
Statistics of coarse-grained
cosmological fields in stochastic
inflation

Yuichiro Tadaa,b and Vincent Venninc

aInstitute for Advanced Research, Nagoya University,
Furocho Chikusaku Nagoya, Aichi 464-8601 Japan
bDepartment of Physics, Nagoya University,
Furocho Chikusaku Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602 Japan
cLaboratoire Astroparticule et Cosmologie, CNRS Université de Paris,
10 rue Alice Domon et Léonie Duquet, 75013 Paris, France

E-mail: tada.yuichiro@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp, vincent.vennin@apc.in2p3.fr

Abstract. We present a generic framework to compute the one-point statistics of cosmolog-
ical perturbations, when coarse-grained at an arbitrary scale R, in the presence of quantum
diffusion. Making use of the stochastic-δN formalism, we show how it can be related to the
statistics of the amount of expansion realised until the scale R crosses out the Hubble radius.
This leads us to explicit formulae for the probability density function (PDF) of the curva-
ture perturbation, the comoving density contrast, and the compaction function. We then
apply our formalism to the calculation of the mass distribution of primordial black holes
produced in a single-field model containing a “quantum well” (i.e. an exactly flat region in
the potential). We confirm that the PDFs feature heavy, exponential tails, with an addi-
tional cubic suppression in the case of the curvature perturbation. The large-mass end of the
mass distribution is shown to be mostly driven by stochastic-contamination effects, which
produce black holes more massive than those naively expected. This work bridges the final
gap between the stochastic-inflation formalism and the calculation of the mass distribution
of astrophysical objects such as primordial black holes, and opens up various prospects that
we finally discuss.
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1 Introduction

Cosmological structures observed in the universe are understood as coming from the gravita-
tional amplification of quantum vacuum fluctuations [1–6] during an era of early accelerated
expansion called inflation [7–12]. Since the primordial amplitude of those fluctuations is con-
strained to be small in the observed range [10−6 Mpc, 104 Mpc] (see for instance Ref. [13]),
they are often approached with perturbative techniques, where they are described by quan-
tum fields evolving on a fixed homogeneous and isotropic background. Outside the above-
mentioned range however, cosmological perturbations may be large, and non-perturbative
techniques may be required. At large scales, such techniques would be necessary to describe
the structure of the universe beyond the observable horizon, where large deviations from
homogeneity and isotropy can take place. At small scales, they are required to describe the
large fluctuations that possibly give birth to ultra-compact objects such as Primordial Black
Holes (PBHs) [14–16].

One such method is the stochastic-inflation formalism [4, 17]. It relies on the separate-
universe approach [18–23], according to which, on scales larger than the Hubble radius,
the universe can be described by an ensemble of independent, locally homogeneous and
isotropic patches. In this setup, within each patch, cosmological perturbations are evolved
using standard perturbative techniques. Once their wavelength crosses out the size of the
patch (as an effect of the accelerated expansion), they source the patches dynamics through
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a classical stochastic noise, the statistical properties of which are identified with quantum
expectation values of the underlying fields. The universe is thus assumed to be homogeneous
and isotropic only locally (i.e. at the Hubble-radius scale and below), while its large-scale
behaviour can feature wide fluctuations as the difference in the realisations of the stochastic
noise accumulates in distant patches. This may be seen as an effective method to non-
perturbatively incorporate quantum backreaction in the infra-red sector of the theory.

In this approach, the statistics of cosmological perturbations on large scales can be
reconstructed from the knowledge of the dynamics of the separate-universe patches, and this
is the goal of the so-called stochastic-δN formalism [24–26]. It relies on the fact that on
super-Hubble scales, the local fluctuation in the amount of expansion between an initial flat
spatial hypersurface and a final hypersurface of uniform energy density, is nothing but the
curvature perturbation [4, 19, 20, 27, 28]. The elapsed time between those hypersurfaces
(measured with the amount of expansion, and more precisely with the number of e-folds N)
fluctuates since the matter fields evolve according to classical stochastic equations, and its
statistics can be obtained using first-passage-time analysis [26, 29]. This thus allows one to
reconstruct the large-scale statistics of curvature perturbations.

This has been successfully applied to a number of situations, both in the presence of a
slow-roll attractor [29–31] and beyond that simple case [32–37]. As it stands, the formalism
delivers the one-point statistics of the curvature perturbation, ζ, when coarse-grained at
the Hubble scale at the end of inflation (or more precisely at the coarse-graining scale of
the stochastic formalism, which has to be somewhat larger than the Hubble radius, see
Sec. 2). In practice, this is however not entirely sufficient, for the two following reasons.
First, studying the formation of a given structure of mass M (say a PBH) usually requires to
coarse grain the perturbation field over a scale determined by M (which roughly corresponds
to the Hubble scale at the time when the Hubble mass equals M). It is therefore not enough
to know the statistics of ζ coarse grained at the Hubble scale at the end of inflation, one
needs to reconstruct the statistics of ζ when coarse-grained at any arbitrary scale. Second,
the curvature perturbation is not always the most relevant quantity to discuss the fate of
an over-density. In the context of PBHs for instance, it has been argued that the comoving
density contrast [38], or the compaction function [39–41], are more relevant quantities [42, 43].

The present article proposes to bridge this gap and presents a full stochastic-δN deriva-
tion of the one-point statistics of the curvature perturbation, the density contrast, and the
compaction function, when coarse-grained over an arbitrary scale. Let us note that in this
work, we focus on the one-point statistics, and we leave the analysis of multiple-point statis-
tics for future work. A first step in that direction was already taken in Ref. [44], which derived
the power spectrum (i.e. the second moment of the two-point statistics) in the stochastic-δN
formalism.

Let us also stress that the analysis of the scale dependence in the classical framework (i.e.
in the absence of quantum diffusion) is simple since a given scale emerges from the Hubble
radius at a given field location along a reference classical trajectory. As a consequence,
the properties of cosmological perturbations at a given scale are directly related to local
field-space properties (such as the shape of the inflationary potential) at the corresponding
field location. In the stochastic picture however, this one-to-one correspondence between
physical scale and field- (or phase-)space location is lost, which is what makes the calculation
technically challenging. Ultimately, the problem can be solved by properly convolving the
relevant distributions against backwards distributions of the field values, which is the main
technical task of the present work.
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The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the stochastic-δN
formalism and the calculation of first-passage time statistics. In Sec. 3, we explain how to
compute the one-point distribution of the curvature perturbation, and in Sec. 4, we extend
these considerations to the density contrast and the compaction function. We then apply
these results to a toy example in Sec. 5, where the inflationary potential contains a flat region
dominated by stochastic effects. This allows us to derive the first consistent prediction for
the mass of PBHs in such models, in the presence of quantum diffusion. We summarise our
findings in Sec. 6 where we also mention a few future directions. The paper finally ends with
Appendix A to which various technical aspects of the calculations presented in Sec. 5 are
deferred.

2 The stochastic-δN formalism

In this section, we introduce the stochastic-δN formalism. In order to better highlight its
differences with the standard approach, we first recall how the usual treatment of quantum
fluctuations in cosmological perturbation theory proceeds. We consider that inflation is
driven by one or several scalar fields called “inflatons” and organised into the field-space
vector φ =

(
φ1, φ2, φ3, · · ·

)
. When described in General Relativity, its action reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
M2

PlR−
1

2
gµνGIJ(φ)∂µφ

I∂νφ
J − V (φ)

]
, (2.1)

where MPl is the reduced Planck mass, gµν and R are the (inverse) spacetime metric and
the corresponding Ricci scalar, and GIJ and V are the field-space metric and the scalar
potential. Here we allow for an arbitrarily curved field-space manifold to remain as generic
as possible. In the standard approach, cosmological perturbations are described by small
quantum fluctuations evolving on a spatially homogeneous and isotropic, classical background
universe. That is, one splits the inflatons and the metric into a classical and homogeneous
part, φ̄(t) and ḡµν(t), and the quantum perturbations δφ̂(t,x) and δĝµν(t,x), i.e.

φ̂(t,x) = φ̄(t) + δφ̂(t,x), ĝµν(t,x) = ḡµν(t) + δĝµν(t,x). (2.2)

The action is then series-expanded as

S[φ, g] = S(0)[φ̄, ḡ] +
∞∑
n=1

S
(n)

φ̄,ḡ
[δφ̂, δĝ], (2.3)

where S(n) gathers all terms of order n in the perturbation fields. As the background fields
φ̄ and ḡ are assumed to be classical objects, their dynamics are determined by the Euler–
Lagrange equations associated with S(0), which read

φ̄I′(N) = GIJ(φ̄)
π̄J
H
, DN π̄I(N) = −3π̄I −

VI(φ̄)

H
,

3M2
PlH

2 =
1

2
GIJ(φ̄)π̄I π̄J + V (φ̄).

(2.4)

Here and hereafter we use the number of e-folds N as the time variable (so a prime de-
notes derivation with respect to the number of e-folds), in terms of which the background
Friedmann–Lemaitre–Robertson–Walker metric is given by

ds2 = gµν dxµ dxν = − 1

H2
dN2 + a2(N) dx2 where a(N) = a(N = 0)eN , (2.5)
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with H the Hubble parameter. In Eq. (2.4), D is the covariant derivative along the curved
field space (so DN π̄I = π̄′I − ΓKIJ φ̄

J ′π̄K where ΓKIJ is the Christoffel symbol associated to the
field-space metricGIJ) and π̄I are the momenta conjugate to φ̄I . Substituting the background

solution into S
(n)

φ̄,ḡ
, one can (in principle) handle the quantum-field theory of δφ̂ and δĝµν at

arbitrary order.
The prescription of the above standard approach is perfectly well defined and unam-

biguous. However, it relies on the strong assumption that the universe is dominated by the
homogeneous mode at all scales. As argued in Sec. 1, the accelerated expansion amplifies
fluctuations in light degrees of freedom beyond the Hubble scales, so there is no generic
guarantee that the universe remains homogeneous on distances much larger than the Hubble
radius. An alternative approach is thus to consider that the universe is homogeneous and
isotropic only on scales of the order of the Hubble radius, and to split the fields into a classi-
cal, coarse-grained part (the infrared — IR — sector) and a quantum, sub-Hubble part (the
ultraviolet — UV — sector),

φ̂(N,x) = φIR(N,x) + δφ̂UV(N,x), π̂(N,x) = πIR(N,x) + δπ̂UV(N,x),

ĝµν(N,x) = gIR
µν(N,x) + δĝUV

µν (N,x).
(2.6)

In these expressions, the IR part of a generic field O is defined by coarse-graining that field
over the scale R = (σH)−1, where σ is a small positive parameter that ensures that the
coarse-graining scale is well above the Hubble radius (see Ref. [45] for a discussion on the
requirements on σ). In practice, that coarse-graining procedure is performed via a certain
window function W ,

OR (x) =
3

4π

( a
R

)3
∫

d3yO(y)W

(
a |y − x|

R

)
, (2.7)

where W ' 1 for small arguments and W ' 0 otherwise. In other words, W selects out
spatial points that are distant from x by less than the distance R. The window function
should also be normalised in the sense that coarse-graining a uniform field should leave it
invariant, which leads to the condition 3

∫
u2W (u)du = 1. In Fourier space, Eq. (2.7) can be

rewritten as

OR (x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
O(k)eik·xW̃

(
kR

a

)
, (2.8)

where O(k) = (2π)−3/2
∫

d3x e−ik·xO(x) is the Fourier mode of O(x) and the Fourier-space

window function W̃ is related to the real-space window function W by

W̃ (z) =
3

z3

∫ ∞
0

W
(u
z

)
sin(u)udu . (2.9)

From this expression and the properties of W one can show that W̃ ' 1 for small arguments
and W̃ ' 0 otherwise. In other words, W̃ selects out Fourier modes with wavelengths larger
than R. The specifics of the coarse-graining procedure will play an important role below,
which is why we recalled how it is performed in detail.

Coming back to the decomposition (2.6), where OIR = OR=(σH)−1 , it can be substituted
back into the (Hamiltonian) action as

S[φ,π, g] = S(0)[φIR,πIR, gIR] + S(UV)[φIR,πIR, gIR, δφ̂UV, δπ̂UV, δĝUV]. (2.10)
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After integrating out the UV part, one obtains an effective action for the IR sector, which at
quadratic order in the UV component leads to the following corrected equations of motion [46]

DNφ
I
IR = GIJ(φIR)

πIR
J

H
+ ξQI , DNπ

IR
I = −3πIR

I −
VI(φIR)

H
+ ξPI ,

3M2
PlH

2 =
1

2
GIJ(φIR)πIR

I π
IR
J + V (φIR).

(2.11)

In these expressions, ξQ and ξP are two (Itô-type) stochastic Gaussian noises. Being Gaus-
sian, they are fully described by their two-point functions, given by

〈ξXI(N,x)ξY J(N ′,y)〉 ' AXY IJδ(N −N ′) sinc (σaH|x− y|) (2.12)

where the noise amplitude is given by the real part of the corresponding power spectrum
evaluated at the coarse-graining scale:

AXY IJ = RePXY IJ(N, k = σaH),

〈XI(N,k)Y J(N,k′)〉 =
2π2

k3
PXY IJ(N, k)δ(3)(k + k′).

