148], and g. = 107.5 is the effective degrees of freedom for the
energy density.

In the Press-Schechter formalism [149], assuming the Gaussian statistics of the curvature

perturbations, the production rate of PBHs with mass M (k) is given by [150-152)]

) = 2700 o (B, )

where 0. is the threshold of the density perturbation for the PBHs formation, and in this

paper, we adopt its value to be 0.4 [153-155]. The quantity o(k) denotes the coarse-grained
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variance of the density contrast smoothed on a scale k that is given by [150, [151]

dq

(k)= [ =
q

W a/k) s (a/4)Py(a), 3

where Py represents the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations and W (z) is the
window function. There are several different window functions that their effect on the PBHs
abundance has been studied in the literature [156, [157]. In our analysis, we take a popular
and appropriate Gaussian window function as W (z) = exp (—z?/2).

The current energy fraction of PBHs with a mass M (k) over the total DM is given by
19, 18]

_ Qppan  B(M) Y\Y2 g. YA 012 M\
fPBH(M)—QDM_3.94><10—9 (0_2) (10.75) Qpmh? ) \ Mg W

where (2py is the current density parameter of DM and its value is constrained by the Planck
2018 results as Qpyh? ~ 0.12 [79].

In this work, we focus on three distinct PBH mass scales: O(10)M,, O(107°) My, and
O(10-3) M.

III. GALILEON INFLATIONARY MODEL

The Galileon inflation is described by the action [89, 97]
1
S = /d4.f17\/ —g |i§R+£¢:| y (5)

where g is the determinant of the metric g,,, R is the Ricci scalar, and £, is the scalar field

Lagrangian which is given by

Here, K(¢, X) and G5(¢, X) are general functions in terms of the Galileon field ¢ and the
kinetic term X = —% 9" 0,¢00,¢. Throughout this paper, we set the reduced Planck mass
equal to unity, i.e., M, = (87G)~'/? = 1. It is worthwhile to mention that, the most
general form of the Galileon Lagrangian includes two other terms: G4(¢, X)R+ G4 x X [field
derivative terms] and G5(¢, X )G* (57, Vv @) — (G5 x/6) x [field derivative terms|, in addition
to the term G3(¢, X)O¢ [87, 88]. Here, G4(¢, X) and G5(¢, X) are functions of ¢ and X,

G* is the Einstein tensor, and (, X) = d/0X. In the present work, we focus on the case in
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which G5(¢, X) = G3(¢) and G4 = G5 = 0. We also consider K(¢, X) = X — V(¢) where
V(¢) is the scalar field potential. With these assumptions and then integration by parts, it
is straightforward to find that the action (B) turns to the following form

S = /d4:)3\/—_g BR + (1 - 2@(¢))X - V(gb)} , (7)

where G(¢) = dG5(p)/do. As we see, this model can also be considered as a modified
gravitational theory with the noncanonical kinetic term w(¢)X with w(¢) = 1 — 2G(¢)
[1581160].

Since the Galileon scenario is equivalent to the Horndeski theory, in the following, we
follow the approach of [161, [162] in which we set K(¢, X) = X — V(¢), Gz = G3(¢), and
G4 = G5 = 0, to review the background evolution and basic formulas governing the theory
of cosmological perturbations in our model.

For the flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric g, = diag(—l, a*(t), a?(t), a® (t)),
Egs. (4), (5), (6), and (7) in [162] give the modified background equations as

3H” — L (1-2G(8)) 6~ V(9) =0, 8
2H + 3H* + %(1 —2G(9))d* — V(¢) = 0, (9)
(1-2G(¢))(p+3H) +Vy— ¢G4 =0, (10)

where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter. Note that the overdot represents the derivative
with respect to the cosmic time ¢, and (, ¢) = 9/0¢.
Following [161, [162], we introduce the slow-roll parameters as the following forms
H ¢ ¢’ G(¢)9”

P se= 2 5= 9P (11)

=——, 0y = .
T YT hy 2H? 211

From the first relation in Eq. (III), it is clear that to have inflation, the condition ¢ < 1 is
required. Using Eq. (9) in [162], the slow-roll parameter ¢ can be written as
gz'Sz

e =10x — 20 = m(l — 2G(9)), (12)

where in the last equality, we have substituted the third and fourth relation in Eq. (II)).
Note that, under the slow-roll approximation, all the parameters defined in Eq. (] should

be much smaller than unity.



In the framework of G-inflation, the power spectrum of the scalar perturbation P, at the
time of sound horizon exit, i.e., ¢,k = aH in which k is a comoving wavenumber, takes the

form [161, 1162]

H2
8m2Q 4¢3 lesh=al’
where the quantities ¢, and @ are given by Egs. (15) and (16) in [161]. From Egs. (15)-(20)

in [161] with setting K (¢, X) = X — V(¢), Gz = G5(¢), G4 = G5 = 0, and also using the

first equality in Eq. (I2]), one can easily show that the sound speed c¢; is equal to the light
speed (cs = 1) and Qs = dx — 20¢ = . Consequently Eq. (I3) reduces to
H*1

o B
872 ¢ lh=aH

(14)

Note that, since ¢* > 0 and Q, > 0, there are no ghosts and Laplacian instabilities for scalar
perturbations [162]. The observational value of the amplitude of scalar perturbations at the
CMB pivot scale k, = 0.05 Mpc™ is P,(k,) ~ 2.1 x 1079 [79].
In the slow-roll approximation, the field equations (§)) and (I0) reduce to
3H? ~ V(9), (15)
3HO(1—2G(¢)) + Vg =~ 0. (16)

Using Eqs. (I3) and (I6]), the slow-roll parameter € in (I2) can be written as

T 120600 (17)
where )

With the help of Eqs. (I7), (I8), and the first Friedmann Eq. (I5)), the power spectrum
(I4) in the slow-roll limit reduces to
V3

P, ~ W(l . 2G(¢)). (19)
During the slow-roll inflationary phase, the Hubble parameter H and the sound speed c;
change much slower than the scale factor a of the universe [163]. Therefore, using the
relation ¢,k = aH, we can write dlnk ~ Hdt. Applying this approximation and the
definition ny — 1 = dInPy/dIn k, one can easily find ng — 1 ~ 755/(H775). From this relation
and then using Eqs. (I5), (I6), (I8), and (I9), we can obtain the scalar spectral index n, as

1
12m V2ey |, (20)

ns — 2y — 62y +

X
1—-2G(¢)



where

|4
nv = % (21)

The observational value of the scalar spectral index measured by the Planck team is n, =
0.9627+0.0060 (68% CL, Planck 2018 TT+lowE) [79]. Applying the approximation dlnk ~
Hdt and Eq. (I6), we can find the running of the scalar spectral index as

dns 1 V¢
— ~— ’ s, 22
dink —  (1-2G(¢)) <V(¢)) oo (22)
The observational constraint on the running of the scalar spectral index is about dn,/dInk =

—0.0078 = 0.0082 (68% CL, Planck 2018 TT-+lowE) [79].

The tensor power spectrum in the framework of G-inflation is given by [161), [162]
2

2m2Q43 lerk—ant’

where the quantities @); and ¢; can be found with the help of Eqgs. (17)-(20), (31), and (32)

in [161], by setting K (¢, X) = X — V(¢), G3 = G5(¢), and G4 = G5 = 0 as Q; = § and

¢? = 1. In this way, the tensor power spectrum is derived as
2

272 k:aH’

P, = (23)

Py (24)

which is the same as one in the standard canonical inflationary model. As we see, the
requirements to avoid the ghosts (Q; > 0) and Laplacian (¢? > 0) instabilities are fulfilled
for the tensor perturbations too [162].

