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We discuss gravitational waves (GWs) induced by a heavy spectator field that starts to oscillate
during inflation. During the oscillation of the spectator field, its effective mass can also oscillate in
some potentials. This mass oscillation can resonantly amplify the spectator field fluctuations. We
show that these amplified fluctuations can induce large GWs, which could be investigated by future
gravitational wave observations. This kind of induced GW can be produced even if the spectator
field does not have any interaction with other fields except for gravitational interaction.

Introduction.— Gravitational waves (GWs) produced
during inflation provide a powerful probe of the early
universe. For example, GWs can originate from quan-
tum fluctuations of the tensor field, which are directly
related to the energy scale of inflation [1–5]. GWs can
also be produced through the bubble collisions associated
with a first-order phase transition during inflation [6–9].
Also, gauge fields could be large sources of the GWs de-
pending on their couplings to the inflaton or some other
scalar field [10–18]. Apart from these sources, scalar per-
turbations can also induce GWs during inflation.

In most cases, GWs induced by the scalar perturba-
tions during inflation are small because the sources for
GW production are at second order in perturbations.
However, the induced GWs can be large if the sound
speed of some scalar field is small [19–21] or scalar per-
turbations get amplified through some mechanism. Pre-
vious works have discussed the large induced GWs from
scalar field fluctuations resonantly amplified by an os-
cillating sound speed [22, 23], oscillatory features in the
potential [24–26] or in the noncanonical term [27], and a
rapid turn of the field trajectory [28].

In this work, we consider the case where a spectator
field, not the inflaton, rolls down and oscillates around its
potential minimum during inflation. Figure 1 shows the
situation we consider. During the oscillation, the effec-
tive mass of the spectator field can also oscillate depend-
ing on the potential. If the oscillation timescale is smaller
than the Hubble timescale—that is, the mass of the spec-
tator field around the minimum is heavier than the Hub-
ble parameter—the oscillation can cause the paramet-
ric resonance, which amplifies the spectator field fluctu-
ations significantly [29–32]. Although this amplification
phenomenon is often called preheating, we consider the
case where the amplification occurs during inflation. We
show that the amplified fluctuations induce large GWs,
which could be investigated by future GW observations.
The GW production with the preheating, which occurs
after the inflation, has been studied in Refs. [33–38].1

On the other hand, in our case, the GWs are induced on

1 Even without the parametric resonance, large GWs could be in-
duced after inflation by some fields other than the inflaton in
some cases [39].
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FIG. 1. The schematic picture of the situation that we focus
on throughout this work.

subhorizon scales and exit the horizon during inflation.
Finally, after the inflation, the GWs reenter the horizon.
We note that this kind of GW production can occur even
if the spectator field has no interaction with any other
fields except for gravitational interaction.
Basic equations.— Here, we briefly summarize the ba-

sic equations for the scalar field fluctuations and the GWs
induced during inflation. Throughout this work, we take
the conformal Newtonian gauge, in which scalar and ten-
sor perturbations are given by

ds2 = a2

{
−(1 + 2Φ)dη2 +

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj

}
,

(1)

where a is the scale factor and we have used the perfect
fluid condition, which enables us to describe the scalar
perturbations with the one parameter, Φ. For scalar
fields, we consider the following action:

S =

∫
d4x
√−g

[
−1

2

∑
J

∂µφJ∂µφJ − V (φ)

]
, (2)

where J is the index of the field. From the scalar com-
ponents of the Einstein equation, we obtain the equation
of motion for scalar field fluctuations [40]:

δφ′′J + 2Hδφ′J −∇2δφJ + a2 ∂2V

∂φJ∂φI
δφI = −2a2 ∂V

∂φJ
Φ + 4Φ′φ′J ,

(3)
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where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to η
and H ≡ a′/a.

From the traceless-transverse component of the Ein-
stein equation, we obtain the equation of motion for ten-
sor perturbations [41, 42]:

hij
′′ + 2Hhij ′ −∇2hij = 4T̂ lm

ij Slm, (4)

where the T̂ij is the projection operator onto the
traceless-transverse space. During inflation, the source
term, Slm, becomes

Slm '
1

M2
Pl

∑
J

∂lδφJ∂mδφJ

' 1

M2
Pl

∂lδχ∂mδχ, (5)

where, in the second equality, we have assumed that the
fluctuations of the only one field, denoted by χ, get am-
plified by the parametric resonance for simplicity.

