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Abstract

We investigate a novel single field inflationary scenario which allows a transition between a
slow-roll k-inflation with cs of order unity and a ghost inflation with cs ' 0, where cs is the sound
speed for the curvature perturbations. We unify the two phases smoothly by appropriately taking
into account a higher derivative scordatura term, which is always there from the effective field
theory point of view but which becomes important only in the cs ' 0 regime. The model achieves
the whole range of 0 ≤ cs ≤ 1 avoiding strong coupling and gradient instability, and allows us to
access the cs ' 0 regime in a self-consistent manner. We also discuss implications to the formation
of primordial black holes.
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1 Introduction

Inflation [1–5] is an integral part of the modern cosmology which not only solves the problems of the
big bang theory such as the horizon, flatness, and monopole problems, but also provides a plausible
mechanism to generate seeds for the observed large scale structures in the universe (see [6] for a review on
the historical developments). Apart from these universal features of inflation, there are many different
inflationary models [7]. In the absence of a full UV complete quantum theory of gravity, observations
may decide which model is preferred.

The CMB observations are in favor of the single field models [8] and the most general minimally
coupled single field model without higher derivative terms is the so-called slow-roll k-inflation [9–11].
The power spectrum for the curvature perturbations in k-inflation is given by

∆2
ζ =

H2
∗

8π2M2
Pl

1

εcs
, (1)

where H∗ is the Hubble expansion rate at the time of horizon crossing and MPl = (8πG)−1/2 is the
reduced Planck mass1. The parameters ε and cs are the slow-roll parameter and the sound speed of
the curvature perturbations, respectively. While the amplitude of the power spectrum on the CMB
scales is observationally constrained to the order of 10−9 [8], it can be larger on sub-CMB scales. A
large peak of the power spectrum on small scales leads to the formation of primordial black holes
(PBHs) [12,13], which can be a candidate for dark matter (for a review, see [14–17]). In the canonical
inflation where cs = 1, the small-scale enhancement of the power spectrum implies the suppression of
ε from the observationally preferred value of order of 10−2 on CMB scales. Thus, inflationary models
for the PBH production as dark matter should accommodate a transition from ε < 1 to ε � 1 within
∼ 50 e-folds, leading to an O(1) violation of slow-roll [18, 19].

In the k-inflation, an alternative possibility is to consider small values of the sound speed cs � 1.
Namely, if ε is kept fixed then the PBH production in the k-inflation requires a transition from cs < 1
to cs � 1, and such possibility has been discussed recently in various contexts [20–25]. However, a tiny
sound speed cs � 1 requires a special care. In this limit, the corresponding equilateral bispectrum is
characterized by the nonlinear parameter f equil

NL ∼ c−2s [11]. This indicates that for very small speed of
sound cs � 1, the setup becomes strongly coupled so that the cubic interactions become comparable or
larger than the quadratic ones. In other words, the scale of strong coupling, which scales as a positive
power of the sound speed, becomes very small. Although interesting features like large non-Gaussianity
and enhancement of power spectrum can be achieved in the regime cs � 1, the studies in k-inflation
are restricted by some critical value of sound speed, below which the linear perturbation theory is no
longer applicable [26, 27]. The lower bound is estimated as cs & O(10−2) [21].

On the other hand, from the effective field theory (EFT) [28–31] point of view, higher derivative
operators become important in the limit cs � 1. This point was first noticed in Ref. [32], which led
to an inflationary scenario known as ghost inflation [33]. In the ghost inflation scenario, there is an
exact or approximate shift symmetry so that ε ' 0 and cs ' 0 while the setup is weakly coupled
thanks to the higher derivative operators. Soft breaking of the shift symmetry was also studied in
Ref. [33, 34]. However, with the exact or approximate shift symmetry, a transition from/to a slow-
roll phase is impossible. Within the framework of the EFT of inflation [26, 35] the transition of the
sound speed is considered [21, 23, 24]. Also, a nontrivial evolution of the sound speed is considered

1We work in unit c = 1 = ~ where c is the speed of light in vacuum and ~ is the reduced Planck constant.
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phenomenologically [20]. Yet, no specific model for the transition has been constructed in a self-
consistent manner 2.

A natural question is then whether it is possible to find a specific inflationary model which admits
a transition between a slow-roll k-inflation with cs of order unity and a ghost inflation with cs ' 0.
This would be an interesting scenario from both theoretical and observational points of view. From
theoretical point of view, starting from the slow-roll phase, it allows one to approach not only very
small values of the sound speed but also the regime cs = 0 in a completely weakly coupled framework.
This is a natural extension of the k-inflation with cs � 1 to the would-be strongly coupled regime.
From observational point of view, it enlarges the parameter space that allows one to achieve more
interesting features like the formation of PBHs and large non-Gaussianities. An implementation of
the EFT inspired higher derivative correction into a specific model has been recently explored as the
scordatura theory [27, 36]. It is thus interesting to apply the scordatura theory to inflation so that it
accommodates 0 ≤ cs ≤ 13.

In this paper, we construct a simple inflationary model which provides transitions between a slow-roll
k-inflation with cs of order unity and a ghost inflation with cs ' 0. The two phases are smoothly unified
by taking into account the higher derivative scordatura term, which arises from the EFT point of view
and remedy the strong coupling and gradient instability. After setting up our model and notations in
§2, we investigate the transition from a slow-roll k-inflation to a ghost inflation and vice versa in unitary
gauge in §3. We then present our explicit single field inflationary model in §4 and study perturbations
in §5. In §6, we address the (im)possibility of the formation of PBHs as dark matter and highlight the
role of the scordatura term. We summarize the results in §7.

2 The scordatura model

We consider a simple single field inflationary model defined by the following action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

Pl

2
R + P (φ,X)− α

2

(�φ)2

M2

]
, (2)

where X = φµφ
µ, �φ = φµµ with φµ = ∇µφ, φµν = ∇µ∇νφ. The second term in the action is the

k-inflation/essence term from which we can realize the well-known slow-roll k-inflation [9–11]. The
last term, labeled by the constant dimensionless parameter α, is the higher derivative term introduced

2We emphasize that both the slow-roll k-inflation and ghost inflation scenarios are self-consistent within their domains
of validity. However, a setup which admits transition between them would have a larger domain of validity. For example,
the power spectrum in k-inflation, Eq. (1), can be enhanced for small values of cs but, as we already mentioned, the limit
cs → 0 is not accessible in a self-consistent manner. On the other hand, only cs ' 0 is accessible in the ghost inflation
phase while it cannot accommodate cs ' 1 regime. Therefore, in a scenario which admits a transition from k-inflation
to ghost inflation, it would be possible to achieve a large power spectrum in the allowable limit cs → 0 which was not
possible in the pure k-inflation scenario.

3In principle, one can further enlarge the parameter region by considering the case with cs > 1. While the standard
positivity bound that forbids superluminality assumes the Poincaré invariant background [37] and thus does not directly
apply to non-trivial backgrounds, arguments against superluminality still exist even on Lorentz-violating backgrounds [38–
40]. However, these arguments suppose a unitary, Poincaré-invariant, analytic, and bounded UV completion and thus
do not hold if we consider Lorentz-violating UV completion. Also, perturbative superluminality on specific backgrounds
does not necessarily indicate pathologies such as acausality (in the sense of the past and the future) with closed timelike
curves or ill-posed Cauchy problem [41–44]. Nevertheless, here, we adopt the standard slow-roll phase with cs . 1 to be
conservative. It is straightforward to generalize our approach in the present paper to construct a model with a transition
including the cs > 1 phase.
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in the context of ghost condensation/inflation [32, 33] and recently named the scordatura term [27,
36]. In the context of DHOST theories [45–49], the scordatura term slightly breaks the degeneracy
condition [45,50–53] that prohibits the propagation of the Ostrogradsky ghosts associated with higher
derivatives [54–56].4 Unless the degeneracy condition is protected by a fundamental symmetry, it will
be eventually broken by higher derivative quantum corrections. Therefore, the scordatura term arises
naturally from the EFT point of view. In this context, assuming α = O(1), we regard the mass scale
M as the EFT cutoff scale, below which the theory is free from the Ostrogradsky ghost. Assuming that
M is constant and that the EFT is valid all the way down to the present time, the cutoff scale should
satisfy M . 100 GeV [58]. If one allows M to vary, on the other hand, this upper bound does not
apply to the early universe. We thus assume simply M/MPl � 1 throughout the present paper. It is
worth mentioning that, among all possibilities for the quadratic higher derivative terms like φµνφ

µν and
�φφµφµνφν , the term (�φ)2 gives the dominant contribution to the dynamics of perturbations [36]5.