For our Galileon model described by Eq. (), since ¢ = 1, with the help of Eqgs. (24)
and (34) in [161], Eq. (I8) and also the first equality in Eq. (I7), we get the tensor-to-scalar
ratio in the slow-roll regime as

a6V
r_165—1_2G(¢). (25)

The tensor-to-scalar ratio is constrained by the Planck 2018 data as r < 0.0654 (68% CL,
Planck 2018 TT-+lowE) [79].

IV. PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES FORMATION FROM oa-ATTRACTOR G-
INFLATION

In this section, we discuss about the possibility of PBHs production in the framework

of G-inflation described by Eq. (7). A careful look to Eq. (I9) shows that a peak is
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created in the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations, when the term (1 — 2G(q§))
has a sufficiently large peak about a field value. On the other hand, the term (1 — QG(qb))
becomes maximum when the function —G(¢) maximizes. To achieve an appropriate peak
on a particular scale in the scalar power spectrum which can lead to form PBHs, we take

the functional form of G(¢) as |29, 106-111]

G(0) = Gi(0) (1+ Gua(9), (26)

where

GmmzéG—(ﬁ%;), 1)

and
w

As we see, the Galileon term contains two functions G;(¢) and G;(¢). The quantity G;;(¢)

Gr(¢) = (28)

is a function which has a peak at the critical field value ¢ = ¢., and the height and width
of the peak are determined by the parameters w and o, respectively. The function G;(¢)
almost vanishes for the field values away from ¢, so that G(¢) =~ G;(¢). In such a way,
the kinetic term in the action (7l nearly reduces to <2aX /(1 —¢?/ 3)2> which is the same
as one in a-attractors |[106, [111]. Consequently, our G-inflation model described by Eq. ()
is transformed to the a-attractor models at significant period of time domain of interest
during inflation. This means that the inflationary observables n, and r, more likely are
in agreement with the observational data at around the sound horizon exit. Because, the
a-attractor models for the large values of the e-fold number N and small o, have the same
prediction for n, and r in the Einstein frame as n, = 1 — 2/N and r = 12a/N? which for
a = 1 these quantities are transformed to the corresponding results in the Starobinsky model
[117] and also in the Higgs inflationary scenario |118]. Here, ¢, and o have dimensions of
mass and w is a dimensionless parameter. Fine-tuning of these parameters can produce a
sufficiently large peak in the curvature power spectrum to form PBHs within a particular
mass window.

The simplest choice for the potential of the scalar field in the a-attractor models is a

power-law function as
V() = Voo™, (29)
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where V; and n are constants. By redefining ¢/v/3 = 1 —e_\/BZa”, the kinetic term [2a.X/(1—
$*/3)?] reduces to the canonmical form —g"9,00,p/2. This class of the a-attractors is
called E-models [106, 111, [116]. The potential ([29]) for the scalar field ¢ takes the form
V(p) = Vo1 — e %“”)2", where Vj is a constant, and for n = 1 and a = 1 it covers the
potential of the Starobinsky model in the Einstein frame [117]. In this work, we choose n = 1
and o = 1, and then investigate the possibility of PBHs formation for the three parameter

sets that are listed in Table [T

TABLE I. The chosen parameter sets for G7(¢) that can successfully produce PBHs. The value of

Vp is fixed by imposing the CMB normalization at the pivot scale k, = 0.05 Mpc™! corresponding
to N, = 60.
# be w o Vo
Case 1 1.657096 7.86618 x 107 3.3918 x 101 8.1108 x 10~
Case 2 1.678000 6.42000 x 107 2.1000 x 10~ 8.2000 x 10~
Case 3 1.689490 6.36100 x 107 1.3000 x 10~ 7.6000 x 10~1!

To find the value of V which represents the energy scale of inflation, we fix the power
spectrum in Eq. (I3) at the pivot scale k, = 0.05Mpc™" as P,(k,) ~ 2.1 x 107 [79].
We calculate the inflationary observables ng, r, and dng/dInk at the k, = 0.05 Mpc™! and
also quantities relevant for producing PBHs of these three parameter sets. The results are

summarized in Table

TABLE II. Results of the scalar power spectrum at peak scale ( feak), the mass of the correspond-

ing PBHs (Mf.?gﬁ), PBHs fractional abundance ( fgg}li{), and also the inflationary observables ng,

r, and dng/dInk at the CMB scale, for the three cases of Table[ll

# ng r dns/dInk peak MBS /M, peak
Case 1 0.9510 0.0076 —0.0011 0.0319  8.06 x 10~  0.9750
Case 2 0.9521  0.0077 —0.0008  0.0379  1.78 x 107° 0.0178
Case 3 0.9586  0.0074 0.0007 0.0462 12.99 0.0020

In Fig. [0l we plot the evolution of the scalar field ¢ as a function of the e-fold number
N where dN = —Hdt, for parameter set 1 (solid line), parameter set 2 (dashed line), and

12



parameter set 3 (dotted line), by solving the background equations (8)-(I0) numerically.
The initial conditions are set by using Eqs. (&) and (I6) at N. = 60. As we see, in
this figure there are plateau-like regions at ¢ = ¢. corresponding to 17 < N < 35 for
parameter set 1, 24 < N < 43 for parameter set 2, and 31 < N < 50 for parameter set 3.
During this region, inflaton experiences an ultra slow-roll phase in which its velocity rapidly
decreases and the curvature power spectrum can be enhanced by several orders of magnitude
which can lead to PBHs formation. Besides, we see in the figure that displacements of the
inflaton field from the epoch of horizon crossing to the end of inflation (A¢ = |¢s — Penal)
in our setup are obtained as 0.340M,;, 0.868M,,;, and 1.124M,; for Case 1, Case 2, and
Case 3, respectively. Therefore, since the field excursion in our model takes sub-Planckian
values for Case 1 and Case 2, the distance swampland conjecture [164-166] is preserved for
these two parameter sets while for Case 3, the result is super-Planckian which violates the
distance swampland conjecture. In the original a-attractor inflation model [106-116] which
can be recovered by setting Gj;(¢) = 0 in our scenario, and in its noncanonical frame, the
field excursion is obtained as 0.920M, which is sub-Planckian and preserves the distance
swampland conjecture [164, [166], but in the Einstein frame, we obtain the field excursion as

4.513 My, which is super-Planckian and hence violates the required condition.

In Fig. 2 the evolution of the slow-roll parameters ¢ (left panel) and J, (right panel)
are plotted as functions of N for the three parameter sets of Table [l The left panel of Fig.
shows that € remains below unity during the whole inflationary period (¢ < 1), but in
the right panel, we see that d, breaks the slow-roll approximation during the ultra slow-roll
stage. It is worth mentioning that in the slow-roll approximation both parameters ¢ and
dp should be less than unity. Of course, from the left panel of Fig. 2 we see that € can
not reach unity at the end of inflation, i.e., N = 0 and inflation continues 2.640 e-folds for
parameter set 1, 0.372 e-folds for parameter set 2, and 0.004 e-folds for parameter set 3, due

to strong slow down of inflaton during the ultra slow-roll stage.

From Fig. ] it is clear that at the time of sound horizon exit corresponding to N, = 60,
the slow-roll approximation remains valid. Therefore, with the help of Egs. (20), (22)), (23]
and also using Eqgs. (I8)), (1)), and (26])-(29), we can find the values of scalar spectral index
ns, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, and the running of the scalar spectral index dng/d In k for the
three parameter sets of Table [l The numerical results are presented in Table [[Il and imply

that the values of n, for parameter sets 1 and 2 satisfy the 95% CL constraints of Planck
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FIG. 1. Evolution of the scalar field ¢ as a function of the e-fold number N for Case 1 (solid line),
Case 2 (dashed line), and Case 3 (dotted line). The initial conditions are found by using Eqgs. (I5])
and (I6) at N, = 60.