(2.13)

Here, X and Y represent the covariant perturbations Q and P , which are related to the
fields’ UV parts by

QI ' δφIUV, PI ' δπUV
I − ΓKIJπ

IR
K δφ

J
UV (2.14)

at leading order. Note that in Eq. (2.12), we have assumed that coarse graining is performed

via a Heaviside window function in Fourier space, i.e. W̃ (z) = θ(1 − z), which makes the
noises white (i.e. uncorrelated at different times). The presence of the cardinal sine function
in Eq. (2.12) also indicates that the realisations of the noises in two distant patches are
uncorrelated. For simplicity, one can approximate sinc(z) ' θ(1 − z), hence two spatial
points follow the same realisation of the Langevin equations (2.11) as long as their distance
is smaller than the coarse-graining scale, and start following independent realisations when
they become more distant than that scale. This gives rise to the picture sketched in Fig. 1,
which we will further comment on below. Finally, in Eq. (2.11), D denotes the Itô covariant
derivative, so

DNφ
I
IR = (φIIR)′ +

1

2
ΓIJKA

QQJK ,

DNπ
IR
I = DNπ

IR
I −

1

2

(
ΓSIJ,K + ΓMIJΓSKM

)
πIR
S A

QQJK − ΓKIJA
QPJ

K .

(2.15)

As mentioned above, in the stochastic picture, each coarse-grained patch behaves as
an independent stochastic process. This is why from the Langevin equations (2.11), one
can derive the equivalent Fokker–Planck equation, which drives the probability density func-
tion (PDF) P (Φ | N) associated to the field phase-space coordinates, gathered in the vector
Φ = (φIR,πIR) (hereafter we omit the subscript ‘IR’ for brevity), at time N . It is given by

∂NP (Φ | N) = LFP(Φ) · P (Φ | N )

= −DφI
(
GIJ

H
πJP

)
+ ∂πI

[(
3πI +

VI
H

)
P

]
+

1

2
DφIDφJ (AQQIJP ) +DφI∂πJ (AQPIJP ) +

1

2
∂πI∂πJ (APP IJP ), (2.16)
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which defines the Fokker–Planck operator LFP, and where D denotes the phase-space covari-
ant derivative, DφIOJK··· = DφIOJK··· + ΓSIRπS∂πROJK···.

As explained in Sec. 1, a quantity of great interest is the time N elapsed between a given
fixed point in field phase space and the end of inflation,1 since according to the δN formalism
it is related to the curvature perturbation ζ on large scales. The amount of expansion N
varies from one realisation to the other, so it is a stochastic quantity endowed with a PDF
PFPT(N | Φ), which corresponds to the first-passage time (FPT) distribution between the
initial field configuration Φ and the end of inflation. One can show that it is driven by the
adjoint Fokker–Planck equation [26, 29]

∂NPFPT(N | Φ) = L†FP(Φ) · PFPT(N | Φ)

=
GIJ

H
πJDφIPFPT −

(
3πI +

VI
H

)
∂πIPFPT

+
1

2
AQQIJDφIDφJPFPT +AQPIJDφI∂πJPFPT +

1

2
APP IJ∂πI∂πJPFPT,

(2.17)

which defines the adjoint Fokker–Planck operator L†FP, and which needs to be solved with
the boundary condition PFPT(N | Φ ∈ ∂Ω) = δ(N ) on the end-of-inflation surface ∂Ω.2 Note
that Eq. (2.17) also gives rise to recursive partial differential equations for the nth moments
of the FPT distribution, 〈N n(Φ)〉 =

∫∞
0 N

nPFPT(N | Φ) dN , namely [26]

L†FP · 〈N
n(Φ)〉 = −n 〈N n−1(Φ)〉 where 〈N 0(Φ)〉 = 1 . (2.18)

A generic property of the solutions to Eq. (2.17) is the presence of heavy tails [29, 31,
35, 36, 42, 43, 49, 50]: at large N , the PDF behaves as PFPT ∝ e−Λ0N , where Λ0 depends on
the details of the model under consideration. This leads to a substantial enhancement of the
probability to produce large values of N (hence large curvature perturbations) compared to
the Gaussian predictions of the standard leading-order approach, and has therefore important
consequences for the abundance of extreme objects such as PBHs [29–31, 33, 36, 51–57]. Let
us stress that these exponential tails cannot be properly described by usual, perturbative
parametrisations of non-Gaussian statistics (such as those based on computing the few first
moments of the distribution and the non-linearity parameters fNL, gNL, etc.), which can only
account for polynomial modulations of Gaussian tails. A non-perturbative approach such as
the one presented here is therefore necessary.

As an example, let us mention the simple toy model where inflation is realised by a
single scalar field φ, the potential of which has a flat portion V = V0 between φ = 0 and φw

(this model is further discussed in Sec. 5). Then, starting from an initial field value φ inside
this “quantum well”, the distribution associated with the first exit time at φ = 0 is given
by [29]

PFPT(N | Φ) =
π2

µ2

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ 1) sin

[
(2n+ 1)

π

2

φ

φw

]
e
−π

2

µ2 (n+ 1
2)

2N
(2.19)

1In principle, the final hypersurface should be of uniform energy density in the δN formalism, which is not
necessarily the case of the end-of-inflation surface. However, since the stochastic noise is turned off at the end
of inflation (quantum fluctuations do not cross out the Hubble radius anymore), the number of e-folds that
is realised between the end-of-inflation surface and a subsequent hypersurface of uniform energy density is a
deterministic quantity, so its contribution can be easily incorporated in the calculation.

2In some cases, i.e. if the potential is not steep enough at large-field value, an additional reflective boundary
condition may be required, see Refs. [47, 48].
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ρf≃ ⟨𝒩(Φ0)⟩

0

 (flat slice)N

phys. scale

≃ obs. U.

Φ0

2
σH

R

𝒩x0𝒩x

Nbw(R)Φ*(x0, R)

Bx0(R; ρf) ≃ Bx0 ((σH)−1; 𝒩(x0) − Nbw(R))

2
σH

“parent patch”

Figure 1. Space-time diagram sketching the situation considered in this work (see main text).

if a reflective boundary is placed at φw and where we have defined µ2 = 24π2M2
Plφ

2
w/V0. At

large N , the term n = 0 dominates in the above sum, and one obtains an exponential tail.

3 Coarse-grained curvature perturbation

3.1 Coarse-graining in the stochastic formalism

Let us first recall that the stochastic formalism describes the dynamics of quantum fields
averaged over the σ-Hubble scale. As a consequence, the curvature perturbation extracted
from the stochastic-δN formalism, ζ = N − 〈N〉, is already coarse-grained at the scale
R = (σHf)

−1. Here, Hf corresponds to the Hubble parameter on the final hypersurface
of uniform energy density (hence of uniform Hubble parameter, because of Friedmann’s
equation) on which ζ is computed. However, as stressed in Sec. 1, for practical applications
such as the derivation of the abundance of PBHs with a certain mass M , one needs to know
the one-point statistics of ζ when coarse-grained at different scales. The calculation needs
therefore to be extended to arbitrary R, which is the goal of this section.

The situation we consider is depicted in Fig. 1. Let x0 label a spatial point on the final
hypersurface of constant energy density ρ = ρf (displayed with the blue line in Fig. 1), on
which the curvature perturbation is computed. Let Bx0(R; ρf) be the set of comoving points
x around x0 within the physical distance R on the surface ρ = ρf :

Bx0(R; ρf) = {x | rph(x,x0; ρf) ≤ R}, (3.1)

where rph(x,x0; ρf) denotes the physical distance between x and x0 on the surface ρ = ρf .
This set is displayed with the red line in Fig. 1, and corresponds to the region over which
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the curvature perturbation is coarse-grained,3

ζR(x0) =
1

V [Bx0(R; ρf)]

∫
ρ=ρf

d3x ζ(x)W

[
rph(x,x0; ρf)

R

]
. (3.2)

Here, V [Bx0(R; ρf)] =
∫

d3xW [rph(x,x0; ρf)/R] is the comoving volume of Bx0(R; ρf) and
is such that the normalisation condition mentioned below Eq. (2.7) is satisfied. For notation
simplicity, in what follows, the above formula is summarised as

ζR(x0) = 〈ζ(x)〉Bx0 (R;ρf)
, (3.3)

where here and hereafter, the 〈·〉X notation with a subscript X denotes spatial average
over the set X. This should not be confused with the notation 〈·〉 without subscript, as in
Eq. (2.18), which stands for stochastic average.

When R = Robs, where Robs is the size of the observable universe (or more generally the
physical size of the region over which observations are performed), Bx0(Robs; ρf) corresponds
to the observable universe and is displayed with the blue solid line in Fig. 1. As one goes
backward in time, the physical size of this (comoving) region decreases, so there is a point
at which it matches the σ-Hubble volume. At this stage, the coarse-grained inflatons are
homogeneous across the observable universe and we denote their value by Φ0. This is also
where we set the origin of time, N = 0, and we will see that observable predictions generically
depend on Φ0. For each point x within the observable universe, one can measure the number
of e-folds elapsed between this primeval patch and the final hypersurface, and we denote this
quantity by Nx(Φ0). According to the δN formalism, the curvature perturbation measured
within the observable universe on the final hyperspace is given by

ζ(σHf)−1(x0) = Nx0(Φ0)− 〈Nx(Φ0)〉Bx0 (Robs;ρf)
. (3.4)

More generally, when the curvature perturbation is coarse-grained at the scaleR, see Eq. (3.1),
one has

ζR(x0) = 〈Nx(Φ0)〉Bx0 (R;ρf)
− 〈Nx(Φ0)〉Bx0 (Robs;ρf)

. (3.5)

In principle, this formula is enough to compute the curvature perturbations when coarse-
grained at any scale. In a lattice stochastic simulation for instance, it can be simply evaluated
if the number of e-folds realised at each node has been properly recorded, by performing
ensemble averages over different subsets of the lattice.

3.2 From volume averages to stochastic averages

In order to gain further analytical insight, Eq. (3.5) has to be cast into a form that allows one
to use the techniques presented at the end of Sec. 2. The main difficulty is that Eq. (3.5) is
expressed in terms of volume averages, while the first-passage time analysis rather provides

3Let us stress that our formalism can accommodate other averaging procedures. For instance, one may
choose to consider the curvature perturbation averaged over physical rather than comoving coordinates, which
implies to insert the scale factor a3(x) in the integrand of Eq. (3.2) (as well as in the definition of the volume V
given below that, which becomes a physical rather than a comoving volume). Here the scale factor needs to be
measured with respect to the observer [58]. Since a3(x) = a3(x0)e3(Nx−Nx0 ), this means that a volume factor
should be included in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.8), which becomes 〈e3NN〉, as well as in what follows.
Given that the PDF of e3NN can be straightforwardly obtained from the PDF of N , one still obtains explicit
expressions in terms of first-passage-time statistics, and our formalism can be readily modified to incorporate
volume weighting.
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stochastic averages. One needs therefore to bridge the gap between those two kinds of
averages.

In order to do so, let us introduce the point at which the physical volume comprised
within the set of points Bx0(R; ρf) matches the σ-Hubble volume. This corresponds to the
upper green segment in Fig. 1 and below it is referred to as the “parent patch”. Let Φ∗(x0, R)
denote the value of the inflatons within the parent patch (this value is indeed homogeneous
across the patch, since the inflatons are coarse grained at the σ-Hubble scale). For any point
x in Bx0(R; ρf), one can split the number of e-folds Nx(Φ0) between the amount of expansion
realised before and after this point,

Nx(Φ0) = Nx [Φ0 → Φ∗(x0, R)] +Nx [Φ∗(x0, R)] for x ∈ Bx0(R; ρf) . (3.6)

Let us look at these two terms separately. Since all points within Bx0(R; ρf) share the same
history prior to the parent patch, the first term is independent of x, and one can write

〈Nx [Φ0 → Φ∗(x0, R)]〉Bx0 (R;ρf)
= Nx0 [Φ0 → Φ∗(x0, R)] . (3.7)

Let us now examine the second term, Nx [Φ∗(x0, R)]. When averaging within Bx0(R; ρf), one
must consider each σ-Hubble patch comprising the red region in Fig. 1, record the number
of e-folds that is realised from the parent patch, and take the ensemble average. If all these
values were statistically independent, in the limit where there is a large number of such
patches, so when R � (σHf)

−1, according to the central-limit theorem the ensemble and
stochastic averages would be equal, i.e.,

〈Nx [Φ∗(x0, R)]〉Bx0 (R;ρf)
→ 〈N [Φ∗(x0, R)]〉 . (3.8)

One may object that in practice, the realisations of Nx [Φ∗(x0, R)] are not independent for
x ∈ Bx0(R; ρf), since two comoving points become statistically independent only after their
physical distance has grown above (σH)−1, see again Fig. 1. Those values are therefore
correlated. However, the central-limit theorem can be generalised to dependent random
variables provided the amount of correlations is bounded (see e.g. Ref. [59]), and it still applies
in the present situation. Another, maybe more physical, way to understand this result is from
the remark that, schematically, the first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.6) corresponds
to the contributions of scales larger than R, while the second term stands for scales smaller
than R. As explained around Eq. (2.8), because of the properties of the Fourier-space window

function W̃ , ζR filters out scales smaller than R. By performing the replacement (3.8), one
effectively removes the fluctuations in the second term, i.e., one removes the contribution
from the scales smaller than R. As will be made explicit below, this amounts to using a top-
hat window function in Fourier space, which is also required to make the stochastic noises
white, see the discussion below Eq. (2.14).