The role of the scordatura term was studied in flat and de Sitter backgrounds as a remedy for
the (would-be) strong coupling problem of stealth solutions [27] and then the study was extended to
a more general late-time cosmological background [36]. For these backgrounds, the stealth solution,
which consists of the flat/de Sitter/cosmological background metric and the scalar field with a nontrivial
profile 6, is healthy and the EFT describing perturbations around it is weakly coupled all the way up
to the cutoff scale M [32]. On the other hand, if we drop the scordatura term by hand then the would-
be stealth solution suffers from either infinite strong coupling or gradient instability for scalar field
perturbations and thus is not a consistent solution [27]. Therefore, the inclusion of the scordatura term
is essential for the consistency of the stealth solution and the EFT around it. While the scordatura
term appears to introduce an Ostrogradsky ghost, such an apparent ghost is completely benign and
does not propagate in the regime of validity of the EFT. The scordatura term is also necessary to make
the quasi-static limit well-defined, which implies that the subhorizon observables are inevitably affected
by the scordatura [36].

While inflationary dynamics in DHOST with/without scordatura has been explored [73–75], a tran-
sition between slow-roll phase and ghost inflation phase has not been considered. Also, in the context
of ghost inflation, shift symmetric theories were considered in [27, 32, 36] and the shift symmetry is
broken only softly in [33,34], for which the transition cannot be implemented. Below, we shall consider
a self-consistent inflationary model with the scordatura term to unify the slow-roll and ghost inflation
phases. We consider the possibility of breaking shift symmetry with P = P (φ,X), which is essential to
realize the transition between the two phases as well as to terminate the inflationary regime.

Varying the action (2) with respect to the metric, we find the Einstein equations

M2
PlG

µ
ν = Pδµν − 2P,Xφ

µφν +
α

M2

[(
φλ(�φ)λ +

1

2
(�φ)2

)
δµν − φµ(�φ)ν − φν(�φ)µ

]
, (3)

where Gµν = Rµν − (1/2)Rgµν is the Einstein’s tensor, and P,X = ∂P/∂X. The equation of motion for
the scalar field takes the form

2P,X�φ+ 4φµφνφµνP,XX − P,φ + 2XP,φX +
α

M2
�2φ = 0 . (4)

4See also [57] for a generalization of the Ostrogradsky theorem to lower-derivative constrained systems.
5We have also ignored the so-called kinetic braiding term proportional to �φ since it only gives negative contribution

to the sound speed squared of the curvature perturbations and, therefore, does not play any significant role in our
analysis [27]. In the shift symmetric limit, if needed, one can forbid the kinetic braiding term by introducing the Z2

symmetry: φ→ −φ.
6See [59–72] for stealth black hole solutions with time-dependent scalar profiles.
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Following Ref. [36], to see the true scaling of the quantities with respect to the scales of physical
interest, we define the dimensionless quantities

φ ≡MPl ϕ , X ≡M4x , P ≡M4p . (5)

We consider the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background

ds2 =
M2

Pl

M4

(
− dt̃2 + a2δijdx̃

idx̃j
)

; (t̃, x̃i) ≡ M2

MPl

(t, xi) , (6)

where a(t̃) denotes the scale factor, t̃ and x̃i are the dimensionless cosmic time and dimensionless spatial
coordinates respectively which are related to the standard dimensionful time and spatial coordinates
xµ = (t, xi) as shown above.

Considering a homogeneous time-dependent VEV ϕ(t) for the dimensionless scalar field, the Fried-
mann equations take the following form

3h2 = ρ , 2ḣ+ 3h2 = −p ; ρ ≡ −p+ 2xp,x , (7)

where a dot denotes derivative with respect to the dimensionless time t̃, h = ȧ/a is the dimensionless
Hubble expansion rate, ρ is the dimensionless energy density and x = −ϕ̇2. The equation of motion (4)
for the scalar field becomes

ϕ̈+ 3h
p,x
ρ,x
ϕ̇ =

ρ,ϕ
2ρ,x

. (8)

In obtaining the above equations we neglected effects of the scordatura term since they are suppressed
in the limit M/MPl � 1 at the background level. Note, however, that they play significant role at the
level of perturbations whenever the scalar sound speed is small.

The line element including the scalar perturbations around the background geometry (6) is given
by (see Appendix A of Ref. [36])

ds2 =
M2

Pl

M4

(
− (1 + 2A)dt̃2 + 2∂̃iBdt̃dx̃

i + a2(1 + 2ζ)δijdx̃
idx̃j

)
, (9)

where (A,B, ζ) are scalar perturbations, and we have fixed the freedom of spatial diffeomorphism so
that the longitudinal part of the spatial metric vanishes. On the other hand, we fix the freedom of
temporal diffeomorphism by choosing the unitary gauge in which the scalar field takes the background
value as

φ = MPlϕ(t) , (10)

Substituting (9) and (10) into (2), expanding the action up to the quadratic order in perturbations,
after integrating out the non-dynamical fields A and B, the quadratic action in Fourier space in the
limit M/MPl � 1 takes the form [36]

S(2) ≈ 1

2

∫
dt̃d3k̃M4a3A

[
ζ̇2k −

(
c2s
k̃2

a2
+ α̃2 M

2

M2
Pl

k̃4

a4

)
ζ2k

]
, (11)

where we have defined

c2s ≡
p,x
ρ,x

=
p,x

p,x + 2xp,xx
, ε ≡ − ḣ

h2
, A ≡ 2ε

c2s
, α̃ ≡

√
α

A
(1− c2s )

ϕ̇

h
. (12)

From the quadratic action (11), the conditions to have no ghost and no gradient instabilities are

A > 0 , c2s ≥ 0 , α̃2 ≥ 0 . (13)
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3 Construction in unitary gauge

Hereafter, for brevity we call the phase of slow-roll k-inflation a slow-roll phase. Also, we call the phase
of ghost inflation a stealth phase. For simplicity we restrict our analysis to a particular functional form
for the k-inflation function given by

p(ϕ, x) = F1(ϕ) x +
1

2
F2(ϕ) x2 − v(ϕ) , (14)

where F1(ϕ) and F2(ϕ) are two arbitrary functions of ϕ and v(ϕ) is the potential term. The standard
canonical inflation corresponds to the subset F1(ϕ) = −1/2, F2(ϕ) = 0 with the potential v(ϕ) satis-
fying the slow-roll conditions. On the other hand, the so-called ghost inflation corresponds to the shift
symmetric subset with constant F1,F2, v satisfying F1 > 0 and F2 > 0 so that there is an attractor
solution x = −F1/F2 < 0 for the equation p,x = 0 [33]. We are interested in a possible transition
between these two inflationary configurations by finding appropriate forms for F1(ϕ),F2(ϕ), v(ϕ). In
order to do this, we follow the logic used in Ref. [76].

The Friedmann equations (7) for the choice (14) simplify to

3h2 = xF1 +
3

2
x2F2 + v , ḣ = −x

(
F1 + xF2

)
, (15)

from which we find

F1 = −3(2− ε)h2 − 2v

x
, F2 = 2

(3− ε)h2 − v

x2
. (16)

Using the above relations, the speed of sound defined in Eq. (12) becomes

c2s =
εh2

3(4− ε)h2 − 4v
. (17)

Solving it for v yields

v = 3h2 − εh2

4c2s
(1 + 3c2s ) . (18)

Plugging (18) into (16), we can express F1,F2 in terms of c2s, ε, h, x. Considering the unitary gauge

ϕ(t̃) = t̃ , ϕ̇ = 1 , (19)

we find

F1 =
εh2

2c2s

(
1− 3c2s

)
, F2 =

εh2

2c2s

(
1− c2s

)
. (20)

After fixing the gauge (19), we see from (18) and (20) that fixing the functional forms of h, cs is
equivalent to fix the functional forms of F1(ϕ),F2(ϕ), v(ϕ). Thus, we only have two free functions.
Taking εh2 = −ḣ and cs as the two free functions, we can reformulate the dynamics, which is our aim
in this subsection.

First, let us define the slow-roll and stealth regimes in terms of these quantities. The slow-roll phase
is defined by

εh2 6= 0 , cs 6= 0 ; “slow-roll phase”. (21)
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(See (54) for a more precise condition on cs for the “slow-roll phase”, based on the behavior of pertur-
bations.) The first condition implies ε 6= 0 which for ε � 1 guaranties the quasi-de Sitter expansion
while the second condition is needed to have a propagating linear scalar perturbations stemming from
P (φ,X) in the action (2). Moreover, as we see from Eq. (20), we have F1 < 0 for ε > 0 and c2s > 1/3
which gives the correct sign for the kinetic term linear in x in Eq. (14). One may think that it is not
possible to achieve c2s < 1/3 during the slow-roll phase as we will have a ghost. However, we note
that the effect of F2 becomes important for the small values of the speed of sound which changes the
condition for the absence of ghost.