2018 TT+lowE data [79], and the values of dn,/dInk and r are in agreement with the 68%
CL constraints of these data. For parameter set 3, the values of ng and r are consistent with
the 68% CL constraints of Planck 2018 TT+lowE data [79], while the value of dng/dInk is
in agreement with the 95% CL constraints of these data. It is worth to mention that from
the obtained numerical results in Table [[I], it is realized that our model predicts low values
for the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. This important remark makes the model very interesting.
With these considerations, using Eq. (I9) (or Eq. (I4])) to compute the scalar power
spectrum is not very accurate and gives wrong results. To obtain the exact power spectrum,
we should solve the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation numerically for all the Fourier modes of
interest. Since, the sound speed of the scalar perturbation in our model is equal to the light

speed, i.e., ¢; = 1, the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation takes the form
Z//
vy + <k2 - —) v =0, (30)
z
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the first slow-roll parameter ¢ (left) and the second slow-roll parameter d4

(right) versus the e-fold number N for Case 1 (solid line), Case 2 (dashed line), and Case 3 (dotted

line).

where the prime represents derivative with respect to the conformal time n = [a~'dt and

v=2zR, 2z = ay/2Qs. (31)

The Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (B0 describes the evolution of the Fourier modes v;. Each
mode vy evolves during inflation, until it exits the Hubble horizon and approaches a constant
value. By solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation numerically, we find the evolution of real

and imaginary parts of vy, then we estimate the scalar power-spectrum of each mode wvy
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using the following relation
k‘3
P,=——

27 he<all
The initial conditions for each mode vy are determined by assuming that when each mode

2
v
Z—’g (32)

is sub-horizon (k > aH), vy is in the Bunch-Davies vacuum as [167]

e—zkr

NS

In Fig. Bl we plot the power spectra of the curvature perturbations computed by solving

Vi = (33)

the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (B0) numerically as a function of the comoving wavenumber
k, for the three parameter sets 1, 2 and 3. From this figure, it is obvious that on the
large scales which the scalar field experiences a slow-roll phase, the three curves are in good
agreement with the CMB constraints [79]. We also see, when the inflaton enters the ultra
slow-roll phase, the power spectra get amplified to the order of O(1072) which is large enough
to have a significant PBH abundance.

With the help of actual power spectrum obtained by solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equa-
tion numerically and using Eqs. (I)-(#]), we can compute PBHs abundance for parameter
sets 1, 2, and 3. The results are shown in Fig. @l and Table[[Il. For parameter set 1, our model
predicts PBHs with mass M ~ 8.06 x 10730 and PBH abundance fpgy ~ 0.9750, which
means that the formed PBHs in this class constitute around 0.98% of DM, and therefore, it
can be an attractive candidate for DM.

For parameter set 2, the model predicts PBHs with the mass 1.78 x 107 M, and fppy ~
0.0178. From Fig. [ we see that the peak of fppu places on the inferred region of the PBH
abundance by the ultrashort-timescale microlensing events in OGLE data. Thus, one can
take these PBHs as a source of these microlensing events.

For parameter set 3, the model generates PBHs with mass M ~ 12.99M,, and fppy =~
0.0020. Fig. [l shows that the produced PBHs in this class satisfy the constraint from the
upper limit on the LIGO merger rate.

V. SECONDARY GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

The enhancement of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations at some scales
during inflation may also induce the production of secondary GWs. Recently several earth-

based or space-based observatories have been designed that may detect the signal of this
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FIG. 3. The curvature power spectra calculated by solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation nu-
merically as a function of the comoving wavenumber k for Case 1 (solid), Case 2 (dashed) and
Case 3 (dotted). The light green shaded region shows the area excluded by the CMB observations
[79]. The orange, blue, and cyan shaded regions represent the excluded regions for the power spec-
trum by the p-distortion of CMB [168, 169], the effect on the ratio between neutron and proton
during the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) [170, 171], and the current PTA observations [172],

respectively.

type of GWs, if their present fractional energy density lies within the sensitivity regions of
the detectors. Therefore, due to their observational capabilities, the secondary GWs have
attracted substantial attention among the inflationary contexts recently. In this section, we
compute the secondary GWs in the setup of our a-attractor G-inflation, and compare its
predictions with the sensitivity regions of some designed GWs detectors.

The fractional energy density of the induced GWs in the radiation dominated (RD) era
is given by [137, [177]

2
1/ k\° [® 14| 402 — (1 — u? 4+ 0?)? B a——

Qaw(k,n) = 5 <a—H) /0 dv /|1—v| du( o I (u, v, )Py (ku)Ps(kv),

(34)
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on the LIGO merger rate [173]. The brown-shaded region shows the allowed PBH abundance from
the ultrashort-timescale microlensing events in the OGLE data |12, 23]. The other shaded regions
indicate the current observational constraints on the abundance of PBHs: extragalactic gamma-
rays from PBH evaporation (EG~) [76], galactic center 511 keV ~-ray line (INTEGRAL) [27],
white dwarfs explosion (WD) [77], microlensing events with Subaru HSC (Subaru HSC) [23], with
the Kepler satellite (Kepler) [174], with EROS/MACHO (EROS/MACHO) [175], and accretion
constraints from CMB (CMB) [176].

where 1 denotes the conformal time, and the time average of the source terms is implied by

2o (u, v, — 00) =52 B0 5

N (Ts(uév,1)> ] (35)
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Additionally, the sine-integral Si(z) and cosine-integral Ci(z) functions are defined respec-

tively as follows

Si(z) = /0 TS i) = — / h %(y)dy. (38)

Y

The function Tj(u,v, 1) which also appears in Eq. (B3] is defined as

i 27w +0* —3) 27 (u’ 02— 3)
Ty(u,v,1) = T(u,v,1) + 202 - 4asdv3 o

3—(u+v)?
3—(u—v)?|

(39)

The present-day energy density fraction of the included GWs has the following relation with

the corresponding values well after their horizon re-entry in the radiation domination epoch,

Qrq
0.0 o

where (), indicates the fractional energy density of radiation, and the subscript 0 refers

Qaw (k,m0) = Qaw(k, 1)

to the present epoch. Here, we adopt the present-day radiation density parameter to be
Qoh? ~ 4.2 x 107 [178-180]. The conformal time 7 > 7, in Eq. (@0) should be chosen
earlier than the moment of matter-radiation equality, and of course late enough so that
Qcw(k,n) can be converged to a constant value.

In Fig. B we plot the present fractional energy density of the secondary GWs for the
three cases of our a-attractor G-inflation model by using Eq. (40). In the figure, we also
have marginalized the sensitivity regions of the GWs detectors including European PTA
(EPTA) [181-183], the Square Kilometer Array (SKA) [184], Advanced Laser Interferometer
Gravitational Wave Observatory (aLIGO) |185, [186], Laser Interferometer Space Antenna
(LISA) [187, [188], TaiJi [189], and TianQin |[190]. We see in the figure that for all the three
cases, the peak amplitude of the spectra is of order 1078, but the peaks appear in different
frequencies. In the Case 1, the peak takes place at the critical frequency f. ~ 1072 Hz,
and so the result can be located inside the sensitivity regions of the space-based detectors
LISA, TaiJi, and TianQin. For the Case 2, the peak takes place at f. ~ 1077 Hz, and
the spectrum cannot be located within the joint region of anyone of the mentioned GWs
detectors. The peak of Case 3 appears at the frequency f. ~ 1071° Hz, and the spectrum
of this case can lie within the sensitivity region of EPTA and SKA. The exact values of the
critical frequencies and peak heights for the three cases are tabulated in Table [IIl Since

some of these predictions can be located inside the sensitivity marginalized joints regions of
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FIG. 5. The present fractional energy density of the secondary GWs versus frequency. The solid,

dashed, and dotted plots are corresponding to Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3, respectively.

some designed GWs detectors, it may be possible in future to check the consistency of our

model in front of the observational data.