This prescription also implies to perform the replacement

〈Nx(Φ0)〉Bx0 (Robs;ρf)
→ 〈N (Φ0)〉 (3.9)

in Eq. (3.5), which corresponds to the mean number of e-folds realised from Φ0. Plugging
Eq. (3.6) into Eq. (3.5), the above considerations lead to

ζR(x0) = Nx0 [Φ0 → Φ∗(x0, R)] + 〈N [Φ∗(x0, R)]〉 − 〈N (Φ0)〉 . (3.10)

The only term in the right-hand side of this expression that is subject to stochastic fluc-
tuations is the first one, so schematically, ζR receives contributions from scales comprised

– 9 –



between R and Robs, which is what is expected. Note also that, for a fixed value of Φ∗,
the problem is cast in terms of first-passage time quantities only,4 which we know how to
compute as explained at the end of Sec. 2. The only remaining task is therefore to compute
the probability distribution associated with Φ∗.

3.3 Backward probability

A derivation of the probability distribution associated with Φ∗ was presented in Ref. [44], let
us recall how it proceeds. Since the size of the parent patch is given by (σH∗)

−1, and given
that each elementary volume within the parent patch expands by an amount controlled by
eNx , the physical volume of Bx0(R; ρf) reads

4π

3
R3 =

e3Nbw

σ3H3(Φ∗)

∫
Bx0 (R;ρf)

e3ζ(x)−3ζ(x0)d3x . (3.11)

Here, Nbw is the number of e-folds elapsed between the parent patch and the final hyper-
surface along the comoving line labeled by x0. In general, it depends on x0 in a non-trivial
way. Two approximations can however be made. First, the integral term in the above ex-
pression comes from fluctuations of ζ(x) within the final patch of size R, i.e. at scales smaller
than R. For reasons we have already mentioned, such scales can be discarded, so one can
approximate the integral by one. Second, if inflation proceeds in a regime where H is almost
a constant (such as in the slow-roll or the ultra-slow roll regimes), then one can approximate
H(Φ∗) ' Hf , which we simply denote H. In that limit, Nbw depends only on R, namely

Nbw(R) = ln(σHR). (3.12)

The field configuration Φ∗ thus corresponds to the value of the inflatons Nbw e-folds before
the end of inflation.

As a consequence, the statistics of Φ∗ follows the backward (hence the subscript “bw”)
probability distribution,

Pbw [Φ∗ | Nbw(R)] , (3.13)

which corresponds to the probability that, Nbw before the end of inflation, one has Φ = Φ∗.
As shown in Ref. [44], using Bayes’ theorem, it is given by

Pbw(Φ | N) = PFPT(N | Φ)

∫∞
0 dN ′ P (Φ | N ′)∫∞

N dN PFPT(N | Φ0)
. (3.14)

In this expression, P is the distribution function associated to the fields value at time N and
satisfies the Fokker–Planck equation (2.16), while PFPT is the first-passage-time distribution
that satisfies the adjoint Fokker–Planck equation (2.17). The denominator corresponds to

4One may be concerned that the parent patch does not necessarily corresponds to the first crossing of
Φ∗. Although this is correct, the time elapsed until crossing the parent patch, N (Φ0 → ΦPP

∗ ) (where
“PP” stands for “parent patch”), and the first crossing time of Φ∗, N (Φ0 → ΦFPT

∗ ), approximately share
the same statistics. This can be seen by decomposing N (Φ0) = N (Φ0 → ΦPP

∗ ) + N (ΦPP
∗ ) = N (Φ0 →

ΦFPT
∗ ) + N (ΦFPT

∗ ). Because of the Markovian nature of the process we consider, N (ΦPP
∗ ) and N (ΦFPT

∗ )
share the same statistics (namely the number of e-folds realised from Φ∗ does not depend on whether or not
Φ∗ has been crossed before). If Φ0 is sufficiently far from Φ∗ (so if initial conditions are set at sufficiently
early time), they are also uncorrelated with N (Φ0). As a consequence, N (Φ0 → ΦPP

∗ ) = N (Φ0) −N (ΦPP
∗ )

and N (Φ0 → ΦFPT
∗ ) = N (Φ0)−N (ΦFPT

∗ ) share the same statistics too.
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the probability that, starting from Φ0, one realises at least N e-folds (otherwise the back-
ward probability is not defined), and it quickly approaches unity if initial conditions are set
sufficiently far from the end-of-inflation surface.

Having determined how to compute the probability associated to Φ∗, let us now come
back to Eq. (3.10). It indicates that the probability that ζR falls in the range [ζ, ζ+dζ] is the
probability that N (Φ0 → Φ∗) falls in the range [ζ−〈N (Φ∗)〉+ 〈N (Φ0)〉, ζ+dζ−〈N (Φ∗)〉+
〈N (Φ0)〉], once integrated over Φ∗. In other words,

P (ζR) =

∫
Ω

dΦ∗ Pbw

[
Φ∗

∣∣∣ Nbw(R)
]
P
[
N (Φ0 → Φ∗) = ζR − 〈N (Φ∗)〉+ 〈N (Φ0)〉

∣∣∣ Φ∗

]
(3.15)

where Ω denotes the inflating domain. Let us further consider the last term in this expression,
which is a conditional probability, the condition being that we consider only realisations of
the stochastic process that cross Φ∗ at least once. In the simple case where the field-phase
space is one-dimensional (as in single-field slow-roll inflation), if Φ∗ is set between Φ0 and the
end-of-inflation surface (which here becomes a single point), all trajectories pass through Φ∗.
Because of the Markovian nature of the process under consideration, the amount of e-folds
elapsed until the first crossing of Φ∗ is not correlated with what happens subsequently, hence
the condition in this last term can be removed and one simply obtains the first-passage-
time probability through Φ∗. However, if Φ∗ is not set between Φ0 and the end-of-inflation
point, or if the field-phase space has more than one dimension, not all stochastic trajectories
cross Φ∗, and the condition becomes crucial: it indicates that one is dealing with a first-
passage time probability, restricted to those trajectories that do cross Φ∗. Upon extending
the definition of the first-passage time distribution to include that condition,5 one finally
obtains

P (ζR) =

∫
Ω

dΦ∗ Pbw [Φ∗ | Nbw(R)]PFPT,Φ0→Φ∗ [ζR − 〈N (Φ∗)〉+ 〈N (Φ0)〉] . (3.16)

Since we have explained how to compute the two terms that appear in the right-hand side of
this expression, this provides an explicit way to compute the distribution function associated
with the curvature perturbation when coarse-grained at an arbitrary scale R. This was the
goal of this section and it constitutes one of the main results of this paper.

3.4 Consistency checks

Before applying the formalism developed above to a concrete example, let us check that
previously known results are properly recovered.

Second moment and the power spectrum A first consistency check is to verify that
the second moment of ζR is consistent with the calculation of the power spectrum presented
in Ref. [44]. From Eq. (3.16), one has〈

ζ2
R

〉
=

∫
dζR P (ζR)ζ2

R =

∫
Ω

dΦ∗ Pbw [Φ∗ | Nbw(R)]
〈
δN 2 (Φ0 → Φ∗)

〉
, (3.17)

5In practice, such a first-passage-time distribution can still be computed by solving the adjoint Fokker–
Planck equation (2.17) with an absorbing condition at Φ∗, by adding a “trapping” boundary along the
end-of-inflation surface (for instance setting the potential to 0 on that surface, such that the fields cannot
escape the trap). The trajectories that do not cross Φ∗ end up at the bottom of the trap, hence they do not
contribute to finite values of N in the first-passage time distribution, which simply needs to be renormalised
to account for those missing trajectories.
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where δN (Φ0 → Φ∗) := N (Φ0 → Φ∗) + 〈N (Φ∗)〉 − 〈N (Φ0)〉.
Let us now reproduce this result by means of the power spectrum. By squaring Eq. (2.8)

and taking the quantum expectation value, one has〈
ζ2
R

〉
=

∫
Pζ(k)W̃ 2

(
kR

a

)
d ln(k) , (3.18)

where Pζ(k)δ(3)(k + k′) = k3〈ζ̂2
k〉/(2π2) is the reduced power spectrum of curvature pertur-

bations. Combining Eqs. (3.5) and (3.11) of Ref. [44], it is given by

Pζ(k) = −
∫

Ω
dΦ∗

∂Pbw (Φ∗ | Nbw)

∂Nbw

∣∣∣∣
Nbw=− ln(k/kf)

〈
δN 2 (Φ0 → Φ∗)

〉
, (3.19)

where kf denotes the comoving scale that crosses out the σ-Hubble radius on the final hy-
persurface. By plugging Eq. (3.19) into Eq. (3.18), where a top-hat window function is used
in Fourier space, the integral over ln(k) can be readily performed and one obtains〈

ζ2
R

〉
=

∫
Ω

dΦ∗

{
Pbw [Φ∗ | Nbw(R)]− Pbw (Φ∗ | ∞)

}〈
δN 2 (Φ0 → Φ∗)

〉
. (3.20)

In this expression, Pbw(Φ∗ | ∞) corresponds to the backward probability in the asymptotic
past. Since all trajectories originate from Φ0, one has Pbw(Φ∗ | ∞) = δ(Φ∗ − Φ0), hence
this term gives a contribution proportional to 〈δN 2(Φ0 → Φ0)〉 = 0. This is why Eqs. (3.17)
and (3.20) coincide, which shows that the two calculations lead indeed to the same result.6

Classical limit Let us then consider the classical limit, i.e. the regime of low quantum
diffusion. In this limit, the backward distribution is nothing but a Dirac distribution centred
on the classical path Φcl(N), i.e.

Pbw(Φ | Nbw) = δ[Φ−Φcl(Nf −Nbw)]. (3.21)

As shown in Refs. [26, 47], in the classical regime, the first-passage time distribution is a
Gaussian,

PFPT,Φ0→Φ∗ [Ncl(Φ0 → Φ∗) + δN ] =
e
− δN2

2σ2
Φ0→Φ∗√

2πσ2
Φ0→Φ∗

, (3.22)

the width of which is given by the integrated (classical) power spectrum, i.e.

σ2
Φ0→Φ∗ =

∫ Nbw(R)

Nf

d ln(k/kf)Pζ(k), (3.23)

if a top-hat window function is used in Fourier space. One thus recovers the fact that ζR
follows a Gaussian distribution centred on zero and with a width given by the quantum expec-
tation value of the second moment of ζ̂R computed in the standard approach to cosmological
perturbations presented at the beginning of Sec. 2.

Let us also note that these two consistency checks confirm that performing the replace-
ment (3.8) amounts to working with a top-hat window function in Fourier space, as mentioned
below Eq. (3.8).

6By differentiating Eq. (3.18) with respect to R, one can express the power spectrum in terms of the second
moment of the one-point distribution of ζR, hence our result can be used to extract the power spectrum and
in this sense it is a generalisation of Ref. [44].
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4 Coarse-grained density contrast and compaction function

As explained in Sec. 1, the curvature perturbation is not always the best gauge-invariant
quantity to discuss the fate of a given over-density. One reason is that, on large scales, where
curvature perturbations are conserved, ζ can be seen as a mere renormalisation of the scale
factor as felt by a local observer, and thus it should not affect the collapse dynamics of a
local over-density. This is why, in Ref. [38], it is argued that the comoving density contrast
is more relevant, given that according to Poisson equation it is related to the gradient of the
curvature perturbation (hence it is less sensitive to large-scale contributions), namely

δlin(x) ' −2(1 + w)

5 + 3w

1

a2H2
∇2ζ(x). (4.1)

Note that this expression is valid at leading order in cosmological perturbation theory only,
hence the superscript “lin”, and that w = p/ρ denotes the equation-of-state parameter of the
background fluid.

If one accounts for the non-perturbative relation between ζ and δ, one is rather led
to the notion of compaction function [39–41]. Assuming a spherically-symmetric peak of
the curvature perturbation (high peaks are known to be close to spherical symmetry [60]),
described by the profile ζ(r) where r is the comoving distance away from the maximum of the
peak, the compaction function C(r) is defined by the difference between the Misner–Sharp
mass contained in the sphere of comoving radius r, and the expected mass in the background
universe within the same areal radius. It is related to the curvature perturbation via (see,
e.g., Ref. [43])

C(r) =
3(1 + w)

5 + 3w

{
1−

[
1 + rζ ′(r)

]2}
. (4.2)

Contrary to the density contrast, it is conserved on super-Hubble scales. Denoting rm the
value of r where C is maximum, the PBH formation threshold applies to C(rm), while the
mass of the resultant black hole is related to the one contained within rm.

Usually, PBH formation criteria take the form of a threshold value (sometimes with
critical scaling [61]) for the coarse-grained comoving density contrast, δR, or as we just
mentioned for the maximum compaction function. It is therefore important to derive the
one-point statistics of these two quantities, which is the goal of this section.