The stealth phase is characterized by ε = 0, cs = 0 and 0 < A < ∞, where A is defined in (12).
Therefore, the stealth phase is defined by

ε = 0 = cs , 0 <
ε

c2s
<∞ ; “stealth phase”, (22)

where the latter condition ensures that F1 and F2 are non-vanishing and finite in the stealth regime. (See
(55) for a more precise condition on cs for the “stealth phase”, based on the behavior of perturbations.)
For the above configuration, as we see from Eqs. (20), we have F1 > 0 which implies an apparently
wrong sign for the linear kinetic term in Eq. (14). This is necessary to have a stealth solution. The
apparently wrong sign of the linear kinetic term is of course compensated by the nonlinear kinetic term
so that the kinetic term for the curvature perturbations in (11) has the correct sign.

Looking at the slow-roll and stealth configurations, defined by conditions (21) and (22) respectively,
we find that both quantities εh2 and cs are non-zero during the slow-roll phase while they vanish during
the stealth phase. As we mentioned above, the ratio ε/c2s remains finite in the stealth phase when ε→ 0
and cs → 0. One simple consistent choice that guarantees this condition is to impose εh2 ∝ c2s during
the approach to the stealth phase. On the other hand, we do not need to impose εh2 ∝ c2s away from
the stealth phase. Considering these points, we thus adopt the following ansatz:

εh2 =
β

2
c2s , (23)

where β is a function of time which should satisfy β > 0 to maintain the condition (13) for the absence
of ghost for the scalar perturbations. With this parameterization, Eqs. (21) and (22) read

cs = cs,sr 6= 0 , β = βsr , 0 < βsr <∞ ; “slow-roll phase”, (24)

cs = 0 , β = βst , 0 < βst <∞ ; “stealth phase”. (25)

For the above ansatz (23), Eqs. (20) become

F1 =
β

4

(
1− 3c2s

)
, F2 =

β

4

(
1− c2s

)
. (26)

In the slow-roll regime (24), from Eqs. (26) we find

F1,sr =
βsr
4

(
1− 3c2s,sr

)
, F2,sr =

βsr
4

(
1− c2s,sr

)
; “slow-roll configuration”. (27)

For the standard canonical case with cs,sr = 1, we find F2,sr = 0 while we have cs,sr 6= 1 for the k-
inflation. We thus keep the setup general and we do not specify the value of the sound speed during
the slow-roll phase cs,sr. The stealth phase, which is determined by the configuration (25), corresponds
to the following conditions

F1,st = F2,st =
βst
4

; “stealth configuration”. (28)
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Now, we define the following slow-roll parameters for our inflationary setup

η ≡ ε̇

hε
= 2(ε+ s) + b ; s ≡ ċs

hcs
, b ≡ β̇

hβ
. (29)

The parameters s and b characterize time evolution of the sound speed cs and the parameter β, respec-
tively. In order to keep the setup under control during the whole period of inflation, we restrict our
analysis to the following slow-roll conditions

(0 ≤)ε� 1 , |s| � 1 , |b| � 1 , |η| � 1 . (30)

The first condition is necessary to achieve the quasi-de Sitter expansion. Taking this fact into account,
only two of the last three conditions should be independently assumed, i.e., assuming |s| � 1 and b� 1
automatically implies η � 1 by definition (29). There are some other possibilities to have more general
models which we do not consider here for the sake of simplicity.

Up to here, we only fixed the values of the slow-roll parameter ε and the sound speed cs at the slow-
roll phase (27) and the stealth phase (28). We did not impose any conditions for the time evolution of
these quantities during the transition from a slow-roll phase to a stealth phase or vice versa. In order
to do so, we need to specify the functional forms of the sound speed cs and the parameter β. Afterward,
dynamics of the system will be uniquely determined. For instance, we can find functional forms of the
potential and the Hubble expansion rate from Eqs. (18) and (23) as follows

v(t̃) = 3h2(t̃)− 1

8
β(t̃)

(
1 + 3c2s (t̃)

)
, h(t̃) = −1

2

∫
dt̃ β(t̃) c2s (t̃) . (31)

In the following two subsections we shall consider two distinct scenarios: a transition from slow-roll
to stealth and vice versa, by specifying appropriate functional forms of the speed of sound cs and the
parameter β.

3.1 From slow-roll to stealth

Let us first consider the case of transition from slow-roll to stealth with cs : cs,sr → 0 and β : βsr → βst.
As it is clear from Eq. (23), βsr � 1 to ensure small deviation from the exact de Sitter expansion during
the slow-roll phase while even βst = O(1) can be achieved during the stealth phase. We thus consider
the following ansatze

c2s = c2s,st − (c2s,st − c2s,sr) cosh
(
t̃c
)
e−t̃ sech

(
t̃− t̃c

)
, (32)

β = βst − (βst − βsr) cosh
(
t̃s
)
e−t̃ sech

(
t̃− t̃s

)
, (33)

where t̃c and t̃s are constants which determine the time of transitions for cs and β respectively. We
have considered non-vanishing value cs,st � 1 for the sound speed during the stealth phase to keep our
ansatz as general as possible while we will consider cs,st = 0 in all plots and practical purposes. We also
consider the case t̃c > t̃s so that the transition βsr → βst takes place before the transition cs,sr → cs,st.
The above parameterization is chosen so that cs|t̃�t̃c = cs,sr, as we need for the slow-roll phase with
constant sound speed, while cs|t̃�t̃c = cs,st = 0 for the stealth phase. Therefore, the system starts at
t̃� t̃s from the slow-roll configuration (27) and approaches to the stealth configuration (28) at t̃� t̃c
, as shown in Fig. 1. Substituting the ansatze (32) and (33) into the second equation in (31), we find
an explicit expression for the Hubble expansion rate. The constant of integration should be fixed so

8



Transition from slow-roll to stealth

2 4 6 8 t
˜
c 12 14 16

t
˜

0

cs,sr
2

cs
2

2 4 t
˜
s 8 10 12 14 16

t
˜

0

βsr

1

βst

2
β

2 4 t
˜
s 8 t

˜
c 12 14 16

t
˜

hst

51

53

55

h

cs,sr=0.5

cs,sr=0.8

cs,sr=1

2 4 t
˜
s 8 t

˜
c 12 14 16

t
˜

hst

51

53

55

h

βsr=0.8

βsr=0.5

βsr=0.2

Figure 1: The transition from the slow-roll phase to the stealth phase for t̃c = 10, t̃s = 6, cs,st = 0 and
hst = 50. For the first three panels we have set βsr = 0.5 and βst = 1.5 while we have used cs,sr = 1 for
the bottom right panel. We have the slow-roll phase for 0 ≤ t̃ ≤ 4 and the stealth phase for 12 ≤ t̃ ≤ 16.
The transition takes place in the period 4 ≤ t̃ ≤ 12.

that h|t̃�t̃c = hst where hst is the constant value of the Hubble expansion rate during the stealth phase
t̃� t̃c.

Having an explicit solution for h in hand, we can obtain all the slow-roll parameters ε, s, b, and η
as a function of time, which are shown in Fig. 2. We then find ε : εsr → 0, s : ssr → 0, b : bsr → 0,
and η : ηsr → 0 with εsr 6= 0, ssr 6= 0, bsr 6= 0, and ηsr 6= 0. From Eq. (23) we see that the value of the
slow-roll parameter ε depends on five parameters βsr, βst, cs,sr, cs,st and hst. Fig. 2 shows how ε changes
by varying hst. We emphasize that although we have considered special ansatze (32) and (33) for the
shape of the transition, the results at both the slow-roll and the stealth phases are quite insensitive to
the detailed functional forms of the ansatz. One may consider other appropriate possibilities and the
only difference would be in the way that transition takes place.

Note that hst cannot be arbitrarily large as the EFT would break down for a too large value of hst.
For instance, in the case where we only have the stealth regime, our setup reduces to the ghost inflation
scenario [33]. In this case, there is a late time upper bound on the EFT cutoff as M . 100 GeV if
we assume that the inflaton continues to run with the same velocity even after the reheating. From
Eq. (6) we have H/M = (M/MPl)h, where H is the dimensionful Hubble expansion rate. The COBE
normalization on the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations in the ghost inflation implies
H/M ∼ O(10−4) [33]. Thus, we find M = O(1012) GeV for h = 100 which is much greater than
M . 100 GeV. On the other hand, if we suppose that the cutoff M is time-dependent then we can
relax the late time bound M . 100 GeV and achieve the value h = 100.