Another important observational criterion for the secondary GWs is the tilt of the spec-
trum of the present energy density fraction at different frequencies which may be appraised in
light of the data from GWs detectors. Indeed, the recent studies imply that the power spec-
trum of Qgw, can be parameterized in terms of frequency as the power-law form Qgw, ~ f",
where n is constant [179, 191, [192]. In our work, we estimated the power n in the ranges
[ < fe, f < fe; and f > f., which are denoted by nys«y., ny<y,, and nys ., respectively. The
numerical values of these parameters are presented in Table [[IIl The results obtained in the
infrared regime f < f. satisfy appropriately the analytical expression Qqw, ~ f°~% n(fe/f)
obtained by [193, 194].
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TABLE III. The frequencies and heights of the peak of the spectrum of the present fractional
energy density of the secondary GWs for the three cases. The values of the tilt of the secondary

GWs spectrum are also presented for the frequency ranges f < fe, f < fe, and f > fe.

# fe Qaw, (fe) nf<fe nf<fe nf>f.
Case 1  4.077x 1073  2.093 x 1078 3.013 1.505 —2.647
Case 2 8.006 x 1077 3.012 x 1078 3.011 1.512 —2.724
Case 3 1.016 x 10710 4.284 x 1078 3.032 1.477 —2.753

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The PBHs formation due to the gravitational collapse of the inflationary curvature per-
turbations has been extensively studied over the decades. After the first GW discovery by
the LIGO-Virgo Collaboration, interest in PBHs has renewed and the scenario of PBHs
as DM candidate has attracted more and more attentions. In this work, we examined the
generation of PBHs in the framework of a-attractor G-inflation scenario. We considered the
simplest form of the Galileon field Lagrangian described by Eq. (@) where G3(¢, X) and
K (¢, X) are functions in terms of Galileon field ¢ and the kinetic term X = —% 9" 0,00, ¢.
Assuming that G3 only depends on the scalar field ¢, the action (f]) is transformed to Eq.
(@) which describes a noncanonical inflationary model with the kinetic term (1 — 2G(¢))X
in which we defined G(¢) = dG3/d¢ = G3 4. We took G(¢) as G1(¢)(1+ G1(¢)) where the
function G;(¢) and Gp(¢) are given in Egs. ([27) and (28). The quantity G(¢) is the base
Galileon term and Gp(¢) is a function with a peak at ¢ = ¢, which is almost negligible for
the field values away from ¢.. Therefore, for the field values away from ¢, the kinetic term
(1-2G(¢))X in Eq. (@) nearly reduces to <2aX/(1 — ¢2/3)2> which is the same as one in
the a-attractors scenario. We choose the potential in the form of V(¢) = Vy¢*" which is the
simplest form of the potential in the a-attractor models. By redefining ¢/v/3 =1—e~ %@,
the kinetic term <2aX/(1 — ¢2/3)2> reduces to the canonical form —g*9,p0,¢/2. This
class of a-attractors is called F-model. For n = 1 and a = 1 by fine-tuning of the parame-
ters ¢., w, and o, we found three successful parameter sets to form PBHs (see Tables [l and
[I). We studied the inflationary dynamics for these three parameter sets by solving the field
equations numerically. The evolution of the scalar field ¢, the slow-roll parameters ¢ and d,

as functions of the e-fold number N are plotted in Figs. [land 2l From Fig. 2 we see that in
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the ultra slow-roll phase, the slow-roll condition |d4| < 1 is violated. Consequently, using Eq.
() or Eq. ([I9) to find the power spectrum leads to wrong results. Thus, we computed the
exact power spectrum by solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation numerically. The results
are shown in Fig. [3 for the three parameter sets 1, 2, and 3. This figure indicates that on
the large scales, the obtained power spectra are consistent with the CMB observation and
on the small scales, when the inflaton experiences an ultra slow-roll phase, they enhance to
the order of O(1072) which is sufficiently large to provide PBHs production.

We further estimated the inflationary observables ng, r, and dns/dInk predicted by our
model for the three cases 1, 2, and 3. Our results showed that the values of r, and dng/dInk
for parameter sets 1 and 2, are in agreement with the 68% CL constraints of Planck 2018
TT+lowE data [79], while the values of ng satisfy the 95% CL constraints of these data.
For Case 3, the values of n, and r are in well agreement with the 68% CL constraints of
Planck 2018 TT+lowE data [79], and the value of dn,/dInk is consistent with the 95% CL
constraint of these observational data (see Table [I]).

With the help of Press-Schechter formalism and using the exact power spectra, we found
the PBHs abundances for the three parameter sets 1, 2 and 3. The predicted PBHs abun-
dances are plotted in Fig. @l The obtained numerical results are also shown in Table [Tl Our
analysis showed that the parameter set 1 produces PBHs with mass M ~ 8.06 x 10~ M
which can explain around 98% of the current DM content. Therefore, the produced PBHs in
this class can be considered as a suitable candidate for DM. The formed PBHs in parameter
set 2 have the mass of 1.78 x 10~° M, which can explain the ultrashort-timescale microlensing
events in OGLE data. In parameter set 3, we found PBHs with mass M ~ 12.99M,,. Fig.
(] indicates the peak of fpgy does not exceed the upper limit on the merger rate obtained
from the LIGO.

Moreover, we studied the induction of the secondary GWs accompanied by the PBHs
formation in our a-attractor G-inflation setup, and in particular we computed the present
fractional energy density (2gw,) for the three parameter sets of our model. The spectrum
of Qaw, exhibits a peak in its shape, and the peaks height for all the three cases is of order
1078, but their frequencies are different. The frequencies of the peaks for Cases 1, 2, and 3
are 2.953 x 1073H z, 8.017 x 107"H z, and 5.848 x 1071°H 2, respectively. The spectrum of
Qaw, for Case 1 can be placed within the sensitivity region of LISA, TailJi, and TianQin,
and for Case 3 within the sensitivity regions of EPTA and SKA, while for Case 2, the
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spectrum is located completely outside of the sensitivity curves. Since the predictions of our
a-attractor G-inflation model can lie inside the sensitivity regions of some GWs detectors,
therefore the viability of our model can be tested in light of the forthcoming observational
data. We also estimated the tilt of the spectrum of secondary GWs in our setting for
different regions of the frequency band. Our findings confirm that the power spectrum of
Qaw, can be parameterized in terms of frequency as the power-law function Qaqw, ~ f".
We calculated the values of the constant n for different frequency bands for each case of
our model, and showed that the results in the infrared regime f < f. satisfy properly the
analytical expression Qqw, ~ f>~2/"fe/f) presented by [193, 194].

Finally, it is important to note that we have assumed a Gaussian statistics of primordial
scalar perturbations in our work. Since any non-Gaussianity can affect the PBHs abundance,
it will be interesting to study the role of the non-Gaussianity on the number of PBHs and

the induced GWs. We left this issue for future works.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank the referee for his/her valuable comments.

[1] Y. B. Zel’'dovich and I. Novikov, Soviet Astronomy 10, 602 (1967).

[2] S. Hawking, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 152, 75 (1971).

[3] B. J. Carr and S. Hawking, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 168, 399 (1974).

[4] B. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061102 (2016),
arXiv:1602.03837 [gr-qc|.

[5] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 241103 (2016),
arXiv:1606.04855 [gr-qc].

6] S. Bird, I. Cholis, J. B. Munoz, Y. Ali-Haimoud, M. Kamionkowski, E. D.
Kovetz, A. Raccanelli, and A. G. Riess, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 201301 (2016),
arXiv:1603.00464 [astro-ph.CO].

[7] M. Sasaki, T. Suyama, T. Tanaka, and S. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 061101 (2016),
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 121, 059901 (2018)], arXiv:1603.08338 [astro-ph.CO].