The main idea is that both quantities collect the fluctuations in the curvature perturba-
tion around the scale of interest (small scales are suppressed by the coarse-graining procedure
and large scales do not intervene either, since as argued above they correspond to a local
rescaling of the background). As a consequence, we will show that they can be approximated
by the difference of the curvature perturbation when coarse grained at two different scales

∆ζ(x | R1, R2) := ζR2(x)− ζR1(x), (4.3)

with R2 < R < R1. This also picks up fluctuations of ζ at scales of order R (if R, R1 and
R2 are of the same order), and we will compute its statistics from the results of Sec. 3.

4.1 Coarse-shelled curvature perturbation as a proxy

Since ∆ζ(x | R1, R2) corresponds to the curvature perturbation averaged over the shell
region R2 < a|y − x| < R1, in what follows we refer to it as the “coarse-shelled” curvature
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perturbation. In Fourier space, from Eq. (4.3) one has ∆ζ(k | R1, R2) = f∆ζ(k | R1, R2)ζ(k),
where

f∆ζ(k | R1, R2) = W̃

(
kR2

a

)
− W̃

(
kR1

a

)
= θ

(
a

R2
− k
)
− θ

(
a

R1
− k
)
. (4.4)

In the second equality, we have used the fact that in the stochastic formalism, a top-hat
window function is employed in Fourier space. This shows that ∆ζ is made of scales between
R1 and R2, as expected.

For the linear density contrast, Eq. (4.1) leads to δlin
R (k) = 2(1+w)/(5+3w)fδ(k | R)ζ(k)

with

fδ(k | R) =

(
kR

a

)2

W̃δ

(
kR

a

)
, (4.5)

where W̃δ is the window function that is employed to coarse-grain the density contrast. It is
a priori different from the window function used to coarse-grain ζ in the stochastic formalism,
and needs to be optimised with respect to the formation criterion of the cosmological structure
under consideration (see for instance Refs. [62, 63]). In practice, one may choose to work

with a Gaussian window function, W̃δ(z) = e−z
2/2. When k � a/R, fδ is suppressed by

the k2 prefactor in Eq. (4.5) (which is the reason why the comoving density contrast is used
rather than the curvature perturbation), while when k � a/R, fδ is suppressed by the (here
Gaussian) window function. This shows that fδ peaks at the scale k = a/R, as announced
above.

For the compaction function, one can proceed as follows. Let us first introduce the
curvature perturbation coarse-grained with a top-hat function in real space (note that it
differs from the curvature perturbation computed in the stochastic-δN formalism, which
rather uses a top-hat window function in Fourier space)

ζRTH
R =

3

R3

∫ R

0
ζ

(
R′

a

)
R′

2
dR′ , (4.6)

where we have assumed that ζ depends only on the radial comoving coordinate r = R/a, and
where “RTH” stands for “real top hat”. By differentiating this formula twice with respect
to R, one obtains

R

a
ζ ′
(
R

a

)
=
R2

3

d2ζRTH
R

dR2
+

4

3
R

dζRTH
R

dR
. (4.7)

Let us now Fourier transform this expression with respect to the location of the peak x (away
from which the radial coordinate r is defined),[

R

a
ζ ′
(
R

a

)]
(k) =

[
k2R2

3a2
W̃RTH′′

(
kR

a

)
+

4

3

kR

a
W̃RTH′

(
kR

a

)]
ζ(k)

= −k
2R2

3a2
W̃RTH

(
kR

a

)
ζ(k), (4.8)

where in the last equation we used the identity z2W̃RTH′′(z) + 4zW̃RTH′(z) = −z2W̃RTH(z).
This identity can be readily obtained by plugging a top-hat function into the right-hand side
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of Eq. (2.9), which gives W̃RTH(z) = 3(sin z − z cos z)/z3. The quantity of interest, rζ ′(r),
can therefore be written as [(R/a)ζ ′(R/a)](k) = −fC(k | R)ζ(k) with

fC(k | R) =
1

3

(
kR

a

)2

W̃RTH

(
kR

a

)
. (4.9)

When k � a/R, fC ∝ k2R2/a2 is suppressed at the same rate as fδ. However, at small
scales when k � a/R, fC is not suppressed. This lack of UV convergence can be traced
back to the way the Misner–Sharp mass is defined, which implicitly relies on a real-space
top-hat window function. Such window functions are known to produce heavy UV tails, and
a natural solution is to define the Misner–Sharp mass with a smoother window function, or,
equivalently, to define it from a density field that is already smoothed [64].7 When doing so,
our ability to derive a relation of the form (4.8) is lost, but at the level of the approximation

underlying the present considerations it is enough to simply replace W̃RTH in Eq. (4.9) by a

more generic window function W̃C ,

fC(k | R) ' 1

3

(
kR

a

)2

W̃C

(
kR

a

)
. (4.10)

For simplicity, in what follows, we set W̃C to be a Gaussian function, W̃C(z) = e−z
2/2,

although one should bear in mind that the details of that window function depend on the
way the compaction function has been smoothed. With that choice, one has fC(k | R) =
fδ(k | R)/3.

Our next task is thus to approximate the effective window function fδ(k | R), given in
Eq. (4.5), by the one of the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation, see Eq. (4.4). The reason
why this can be done is that, as already mentioned, both these functions select out scales
around k ∼ a/R. This will allow us to assess the one-point statistics of the linear density
contrast, and of the compaction function, from the knowledge of the one-point statistics of
the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation. The coarse-shelled curvature perturbation has
two free parameters, namely R1 and R2. It is convenient to describe them in terms of the
two parameters α and β, defined as R2 = αR and R1 = α(1 + β)R. Our goal is thus to
approximate

fδ(k | R) ' γf∆ζ [k | α(1 + β)R,αR] , (4.11)

where γ is a third free parameter. These three parameters can be set by requiring that both
hands of Eq. (4.11) share the same peak location kmax, as well as the same “width” σ2 and
“volume” V of the peak, where

σ2(f) :=

∫
[ln k − ln kmax(f)]2 f(k) d ln k and V (f) :=

∫
f(k) d ln k . (4.12)

For the left-hand side of Eq. (4.11), one has kmax(fδ) =
√

2 a/R, σ2(fδ) = (π2 + 6γ2
E)/24

where γE is Euler’s constant, and V (fδ) = 1. For the right-hand side of Eq. (4.11), one
sets ln kmax(γf∆ζ) = (ln[a/(Rα)] + ln{a/[Rα(1 + β)]})/2, which gives rise to σ2(γf∆ζ) =

7Note that such a smoothing procedure of the density field before computing the Misner–Sharp mass should
also account for the sub-Hubble evolution of the density contrast, which can be done, at least in the linear
theory, by multiplying the Fourier-space window function by the relevant transfer function [64].
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γ ln3(1 + β)/12 and V (γf∆ζ) = γ ln(1 + β). By equating the two versions of these three
quantities, one obtains

α =
e
− 1

2

√
π2+6γ2

E
2

√
2

, β = e

√
π2+6γ2

E
2 − 1 , γ =

√
2

π2 + 6γ2
E

. (4.13)

4.2 Statistics of the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation

Having determined how the relevant quantities for PBH formation are related to the coarse-
shelled curvature perturbation, ∆ζ, let us now see how the one-point statistics of ∆ζ can be
extracted from the stochastic-δN formalism. Recalling that ζR is given by Eq. (3.10), from
Eq. (4.3) one has

∆ζ(x | R1, R2) ' Nx [Φ0 → Φ∗(x, R2)]−Nx [Φ0 → Φ∗(x, R1)]

+ 〈N [Φ∗(x, R2)]〉 − 〈N [Φ∗(x, R1)]〉 . (4.14)

Because of the Markovian nature of the stochastic process we consider, the two first terms can
be combined into Nx[Φ∗(x, R1) → Φ∗(x, R2)]. Now, given that Φ∗(x, R1) is, by definition,
the value of the fields at the time Nbw(R1) = ln[α(1 + β)σHR] before the end of inflation,
while Φ∗(x, R2) is the value of the fields at the time Nbw(R2) = ln(ασHR) before the end
of inflation, these first two terms are nothing but ln(1 + β) and hence

∆ζ(x | R1, R2) ' ln (1 + β) + 〈N [Φ∗(x, R2)]〉 − 〈N [Φ∗(x, R1)]〉 . (4.15)

The two last terms are less straightforward to evaluate, mostly because the field-space po-
sitions Φ∗(x, R1) and Φ∗(x, R2) are correlated. Therefore, one needs to work out the joint

backward probability density Pbw(Φ
(1)
∗ ,Φ

(2)
∗ | N (1)

bw , N
(2)
bw ), i.e., the probability that the field

is at location Φ
(2)
∗ at the time N

(2)
bw = ln(σHR2) before the end of inflation and that it is at

location Φ
(1)
∗ at the time N

(1)
bw = ln(σHR1) = ln[(1 + β)σHR2] before the end of inflation.

According to Bayes’ theorem, it can be expressed as

Pbw

(
Φ

(1)
∗ ,Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= Pbw

(
Φ

(1)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw

)
Pbw

[
Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (2)
bw ,N

(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

]
.

(4.16)

The first term is nothing but the single backwards probability that was already calculated in
Eq. (3.14). The second term is also a single backwards probability, but with the additional

condition that the inflatons were at Φ
(1)
∗ at the time N

(1)
bw before the end of inflation. In

order to relate this probability to quantities we have already computed, let us consider the

joint probability that, starting from Φ
(1)
∗ (where we set N = 0), the first passage time to the

end of inflation is N
(1)
bw , and that the inflatons cross Φ

(2)
∗ at the time N = ln(1 + β). This

joint probability can be expressed using Bayes’ theorem in two different ways, namely

P
{
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw ,Φ [N = ln(1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗

}
= Pbw

[
Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (2)
bw ,N

(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw ,Φ(N = 0) = Φ

(1)
∗

]
× PFPT

[
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗

]
= PFPT

{
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗ ,Φ [N = (1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

}
× P

{
Φ [N = ln(1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗

}
, (4.17)
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which leads to the following expression (note that the condition N (Φ
(1)
∗ ) = N

(1)
bw dispenses

with the condition Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗ )

Pbw

[
Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (2)
bw ,N

(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

]
= P

{
Φ [N = ln(1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗

}
×
PFPT

{
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗ ,Φ [N = (1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

}
PFPT

[
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗

] . (4.18)

The first term in the right-hand side of this expression simply corresponds to the PDF of the
inflatons, which is subject to Eq. (2.16), while the denominator corresponds to a first-passage
time probability, which is subject to Eq. (2.17). Only remains the numerator, which, invoking
the Markovian nature of the stochastic process under consideration, can be simplified as

PFPT

{
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)
= N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ(N = 0) = Φ
(1)
∗ ,Φ [N = (1 + β)] = Φ

(2)
∗

}
= PFPT

{
N
(
Φ

(2)
∗

)
= N

(2)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ [N = ln(1 + β)] = Φ
(2)
∗

}
, (4.19)

which again reduces to a mere first-passage time probability. Combining these results, one
hence obtains the joint backward probability as

Pbw

(
Φ

(1)
∗ ,Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= Pbw

(
Φ

(1)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw

) PFPT

(
N

(2)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ
(2)
∗

)
PFPT

(
N

(1)
bw

∣∣∣ Φ
(1)
∗

)P [Φ(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N = ln(1 + β),Φ
(1)
∗

]
. (4.20)

This expression is generic and only assumes N
(1)
bw > N

(2)
bw . According to Eq. (4.15), the PDF

of ∆ζ is thus given by

P (∆ζ) =

∫
Ω

dΦ
(1)
∗ dΦ

(2)
∗ Pbw

(
Φ

(1)
∗ ,Φ

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
× δ

[
∆ζ +

〈
N
(
Φ

(1)
∗

)〉
−
〈
N
(
Φ

(2)
∗

)〉
− ln (1 + β)

]
. (4.21)

The two above equations allow one to evaluate the PDF of the coarse-shelled curvature
perturbation, hence of the comoving density contrast and of the compaction function as
explained in Sec. 4.1. Before closing this section, it is worth comparing Eq. (4.21) with
the PDF of ζR itself, namely with Eq. (3.16). Since ζR involves the stochastic variable
N (Φ0 → Φ∗), see Eq. (3.10), its PDF P (ζR) is given by the first-passage-time probability
PFPT[〈N (Φ0)〉 − 〈N (Φ∗)〉+ ζR | Φ0 → Φ∗] weighted with the backward probability (i.e. the
probability associated with Φ∗). In contrast, ∆ζ does not explicitly include a stochastic vari-
able, see Eq. (4.15), but its stochastic nature arises only indirectly through the distribution
of the backward fields Φ∗’s. Therefore, its PDF is expressed as a Dirac delta distribution,

δ[∆ζ + 〈N (Φ
(1)
∗ )〉 − 〈N (Φ

(2)
∗ )〉 − ln (1 + β)], weighted with the (joint) backward probability.
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of the “quantum well” toy model studied in Sec. 5, see Eq. (5.1).
While the stochastic noise is neglected in the classical region φ > φw, the inflaton evolves solely under
the action of the quantum noise, i.e. without any potential tilt, in the quantum well 0 < φ < φw.
This implies that a reflective boundary is placed at φ = φw once the inflaton is inside the quantum
well. Inflation is assumed to end at φ = 0, corresponding to an absorbing boundary.