9



Transition from slow-roll to stealth

2 4 t
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Figure 2: The slow-roll parameters for the transition from the slow-roll phase to the stealth phase with
the parameter set βsr = 0.5, βst = 1.5, cs,sr = 1, cs,st = 0, t̃s = 6 and t̃c = 10.

3.2 From stealth to slow-roll

Now, we study the case of a transition from stealth to slow-roll with cs : cs,st → cs,sr and β : βst → βsr.
We consider the following ansatze

c2s = c2s,sr + (c2s,st − c2s,sr) cosh
(
t̃c
)
e−t̃ sech

(
t̃− t̃c

)
, (34)

β = βsr + (βst − βsr) cosh
(
t̃s
)
e−t̃ sech

(
t̃− t̃s

)
. (35)

We consider the case t̃c < t̃s so that the system starts with the stealth configuration (28) at t̃� t̃c and
then approaches the slow-roll configuration (27) at t̃� t̃s. Substituting ansatze (34) and (35) into the
second equation in (31), we find an explicit expression for the Hubble expansion rate and we can find
explicit forms of all dynamical quantities. We present the results in Figs. 3 and 4.

4 The inflationary model

After constructing the model in unitary gauge in the previous section, we present the explicit form of
the model by reintroducing the scalar field. This is similar to the so-called Stückelberg trick in EFT
of inflation [26] when we perform a broken time diffeomorphism and introducing the corresponding
Nambu-Goldstone boson. The value of the scalar field is fixed in unitary gauge as given by Eq. (19).
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Figure 3: The transition from the stealth phase to the slow-roll phase with the parameter set t̃c = 6
and t̃s = 10. For the bottom left panel we have set βsr = 0.5, βst = 1.5, cs,st = 0 and hst = 50 while
we have used csr = 1, βst = 1.5, cs,st = 0 and hst = 50 for the bottom right panel. We have the stealth
phase for 0 ≤ t̃ ≤ 4 and the slow-roll phase for 12 ≤ t̃ ≤ 16. The transition takes place in the period
4 ≤ t̃ ≤ 12.

We thus reintroduce the scalar field as follows:

t̃ = ϕ =
φ

MPl

. (36)

From Eqs. (26) and (31) we then find

F1(ϕ) =
β(ϕ)

4

[
1− 3c2s (ϕ)

]
, F2(ϕ) =

β(ϕ)

4

[
1− c2s (ϕ)

]
, (37)

v(ϕ) = 3h2(ϕ)− 1

8
β(ϕ)

[
1 + 3c2s (ϕ)

]
, (38)

where

h(ϕ) = −1

2

∫
dϕβ(ϕ) c2s (ϕ) . (39)

On the desired background specified as an input for the reconstruction procedure in the previous section,
the quantities cs(ϕ) and β(ϕ) agree respectively with the sound speed and the ratio of 2εh2 to the sound
speed squared (see (23)). On the other hand, away from the desired background, cs(ϕ) and β(ϕ) do
not agree with these physical quantities in general and are simply functions of ϕ that define the model.
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Figure 4: The slow-roll parameters for the transition from the stealth phase to the slow-roll phase with
the parameter set βsr = 0.5, βst = 1.5, cs,sr = 1, cs,st = 0, t̃c = 6 and t̃s = 10.

Having cs(ϕ) and β(ϕ) in hand, we can find the explicit forms of F1,2 and v in terms of ϕ or φ and,
therefore, we will find an explicit functional form for P (φ,X) in the action (2) through Eq. (14) and
the relation P = M4p. As we have considered different functional forms for cs and β for the transitions
between the slow-roll and stealth regimes in the unitary gauge in the previous section, we consider them
separately in the following two subsections.

4.1 From slow-roll to stealth

In this case, we have considered the ansatze (32) and (33) in unitary gauge. Reintroducing the scalar
field following Eq. (36), we find

c2s (ϕ) = c2s,st − (c2s,st − c2s,sr) cosh(ϕc)e
−ϕ sech(ϕ− ϕc) , (40)

β(ϕ) = βst − (βst − βsr) cosh(ϕs)e
−ϕ sech(ϕ− ϕs) , (41)

where ϕc > ϕs. Now, substituting (40) and (41) in (39) and fixing the integration constant so that
h|t̃�ϕc = hst where hst is the constant value of the Hubble expansion rate during the stealth phase
ϕ� ϕc, we find the Hubble parameter as a function of the scalar field

h(ϕ) = hst + c1 ϕ+ c2 log
(
e2ϕs + e2ϕ

)
+ c3 log

(
e2ϕc + e2ϕ

)
, (42)

12



where we have defined the following constants

c1 ≡ −
1

2
e−2(ϕc+ϕs)

[
c2sr
(
e2ϕc + 1

)
− c2st

] [
βsr
(
e2ϕs + 1

)
− βst

]
,

c2 ≡
1

8

(
e2ϕs + 1

)
e−ϕc−3ϕs (βst − βsr) csch (ϕc − ϕs)

[
c2st
(
e2ϕs + 1

)
− c2sr

(
e2ϕc + 1

)]
,

c3 ≡
1

8

(
e2ϕc + 1

)
e−3ϕc−ϕs

(
c2st − c2sr

)
csch (ϕc − ϕs)

[
βsr
(
e2ϕs + 1

)
− βst

(
e2ϕc + 1

)]
. (43)

Having (40), (41), and (42) in hand, we can find F1,2 and v as explicit functions of ϕ or φ which
take complicated forms. The complicated functional forms for F1,2 and v originate from the ansatz
(40) and (41) that we have considered. One may find other appropriate ansatze which lead to simpler
forms. We have plotted F1,2 and v in Figs. 5. Any analytical functions which have the desired forms
as shown in Figs. 5 can be considered as appropriate ansatze.

Transition from slow-roll to stealth

φs φc
φ
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φs φc
φ

ℱ2(φ)

φs φc
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8 10 12 14

0.0
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1.0
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φ

Figure 5: The transition from the slow-roll phase to the stealth phase with the parameter set t̃c = 6,
t̃s = 10, cs,sr = 1, cs,st = 0, βsr = 0.2, βst = 1.5 and hst = 1.

Moreover, we have plotted the phase portrait in the bottom right panel in Fig. 5. For all values of
ϕ̇ > 1 independent of the value of ϕ, there is always attractor solution while, in the case of 0 < ϕ̇ < 1,
there is only attractor solution at small values of ϕ. The reason is that for those large values of ϕ, as it
can be seen from the potential in Fig. 5, the setup is already in the ghost inflation phase and ϕ̇ cannot
be small anymore. These results prove that our setup allows the transition from the slow-roll phase to
the stealth phase to be attractor solution and hence provides a viable stable background dynamics for
wide range of initial conditions for a reasonably wide range of initial conditions.
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4.2 From stealth to slow-roll

For the case of transition from the stealth to slow-roll, reintroducing the scalar field following Eq. (36),
from the ansatze (34) and (35) we find the following results

c2s (ϕ) = c2s,sr + (c2s,st − c2s,sr) cosh(ϕc)e
−ϕ sech(ϕ− ϕc) , (44)

β(ϕ) = βsr + (βst − βsr) cosh(ϕs)e
−ϕ sech(ϕ− ϕs) , (45)

where ϕc < ϕs. Now, substituting (44) and (45) in (39), we find the Hubble parameter as a function of
the scalar field

h(ϕ) = hst + d1 ϕ+ d2 log

(
e−2ϕs + e−2ϕ

e−2ϕs + 1

)
+ d3 log

(
e−2ϕc + e−2ϕ

e−2ϕc + 1

)
, (46)

where we have defined the following constants

d1 ≡ −
1

2
c2srβsr ,

d2 ≡
1

8

(
e2ϕs + 1

)
e−ϕc−3ϕs (βst − βsr) csch (ϕc − ϕs)

[
c2st
(
e2ϕc + 1

)
− c2sr

(
e2ϕs + 1

)]
,

d3 ≡
1

8

(
e2ϕc + 1

)
e−3ϕc−ϕs

(
c2st − c2sr

)
csch (ϕc − ϕs)

[
βsr
(
e2ϕc + 1

)
− βst

(
e2ϕs + 1

)]
. (47)

Having (44), (45), and (46) in hand, we can find F1,2 and v as explicit functions of ϕ or φ which
are plotted in Figs 6. Any analytical functions which have the desired forms as shown in Figs. 6 can
be considered as appropriate ansatze.