24


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.04855
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.201301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.00464
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.061101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.08338

8]

[12]

[22]

[23]
[24]

S. Blinnikov, A. Dolgov, N. Porayko, and K. Postnov, JCAP 11, 036 (2016),
arXiv:1611.00541 [astro-ph.HE].

B. Carr, F. Kuhnel, and M. Sandstad, Phys. Rev. D 94, 083504 (2016),
arXiv:1607.06077 [astro-ph.CO].

S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido, Phys. Dark Univ. 15, 142 (2017),
arXiv:1603.05234 [astro-ph.CO].

B. Carr, M. Raidal, T. Tenkanen, V. Vaskonen, and H. Veermae,
Phys. Rev. D 96, 023514 (2017), arXiv:1705.05567 [astro-ph.CO|.

P. Mréz, A. Udalski, J. Skowron, R. Poleski, S. Kozlowski, M. K. Szymanski, 1. Soszyriski,
L. Wyrzykowski, P. Pietrukowicz, K. Ulaczyk, et al., Nature 548, 183 (2017).

J. Garcia-Bellido and E. Ruiz Morales, Phys. Dark Univ. 18, 47 (2017),
arXiv:1702.03901 [astro-ph.CO|.

C. Germani and T. Prokopec, Phys. Dark Univ. 18, 6 (2017),
arXiv:1706.04226 [astro-ph.CO].

H. Motohashi and W. Hu, Phys. Rev. D 96, 063503 (2017), |arXiv:1706.06784 |astro-ph.CO].
S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido, Phys. Dark Univ. 22, 137 (2018),
arXiv:1711.10458 [astro-ph.CO)].

J. M. Ezquiaga, J. Garcia-Bellido, and E. Ruiz Morales, Phys. Lett. B 776, 345 (2018),
arXiv:1705.04861 [astro-ph.CO|.

H. Di and Y. Gong, JCAP 07, 007 (2018), |arXiv:1707.09578 [astro-ph.CO].

G. Ballesteros and M. Taoso, Physical Review D 97, 023501 (2018).

M. Zumalacarregui and U. Seljak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 141101 (2018),
arXiv:1712.02240 [astro-ph.CO].

A. Katz, J. Kopp, S. Sibiryakov, and W. Xue, JCAP 12,005 (2018),
arXiv:1807.11495 [astro-ph.CO|.

Y.-F. Cai, X. Tong, D.-G. Wang, and S.-F. Yan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 081306 (2018),
arXiv:1805.03639 [astro-ph.CO].

H. Niikura et al., Nature Astron. 3, 524 (2019), arXiv:1701.02151 [astro-ph.CO].

G. Ballesteros, J. Beltran Jimenez, and M. Pieroni, JCAP 06, 016 (2019),
arXiv:1811.03065 [astro-ph.CO].

25


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/11/036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.00541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2016.10.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05234
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.023514
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.03901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2018.08.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.09578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.141101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02240
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2018/12/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11495
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081306
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.03639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0723-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.02151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03065

[25]

[43]
[44]
[45]
[46]

A. Y. Kamenshchik, A. Tronconi, T. Vardanyan, and G. Venturi,
Phys. Lett. B 791, 201 (2019), arXiv:1812.02547 [gr-qc].

H. Niikura, M. Takada, S. Yokoyama, T. Sumi, and S. Masaki,
Phys. Rev. D 99, 083503 (2019), arXiv:1901.07120 [astro-ph.CO].

R. Laha, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 251101 (2019), arXiv:1906.09994 [astro-ph.HE].

C. Chen and Y.-F. Cai, JCAP 10, 068 (2019)}, arXiv:1908.03942 [astro-ph.CO].

C. Fu, P Wu and H.  Yu, [Phys. Rev. D 100, 063532 (2019),
arXiv:1907.05042 [astro-ph.CO|.

I.  Dalianis, A.  Kehagias, and G. Tringas, |JCAP 01, 037 (2019),
arXiv:1805.09483 [astro-ph.CO)].

B. Dasgupta, R. Laha, and A. Ray, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 101101 (2020),
arXiv:1912.01014 [hep-ph].

S. S. Mishra and V. Sahni, JCAP 04, 007 (2020), arXiv:1911.00057 [gr-qc].

I. Dalianis, S. Karydas, and E. Papantonopoulos, JCAP 06, 040 (2020),
arXiv:1910.00622 [astro-ph.CO|.

R. Mahbub, Phys. Rev. D 101, 023533 (2020), arXiv:1910.10602 [astro-ph.CO].

A. Ashoorioon, A. Rostami, and J. T. Firouzjaee, (2019), arXiv:1912.13326 [astro-ph.CO|.
A. Ashoorioon, A. Rostami, and J. T. Firouzjaee, Phys. Rev. D 103, 123512 (2021),
arXiv:2012.02817 [astro-ph.CO|.

M. Solbi and K. Karami, (2021), arXiv:2106.02863 [astro-ph.CO].

M. Solbi and K. Karami, JCAP 08, 056 (2021), [arXiv:2102.05651 [astro-ph.CO].

L.-H. Liu and W.-L. Xu, (2021), arXiv:2107.07310 [astro-ph.CO|.

Z. Teimoori, K. Rezazadeh and K. Karami, Astrophys. J. 915, 118 (2021).

R. Saito, J. Yokoyama, and R. Nagata, JCAP 06, 024 (2008), arXiv:0804.3470 [astro-ph].
C. T. Byrnes, E. J. Copeland, and A. M. Green, Phys. Rev. D 86, 043512 (2012),
arXiv:1206.4188 [astro-ph.CO].

S. Young and C. T. Byrnes, JCAP 08, 052 (2013), larXiv:1307.4995 [astro-ph.CO].

Y. Tada and S. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 91, 123534 (2015), arXiv:1502.01124 [astro-ph.CO].
S. Young and C. T. Byrnes, JCAP 04, 034 (2015), arXiv:1503.01505 [astro-ph.CO|.

S.  Young, D.  Regan, and C. T. Byrnes, JCAP 02,029 (2016),
arXiv:1512.07224 [astro-ph.CO].

26


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.02.036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02547
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.083503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.251101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.09994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/10/068
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.03942
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063532
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/01/037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.101101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.01014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/04/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.00622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023533
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.10602
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.13326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.123512
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02817
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.02863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/08/056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05651
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.07310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/06/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.3470
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.043512
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.4188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/08/052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.4995
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.123534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/04/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/02/029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.07224

[47]

[51]

[52]

[53]

J. Garcia-Bellido, M. Peloso, and C. Unal, JCAP 09, 013 (2017),
arXiv:1707.02441 [astro-ph.CO].

G. Franciolini, A. Kehagias, S. Matarrese, and A. Riotto, JCAP 03, 016 (2018),
arXiv:1801.09415 [astro-ph.CO|.

J. M. Ezquiaga and J. Garcia-Bellido, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2018,
018 (2018).

S. Passaglia, W. Hu, and H. Motohashi, Phys. Rev. D 99, 043536 (2019),
arXiv:1812.08243 [astro-ph.CO|.

V. Atal and C. Germani, Phys. Dark Univ. 24, 100275 (2019),
arXiv:1811.07857 [astro-ph.CO)].

K. M. Belotsky, V. I. Dokuchaev, Y. N. Eroshenko, E. A. Esipova, M. Y. Khlopov,
L. A. Khromykh, A. A. Kirillov, V. V. Nikulin, S. G. Rubin, and I. V. Svadkovsky,
Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 246 (2019), arXiv:1807.06590 [astro-ph.CO].

V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, A. Kehagias, M. Peloso, A. Riotto, and C. Unal,
JCAP 07, 048 (2019), arXiv:1904.00970 [astro-ph.CO|.

C.-M. Yoo, J.-O.  Gong, and S.  Yokoyama, |JCAP 09, 033 (2019),
arXiv:1906.06790 [astro-ph.CO].