5 Example: quantum well

Having established generic formulas to compute the PDF of the coarse-grained curvature per-
turbation, the density contrast and the compaction function, let us now apply this formalism
to a concrete example. This will allow us to illustrate the practical use of our methods, and
also to derive a few physical conclusions that should apply more broadly.

We consider a toy model known as the “quantum well” [29, 31, 44] and depicted in
Fig. 2. It consists of a single canonical scalar field φ, whose potential comprises an exactly
flat region between φ = 0 and φw (referred to as the “quantum well”) and a steeper region
at φ > φw (the “classical slope”),

V (φ) =

{
V0, for 0 ≤ φ ≤ φw (quantum well),

Vcl(φ), for φ > φw (classical slope).
(5.1)

In the classical region, the inflaton dynamics is dominated by the potential-induced drift and
thus one can neglect the stochastic noise. Consequently, once the field has landed in the
quantum well, the edge φw between the classical and quantum regions acts as a reflective
boundary (in the language of electric circuits, it is the analogue of a diode). For the other
edge φ = 0, which for the time being denotes the end-of-inflation surface in our setup, we
impose an absorbing boundary condition.

Note that one may add a second classical region below the quantum well [44], which
would shift the number of e-folds by a constant value. Although it does not affect the
amplitude of the curvature perturbation but only shift the scales of perturbations (or the
masses of collapsed objects) by a constant value, the effect on the coarse-shelled curvature
perturbation ∆ζ is more subtle and will be dealt with at the end of Sec. 5.3.
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Assuming that inflation proceeds in the slow-roll regime,8 in the quantum well Eqs. (2.11)
and (2.13) give rise to DNπ ≈ 0, 3M2

PlH
2 ≈ V0, and AXY ≈ H2/(2π)2 for X = Y = Q and 0

otherwise, while the Langevin equation reads

dx

dN
=

√
2

µ
ξ(N), where 〈ξ(N)ξ(N ′)〉 = δ(N −N ′). (5.2)

In this expression, the inflaton has been rescaled according to x = φ/φw, and we have
introduced the dimensionless parameter µ2 = 24π2M2

Plφ
2
w/V0.

5.1 Fokker–Planck and adjoint Fokker–Planck equations

We first review the analytic solutions of the Fokker–Planck and adjoint Fokker–Planck equa-
tions, following Refs. [29, 44], since they serve as building blocks of the formulas derived in
Secs. 3 and 4.

Inside the quantum well, the Fokker–Planck equation (2.16) reduces to

∂NP (x | N) =
1

µ2
∂2
xP (x | N), (5.3)

which simply describes free Brownian motion. Without any boundary condition, starting
from an initial condition P (x | N = 0) = δ(x− xin), the solution to Eq. (5.3) is given by

P free(x | N, xin) =
µ

2
√
πN

e−
µ2

4

(x−xin)2

N . (5.4)

The reflective or absorbing conditions can be implemented at the level of the PDF by requiring
∂xP = 0 at φ = φw and P = 0 at φ = 0, respectively. The solution satisfying these conditions
can be constructed as a linear combination of solutions of the kind (5.3), centred on the
various “images” of xin across the location of the boundary conditions (this is the so-called
“method of images”), and one obtains [44]

Pwell(x | N, xin) =
1

2
ϑ2

[
−π

2
(x− xin), e

−π
2N
µ2

]
− 1

2
ϑ2

[
−π

2
(x+ xin), e

−π
2N
µ2

]
, (5.5)

where ϑ2(z, q) = 2
∑∞

n=0 q
(n+ 1

2
)2

cos [(2n+ 1)z] is the second elliptic theta function.

The first-passage-time PDF can be obtained in a similar way by solving the adjoint
Fokker–Planck equation (2.17), although it is easier to directly use the above solution of
the Fokker–Planck equation and conservation of probability. Indeed, at a given time N , the
inflaton is either still within the quantum well, or it has been already absorbed at x = 0,
which amounts to

1 =

∫ 1

0
Pwell(x | N, xin) dx+

∫ N

0
Pwell

FPT(N | xin, µ) dN . (5.6)

In this expression, Pwell
FPT(N | xin, µ) is the first-passage-time probability from the initial field

value xin inside the quantum well, to the end-of-inflation “surface” x = 0. Differentiating

8In principle, the sharp transition between the classical and quantum regions implies that there should be
a phase of ultra-slow-roll inflation, the effect of which is further discussed in Ref. [35].
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both sides of the above relation with respect to N , and making use of the Fokker–Planck
equation (5.3), one finds

Pwell
FPT(N | x, µ) = − 1

µ2

∫ 1

0
∂2
yP

well(y | N , x) dy = − 1

µ2

[
∂yP

well(y | N , x)
]1

y=0
. (5.7)

The reflective boundary condition at φ = φw ensures that ∂yP
well(y | N , x)

∣∣
y=1

= 0, so one
obtains

Pwell
FPT(N | x, µ) =

1

µ2
∂yP

well(y | N , x)

∣∣∣∣
y=0

= − π

2µ2
ϑ′2

(
π

2
x, e
−π

2N
µ2

)
. (5.8)

Here, a prime denotes a derivative with respect to the first argument of the elliptic function.
An important property of this PDF is that it features an exponential behaviour in the large
N limit,

Pwell
FPT(N | x, µ) ∼

N�µ2

π

µ2
sin
(π

2
x
)
e
−π

2N
4µ2 . (5.9)

As advocated in Ref. [31] and further checked in Refs. [35–37], these heavy, exponential tails
turn out to happen in every model and are not specific to that toy example. This implies
that the statistics of the curvature perturbation (and the derived quantities mentioned in
Sec. 4) is endowed with the same heavy, highly non-Gaussian tail behaviour, which has
strong implications for the formation of extreme objects such as primordial black holes.

Finally, the classical slope can be incorporated in the analysis by introducing xcl(N ;xin),
which stands for the inflaton solution at time N from xin > 1 and without stochastic noise;
and Ncl(x;xin), its inverse, that is the number of e-folds elapsed from xin to x without
stochastic noise. When xin < 1 (that is if one starts inside the quantum well), the solution
to the Fokker–Planck equation is still given by Eq. (5.5), while for xin > 1 it reads

P (x | N, x0) =

{
δ [x− xcl(N ;x0)] if N < Ncl(1;x0)

Pwell [x | N −Ncl(1;x0), 1] if N ≥ Ncl(1;x0)
, (5.10)

where we recall that Pwell is given in Eq. (5.5). For the first-passage-time statistics, one has

PFPT(N | x, µ) =

{
Pwell

FPT(N | x, µ) if x < 1

Pwell
FPT [N −Ncl(1;x) | 1, µ] if x ≥ 1

, (5.11)

where we recall that Pwell
FPT is given in Eq. (5.8).

5.2 Coarse-grained curvature perturbation

The PDF for the coarse-grained curvature perturbation can be obtained by plugging these
expressions into Eqs. (3.14) and (3.16), and in Appendix A we show that it gives rise to

P (ζR) ' Pwell(ζR) + δ(ζR)

∫ x0

1
dx∗ Pbw[x∗ | Nbw(R)], (5.12)

where Pbw, given in Eq. (3.14), is computed in Eq. (A.1), and with

Pwell(ζR) =
π2

4µ2

∫ 1

0
dx∗

x∗
(1− x∗)2

ϑ′2

[
π

2
x∗, e

−π
2

µ2Nbw(R)
]
ϑ′2

[
π

2
, e
− π2ζR
µ2(1−x∗)2

−π
2

2

]

× θ
[
ζR +

µ2

2
(1− x∗)2

]
. (5.13)

– 20 –



Note that, in the limit where R = (σHf)
−1, one recovers the first-passage-time PDF (5.8),9

in agreement with the fact that N −〈N〉 = ζ(σHf)−1 in stochastic inflation, as pointed out at
the beginning of Sec. 3.1. Several comments are in order regarding the above expression.

The first term, Pwell(ζR), corresponds to when the scale R emerges from the Hubble
radius when the inflaton is inside the quantum well. The Heaviside function it carries in
Eq. (5.13) simply translates the fact that the argument of the first-passage-time PDF ap-
pearing in Eq. (3.16) is positive (namely that the first-passage number of e-folds is a positive
quantity). Let us note that this first term can be written as a universal PDF profile for the
rescaled quantity ζR/µ

2, which only depend on one parameter, namely Nbw(R)/µ2.

The second term in Eq. (5.12) corresponds to when R crosses out the Hubble radius in
the classical part of the potential. It is therefore directly proportional to the probability that
the inflaton was in the classical part Nbw(R) e-folds before the end of inflation, to which the
integral in Eq. (5.12) corresponds. Since we neglected the stochastic noise in the classical
slope, it also involves a Dirac distribution δ(ζR) which forces ζR to vanish. This seemingly
divergent part is simply an artefact of this crude assumption, and in practice, accounting
for fluctuations in the classical part of the potential would smooth it out. The precise way
in which this takes place depends on the details of the potential in the classical region, and
since it should only affect the PDF close to its maximum, in what follow we do not further
consider that second term when discussing the behaviour of the tail.

Similarly, it is worth mentioning that the first term in Eq. (5.12) also diverges at ζR = 0,
which comes from the rightest edge of the quantum well. This is because P (ζR) involves the
first-passage-time PDF PFPT,x0→x∗ [ζR−〈N (x∗)〉+〈Nx∗(x0)〉], see Eq. (3.16). When x∗ → 1−,
the width of the quantum well explored by the path between x0 and x∗ decreases to 0,
hence this first-passage-time probability asymptotes δ(ζR). This can be checked explicitly
by evaluating Eq. (5.8) in the limit µ → 0. As above, this apparent divergence would be
solved by accounting for stochastic fluctuations in the classical slope and a smooth transition
with the quantum well. This type of divergence would then only appear from the limiting
case x∗ → x0, but this is strongly suppressed by the probability Pbw[x∗ = x0 | Nbw(R)]
(or would be smoothed away upon introducing the probability distribution associated to the
initial condition x0, since its value remains unknown without further specifying the model).

The first term of Eq. (5.12) is displayed in Fig. 3 for a few values of Nbw(R)/µ2. One
can check that the contribution Pwell from the quantum well remains important even for
values of Nbw(R) that are larger than the typical number of e-folds spent in the well, that
is 〈N (x = 1)〉 = µ2/2. This implies that, even for scales R that emerge in the classical part
of the potential with high probability, the far tail is still dominated by those few realisations
that do emerge in the quantum well. This is because the heaviness of the tail compensates
for the smallness of the probability to emerge in the well. Such a “contamination” of the

9This can be obtained by first expanding the elliptic function in the limit a� 1 as

xϑ′2

(π
2
x∗, 1− a

)
'
a�1
−x2 e

−
(
πx

2
√
a

)2

(a/π)3/2
→ − 4

π
δ(x), (5.14)

where the last expression is derived by integrating both hands against an arbitrary (Taylor-expanded) function,
in order to obtain the limit in the space of distributions. It gives rise to

Pwell(ζR) −−−−−−−→
Nbw(R)→0

− π2

2µ2
ϑ′2

[
π

2
, e
−π

2

µ2

(
ζR+µ2

2

)]
, (5.15)

which is nothing but Pwell
FPT[〈N (x = 1)〉+ ζR | 1, µ], see Eq. (5.8).
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Figure 3. PDF of the (rescaled) coarse-grained curvature perturbation, ζR/µ
2, as given by the first

term in Eq. (5.12) (solid lines), and its large-ζR approximation (5.16) (dotted lines), for a few values
of the coarse-graining scale R labeled with Nbw(R)/µ2 = ln(σHR)/µ2. One notices the presence of
exponential tails at large ζR. Note that even though these PDFs do not seem to be normalised, they
actually are, due to the presence of an additional Dirac distribution centred at ζR = 0 that translates
the lack of fluctuations in the classical part of the potential, see the discussion in the main text.

non-stochastic part by the quantum well has also been reported in the power spectrum in
Ref. [44].

Let us now study the behaviour of the tail of P (ζR). Making use of the asymptotic
formula ϑ′2(π/2, z) ' −2z1/4 when z � 1, which follows from the definition of the ϑ2 func-
tion given below Eq. (5.5), in the limit ζR � µ2, the second elliptic function appearing in

Eq. (5.13) can be approximated by −2e−π
2/8 exp

[
− π2

4(1−x∗)2
ζR
µ2

]
. If ζR/µ

2 � 1, this function

strongly decreases with x∗, which is why it can be expanded around x∗ ' 0 where the ex-

ponential term can be approximated by exp
[
−π2

4
ζR
µ2 (1 + 2x∗)

]
. Expanding the rest of the

integrand in Eq. (5.13) around x∗ = 0, after a couple of integrations by parts (where the
boundary terms at x∗ = 1 can be neglected thanks to the exponential suppression in the
large ζR/µ

2 limit), one obtains

P

(
ζR
µ2

)
∼

ζR�µ2
−4e−π

2/8

π3
ϑ′′2

(
0, e
−π2Nbw(R)

µ2

)
e
−π

2

4

ζR
µ2

(ζR/µ2)3 .
(5.16)

This expression is displayed with the dotted lines in Fig. 3, where one can check that it
provides a good approximation of the tail. An important remark is that, in addition to the
exponential suppression commonly encountered in first-passage-time statistics and already
found in Eq. (5.9), the tail is further suppressed by the cubic power of ζR. This polynomial
modulation is a direct effect of the coarse-graining procedure.