The phase portrait for transition from the stealth phase to the slow-roll phase is presented in the
bottom right panel in Fig. 6. As it can be seen, the transition is an attractor solution for a wide range
of initial conditions.

5 Perturbations

To interpret the results for perturbations, let us go back to the original dimensionful coordinates xµ

defined in Eq. (6). The dispersion relation corresponding to the quadratic action Eq. (11) takes the
form ( ω

M

)2
≈ c2s

( k

aM

)2
+ α̃2

( k

aM

)4
. (48)

In the slow-roll regime with cs 6= 0, the scordatura corrections are negligible and we have( ω
M

)2
≈ c2s,sr

( k

aM

)2
; “slow-roll phase”. (49)

Around the stealth solution cs → 0 for (M/MPl)→ 0 and the dispersion relation simplifies to( ω
M

)2
≈ α̃2

st

( k

aM

)4
; “stealth phase”, (50)

where

α̃st =

√
α

βst
= const , (51)
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Figure 6: The transition from the stealth phase to the slow-roll phase with the parameter set t̃c = 6,
t̃s = 10, cs,sr = 1, cs,st = 0, βsr = 0.2, βst = 1.5 and hst = 1.

is the value of the parameter α̃ defined in Eq. (12) around the stealth solution.
While we can separate the slow-roll and stealth regimes at the background level by means of dy-

namics of the sound speed and parameter β, as we discussed in the previous sections, the definitions
(49) and (50) for the slow-roll and stealth regimes of the perturbations are not very precise. The reason
is that for the fixed values of cs and α̃, due to the dependence on the momenta, we cannot determine
which term on the r.h.s. of (48) always dominates. In other words, depending on the momentum,
either the first term or second term can dominate. Therefore, at the level of perturbations, we have to
define the slow-roll regime (49) and stealth regime (50) for each mode separately. For the inflationary
scenarios, we are mostly interested in the superhorizon modes. Plugging ω ∼ H into the dispersion
relation (48), we find the horizon crossing mode as

k∗
a∗M

=
cs,∗√
2α̃∗

[(
1 + 4

α̃2
∗H

2
∗

c4s,∗M
2

)1/2

− 1

]1/2
, (52)

where all quantities with subscript ∗ are evaluated at the horizon crossing conformal time τ∗. Now, we
can find the critical value of the sound speed for the horizon crossing mode (52) at which the two terms
on the r.h.s. of the dispersion relation (48) become comparable. Considering that this happens at the
conformal time τsc, we find

cs,sc∗ =
cs,∗√

2

α̃sc

α̃∗

a∗
asc

[(
1 + 4

α̃2
∗H

2
∗

c4s,∗M
2

)1/2

− 1

]1/2
. (53)
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Thus, we define the slow-roll phase and stealth phase for perturbations as follows:

cs,sc∗ � cs ≤ 1; “slow-roll phase”, (54)

0 ≤ cs � cs,sc∗; “stealth phase”, (55)

which is consistent with the definitions (49) and (50) when we consider superhorizon modes. For
cs ∼ cs,sc∗, both the k-inflation term and the scordatura term in the action (2) contribute to the
dispersion relation of the curvature perturbations.

Having defined the slow-roll and stealth regimes for the perturbations, now, our aim is to find the
power spectrum for the curvature perturbations ζk. Before finding the power spectrum, let us make
a comment on the evolution of the curvature perturbations on superhorizon scales. This is important
as superhorizon modes serve as seeds for large scale structures in the universe. Considering the long
wavelength limit k̃ → 0 in the action (11), we find the following solution

ζk ≈ const +

∫
dt̃

a3A
, for superhorizon modes. (56)

In the case of the standard slow-roll inflation we have A ∝ ε which is slowly varying during the
whole inflationary period and the last term in the r.h.s. decays through the exponential expansion.
Consequently, the curvature perturbation remains constant on superhorizon scales. However, this is
not always the case, even in the canonical inflation. In ultra-slow-roll inflation [77, 78] and some
subclass of constant-roll inflation [79–81], ε decays quicker than a−3, which implies that the second
term is growing outside the horizon. In the present case, we need to check the evolution of A at the
both phases and also during the transition. From Figs. 7 and 8, we see that time variation of A is slow
and therefore the second term in the r.h.s. of superhorizon solution (56) decays as usual. Thus, the
curvature perturbation is frozen on superhorizon scales in both cases of the transition between slow-roll
and stealth phases.

In order to quantize the system, we rewrite the action (11) in terms of the conformal time τ =∫
dt/a(t) as

S(2) ≈ 1

2M2

∫
dτd3k

[
ζ̄ ′2k −

(
c2sk

2 +
α̃2k4

a2M2
− z′′

z

)
ζ̄2k

]
, (57)

where a prime denotes derivative with respect to the conformal time and we have defined the canonical
field

ζ̄k ≡ z ζk ; z ≡MPla
√
β(M/H) . (58)

Promoting the canonically normalized variable ζ̄k to an operator and expanding it in terms of the
creation and annihilation operators as

ζ̄k(τ) = ζ̄k(τ)ak + ζ̄∗k(τ)a†−k ;
[
ak, a

†
k′

]
= (2π)3δ(k− k′) , (59)

we find the following equation for the mode function

ζ̄ ′′k +

(
c2sk

2 +
α̃2H2

M2
k4τ 2 − ϑ2 − 1/4

τ 2

)
ζ̄k = 0 ; ϑ ≡ 3

2
+ ε+ η − s , (60)

where we have expanded the result of ϑ for the small values of ε, η, s, b and we have erased b by using
Eq. (29). The exact form of ϑ for transition between slow-roll and stealth phases are plotted in Figs. 7
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and 8. In obtaining the above result, we have also assumed that ḃ/bH = O(ε, η, b, s) and therefore
we have neglected the time variation of the parameter b. Had we assumed a constant β, ϑ would be
independent of η. Thus, we have to assume that β depends on time in the ansatz Eq. (23) to be able
to recover the slow-roll phase. Assuming constant β is another interesting possibility which can be
considered separately.

In order to solve Eq. (60) we need to take into account the time dependence of cs and α̃. Then, it is
not possible to find an analytical solution for Eq. (60). However, if the values of cs and α̃ do not change
significantly in time, we can find an analytical solution by treating them approximately constant. In
this case, the positive frequency Bunch-Davies solution for Eq. (60) is given by [82]

ζ̄k =
( M
α̃H

)1/2 e−πc2sM8α̃H

√
−2τk

W

(
ic2sM

4α̃H
,
ϑ

2
,−iα̃Hk

2τ 2

M

)
, (61)

where W (κ, λ, z) is the Whittaker function. This solution can be used for any constant values of cs and
α̃.

In the limit α̃→ 0, the solution (61) reduces to the Hankel function as follows

ζ̄k
∣∣
α̃→0

= eiθ1
√
−πτ
2

H
(1)
ϑ1

(x) ; x ≡ −cskτ , ϑ1 ≡ ϑ
∣∣
α̃→0

, (62)

where the value of θ1 in the phase factor is irrelevant for our purpose as we are interested in the
cosmological correlation functions.

In the limit cs → 0, the solution (61) reduces to the following solution

ζ̄k
∣∣
cs→0

= eiθ2
√
−πτ

2
√

2
H

(1)
ϑ2/2

(y) ; y ≡ α̃Hk2τ 2

2M
, ϑ2 ≡ ϑ

∣∣
cs→0

, (63)

in agreement with [33].
In order to avoid discontinuity, we have to impose junction conditions for ζk and its conjugate

momentum A ζ̇k. Considering these junction conditions between the initial phase and final phase at
the time τ = τc, we have

1

zi
ζ̄ ik

∣∣∣
τ=τc

=
1

zf
ζ̄fk

∣∣∣
τ=τc

, hiAi
( 1

zi
ζ̄ ik

)′∣∣∣
τ=τc

= hfAf
( 1

zf
ζ̄fk

)′∣∣∣
τ=τc

, (64)

where

hiAi =
βi
hi
, zi =

M2
Pl

M

√
βi
h2i

1

−τ
, hfAf =

βf
hf

, zf =
M2

Pl

M

√
βf

h2f

1

−τ
, (65)

in which we have ignored slow-roll suppressed corrections. We also note that the parameter β is
considered to have a constant value during the stealth phase and, therefore, we ignore its time evolution
during the stealth phase. Moreover, we neglect its time evolution even during the slow-roll phase as it
gives a correction proportional to b which is small in our setup. Thus, we find[(βf

βi

)1/2(Hi

Hf

)2
ζ̄ ik − ζ̄

f
k

]
τ=τc

= 0 ,[
ζ̄ ik
′ −
(βf
βi

)1/2Hf

Hi

ζ̄fk
′
]
τ=τc

=

[(
1− βf

βi

Hi

Hf

)
ζ̄ ik
−τ

]
τ=τc

. (66)

We will use the above junction conditions to study transition between slow-roll and stealth phases in
the next two subsections.
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5.1 From slow-roll to stealth

Let us first consider the case when inflation starts with an initial slow-roll phase and it transits into a
stealth phase.