J. M. Ezquiaga, J. Garcia-Bellido, and V. Vennin, |JCAP 03, 029 (2020),
arXiv:1912.05399 [astro-ph.CO|.

P. D. Serpico, V. Poulin, D. Inman, and K. Kohri, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023204 (2020),
arXiv:2002.10771 [astro-ph.CO].

M.  Braglia, X.  Chen, and D. K. Hazra, |[JCAP 03, 005 (2021),
arXiv:2012.05821 [astro-ph.CO].

D. G. Figueroa, S.  Raatikainen, S.  Rasanen, and E. Tomberg,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 101302 (2021), arXiv:2012.06551 [astro-ph.CO].

J. Garcia-Bellido, A. D. Linde, and D. Wands, Phys. Rev. D 54, 6040 (1996).,
arXiv:astro-ph/9605094.

M. Sasaki, J. Valiviita, and D. Wands, Phys. Rev. D 74, 103003 (2006 ),
arXiv:astro-ph/0607627.

M. Kawasaki, T. Takayama, M.  Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama,
Phys. Rev. D 74, 043525 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0605271.

27


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/09/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/03/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.09415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043536
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2019.100275
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.07857
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6741-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06590
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/07/048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00970
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.06790
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05399
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023204
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.10771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.05821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.101302
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.06551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.6040
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.103003
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.043525
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605271

[62]

[73]

[74]

[75]

T. Kawaguchi, M. Kawasaki, T. Takayama, M. Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 388, 1426 (2008), arXiv:0711.3886 [astro-ph].

P. H. Frampton, M. Kawasaki, F. Takahashi, and T. T. Yanagida, JCAP 04, 023 (2010),
arXiv:1001.2308 [hep-ph].

D. H. Lyth, (2011), arXiv:1107.1681 [astro-ph.CO].

E. Bugaev and P. Klimai, Phys. Rev. D 85, 103504 (2012), arXiv:1112.5601 [astro-ph.CO].
K. Kohri, C.-M. Lin, and T. Matsuda, Phys. Rev. D 87, 103527 (2013),
arXiv:1211.2371 [hep-ph]|.

M. Kawasaki, N. Kitajima, and T. T. Yanagida, PhRvD 87, 063519 (2013),
arXiv:1207.2550 [hep-ph].

A. Linde, S. Mooij, and E. Pajer, Phys. Rev. D 87, 103506 (2013), arXiv:1212.1693 |hep-th]|.
E. V. Bugaev and P. A. Klimai, [Int.J. Mod. Phys. D 22, 1350034 (2013),
arXiv:1303.3146 [astro-ph.CO].

S. Clesse and J. Garcia-Bellido, Phys. Rev. D 92, 023524 (2015),
arXiv:1501.07565 [astro-ph.CO].

J.  Garcia-Bellido, M.  Peloso, and C. Unal, [JCAP 12, 031 (2016),
arXiv:1610.03763 [astro-ph.CO].

M. Kawasaki, A. Kusenko, Y. Tada, and T. T. Yanagida, PhRvD 94, 083523 (2016),
arXiv:1606.07631 [astro-ph.CO].

K. Inomata, M. Kawasaki, K. Mukaida, Y. Tada, and T. T. Yanagida,
PhRvD 95, 123510 (2017), arXiv:1611.06130 [astro-ph.CO].

V. Domcke, F. Muia, M. Pieroni, and L. T. Witkowski, JCAP 07, 048 (2017),
arXiv:1704.03464 [astro-ph.CO].

M. Braglia, D. K. Hazra, F. Finelli, G. F. Smoot, L. Sriramkumar, and A. A. Starobinsky,
JCAP 08, 001 (2020), arXiv:2005.02895 [astro-ph.CO|.

B. Carr, K. Kohri, Y. Sendouda, and J. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 81, 104019 (2010),
arXiv:0912.5297 [astro-ph.CO].

P. W. Graham, S. Rajendran, and J. Varela, Phys. Rev. D 92, 063007 (2015),
arXiv:1505.04444 [hep-ph].

S. Pi, Y.l. Zhang, Q.-G. Huang, and M. Sasaki, |JCAP 05, 042 (2018),
arXiv:1712.09896 [astro-ph.CO].

28


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13523.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.3886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2308
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.1681
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.103504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.5601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103527
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.2371
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.063519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.2550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103506
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S021827181350034X
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.023524
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.07565
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/12/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03763
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083523
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07631
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.123510
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.06130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/07/048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03464
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.02895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.104019
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.5297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04444
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/042
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09896

[79]

Y. Akrami, F. Arroja, M. Ashdown, J. Aumont, C. Baccigalupi, M. Ballardini, A. Banday,
R. Barreiro, N. Bartolo, S. Basak, et al., Astronomy & Astrophysics 641, A10 (2020).

M. Biagetti, V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, A. Kehagias, and A. Riotto, (2021),
arXiv:2105.07810 [astro-ph.CO|.

D. Polarski and A. A. Starobinsky, Nucl. Phys. B 385, 623 (1992).

A. A. Starobinsky and J. Yokoyama, in Jth Workshop on General Relativity and Gravitation
(1994) p. 381, arXiv:gr-qc/9502002.

L. A. Kofman and A. D. Linde, Nucl. Phys. B 282, 555 (1987).

L. A. Kofman and D. Y. Pogosian, Phys. Lett. B 214, 508 (1988).

D. Polarski and A. A. Starobinsky, Phys. Rev. D 50, 6123 (1994), arXiv:astro-ph/9404061.
A. A. Starobinsky, S. Tsujikawa, and J. Yokoyama, Nucl. Phys. B 610, 383 (2001),
arXiv:astro-ph/0107555.

C. Deffayet, G. Esposito-Farese, and A. Vikman, Phys. Rev. D 79, 084003 (2009),
arXiv:0901.1314 [hep-th].

C. Deffayet, S. Deser, and G. Esposito-Farese, Phys. Rev. D 80, 064015 (2009),
arXiv:0906.1967 [gr-qc].

T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 231302 (2010),
arXiv:1008.0603 [hep-th|.

T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama, Progress of Theoretical Physics 126, 511
(2011).

C. Charmousis, E. J. Copeland, A. Padilla, and P. M. Saffin,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 051101 (2012), arXiv:1106.2000 [hep-th].

M. Ostrogradsky, Mem. Ac. St. Petersbourg VI 4, 385 (1850).

A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, and E. Trincherini, Phys. Rev. D 79, 064036 (2009),
arXiv:0811.2197 [hep-th|.

G. Dvali, G. Gabadadze, and M. Porrati, Phys. Lett. B 485, 208 (2000),
arXiv:hep-th /0005016

G. W. Horndeski, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 10, 363 (1974).

C. Deffayet, X. Gao, D. Steer, and G. Zahariade, Phys. Rev. D 84, 064039 (2011),
arXiv:1103.3260 [hep-th].

29


http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.07810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90062-G
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9502002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90698-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)90109-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.6123
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9404061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00322-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0107555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.084003
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.1314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.064015
http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.231302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.0603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.051101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.064036
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00669-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0005016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01807638
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.84.064039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3260

[97]

[101]
[102]

[103]

[104]
105
[106]
[107]
[108]
[109]
[110]
[111]

[112]

[113]

[114]

[115]

[116]

[117]

K. Kamada, T. Kobayashi, M.  Yamaguchi, and J.  Yokoyama,
Phys. Rev. D 83, 083515 (2011), arXiv:1012.4238 [astro-ph.CO].

T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 83, 103524 (2011),
arXiv:1103.1740 [hep-th|.

C. Burrage, C. de Rham, D. Seery, and A. J. Tolley, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle
Physics 2011, 014 (2011).