5.3 Coarse-shelled curvature perturbation

As explained in Sec. 4, the one-point statistics of the comoving density contrast and of the
compaction function can be inferred from the one of the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation,
to which we now turn our attention. It can be obtained by plugging Eqs. (5.10) and (5.11)
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into Eqs. (4.20) and (4.21), and in Appendix A we show that the result can be written as

P (∆ζ) = P1(∆ζ) + P2(∆ζ) + P3(∆ζ), (5.17)

where

P1(∆ζ) =
π

4µ2
θ

[
ln(1 + β)− µ2

2
< ∆ζ < ln(1 + β) +

µ2

2

]

×

∫
min

{
1,
√

1+ 2
µ2 [∆ζ−ln(1+β)]

}
√

max
{

0, 2
µ2 [∆ζ−ln(1+β)]

} dx̃
(1)
∗

1− x̃(1)
∗

x̃
(2)
well

(
x̃

(1)
∗

)ϑ′1
{
−π

2
x̃

(2)
well

(
x̃

(1)
∗

)
, e
−π

2[Nbw(R)+lnα]

µ2

}

×
(
ϑ2

{
π

2

[
x̃

(2)
well

(
x̃

(1)
∗

)
− x̃(1)

∗

]
, e
−π

2 ln(1+β)

µ2

}
+ ϑ2

{
π

2

[
x̃

(2)
well

(
x̃

(1)
∗

)
+ x̃

(1)
∗

]
, e
−π

2 ln(1+β)

µ2

})

P2(∆ζ) =
π

2µ4
θ

[
−µ

2

2
< ∆ζ < ln(1 + β)

]∫ ln(1+β)−max(0,∆ζ)

max

[
0,ln(1+β)−∆ζ−µ

2

2

] dN (1) 1

x̃
(2)
cl

(
N (1)

)
× ϑ′1

{
−π

2
x̃

(2)
cl

(
N (1)

)
, e
−π

2[Nbw(R)+lnα]
µ2

}
ϑ2

{
π

2
x̃

(2)
cl

(
N (1)

)
, e
−
π2[ln(1+β)−N(1)]

µ2

}

P3(∆ζ) = − π

2µ2
δ(∆ζ)

∫ Nbw(R)+lnα

0
dN (2) ϑ′2

{
π

2
, e
−
π2[Nbw(R)+lnα−N(2)]

µ2

}
,

(5.18)

with x̃
(2)
well =

√
(x̃

(1)
∗ )2 − 2

µ2 [∆ζ − ln(1 + β)] and x̃
(2)
cl =

√
2
µ

√
ln(1 + β)−∆ζ −N (1) and

where ϑ1(z, q) = 2
∑∞

n=0(−1)nq(n+ 1
2

)2
sin [(2n+ 1)z] is the first elliptic theta function.

The first term, P1(∆ζ), corresponds to when both φ
(1)
∗ and φ

(2)
∗ , namely the inflaton

values when R1 and R2 respectively cross out the Hubble radius, are in the quantum well;

while the second term, P2(∆ζ), corresponds to when φ
(1)
∗ is in the classical slope and φ

(2)
∗ is

in the quantum well. The third term, P3(∆ζ), which is proportional to the Dirac distribution

δ(∆ζR), corresponds to when both φ
(1)
∗ and φ

(2)
∗ are in the classical slope. It has the same

interpretation as the second term in Eq. (5.12) for P (ζR). That is, the Dirac distribution
arises from the fact that we have neglected stochastic fluctuations in the classical part of the
potential, and it would be smoothed out by accounting for them. The physical interpretation
of this term can be made even clearer by noticing the following. Starting from x0, one can
always write N (x0) = Ncl(x0) +Nwell, where Nwell is the number of e-folds spent in the flat
well starting from the rightest edge, the PDF of which is given by setting x = 1 in Eq. (5.8),
namely P (Nwell) = Pwell

FPT(Nwell | x = 1, µ). As a consequence, the probability to be outside

the well at the time N
(2)
bw e-folds before the end of inflation, which we call 1− pwell(N

(2)
bw ), is

given by

1− pwell

(
N

(2)
bw

)
= P (Nwell < N

(2)
bw ) =

∫ N
(2)
bw

0
Pwell

FPT(Nwell | x = 1, µ) dNwell

= − π

2µ2

∫ N
(2)
bw

0
ϑ′2

(
π

2
x, e
−π

2Nwell
µ2

)
dNwell , (5.19)
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Figure 4. Left : The contributions P1 (blue solid line) and P2 (orange solid line) to P (∆ζ) given in
Eq. (5.18), for µ = 1/2 and Nbw(R) = 3, and where the parameters α and β are given in Eq. (4.13).

The contribution P1 corresponds to when 0 < x
(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗ < 1 (i.e. both R1 and R2 cross out the Hubble

radius in the quantum well), while P2 corresponds to 0 < x
(2)
∗ < 1 < x

(1)
∗ (i.e. R1 emerges in the

classical slope and R2 in the quantum well). One can see that P2 features an exponential tail, which
can be approximated by Eq. (5.21) in the small-µ regime (orange dotted line). It has a hard cutoff
at ∆ζ = ln(1 + β) as an effect of having neglected the stochastic noise in the classical slope. The
divergence of P1 at ∆ζ = ln(1 + β) and of P2 at ∆ζ = 0 are similar artefacts. Right : Distribution
function P (∆ζ) for Nbw(R) = 3 and a few values of µ.

where in the last expression we have used Eq. (5.8). Up to a simple change of variable,

Nwell = N
(2)
bw −N

(2) = Nbw(R) + lnα−N (2), this is precisely what appears in P3(∆ζ), which
can therefore be written as

P3(∆ζ) =
[
1− pwell

(
N

(2)
bw

)]
δ(∆ζ). (5.20)

If the inflaton is in the classical slope N
(2)
bw e-folds before the end of inflation, it also has to

be there N
(1)
bw (> N

(2)
bw ) e-folds before the end of inflation. This is why the coarse-shelled

curvature perturbation identically vanishes in that case, though this is again simply because
we have neglected fluctuations in the classical part. Since resolving this by accounting for
the stochastic noise in the classical slope would not affect the tail of the PDF, in what follows
we only consider the contribution P1(∆ζ) + P2(∆ζ).

In the left panel of Fig. 4, we numerically evaluate P1 (dotted line) and P2 (solid line)
for µ = 1/2 and Nbw(R) = 3, where the parameters α and β are given in Eq. (4.13). One
notices an extended exponential tail supported by P2, which can be approximated by

P2(∆ζ) '
F (1)− F

[√
2 max(0,−∆ζ)

µ

]
µ2

e
− π2

4µ2 [Nbw(R)+ln(α)+∆ζ]
,

(5.21)

where F (z) =
√

2π
{

erf
(

zπ
2
√

2

)
+ Re

[
erf
(

2i+zπ/2√
2

)]/
e2
}

. This expression is obtained by

expanding Eq. (5.18) in the regime µ � 1, and is displayed with the dotted line in Fig. 4.
Already with µ = 1/2, it gives a reasonable fit. This exponential tail features a hard cutoff
at ∆ζ = ln(1 + β), around which the contribution P1 gives a substantial correction. This
needs to be compared with the PDF of ζR, the tail of which is not exactly exponential, see
Eq. (5.16), but which nonetheless undergoes the same exponential suppression.
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It is also worth stressing out that ∆ζ is bounded from above for both P1 and P2, as
explicitly indicated by the step functions in Eq. (5.18). This contrasts with the PDF of
ζR itself, see Eq. (5.12), and can be understood as follows. From the definition of ∆ζ, see

Eq. (4.15), ∆ζ is maximum when x
(2)
∗ is maximum and x

(1)
∗ is minimum. For the situations

contained in P2, this corresponds to when x
(1)
∗ = 1+ and x

(2)
∗ = 1−. By continuity of 〈N (x)〉,

this gives rise to ∆ζ = ln(1 + β) in Eq. (4.15), which then acts as a hard cutoff for P2.
Similar considerations apply to the cases contained in P1, for which the average number of

e-folds are restricted to 0 < 〈N (x
(1)
∗ )〉 , 〈N (x

(2)
∗ )〉 < µ2/2, and thus P1 takes non-vanishing

values only for ln(1 + β)− µ2/2 < ∆ζ < ln(1 + β) + µ2/2. This indicates that the compact
support of P (∆ζ) is a direct consequence of neglecting the presence of quantum fluctuations
in the classical part of the potential, and that the very far tail of P (∆ζ) (i.e. above the upper
bounds mentioned above) is ultimately driven by those fluctuations. This again contrasts
with the tail of P (ζR), which we have shown is driven by the quantum well.

Another remark of interest is that P1 and P2 have divergent features at ∆ζ = ln(1 + β)

and ∆ζ = 0 respectively. They come from divergences of their integrands at x̃
(2)
well = x̃

(2)
cl =

0,10 which correspond to the rightest edge of the quantum well x = 1, and which follow from
the reflective boundary condition imposed there, ∂x 〈N (x)〉

∣∣
x=1

= 0. Again, by accounting
for stochastic diffusion in the classical slope, these features would be smoothed away.

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we show the full PDF P (∆ζ) for a few values of µ. One
can see that P1 can provide the dominant contribution to P (∆ζ) if µ2/2 is comparable to

(or larger than) Nbw(R). This is because the probability to find both x
(1)
∗ and x

(2)
∗ in the

quantum well is substantial in that case.

Before moving on and computing the PBH mass fraction, let us discuss the case where
a second classical slope is added below the quantum well, that is at x < 0. The classical
trajectory is denoted xafter

cl (N) in that branch. As mentioned above, this simply results in a
constant shift in the number of e-folds. It is thus convenient to keep defining the zero point
Nbw = 0 as corresponding to the lower edge x = 0, such that scales emerging in the second
classical slope, at x < 0, have Nbw < 0. For the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation, the

above formulas still apply when N
(1)
bw and N

(2)
bw are positive, but have to be adapted otherwise.

Two cases need to be distinguished.

If N
(2)
bw < N

(1)
bw < 0, both scales emerge in the second classical slope where fluctuations

are neglected, hence ∆ζ strictly vanishes. More precisely, one has x
(1)
∗ = xafter

cl (−N (1)
bw ), where

−N (1)
bw is the total number of e-folds realised in the second classical slope, and with a similar

expression for x
(2)
∗ . One thus has 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉 = N

(1)
bw and 〈N (x

(2)
∗ )〉 = N

(2)
bw = N

(1)
bw − ln(1 + β),

so Eq. (4.15) leads to ∆ζ = 0.

If N
(2)
bw < 0 < N

(1)
bw , i.e. if only the scale R2 emerges in the second classical slope (but

not R1), one still has x
(2)
∗ = xafter

cl (−N (2)
bw ) and 〈N (x

(2)
∗ )〉 = N

(2)
bw , and the joint backward

probability Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
∗ , N

(2)
∗

)
reads

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
∗ , N

(2)
∗

)
= δ
[
x

(2)
∗ − xafter

cl

(
−N (2)

bw

)]
Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw

)
. (5.22)

10The presence of 1/x̃
(2)
well and 1/x̃

(2)
cl in the integrands can be traced back to the Jacobian [∂

x
(2)
∗
〈N (x

(2)
∗ )〉]−1

coming from the change of variable in the Dirac distribution δ[∆ζ + 〈N (x
(1)
∗ )〉 − 〈N (x

(2)
∗ )〉 − ln(1 + β)].
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Figure 5. PDF of the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation ∆ζ with µ = 1/
√

6 and a few values
of the coarse-graining scale R (corresponding to Nbw(R) in the range [−0.870, 1.57] with the equal
interval ∆Nbw(R) = 0.244 for the left panel, and the range [1.57, 3.33] with ∆Nbw(R) = 0.177 in the

right panel). The left panel stands for N
(2)
bw < 0, i.e. it corresponds to the case where R emerges in

the second classical slope, while the right panel, where N
(2)
bw > 0, describes the situation where it does

not. The orange shaded region displays the PBH formation criterion (5.25).