In the slow-roll regime for τ � τc, the positive frequency Bunch-Davies mode function is given by
Eq. (62) as

ζ̄sr,ik =

√
−πτ
2

H(1)
ν (xsr) ; ν ≡ ϑ1,sr , (67)

where xsr ≡ −cs,srkτ . From Eq. (58), we see that the two-point correlation function for the curvature
perturbations at the time τ � τc is given by

〈ζk(τ)ζk′(τ)〉|τ�τc = z−2sr
∣∣ζ̄sr,ik

∣∣2(2π)3δ(3)(k + k′) , (68)

where zsr denotes the value of z at the slow-roll phase. The dimensionless power spectrum ∆2
ζ(k)

defined as

〈ζk(τ)ζk′(τ)〉 ≡ (2π2/k3)∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc(2π)3δ(k + k′) , (69)

is obtained as

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
sr

4π2M2
Pl

(Hsr

M

)2 1

βsrc3s,sr

( Γ(ν)

Γ(3/2)

)2(xsr
2

)3−2ν
, (70)

where we have used the asymptotic behavior of the Hankel function H
(1)
ϑ (x) ≈ −i(2/x)ϑ(Γ(ϑ)/π) for

x� 1. The spectral tilt at the slow-roll regime is given by

nsr,is − 1 ≡
d ln ∆2

ζ |τ�τc
d ln k

= 3− 2ν , (71)

which shows that the power spectrum is almost scale-invariant.
In the stealth phase the mode function is a general solution of Eq. (60) with cs = 0 which is given

by

ζ̄st,fk =

√
−πτ
2

[
cst2 H

(1)
µ/2 (yst) + cst1 H

(2)
µ/2 (yst)

]
; µ ≡ ϑ2,st , (72)

where coefficients cst` with ` = 1, 2 are some constants. The parameter ϑ : ν → µ is plotted in the right
panel of Fig. 7. It is worth mentioning that since yst = (α̃stHst/2M)k2τ 2, there are some extremely
short wavelength modes for which yst � 1. These modes will change the vacuum for τ � τc so that
the Bunch-Davies solution (67) gets some corrections. However, as we will show, only the modes close
to the horizon scale will significantly feel the transition. Therefore, these extremely short wavelength
modes are irrelevant for our purpose.

Using junction conditions (66) to glue the two solutions (67) and (72) at the conformal time τc, we
fix the coefficients cst` as

cst` = (−1)`
iπ

8

Hsr

Hst

[
xc

(βsr
βst

) 1
2
H

(1)
1
2

(xc) H
(`)
3
4

(yc)− 2yc

(βst
βsr

) 1
2 Hsr

Hst

H
(1)
3
2

(xc) H
(`)

− 1
4

(yc)

]
, (73)

where cs,c denotes the value of the sound speed at the time of transition. Note also that we used
ν = 3/2 = µ. Clearly, the amplitude for the power spectrum at τ � τc will not be affected by
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Figure 7: Left panel: βsr = 0.5, βst = 1.5, t̃c = 10, t̃s = 6 and hst = 50. Right panel: cs,sr = 1, t̃c = 6
and t̃s = 10.

this simplification. Moreover, we will see that the contribution to the spectral tilt from the slow-roll
corrections in ν are suppressed as well.

For τ � τc, the mode function is given by Eq. (72) such that the coefficients cst` are given by Eq. (73).
The corresponding dimensionless power spectrum is given by

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
st

2π2M2
Pl

H2
stk

3τ 2

βstM2

∣∣ζ̄st,fk

∣∣2 . (74)

Substituting (72) into the above relation, we find

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
st

M2
Pl

(Hst

M

)1/2 1

βstα̃
3/2
st

Γ(µ/2)2

π3
|cst1 − cst2 |2y

3/2−µ
st . (75)

Note that the coefficients cst` given by (73) depend on the scale through xc and yc. Then, the spectral
tilt at the stealth regime is given by

nsr,fs − 1 = 3− 2µ+
d ln |cst1 − cst2 |2

d ln k
. (76)

5.2 From stealth to slow-roll

Now we consider a transition from an initial stealth phase to a final slow-roll phase.
For τ � τc, we have a stealth regime which corresponds to the ghost inflation scenario [33]. The

mode function is given by Eq. (63) as

ζ̄st,ik =

√
−πτ

2
√

2
H

(1)
µ/2 (yst) . (77)

The corresponding dimensionless power spectrum, which is defined by Eq. (69), turns out to be

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
st

2π2M2
Pl

(Hst

M

)1/2 1

βstα̃
3/2
st

(Γ(µ/2)2

π

)(yst
2

)3/2−µ
, (78)
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Figure 8: Left panel: βsr = 0.5, βst = 1.5, t̃c = 10, t̃s = 6 and hst = 50. Right panel: cs,sr = 1, t̃c = 6
and t̃s = 10.

which leads to the following spectral tilt

nst,is − 1 = 3− 2µ . (79)

For τ � τc, we have slow-roll inflation and the mode function takes the form

ζ̄sr,fk =

√
−πτ

2
√

2

[
csr2 H(1)

ν (xsr) + csr1 H(2)
ν (xsr)

]
, (80)

where coefficients csr` with ` = 1, 2 are some constants. Applying the junction conditions (66) we find

csr` = (−1)`
iπ

4

Hst

Hsr

[
xc

(βsr
βst

) 1
2 Hst

Hsr

H
(1)
3
4

(yc) H
(`)
1
2

(xc)− 2yc

(βst
βsr

) 1
2
H

(1)

− 1
4

(yc) H
(`)
3
2

(xc)

]
, (81)

where we have used ν = 3/2 = µ. The parameter ϑ : µ→ ν is plotted in the right panel of Fig. 8.
Following the same steps as the previous subsection, we find the dimensionless power spectrum

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
sr

8π2M2
Pl

H2
sr

M2

1

βsrc3s,sr

( Γ(ν)

Γ(3/2)

)2
|csr1 − csr2 |2x3−2νsr . (82)

The spectral tilt in this case is given by

nst,fs − 1 = 3− 2ν +
d ln |csr1 − csr2 |2

d ln k
. (83)

6 Possibility of formation of PBHs

Until now, we did not consider any applications of our setup. We only formulated a general single field
inflationary scenario with 0 ≤ cs ≤ 1 which allows for transitions cs : cs,sr → 0 and cs : 0 → cs,sr.
In this section, we look for the possibility of the formation of primordial black holes (PBHs) on small
scales. In order to form PBHs, we need to enhance the power spectrum sufficiently on sub-CMB scales.
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In the canonical inflation, this requirement leads to a small value of ε or an O(1) violation of slow-
roll [18,19]. In the case of k-inflation, instead of requiring small ε, one may require small cs to enhance
the power spectrum [22,25]. However, as we mentioned, with small cs, the higher derivative scordatura
term becomes important to avoid the strong coupling issue. Thus, one may need to take into account
the scordatura corrections since the estimation without the scordatura would be changed significantly.
Below we shall clarify this issue.

Looking at the dispersion relation (48), we find that the natural choice is the case of transition
from the slow-roll to the stealth when the k4 term dominates on small scales. Indeed, this possibility is
studied very recently in the context of EFT of inflation [21,23,24]. Here, however, we have an explicit
model in hand which we have presented in subsection 5.1.

Suppose that modes corresponding to the CMB scales leave the horizon before some conformal
time τ∗. The transition from slow-roll regime to the stealth regime can take place at any time during
inflation so that we can consider both cases of τc < τ∗ and τc > τ∗, where τc is the conformal time for the
transition. In order to allow for sufficiently large enhancement of the power spectrum on small scales, we
consider the case τc > τ∗. In this case, we do not see any observable feature of the transition in the CMB
spectrum. We then look for the effects of the transition on the sub-CMB modes which are subhorizon
by the time τ∗. If we assume Nc − N∗ = O(10) where Nc = − ln(−Hcτc) and N∗ = − ln(−H∗τ∗) are
the number of e-folds at the times τc and τ∗ respectively, we will have τc � τ∗ . In this regard, for the
CMB scales, the mode function is given by the slow-roll one, i.e., Eq. (67).