Then, let us go to the Fourier space. The tensor per-
turbations can be expanded with the Fourier modes as

hij(x) =
∑

λ=+,×

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eλij(k̂)hλke

ik·x, (6)

where eλij is the polarization tensor and k̂ ≡ k/k with
k being |k|. For convenience, we define the trans-
fer function for the Fourier modes of δχ as δχk(η) =
T (k, η)δχk(η∗), where the transfer function is normalized
as T (k, η∗) = 1 and η∗ is the conformal time when the
power spectrum, Pδχ, at the peak scale becomes max-
imum due to the parametric resonance. Note that the
power spectrum is related to the ensemble average as

〈δχk(η∗)δχk′(η∗)〉 = (2π)3δ(k + k′)
2π2

k3
Pδχ(k, η∗). (7)

Using these expressions, we finally obtain the power spec-
trum of the induced tensor perturbations [42]:

Ph(k, η) =
4

M4
Pl

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ |1+v|

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1 + v2 − u2)2

4uv

]2

× |I(u, v, k, η)|2Pδχ(uk, η∗)Pδχ(vk, η∗),
(8)

where I(u, v, k, η) is defined as

I(u, v, k, η) ≡ k2

∫ η

−∞
dη̄ gk(η; η̄)T (uk, η̄)T (vk, η̄). (9)

The gk is the Green function during inflation, given by

gk(η; η′) = Θ(η − η′) 1

k3η′2
{k(η′ − η) cos[k(η′ − η)]

−(1 + k2ηη′) sin[k(η′ − η)]
}
. (10)

After the inflation, the induced GWs enter the hori-
zon and contribute to the energy density of the universe.

Throughout this work, we assume that the induced GWs
enter the horizon during the radiation-dominated (RD)
era. In this case, the current energy density parameter
of the induced GWs is given by [42]

ΩGW(k)h2 = 3.4× 10−7
( g∗

106.75

)−1/3

Ph(k, η → 0),

(11)

where Ωr,0h
2(' 4.18×10−5) is the current energy density

parameter of radiation and g∗ is the effective degrees of
freedom at the horizon entry of the induced GWs.
Concrete models.— To show the mechanism concretely,

we consider the following potential as a fiducial example:

V (φ, χ) = V1(φ) + V2(χ). (12)

For the inflaton potential, we consider the following po-
tential,

V1(φ) = V0(1−
√

2ε1φ/MPl) + Vend(φ). (13)

For the spectator field potential, we consider the follow-
ing two forms as fiducial choices:

V2(χ) = ∆V tanh2

(
χ√

6αMPl

)
+ V0

√
2ε2χ/MPl, (14)

V2(χ) = ∆V

[
1−Θ(χ)

(
χ

χ0

)3
]2

− V0

√
2ε2χ/MPl,

(15)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. Note that the
potential does not have any interaction terms between
the inflaton and the spectator field. We relate ε1, V0 and
∆V through Pζ(kCMB) = (V0 + ∆V )/(24π2ε1M

4
Pl) with

Pζ(kCMB) = 2.1 × 10−9 to match the Planck results on
the CMB scales [43]. Also, we assume that the specta-
tor field does not decay to some radiation perturbatively
at least until the end of the GW production. The Vend

describes the end of inflation and we assume that it is
negligible long before then. The form of Vend is not rel-
evant to the induced GWs because we consider the case
where the GW production occurs long before the end of
inflation. In this work, we restrict ourselves to the case
of ∆V/V0 < 1, where the universe is always dominated
by the inflaton potential energy until the end of the slow-
roll of the inflaton. The terms proportional to ∆V in V2

determine the oscillation of the spectator field and there-
fore they are the most important parts of the potentials.
We also note that the first term in Eq. (14) is the same as
the α-attractor inflation potential [44] and the first term
in Eq. (15) is the hilltop potential that is predicted in
the framework of supergravity [45–47], though we have
introduced the Heaviside function to simply control the
evolution of χ in the regime of χ < 0, which is irrelevant
to the parametric resonance. On the other hand, the
second terms in V2 are not directly related to the mech-
anism, but we introduce them to keep the spectator field
fluctuations from dominating the large-scale curvature
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perturbations. If the tilt of V2 is very small at the hori-
zon exit of some large scales, the spectator field fluctua-
tions can modify the large-scale curvature perturbations
after it rolls down to the potential minimum [48, 49]. In
this work, we focus on the case where the inflaton fluc-
tuations mainly contribute to the large-scale curvature
perturbations for simplicity.