In that case, Eq. (4.15) leads to ∆ζ = ln(1 + β) + N
(2)
bw − 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉 = N

(1)
bw − 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉,

where 〈N (x
(1)
∗ )〉 is given by Eq. (A.4). If x

(1)
∗ lies in the quantum well, 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉 ≤ µ2/2,

or equivalently, ∆ζ ≥ N
(1)
bw − µ

2/2. The relation between ∆ζ and x
(1)
∗ can be inverted as

x
(1)
∗ = x

(1)
well(∆ζ) := 1 −

√
1− 2

µ2 (N
(1)
bw −∆ζ) . Conversely, if ∆ζ < N

(1)
bw − µ

2/2, x
(1)
∗ lies

in the first classical slope, and the number of e-folds spent in the quantum well is given by

N
(1)
bw − 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉+ µ2/2 = ∆ζ + µ2/2. Together with the backward probability (A.1), these

considerations lead to

P (∆ζ) =

∫ x0

0
dx

(1)
∗ Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw

)
δ
[
∆ζ + 〈N (x

(1)
∗ )〉 −N (1)

bw

]

=



P̃1(∆ζ) :=−
πx

(1)
well(∆ζ)

2µ2
[
1− x(1)

well(∆ζ)
]ϑ′2

[
π

2
x

(1)
well(∆ζ), e

−
π2N

(1)
bw

µ2

]
if N

(1)
bw −

µ2

2 ≤ ∆ζ < N
(1)
bw ,

P̃2(∆ζ) :=− π

2µ2
ϑ′2

π
2
, e
−
π2

(
∆ζ+

µ2

2

)
µ2

 if − µ2

2 < ∆ζ < N
(1)
bw −

µ2

2 ,

0 otherwise.

(5.23)

Note that, since 0 < 〈N (x
(1)
∗ )〉 < N

(1)
bw + µ2/2, the PDF P (∆ζ) is non-zero only for −µ2/2 <

∆ζ < N
(1)
bw if N

(1)
bw > 0. In Fig. 5, we show examples of P (∆ζ) for N

(2)
bw < 0 (left panel)

and N
(2)
bw > 0 (right panel) with µ = 1/

√
6 , varying the coarse-graining scale Nbw(R).

These two regimes feature different behaviours. When N
(2)
bw < 0 (i.e. when R2 emerges

in the second classical slope, but not R1), the exponential tail is simply extended up to

∆ζ = N
(1)
bw = Nbw(R) + lnα+ ln(1 + β) as the coarse-graining scale R gets larger, while the

bulk of the distribution is almost independent of R. When N
(2)
bw > 0 (i.e. when neither R1
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nor R2 emerge in the second classical slope), the overall amplitude decreases with R [at the
rate indicated by Eq. (5.21)], while the overall shape remains roughly invariant. The orange
shaded region corresponds to the PBH formation criterion, which we further discuss below.

5.4 Mass function of primordial black holes

Let us finally investigate the PBH mass function in this simple toy model. Amongst the
several approaches that are commonly employed to compute this object, we adopt i) the
compaction function in a radiation-dominated universe (w = 1/3) for the PBH formation
criterion, ii) the critical behaviour for the resultant PBH mass, and iii) the (extended) Press–
Schechter approach for the PBH formation probability. Other procedures can be followed,
but as stressed above, our goal is to provide an illustration of the formalism introduced in
this work, rather than thoroughly studying the formation of PBHs in a realistic model.

The compaction function C(r) was introduced around Eq. (4.2). Several analytical
and numerical works [39–41] suggest that, for a given overdense region, the radius rm that
maximises the compaction function should be taken as the appropriate coarse-graining scale,
and that a PBH forms when the maximum C(rm) exceeds some almost-universal threshold
Cth (see, e.g., Refs. [50, 65] for approaches beyond the mere compaction function). Though
the precise value of this threshold has been widely discussed in the literature, in this work
we adopt the simple estimate Cth ∼ w = 1/3 first proposed by Carr in Ref. [16], since the
other approximations we have performed (namely defining the compaction function with
a Gaussian rather than top-hat real-space window function, and using the coarse-shelled
curvature perturbation as a proxy) do not allow us to go beyond simple estimates. Through
the relation between the compaction function and the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation
obtained in Sec. 4.1,

C ≈ 2

3

[
1−

(
1− γ

3
∆ζ
)2
]
, (5.24)

the threshold value in terms of ∆ζ reads11

∆ζth ≈
6− 3

√
4− 6Cth

2γ
' 2.14, (5.25)

where γ is given by Eq. (4.13). This threshold is shown with the orange regions in Fig. 5.
The resultant PBH mass follows the so-called critical scaling behaviour

M = κMH(rm)[C(rm)− Cth]p, (5.26)

with the universal scaling index p = 0.36 [61, 67–72], and where κ is an O(1) coefficient that
weakly depends on the profile of the overdensity (see, e.g., Ref. [73]). We simply adopt κ ' 1
hereafter. The horizon mass MH at the horizon re-entry of the coarse-graining scale rm can
be expressed as (see, e.g., Ref. [74])12

MH(rm) ' 1020
( g∗

106.75

)−1/6
(

rm

6.41× 10−14 Mpc

)2

g, (5.27)

11Note that, according to Eq. (5.24), C ≥ Cth a priori also leads to an upper bound on ∆ζ, which is however
irrelevant (see the discussion around Fig. 3 of Ref. [66]).

12Strictly speaking, the horizon re-entry is not set by the comoving radius (i.e., rm = 1/aH) but rather by
the areal radius aeζ(rm)rm (i.e., aeζ(rm)rm = 1/H) [43, 75–77], since the local scale factor is modified by the
curvature perturbation. We neglect this effect in this paper for simplicity.
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where the scale factor is normalised so that its current value is unity, and where we neglect
the difference between the effective number of degrees of freedom g∗ defined in terms of
the energy density and g∗s, defined in terms of the entropy density. We also uniformly
assume g∗ ' 106.75 in the mass range of interest, i.e., around M ∼ 1020 g for the numerical
application of Fig. 6.

In a fully non-Gaussian setup, it is difficult to characterise the statistics of rm and we
therefore proceed as follows. We first fix the coarse-graining scale r(Nbw) = R(Nbw)/af ,
and consider the probability P (M | Nbw) d lnM to find PBHs with masses in the range
[M,Med lnM ]. Assuming the critical behaviour (5.26), in this extended Press–Schechter ap-
proach, it is related to the PDF P (∆ζ | Nbw) via

P (M | Nbw) d lnM = P (∆ζ | Nbw) d∆ζ =
9

4γp

C(∆ζ)− Cth

1− γ
3 ∆ζ

P (∆ζ | Nbw) d lnM . (5.28)

Since one PBH is formed with this probability within each coarse-grained patch of comoving
volume 4π

3 r
3(Nbw), the comoving number density of PBHs in each mass bin at horizon re-

entry is given by

nPBH(M | Nbw) d lnM =
27[C(∆ζ)− Cth]

16πγpr3(Nbw)
(
1− γ

3 ∆ζ
)P (∆ζ | Nbw) d lnM . (5.29)

Neglecting evaporation, accretion and merging, the comoving number density is conserved
until today, hence the current ratio between the PBH energy density and the one of dark
matter can be written as

fPBH(M | Nbw) d lnM =
MnPBH(M | Nbw)

3M2
PlH

2
0 ΩDM

d lnM

' [C(∆ζ)− Cth]p+1

1− γ
3 ∆ζ

e−Nbw

(
ΩDMh

2

0.12

)−1[
r(Nbw = 0)

6.41× 10−14 Mpc

]−1[P (∆ζ | Nbw)

4.8× 10−17

]
d lnM ,

(5.30)

where we adopt the observed value for the current dark matter density ΩDMh
2 ' 0.12 [78]

and note that r(Nbw) = r(Nbw = 0)eNbw . The normalisation r(Nbw = 0), which determines
the typical PBH mass, corresponds to the scale that crosses out the Hubble radius at the
onset of the second classical phase and can thus be arbitrarily chosen by tuning the number
of classical e-folds spent after the quantum well.

The mass function is displayed in Fig. 6 for µ = 1/
√

6 and for a few values of Nbw, i.e.
for a few values of R, where we have set r(Nbw = 0) = 6.41× 10−14 Mpc. In this figure, for
simplicity, we did not include the contributions P1(∆ζ) and P̃1(∆ζ), since they give rise to
artificial peaks in the mass function which result from having neglected stochastic diffusion
in the classical slope and which would be smoothed away otherwise. The value of R such

that N
(2)
bw = 0 (i.e. such that R(2) emerges at the onset of the second classical slope) is shown

by the light-green solid line. The dotted curves ranging from dark red to yellow stand for

N
(2)
bw < 0 (i.e. R(2) emerges in the second classical slope) and correspond to the situation

represented in the left panel of Fig. 5. As R increases, the PDF of ∆ζ is roughly invariant,
apart from the location of the hard cutoff that is driven to larger values. This is why, in
Fig. 6, the overall shape of the mass distribution is almost constant in this regime, with
a mere shift in mass. In contrast, the dotted curves ranging from green to dark blue and
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Figure 6. The PBH mass function with a fixed coarse-graining scale R, fPBH[M | Nbw(R)] given
in Eq. (5.30) (coloured lines; R increases from left to right as r(Nbw) = (2.51, 2.64, 2.77, 2.91, 3.06,
3.38, 3.74, 4.13, 4.57, 5.05, 5.58) × 10−13 Mpc), and the full mass function fPBH(M) as estimated
in Eq. (5.31) (black solid line). The peaky contributions from P1(∆ζ) and P̃1(∆ζ) are omitted in
this plot for simplicity, since they are mere artefacts of having neglected stochastic diffusion in the
classical parts of the potential. We have set µ = 1/

√
6 and tuned the second classical slope so that

r(Nbw = 0) = 6.41 × 10−14 Mpc. The light-green solid line corresponds to N
(2)
bw = 0, i.e. to the case

where R(2) emerges at the onset of the second classical phase.

grey stand for N
(2)
bw > 0 (i.e. neither R(1) nor R(2) emerge in the second classical slope) and

correspond to the situation represented in the left panel of Fig. 5. As R increases, the PDF of
∆ζ gets suppressed [roughly by a factor e−π

2Nbw(R)/(4µ2), see Eq. (5.21)], which leads to the
suppression observed in Fig. 6 (together with the mass sift). One notices that there is a small

discontinuity at N
(2)
bw = 0 just before the light-green line. This is caused by the discontinuous

statistics of x
(2)
∗ : it is fixed in the second classical slope for N

(2)
bw < 0, while it can be broadly

distributed in the quantum well for N
(2)
bw > 0. This artefact would be also smoothed away by

properly accounting for stochastic diffusion in the classical parts of the potential.

Let us also note that while the low-mass tail is caused by the critical behaviour (5.26)
(see, e.g., Ref. [43]), the high-mass tail originates from the “contamination” effect discussed
around Fig. 3: even at scales much larger than those typically emerging in the quantum well,
the heavy tails generated in the quantum well leave a non-trivial imprint. This implies that
PBHs may form with masses much larger than those naively expected in the quantum well,
an interesting result indeed.

Finally, the full mass distribution is formed from fPBH[M | Nbw(rm)] by accounting
for the actual value of rm in each patch. As mentioned above, the characterisation of rm

in a fully non-Gaussian setup is a non-trivial task, and we leave it for future work. Here
we simply note that, in practice, most PBHs of a given mass M arise from patches with
the same size rm. In other words, if one studies the fPBH[M | Nbw(rm)] as a function of
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rm when M is fixed, one realises that this function features a very sharp maximum at a
certain value rmax

m (M). If one assumes that all PBHs of mass M start from patches of that
size (i.e. if one neglects the contribution from patches of other sizes), one can approximate
fPBH(M) ' fPBH{M | Nbw[rmax

m (M)]}, i.e.,13

fPBH(M) = max [fPBH(M | Nbw) | Nbw > − lnα− ln(1 + β)]. (5.31)

This implies that fPBH(M) can be approximated by the envelope curve of the functions
fPBH(M | Nbw) displayed in Fig. 6, where fPBH(M) is shown with the solid black line.

The mass distribution is moderately broad as it extends over a couple of decades, around
a certain maximum. The location of the maximum depends on the normalisation r(Nbw = 0),
which can be freely adjusted by tuning the number of classical e-folds realised after the
quantum well, as mentioned above. For masses smaller than the maximum, the slope of the
mass function directly reflects the critical scaling behaviour (5.26), since all masses located
on the lower tail roughly come from the same scale rm (this scale corresponds to the dark-red
dotted line in Fig. 6 to which the black solid line indeed asymptotes, and it also roughly
corresponds to the dark-violet line in the left panel of Fig. 5, i.e., to the smallest value of rm

such that P (∆ζ) intersect the PBH formation region in that figure). For masses larger than
the maximum, i.e. for the upper tail in Fig. 6, the decay rate is more directly driven by the
“contamination effect” mentioned above, i.e., it is driven by stochastic effects.

Finally, we stress that this represents the first derivation of a PBH mass function in a
full stochastic analysis. PBH abundances were estimated before, but the mass distribution
itself requires to properly account for the relationship between masses, length scales, and
the field configuration when those length scales emerge, which is not possible without the
framework introduced in this paper.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we derived a generic framework to compute the one-point statistics of cosmo-
logical perturbations when coarse-grained at an arbitrary scale, in the presence of quantum
diffusion. This bridges the final gap between the stochastic-inflation formalism and the cal-
culation of the mass distribution of astrophysical objects such as primordial black holes.