In order to find the amplitude of the power spectrum at τ � τc, we need to look at sub-CMB
modes. The modes which leave the sound horizon before the time τ∗ satisfy −cs,srkτ∗ � 1. Therefore
we define the CMB scale as

k∗,sr ≡
1

−cs,srτ∗
. (84)

The modes k < k∗,sr become superhorizon before τ∗ while the modes k > k∗,sr become superhorizon
after τ∗. Let us also define another scale

kc,sr ≡
1

−cs,cτc
. (85)

From the above definitions, we find that xc ≤ 1 for the modes k∗,sr ≤ k ≤ kc,sr while xc > 1 for the
modes k > kc,sr. Note that kc,sr/k∗,sr = (cs,sr/cs,c)(|τ∗|/|τc|) � 1 and the window k∗,sr ≤ k ≤ kc,sr is
large.

Having considered the case τc � τ∗, Hsr will be fixed by the COBE normalization. The slow-roll
parameters εsr, ηsr, and ssr will be also fixed by CMB observations with the typical value of O(10−2).
At the time τ � τc, yc � 1 for the modes k∗,sr ≤ k ≤ kc,sr with xc ≤ 1. Approximating the Hankel
functions in Eq. (73) for yc � 1 we find

|cst1 − cst2 |2 ≈
9π

64Γ(7/4)2
βst
βsr

(Hsr

Hst

)4( α̃cHc

M

)3/2 1

c3s,c

[(
1− βsr

3βst

Hst

Hsr

x2c

)2
+ x2c

]
. (86)

In obtaining the above result, we substituted µ = 3/2. Since

yc = (α̃cHc/2Mc2s,c)x
2
c , (87)

we can have xc � 1 while yc � 1 for some modes k > kc,sr. Thus, the above results are valid for those
modes as well. In order to be more precise, we define another scale

kc,st ≡
1

−γcτc
; γ ≡

( α̃H
2M

)1/2
. (88)
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From the above definition, we find yc ≤ 1 for the modes k ≤ kc,st while yc > 1 for the modes k > kc,st.
Therefore, xc � 1 while yc � 1 for the modes kc,sr < k � kc,st. Note that the ratio kc,st/kc,sr =
cs,c(2M/α̃cHc)

1/2 is large since M/Hc � 1.
For the modes k∗,sr ≤ k ≤ kc,sr, we have xc ≤ 1 and with good accuracy, the bracket in Eq. (86)

becomes of the order of unity and therefore it is not possible to enhance the power spectrum. On the
other hand, for the modes kc,sr < k � kc,st with xc � 1 but still yc � 1, the term quartic in xc in the
bracket in Eq. (86) dominates and Eq. (73) gives

|cst1 − cst2 |2 ≈
π

64Γ(7/4)2
βst
βsr

( α̃cHc

M

)3/2 1

c3s,c

(Hsr

Hst

)2
x4c ; for kc,sr < k � kc,st . (89)

Substituting the above result in (75), we find

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

H2
st

36π2M2
Pl

(Hsr

M

)2 1

βsrc3s,c

( α̃cHc

α̃stHst

)3/2
x4c , (90)

where we have substituted µ = 3/2 = ν. From (90) and (70) we then find

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc

≈ 1

9

( α̃cHc

α̃stHst

)3/2(Hst

Hsr

)2 c3s,sr
c3s,c

x4c ; for kc,sr < k � kc,st . (91)

Let us now look at the spectral tilt of the power spectrum after the time τ � τc. The power-law
term y

3/2−µ
st in (75) gives the usual almost scale-invariant spectral tilt. However, the power spectrum

depends on the scale through |cst1 − cst2 |2 as well. The corresponding contribution to the spectral tilt is

nst,fs − 1 ≈ d ln |cst1 − cst2 |2

d ln k
= 4 , for kc,sr < k � kc,st, (92)

where in the last step we have considered (89) for the short wavelength modes kc,sr < k � kc,st.
Therefore, the power spectrum for the curvature perturbations is blue-tilted on small scales and it is
possible to enhance it for the modes kc,sr < k � kc,st.

Now, the question is whether the enhancement is large enough to allow for the formation of PBHs.
In order to answer this question, we note that the spectrum is blue-tilted and, therefore, it has a
peak for the maximum value of xc. From Eq. (87), we find that xc � (2M/α̃cHc)

1/2cs,c for yc � 1.
Thus, in order to find an upper bound for the power spectrum, we evaluate it for the maximum value
xc = (2M/α̃cHc)

1/2cs,c. Although this is not possible within our regime of approximation, it is enough
to prove that the power spectrum cannot be enhanced even for this large value. Substituting this value
in Eq. (91), we find

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc

∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc

≈ 4

9

(Hst

Hsr

)2 c3s,srcs,c√
1− c2s,c

βst

( βc
βst

)1/4( M
Hst

)2 1

α
; for xc =

( 2M

α̃cHc

)1/2
cs,c , (93)

where we have used the fact that α̃c/α̃st =
√
βst/βc(1 − c2s,c) and we have also substituted (51). The

enhancement can happen due to the large values of the last part (M/Hst)
2α−1. For the typical values of

Hst and M , (M/Hst)
2 . O(104). In order to allow for the PBHs to be dark matter, the power spectrum

needs to be enhanced up to ∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc = O(10−2) [18]. Therefore, to achieve ∆2

ζ(k)|τ�τc/∆2
ζ(k)|τ�τc =

O(107), we have to choose α . O(10−3). Thus, even for the large value of xc = (2M/α̃cHc)
1/2cs,c, we

need to fine-tune the scordatura coupling constant α. More precise numerical estimation shows that
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for the typical values of xc � (2M/α̃cHc)
1/2cs,c, we have to assume even α . O(10−7). Since the

EFT cutoff scale is M/
√
α, small α makes the EFT cutoff scale high, and eventually contradicts with

M/MPl � 1. In other words, our result suggests that large enhancement of the power spectrum is
likely to be prevented by the contribution from the scordatura term. Therefore, the analysis of PBH
formation relying on cs � 1, for which the scordatura term becomes nonnegligible, needs to be revisited
to take into account the scordatura corrections.

Finally, let us make a comment on the extremely short wavelength modes. One may roughly think
that these modes will give the dominant contribution as the k4 term dominates k2 term in the dispersion
relation (48) for the extremely short wavelength modes. However, this is not the case. First of all, as
we mentioned above, the Bunch-Davies solution (67) would be affected by these modes even for τ � τc
(see for instance Ref. [83,84]). Thus, our setup would be changed accordingly if we want to study their
behavior in a precise manner. Actually, we do not need to do that. The reason is that, if we consider
the modes for which not only xc � 1 but also yc � 1, we can directly confirm that the spectral tilt
becomes smaller for large momenta. In this regard, the power spectrum becomes blue-tilted only for
the modes kc,sr < k � kc,st. Note that neither yc = 1 nor xc = 1 define horizon exit as the setup is
neither stealth nor slow-roll at the time of transition. This result can be intuitively understood if we
note that the scales kc,sr < k � kc,st are indeed around the horizon scale. Thus, those modes that are
near the horizon scale experience the transition more than other smaller or larger modes.

7 Summary

Inflationary scenarios based on the k-inflation models have interesting observational features in the
regime of small sound speed cs � 1 for the curvature perturbations. Since there is a lower bound
on the sound speed below which the linear perturbation theory based on the k-inflation action is no
longer applicable at the horizon scale, one needs to include a higher dimensional operator around
the background with cs ' 0 as originally introduced in ghost condensation/inflation. Roles of the
higher dimensional operator around backgrounds with cs ' 0 were recently revisited under the name
of “scordatura”.

In this paper, we have studied a self-consistent inflationary model that exhibits a transition between
a slow-roll k-inflation with cs of order unity and a ghost inflation with cs ' 0. We have constructed
a novel inflationary model for the transition between the two phases, which are unified smoothly by
appropriately taking into account the higher derivative scordatura term. In this setup, the parameter
space of the k-inflation is enlarged and one can achieve the whole range of 0 ≤ cs ≤ 1 avoiding
strong coupling and gradient instability by virtue of the scordatura mechanism. We have first clarified
a background configuration which supports a transition between a slow-roll k-inflation and a ghost
inflation. Then, using the background dynamics, we have obtained the power spectrum of the curvature
perturbations at the end of inflation.