J. Ohashi and S. Tsujikawa, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2012, 035
(2012).

Z. Teimoori and K. Karami, Astrophys. J. 864, 41 (2018), arXiv:1712.10016 [gr-qc].

J. Lin, Q. Gao, Y. Gong, Y. Lu, C. Zhang, and F. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 101, 103515 (2020),
arXiv:2001.05909 [gr-qc].

Z. Yi, Q. Gao, Y. Gong, and Z.-h. Zhu, [Phys. Rev. D 103, 063534 (2021),
arXiv:2011.10606 [astro-ph.CO].

Q. Gao, Y. Gong, and Z. Yi, (2020), arXiv:2012.03856 [gr-qc].

Q. Gao, | (2021), 10.1007/s11433-021-1708-9}, jarXiv:2102.07369 [gr-qc].

R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, JHEP 11, 198 (2013), larXiv:1311.0472 [hep-th].

R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, JHEP 08, 052 (2014), [arXiv:1405.3646 |[hep-th].

R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, JHEP 09, 062 (2014), arXiv:1407.4471 [hep-th].

R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Phys. Rev. D 91, 083528 (2015), larXiv:1502.07733 [astro-ph.CO|.
A. Linde, [JCAP 05, 003 (2015), larXiv:1504.00663 [hep-th].

M. Galante, R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 141302 (2015),
arXiv:1412.3797 [hep-th|.

J. J. M. Carrasco, R. Kallosh, and A. Linde, Phys. Rev. D 92, 063519 (2015),
arXiv:1506.00936 [hep-th].

J. J. M. Carrasco, R. Kallosh, and A. Linde, JHEP 10, 147 (2015),
arXiv:1506.01708 [hep-th].

D. Roest and M. Scalisi, Phys. Rev. D 92, 043525 (2015), arXiv:1503.07909 [hep-th].

M. Scalisi, Journal of High Energy Physics 2015, 1 (2015).

M. Eshaghi, M. Zarei, N. Riazi, and A. Kiasatpour, Phys. Rev. D 93, 123517 (2016),
arXiv:1602.07914 [astro-ph.CO].

A. A. Starobinsky, Adv. Ser. Astrophys. Cosmol. 3, 130 (1987).

30


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.083515
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.4238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.103524
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1740
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad3b3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.10016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103515
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05909
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.063534
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.10606
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.03856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1708-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.07369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)198
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.0472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2014)052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)062
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.4471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.083528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.07733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/05/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.00663
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.141302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.00936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)147
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.043525
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07909
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.123517
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.07914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90670-X

[118]

[119]

[120]

[121]
[122]

[123]

[124]

[125]

[126]

[127]

[128]

[129]

[130]
[131]

[132]

[133]

[134]

F. L. Bezrukov and M. Shaposhnikov, Phys. Lett. B 659, 703 (2008),
arXiv:0710.3755 [hep-th].

S. Matarrese, S. Mollerach, and M. Bruni, PhRvD 58, 043504 (1998),
arXiv:astro-ph /9707278

S. Mollerach, D. Harari, and S. Matarrese, PhRvD 69, 063002 (2004),
arXiv:astro-ph/0310711.

K. N. Ananda, C. Clarkson, and D. Wands, PhRvD 75, 123518 (2007), larXiv:gr-qc/0612013.
D. Baumann, P. J. Steinhardt, K. Takahashi, and K. Ichiki, PhRvD 76, 084019 (2007),
arXiv:hep-th /0703290,

R. Saito and J. Yokoyama, PhRvL 102, 161101 (2009), [Erratum: PhRvL 107, 069901
(2011)], larXiv:0812.4339 [astro-ph].

R. Saito and J. Yokoyama, PThPh 123, 867 (2010), [Erratum: PThPh 126, 351-352 (2011)],
arXiv:0912.5317 [astro-ph.CO].

E. Bugaev and P. Klimai, PhRvD 81, 023517 (2010), arXiv:0908.0664 [astro-ph.CO].

E. Bugaev and P. Klimai, PhRvD 83, 083521 (2011), jarXiv:1012.4697 [astro-ph.CO|.

L. Alabidi, K. Kohri, M. Sasaki, and Y. Sendouda, JCAP 09, 017 (2012),
arXiv:1203.4663 [astro-ph.CO].

T. Nakama, J. Silk, and M. Kamionkowski, PhRvD 95, 043511 (2017),
arXiv:1612.06264 [astro-ph.CO|.

S. Peirone, N. Frusciante, B. Hu, M. Raveri, and A. Silvestri, PhRvD 97, 063518 (2018),
arXiv:1711.04760 [astro-ph.CO].

S.-L. Cheng, W. Lee, and K.-W. Ng, JCAP 07, 001 (2018), arXiv:1801.09050 |astro-ph.CO].
R.-g. Cai, S. Pi, and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 201101 (2019),
arXiv:1810.11000 [astro-ph.CO)].

R.-G. Cai, S. Pi, S.-J. Wang, and X.-Y. Yang, JCAP 05,013 (2019),
arXiv:1901.10152 [astro-ph.CO|.

Y.-F. Cai, C. Chen, X. Tong, D.-G. Wang, and S.-F. Yan, Phys. Rev. D 100, 043518 (2019),
arXiv:1902.08187 [astro-ph.CO].

N. Bartolo, V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, A. Lewis, M. Peloso, and A. Riotto,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 211301 (2019), arXiv:1810.12218 [astro-ph.CO].

31


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.072
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.043504
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9707278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.063002
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0310711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.123518
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0612013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.084019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.161101
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.4339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.126.351
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.5317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.023517
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.083521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.4697
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2012/09/017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.4663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.06264
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063518
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.04760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.09050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.201101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.11000
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/05/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.10152
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043518
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.08187
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.211301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12218

[135]

[136]

[137]
138

[139)]
[140]
[141]
[142]
[143]
[144]
[145]

[146]

[147]

[148]

[149]

[150]

[151]

[152]

153]
[154]

[155]

N. Bartolo, V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, M. Peloso, D. Racco, and A. Riotto,
Phys. Rev. D 99, 103521 (2019), arXiv:1810.12224 [astro-ph.CO].

S. Wang, T. Terada, and K. Kohri, Phys. Rev. D 99, 103531 (2019), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D
101, 069901 (2020)], arXiv:1903.05924 [astro-ph.CO].

Y. Lu, Y. Gong, Z. Yi, and F. Zhang, JCAP 12, 031 (2019), arXiv:1907.11896 |gr-qc|.

R. Namba, M. Peloso, M. Shiraishi, L. Sorbo, and C. Unal, JCAP 01, 041 (2016),
arXiv:1509.07521 [astro-ph.CO].

0. Ozsoy, JCAP 04, 040 (2021)} [arXiv:2005.10280 [astro-ph.CO].

0. Ozsoy and Z. Lalak, JCAP 01, 040 (2021)} [arXiv:2008.07549 [astro-ph.CO].

E. D. Stewart, PhLB 391, 34 (1997), arXiv:hep-ph/9606241.

M. Drees and E. Erfani, JCAP 04, 005 (2011), jarXiv:1102.2340 [hep-ph].

S. Datta and S. Bose, PhRvD 99, 084001 (2019), arXiv:1902.01723 [gr-qc|.

S. Kasuya and M. Kawasaki, PhRvD 80, 023516 (2009), arXiv:0904.3800 [astro-ph.CO].

R. Easther, J. Giblin, John T, and E. A. Lim, PhRvL 99, 221301 (2007),
arXiv:astro-ph/0612294.

S. Antusch, F. Cefala, and S. Orani, PhRvL 118, 011303 (2017), [Erratum: PhRvL 120,
219901 (2018)], |arXiv:1607.01314 [astro-ph.CO].

J. Liu, Z-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai, and G. Shiu, PhRvL 120, 031301 (2018),
arXiv:1707.09841 [astro-ph.CO|.