In practice, this was done by relating the curvature perturbation ζR, coarse-grained
at a physical distance R, to the integrated amount of expansion realised until that scale R
crosses out the Hubble radius during inflation. Using the first-passage time techniques of
the stochastic-δN formalism, we derived the relevant formulae to compute the probability
density function of this quantity. We also pointed out that other relevant cosmological fields,
such as the comoving density contrast or the compaction function, can be approximated by
the difference in the curvature perturbation when coarse-grained at two different scales R1

and R2. This allowed us to generalise our results to the calculation of the one-point statistics
of such cosmological fields, which are better suited to compute the abundance of extreme
objects such as primordial black holes.

To illustrate how the formalism can be employed in practice, we then applied those for-
mulae to a toy model where inflation is driven by a single scalar field, the potential of which

13The condition appearing in Eq. (5.31) guarantees that N
(1)
bw = Nbw + lnα + ln(1 + β) is positive, since

otherwise the two scales R(1) and R(2) emerge in the second classical slope and the coarse-shelled curvature
perturbation vanishes (given that we have neglected stochastic diffusion in that part).
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contains an exactly flat region. In this “quantum-well” model, we found that cosmological
perturbations feature a heavy, highly non-Gaussian tail, confirming similar observations pre-
viously made at the level of the first-passage time distributions. More precisely, we found
that the tail of the PDF of the curvature perturbation is exponential with an additional cubic
suppression, while the tail of the PDF of the density contrast and of the compaction function
is merely exponential.

We then applied those results to the derivation of the mass fraction of primordial black
holes in this model. We found that, while the low-mass end of the distribution directly reflects
the critical scaling behaviour (namely the relationship between the amplitude of the initial
overdensity and the mass of the resultant black hole), the large-mass end is mostly driven by
stochastic diffusion. In particular, it reveals the presence of a “contamination effect” already
unveiled at the level of the power spectrum in Ref. [44]: even at scales much larger than
those typically emerging in the quantum well, the heavy tails imply that PBHs may form,
hence with masses much larger than those naively expected in this model.

The main result of this paper lies in the construction of a generic formalism to derive the
one-point statistics of cosmological fields when coarse-grained at an arbitrary scale. Those
statistics serve as the starting point of the calculation of various cosmological observables,
such as the mass function of astrophysical compact objects. This is why a natural prospect
of the present work is the application of this formalism to various setups. The “quantum-
well” example we have analysed here is only a toy model, and it would be interesting to see
whether and how the conclusions derived in this setup generalise to more realistic scenarios,
possibly with multiple-field effects, phases of ultra-slow roll, etc. It would also be interesting
to incorporate extensions of the stochastic-inflation equations beyond the leading order in
sub-Hubble interactions (see, e.g., Refs. [79–83]) into our formalism.

It is important to notice that our ability to express the one-point statistics of cosmolog-
ical fields in terms of first-passage time distributions (and hence the possibility to derive an-
alytical results) only relies on a Markovian assumption. Fortunately, in the slow-roll regime,
stochastic inflation is described by Markovian processes. The reason is that the statistical
properties of the noise are determined by the few e-folds surrounding the Hubble crossing
time of the Fourier comoving modes that contribute to the noise. If the local background
geometry does not evolve much during this period, the properties of the noise only depend
on the local configuration of the background at the time it emerges, hence the process is
Markovian. In the presence of sudden and transient departures from the slow-roll attractor,
this approximation may break down, but even in that case non-Markovian effects have been
found to be subleading in Ref. [37]. The first-passage time techniques of the stochastic-δN
formalism seem therefore to be applicable to a broad range of setups. Note that if one wanted
to account for non-Markovian effects, one could still do it with the generic equation (3.5),
and making use of stochastic lattice simulations.

It is finally worth pointing out that, once the one-point statistics of the relevant cosmo-
logical fields is computed, the estimation of the mass distribution of primordial black holes
can be performed with different levels of refinement. In the example treated in this work, we
used the simple Press–Schechter procedure as an illustration, but it would be interesting to
see how the heavy tails we have encountered are processed by more advanced methods (such
as peak theory — following the lines of Refs. [43, 75–77], or even in numerical simulations).
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A Formulae in the quantum-well model

In this appendix, we present the detailed calculation of the formulae presented in Sec. 5 for
the quantum-well toy model. Our starting point is the solution of the Fokker–Planck and
first-passage-time problems respectively given in Eqs. (5.10) and (5.11).

The backward probability Pbw can be calculated by plugging these results into Eq. (3.14),
which reduces to (see Appendix A of Ref. [44] for a detailed derivation)

Pbw [x | Nbw(R)]

'

{
N ′cl(x)Pwell

FPT [Nbw(R)−Ncl(x) | 1, µ] θ [Nbw(R)−Ncl(x)] θ(x0 − x) if x > 1

µ2xPwell
FPT [Nbw(R) | x, µ] if x ≤ 1

, (A.1)

where we recall that Pwell
FPT is given in Eq. (5.8). In this expression, we have approximated

the denominator of Eq. (3.14) by unity, which amounts to assuming Nbw(R)� 〈N (x0)〉, and
which is valid when the initial condition for our universe x0 is chosen sufficiently high up in
the potential. We have also used a simplified notation Ncl(x) := Ncl(1;x).

The integral that appears in the expression (3.16) for P (ζR) can be split into two parts
as

P (ζR) =

∫ 1

0
dx∗ Pbw[x∗ | Nbw(R)]PFPT[〈N (x0)〉 − 〈N (x∗)〉+ ζR | x0 → x∗]

+

∫ x0

1
dx∗ Pbw[x∗ | Nbw(R)]PFPT[〈N (x0)〉 − 〈N (x∗)〉+ ζR | x0 → x∗]. (A.2)

Here, the first-passage-time PDF PFPT(N | x0 → x∗), with the shifted end-point x∗ > 0, is
related to the “original” one where the end-point is x = 0 by

PFPT(N | x0 → x∗) =

{
δ[N −Ncl(x∗;x0)] if x∗ > 1

PFPT[N −Ncl(1;x0) | 1, (1− x∗)µ] if x∗ ≤ 1
, (A.3)

with PFPT given in Eq. (5.11). Moreover, the mean number of e-folds 〈N (x)〉 can be obtained
by solving the first partial differential equation in Eq. (2.18) (i.e. the one with n = 1), and
one finds

〈N (x)〉 =


µ2

2
+Ncl(1;x) if x > 1

µ2

2

[
1− (1− x)2

]
if x ≤ 1

. (A.4)

Combining the above results, one obtains Eq. (5.12) for P (ζR).
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Let us now discuss the coarse-shelled curvature perturbation, which as explained in
Sec. 4 provides a proxy for the density contrast and for the compaction function. Plugging
the above formulae into Eq. (4.20), one obtains for the joint backward probability

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= −πx

(1)
∗

4
ϑ′2

(
π

2
x

(2)
∗ , e

−
π2N

(2)
bw

µ2

)

×
{
ϑ2

[
π

2
(x

(1)
∗ − x(2)

∗ ), e
−π

2 ln(1+β)

µ2

]
− ϑ2

[
−π

2
(x

(1)
∗ + x

(2)
∗ ), e

−π
2 ln(1+β)

µ2

]}
(A.5)

for 0 < x
(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗ < 1,

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= −

πN ′cl

(
x

(1)
∗

)
4µ2

ϑ′2

(
π

2
x

(2)
∗ , e

−
π2N

(2)
bw

µ2

)

×

ϑ2

−π
2

(x
(2)
∗ − 1), e

−
π2

(
ln(1+β)−Ncl

(
x
(1)
∗

))
µ2

− ϑ2

−π
2

(x
(2)
∗ + 1), e

−
π2

(
ln(1+β)−Ncl

(
x
(1)
∗

))
µ2


× θ
[
ln(1 + β)−Ncl

(
x

(1)
∗

)]
(A.6)

for 0 < x
(2)
∗ < 1 < x

(1)
∗ < x0,

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= −

πN ′cl

(
x

(1)
∗

)
2µ2

ϑ′2

π2 , e−
π2

[
N

(2)
bw
−Ncl

(
x
(2)
∗

)]
µ2


× δ
{
x

(2)
∗ − xcl

[
ln(1 + β);x

(1)
∗

]}
θ
[
N

(1)
bw −Ncl

(
x

(1)
∗

)]
θ
[
N

(2)
bw −Ncl

(
x

(2)
∗

)]
(A.7)

for 1 < x
(2)
∗ < x

(1)
∗ < x0, and Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
= 0 otherwise.

Making use of Eq. (A.4) for the mean number of e-folds, the integration over x
(2)
∗ that

appears in Eq. (4.21) can be performed by means of the Dirac distribution, leading to

P (∆ζ)

=

∫
dx

(1)
∗

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
µ2
(

1− x(2)
∗

) θ

[
0 < f

(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
<
µ2

2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
∗ =1−

√
1−

2f

(
x
(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
µ2

+

∫
dx

(1)
∗

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
N ′cl

(
x

(2)
∗

) θ

[
f
(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
>
µ2

2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
∗ =xcl

[
f
(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
−µ2

2

] ,

(A.8)

where we have defined

f
(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
:=
〈
N
(
x

(1)
∗

)〉
− ln(1 + β) + ∆ζ, (A.9)
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and used a simplified notation xcl(N) as the inverse function of Ncl(x) = Ncl(1;x). In order to
make use of the explicit expressions of Pbw, i.e. Eqs. (A.5)–(A.7), we then split the integration

over x
(1)
∗ as

P (∆ζ)

=

∫
1

0

dx
(1)
∗

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
µ2
(

1− x(2)
∗

) θ

[
0 < f

(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
<
µ2

2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
∗ =1−

√
1−

2f

(
x
(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
µ2

+

∫
x0

1

dx
(1)
∗

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
µ2
(

1− x(2)
∗

) θ

[
0 < f

(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
<
µ2

2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
∗ =1−

√
1−

2f

(
x
(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
µ2

+

∫
x0

1

dx
(1)
∗

Pbw

(
x

(1)
∗ , x

(2)
∗

∣∣∣ N (1)
bw , N

(2)
bw

)
N ′cl

(
x

(2)
∗

) θ

[
f
(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
>
µ2

2

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
∗ =xcl

[
f
(
x

(1)
∗ ,∆ζ

)
−µ2

2

] .

(A.10)

Recalling that N
(1)
bw = N

(2)
bw + ln(1 + β) = Nbw(R) + lnα + ln(1 + β) and performing the

change of integration variable x
(1)
∗ → N (1) = Ncl

(
x

(1)
∗

)
in the last two terms, one finds

P (∆ζ)

= − π

4µ2
θ

[
ln(1 + β)− µ2

2
< ∆ζ < ln(1 + β) +

µ2

2

]

×

∫
1−
√

max
{

0, 2
µ2 [∆ζ−ln(1+β)]

}

max
{

0,1−
√

1+ 2
µ2 [∆ζ−ln(1+β)]

} dx
(1)
∗

x
(1)
∗

1− x(2)
well

(
x

(1)
∗

)ϑ′2
{
π

2
x

(2)
well

(
x

(1)
∗

)
, e
−π

2[Nbw(R)+lnα]
µ2

}

×
(
ϑ2

{
π

2

[
x

(1)
∗ − x(2)

well

(
x

(1)
∗

)]
, e
−π

2 ln(1+β)

µ2

}
− ϑ2

{
−π

2

[
x

(1)
∗ + x

(2)
well

(
x

(1)
∗

)]
, e
−π

2 ln(1+β)

µ2

})
− π

4µ4
θ

[
−µ

2

2
< ∆ζ < ln(1 + β)

]

×

∫
ln(1+β)−max(0,∆ζ)

max

[
0,ln(1+β)−∆ζ−µ

2

2

] dN (1)

ϑ′2

{
π
2x

(2)
cl (N (1)), e

−π
2[Nbw(R)+lnα]

µ2

}
1− x(2)

cl (N (1))

×

(
ϑ2

{
−π

2

[
x

(2)
cl (N (1))− 1

]
, e
−
π2[ln(1+β)−N(1)]

µ2

}

− ϑ2

{
−π

2

[
x

(2)
cl (N (1)) + 1

]
, e
−
π2[ln(1+β)−N(1)]

µ2

})
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− π

2µ2
δ(∆ζ)

∫ Nbw(R)+lnα+ln(1+β)

ln(1+β)
dN (1) ϑ′2

{
π

2
, e
−
π2[Nbw(R)+lnα+ln(1+β)−N(1)]

µ2

}
, (A.11)

where

x
(2)
well

(
x

(1)
∗

)
:= 1−

√(
1− x(1)

∗

)2
− 2

µ2
[∆ζ − ln(1 + β)] ,

x
(2)
cl

(
N (1)

)
:= 1−

√
2

µ

√
ln(1 + β)−∆ζ −N (1) .

(A.12)

Note that we explicitly included step functions in the first and the second terms to ensure that
the integration ranges are positively oriented. These expressions can be further simplified by
making use of the periodic relations ϑ2(z+π/2, q) = −ϑ1(z, q) and ϑ1(z+π/2, z) = ϑ2(z, q),
and one finally obtains Eqs. (5.17) and (5.18). There, we have changed the integration

variable of the first term, P1(∆ζ), according to x
(1)
∗ → x̃

(1)
∗ := 1−x(1)

∗ , and of the third term,
P3(∆ζ), according to N (1) → N (2) := N (1) − ln(1 + β).
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