These results can be used for different phenomenological purposes. As an application, we have
explored the possibility of the formation of PBHs as dark matter. We have focused on the case of a
transition from a slow-roll k-inflation to a ghost inflation and assumed that a transition takes place
after the horizon exit of the CMB scales. In this regard, on the CMB scales the model prediction is
the same as the standard slow-roll k-inflation, while we can address the enhancement of the power
spectrum on sub-CMB scales by the ghost inflation. As a result, we have found that, while it is possible
to enhance the power spectrum on sub-CMB scales, the enhancement is not sufficiently large to allow
for the formation of PBHs as the origin of all dark matter in the universe. Our results are robust
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as far as the low energy EFT describing perturbations is required to be weakly coupled all the way
down to the cs ' 0 regime, as known from the theories of ghost condensation/inflation [32, 33] and
scordatura [27,36]. This makes it challenging to build a self-consistent inflationary model for producing
the PBHs as the origin of all dark matter in the universe solely from small sound speed.
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[24] G. Ballesteros, S. Céspedes and L. Santoni, Large power spectrum and primordial black holes in
the effective theory of inflation, JHEP 01 (2022) 074 [arXiv:2109.00567].

[25] A. Y. Kamenshchik, A. Tronconi and G. Venturi, DBI Inflation and Warped Black Holes,
arXiv:2110.08112.

[26] C. Cheung, P. Creminelli, A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan and L. Senatore, The Effective Field
Theory of Inflation, JHEP 03 (2008) 014 [arXiv:0709.0293].

[27] H. Motohashi and S. Mukohyama, Weakly-coupled stealth solution in scordatura degenerate
theory, JCAP 2001 (2020) 030 [arXiv:1912.00378].

[28] T. Appelquist and J. Carazzone, Infrared Singularities and Massive Fields, Phys. Rev. D11
(1975) 2856.

[29] S. Weinberg, Phenomenological Lagrangians, Physica A96 (1979) 327.

[30] H. Georgi, Weak Interactions and Modern Particle Theory. 1984.

25

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/152.1.75
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/152.1.75
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.104019
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.5297
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06077
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aaa7b4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05235
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac1e31
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac1e31
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12778
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06784
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043536
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08243
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081306
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.03639
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.02.036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02547
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)087
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.13326
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2022)074
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00567
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.08112
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0293
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00378
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2856
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2856
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(79)90223-1


[31] J. Polchinski, Effective field theory and the Fermi surface, in Proceedings, Theoretical Advanced
Study Institute (TASI 92): From Black Holes and Strings to Particles: Boulder, USA, June 1-26,
1992, pp. 0235–276, 1992, arXiv:hep-th/9210046.

[32] N. Arkani-Hamed, H.-C. Cheng, M. A. Luty and S. Mukohyama, Ghost condensation and a
consistent infrared modification of gravity, JHEP 05 (2004) 074 [arXiv:hep-th/0312099].

[33] N. Arkani-Hamed, P. Creminelli, S. Mukohyama and M. Zaldarriaga, Ghost inflation, JCAP
0404 (2004) 001 [arXiv:hep-th/0312100].

[34] L. Senatore, Tilted ghost inflation, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 043512 [arXiv:astro-ph/0406187].

[35] P. Creminelli, M. A. Luty, A. Nicolis and L. Senatore, Starting the Universe: Stable Violation of
the Null Energy Condition and Non-standard Cosmologies, JHEP 12 (2006) 080
[arXiv:hep-th/0606090].

[36] M. A. Gorji, H. Motohashi and S. Mukohyama, Stealth dark energy in scordatura DHOST theory,
JCAP 2103 (2021) 081 [arXiv:2009.11606].

[37] A. Adams, N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dubovsky, A. Nicolis and R. Rattazzi, Causality, analyticity and
an IR obstruction to UV completion, JHEP 10 (2006) 014 [arXiv:hep-th/0602178].

[38] S. Dubovsky, A. Nicolis, E. Trincherini and G. Villadoro, Microcausality in curved space-time,
Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 084016 [arXiv:0709.1483].

[39] G. M. Shore, Superluminality and UV completion, Nucl. Phys. B 778 (2007) 219
[arXiv:hep-th/0701185].

[40] K. Aoki, S. Mukohyama and R. Namba, Positivity vs. Lorentz-violation: an explicit example,
JCAP 10 (2021) 079 [arXiv:2107.01755].

[41] E. Babichev, V. Mukhanov and A. Vikman, k-Essence, superluminal propagation, causality and
emergent geometry, JHEP 02 (2008) 101 [arXiv:0708.0561].

[42] C. Burrage, C. de Rham, L. Heisenberg and A. J. Tolley, Chronology Protection in Galileon
Models and Massive Gravity, JCAP 07 (2012) 004 [arXiv:1111.5549].

[43] C. de Rham, L. Keltner and A. J. Tolley, Generalized galileon duality, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014)
024050 [arXiv:1403.3690].

[44] P. Motloch, W. Hu, A. Joyce and H. Motohashi, Self-accelerating Massive Gravity:
Superluminality, Cauchy Surfaces and Strong Coupling, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 044024
[arXiv:1505.03518].

[45] D. Langlois and K. Noui, Degenerate higher derivative theories beyond Horndeski: evading the
Ostrogradski instability, JCAP 1602 (2016) 034 [arXiv:1510.06930].

[46] M. Crisostomi, K. Koyama and G. Tasinato, Extended Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity, JCAP
1604 (2016) 044 [arXiv:1602.03119].

26

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9210046
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/05/074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312099
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/04/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/04/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312100
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.043512
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406187
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/12/080
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606090
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/081
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11606
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/10/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0602178
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.084016
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1483
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.03.034
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701185
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/079
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.01755
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/101
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.0561
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/07/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.5549
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.024050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.024050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.3690
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.044024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.03518
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/02/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.06930
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/04/044
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/04/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03119


[47] J. Ben Achour, M. Crisostomi, K. Koyama, D. Langlois, K. Noui and G. Tasinato, Degenerate
higher order scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski up to cubic order, JHEP 12 (2016) 100
[arXiv:1608.08135].

[48] K. Takahashi and T. Kobayashi, Extended mimetic gravity: Hamiltonian analysis and gradient
instabilities, JCAP 1711 (2017) 038 [arXiv:1708.02951].

[49] D. Langlois, M. Mancarella, K. Noui and F. Vernizzi, Mimetic gravity as DHOST theories, JCAP
1902 (2019) 036 [arXiv:1802.03394].

[50] H. Motohashi and T. Suyama, Third order equations of motion and the Ostrogradsky instability,
Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 085009 [arXiv:1411.3721].

[51] H. Motohashi, K. Noui, T. Suyama, M. Yamaguchi and D. Langlois, Healthy degenerate theories
with higher derivatives, JCAP 1607 (2016) 033 [arXiv:1603.09355].

[52] H. Motohashi, T. Suyama and M. Yamaguchi, Ghost-free theory with third-order time derivatives,
J. Phys. Soc. Jap. 87 (2018) 063401 [arXiv:1711.08125].

[53] H. Motohashi, T. Suyama and M. Yamaguchi, Ghost-free theories with arbitrary higher-order
time derivatives, JHEP 06 (2018) 133 [arXiv:1804.07990].

[54] M. Ostrogradsky, Memoires sur les equations differentielles, relatives au probleme des
isoperimetres, Mem. Acad. St. Petersbourg 6 (1850) 385.

[55] R. P. Woodard, Ostrogradsky’s theorem on Hamiltonian instability, Scholarpedia 10 (2015) 32243
[arXiv:1506.02210].

[56] H. Motohashi and T. Suyama, Quantum Ostrogradsky theorem, JHEP 20 (2020) 032
[arXiv:2001.02483].

[57] K. Aoki and H. Motohashi, Ghost from constraints: a generalization of Ostrogradsky theorem,
JCAP 08 (2020) 026 [arXiv:2001.06756].

[58] N. Arkani-Hamed, H.-C. Cheng, M. A. Luty, S. Mukohyama and T. Wiseman, Dynamics of
gravity in a Higgs phase, JHEP 01 (2007) 036 [arXiv:hep-ph/0507120].

[59] S. Mukohyama, Black holes in the ghost condensate, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 104019
[arXiv:hep-th/0502189].

[60] E. Babichev and C. Charmousis, Dressing a black hole with a time-dependent Galileon, JHEP 08
(2014) 106 [arXiv:1312.3204].

[61] T. Kobayashi and N. Tanahashi, Exact black hole solutions in shift symmetric scalar-tensor
theories, PTEP 2014 (2014) 073E02 [arXiv:1403.4364].
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