B. J. Carr, Astrophys. J. 201, 1 (1975).

W. H. Press and P. Schechter, Astrophys. J. 187, 425 (1974).

S. Young, C. T. Byrnes, and M. Sasaki, JCAP 07, 045 (2014), arXiv:1405.7023 [gr-qc|.

0. Ozsoy, S. Parameswaran, G. Tasinato, and L. Zavala, Journal of Cosmology and Astropar-
ticle Physics 2018, 005 (2018).

Y. Tada and S. Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 100, 023537 (2019),
arXiv:1904.10298 [astro-ph.CO|.

I. Musco and J. C. Miller, Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 145009 (2013), arXiv:1201.2379 [gr-qc].
T. Harada, C.-M. Yoo, and K. Kohri, Phys. Rev. D 88, 084051 (2013), [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 89, 029903 (2014)], arXiv:1309.4201 [astro-ph.CO].

A. Escriva, C. Germani, and R. K. Sheth, Phys. Rev. D 101, 044022 (2020),
arXiv:1907.13311 [gr-qc].

32


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.103521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.103531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.05924
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/12/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11896
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2016/01/041
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.07521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/040
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/040
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(96)01458-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/04/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.2340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.084001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.023516
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.3800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.221301
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.011303
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.031301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.09841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/152650
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/07/045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.023537
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.10298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/14/145009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.044022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.13311

[156]
[157]

[158]
[159]
[160]
[161]
[162]
[163]
[164]
[165]

[166]

[167]
[168]

169

[170]

[171]

[172]

[173]

[174]
[175]

S. Young, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 29, 2030002 (2019), arXiv:1905.01230 [astro-ph.CO].

K. Ando, K. Inomata, and M. Kawasaki, Phys. Rev. D 97, 103528 (2018),
arXiv:1802.06393 [astro-ph.CO)].

A. De Felice, S. Tsujikawa, J. Elliston, and R. Tavakol, Journal of Cosmology and Astropar-
ticle Physics 2011, 021 (2011).

K. Rezazadeh, K. Karami, and P. Karimi, JCAP 09, 053 (2015), arXiv:1411.7302 [gr-qc].
Z. Teimoori and K. Karami, Nucl. Phys. B 921, 25 (2017), arXiv:1705.10637 [gr-qc].

S. Tsujikawa, J. Ohashi, S. Kuroyanagi, and A. De Felice, Phys. Rev. D 88, 023529 (2013),
arXiv:1305.3044 [astro-ph.CO].

A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. D 84, 083504 (2011), arXiv:1107.3917 [gr-qc|.

J. Garriga and V. F. Mukhanov, PhLB 458, 219 (1999).

G. Obied, H. Ooguri, L. Spodyneiko, and C. Vafa, (2018), arXiv:1806.08362 [hep-th].

S. K. Garg and C. Krishnan, JHEP 11, 075 (2019), |arXiv:1807.05193 [hep-th].

H. Ooguri, E. Palti, G. Shiu, and C. Vafa, Phys. Lett. B 788, 180 (2019),
arXiv:1810.05506 [hep-th].

A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, JCAP 03, 030 (2013), arXiv:1301.5721 [hep-th]|.

D. Fixsen, E. Cheng, J. Gales, J. C. Mather, R. Shafer, and E. Wright,
Astrophys. J. 473, 576 (1996 ), arXiv:astro-ph/9605054.

J. Chluba, A. L. Erickcek, and 1. Ben-Dayan, Astrophys. J. 758, 76 (2012),
arXiv:1203.2681 [astro-ph.CO].

D. Jeong, J. Pradler, J. Chluba, and M. Kamionkowski,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 061301 (2014), jarXiv:1403.3697 |astro-ph.CO].

K. Inomata, M. Kawasaki, and Y. Tada, Phys. Rev. D 94, 043527 (2016),
arXiv:1605.04646 [astro-ph.CO].

K. Inomata and T. Nakama, Phys. Rev. D 99, 043511 (2019),
arXiv:1812.00674 [astro-ph.CO|.

Y. Ali-Haimoud, E. D. Kovetz, and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. D 96, 123523 (2017),
arXiv:1709.06576 [astro-ph.CO].

K. Griest, A. M. Cieplak, and M. J. Lehner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 181302 (2013).

P. Tisserand et al. (EROS-2), Astron. Astrophys. 469, 387 (2007), larXiv:astro-ph/0607207.

33


http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271820300025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.01230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.103528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/09/053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2017.05.006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023529
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.083504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3917
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08362
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05193
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.11.018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/03/030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.5721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/178173
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/758/2/76
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.2681
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.061301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.3697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.043527
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.123523
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.06576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.181302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066017
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607207

[176]

[177]
178

[179]

[180]
[181]
182
[183]
[184]
[185)
[186]
187
[188]
[189)
[190]
[191]

[192]

193]

[194]

Y. Ali-Haimoud and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. D 95, 043534 (2017),,
arXiv:1612.05644 [astro-ph.CO].

K. Kohri and T. Terada, Phys. Rev. D 97, 123532 (2018), |arXiv:1804.08577 [gr-qc|.

R.-G. Cai, Z.-K. Guo, J. Liu, L. Liu, and X.-Y. Yang, JCAP 06, 013 (2020),
arXiv:1912.10437 [astro-ph.CO|.

C. Fu, P. Wu, and H. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 101, 023529 (2020),
arXiv:1912.05927 [astro-ph.CO].

C. Fu, P. Wu, and H. Yu, PhRvD 102, 043527 (2020), arXiv:2006.03768 [astro-ph.CO|.

R. Ferdman et al., CQGra 27, 084014 (2010), arXiv:1003.3405 |astro-ph.HE].

G. Hobbs et al., CQGra 27, 084013 (2010), jarXiv:0911.5206 [astro-ph.SR].

M. A. McLaughlin, CQGra 30, 224008 (2013), arXiv:1310.0758 [astro-ph.IM]|.

C. Moore, R. Cole, and C. Berry, CQGra 32, 015014 (2015), arXiv:1408.0740 [gr-qc].

G. M. Harry (LIGO Scientific), CQGra 27, 084006 (2010).

J. Aasi et al. (LIGO Scientific), CQGra 32, 074001 (2015), arXiv:1411.4547 [gr-qcl.

K. Danzmann, CQGra 14, 1399 (1997).

P. Amaro-Seoane et al. (LISA), (2017), arXiv:1702.00786 [astro-ph.IM].

W.-R. Hu and Y.-L. Wu, NAsRev 4, 685 (2017).

J. Luo et al. (TianQin), CQGra 33, 035010 (2016)}, arXiv:1512.02076 [astro-ph.IM].

W.-T. Xu, J. Liu, T.-J. Gao, and Z.-K. Guo, Phys. Rev. D 101, 023505 (2020),
arXiv:1907.05213 [astro-ph.CO].

S.  Kuroyanagi, T.  Chiba, and T. Takahashi, |[JCAP 11, 038 (2018),
arXiv:1807.00786 |astro-ph.CO].

C. Yuan, Z.-C. Chen, and Q.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 101, 043019 (2020),
arXiv:1910.09099 [astro-ph.CO].

R.-G. Cai, S. Pi, and M. Sasaki, [Phys. Rev. D 102, 083528 (2020),
arXiv:1909.13728 [astro-ph.CO|.

34


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.123532
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08577
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10437
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023529
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05927
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043527
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/8/084014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.3405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/8/084013
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.5206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/22/224008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/1/015014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0740
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0264-9381/27/8/084006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.4547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/14/6/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwx116
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0264-9381/33/3/035010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02076
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023505
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/11/038
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.00786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.083528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13728

	Mechanism of primordial black holes production and secondary gravitational waves in -attractor Galileon inflationary scenario
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Abundance of Primordial Black Holes
	III Galileon Inflationary Model
	IV Primordial Black Holes Formation from -attractor G-inflation
	V Secondary gravitational waves
	VI Conclusions
	 Acknowledgements

	 References