Figures 2 and 3 show the evolution of the background,
the perturbations, and the effective mass of the specta-
tor field in the two types of the spectator field poten-
tial, Eqs. (14) and (15), respectively. The spectator field
starts to oscillate around its potential minimum, χ ' 0
or χ ' χ0, at some point. We define the first e-folds and
the conformal time at χ = 0 or χ = χ0 as N0 and η0,
respectively. During the oscillation, the effective mass
of the spectator field, V ′′2 , also oscillates, which causes
the parametric resonance for the spectator field fluctua-
tions whose wavenumber is close to the timescale of the
oscillation. The oscillation amplitude of the spectator
field decreases proportionally to a−3/2 due to the expan-
sion of the universe. Accordingly, the oscillation ampli-
tude of the effective mass also decreases, which shuts off
the resonance along with the expansion of the physical
wavelength of the peak-scale field fluctuations. After the
resonance, the spectator field fluctuations also decrease

as P1/2
δχ ∝ a−3/2. From this behavior of Pδχ, we can

see that the GWs are mainly induced around the end
of the resonance. In the fiducial parameter sets, the os-

cillation amplitude of P1/2
δχ (kpeak,δχ), which corresponds

to the typical amplitude of δχ, is smaller than that of

|χ| or |χ − χ0|. Strictly speaking, when P1/2
δχ (kpeak,δχ)

is comparable to |χ| or |χ− χ0|, the backreaction, which
we do not take into account, could affect their evolution.
However, the resonant amplification mainly occurs dur-

ing P1/2
δχ (kpeak,δχ) � |χ| or |χ − χ0|, and therefore we

can expect that the order of the amplification would not
change even if we take into account the backreaction.

As we will see, the strength of the parametric reso-
nance is sensitive to α or χ0, which determines the ratio
between the spectator field mass and the Hubble param-
eter if ∆V/V0 is fixed. Specifically, the ratio can be ex-

pressed as mχ/H|η=η0 '
√

∆V
α(V0+∆V ) in the α-attractor

potential (Eq. (14)) and mχ/H|η=η0 ' 3
√

6MPl

χ0

√
∆V

V0+∆V

in the hilltop potential (Eq. (15)), where mχ is the spec-
tator field mass around the potential minimum (χ = 0
or χ = χ0).2 The sensitive dependence leads to the fact
that, even if we consider a smaller energy scale of infla-
tion, the amplified fluctuations can still be large with a
smaller α or χ0. Here, let us see this behavior in the case
of the α-attractor potential. The dotted lines in Fig. 4
show the evolution of the quantities in the α-attractor

2 If α or χ0 is fixed, the mχ/H is determined by ∆V/V0 and there-
fore the resonance amplification sensitively depends on ∆V/V0,
instead.
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FIG. 2. The evolution of |χ|/MPl (top), P1/2
δχ /MPl (middle

three), and |V ′′2 (χ)|/M2
Pl (bottom) in the α-attractor type po-

tential, given by Eq. (14). We take ε1 = 10−6, ε2 = 10−4, α =
1.16× 10−4, V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11× 10−13, and ∆V/V0 = 0.6 for all

lines. For P1/2
δχ /MPl, we take k = kpeak,δχ for the orange dot-

ted line, 0.5kpeak,δχ for the green dashed line, and 1.5kpeak,δχ
for the red dot-dashed line, where kpeak,δχ(' 36/|η0|) is the
peak scale of the resonant amplification of δχ. For V ′′2 /M

2
Pl,

the solid and dotted lines mean V ′′2 > 0 and V ′′2 < 0, respec-
tively.
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FIG. 3. The evolution of |χ − χ0|/MPl (top), P1/2
δχ /MPl

(middle three), and |V ′′2 (χ)|/M2
Pl (bottom) in the hilltop type

potential, given by Eq. (15). We take χ0/MPl = 4.85× 10−2

and the same values of the other parameters as in Fig. 2. The
peak scale is given by kpeak,δχ ' 41/|η0|.

potential with a smaller V0(= 3.11×10−19). For the dot-
ted lines, we take a bit smaller value of α to make the

δχ close to the backreaction upper bound, P1/2
δχ ∼ |χ|,

similar to the case of Fig. 2. From Fig. 4, we can see
that the amplified fluctuations can be of the same order
of magnitude even in the small inflation energy scale.

Figures 5 and 6 show the power spectrum of the spec-
tator field fluctuations at the time when the peak-scale
power spectrum reaches its maximum in the α-attractor
and the hilltop potential, respectively. From these fig-
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FIG. 4. The comparison between the cases of V0/M
4
Pl =

3.11× 10−13 (solid lines) and V0/M
4
Pl = 3.11× 10−19 (dotted

lines) in the α-attractor potential. The upper lines show the
background evolution of the spectator field and the lower lines

show P1/2
δχ (kpeak,δχ)/MPl. For the case of V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11 ×

10−13 (solid lines), we take the same parameters as in Fig. 2.
For the case of V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11 × 10−19 (dotted lines), we

take the other parameters as ε1 = 10−12, ε2 = 10−10, α =
4.4× 10−5, ∆V/V0 = 0.6, and kpeak,δχ ' 55/|η0|.

ures, we can see that the peak value becomes O(10−5)
at that time for the parameter sets in Figs. 2 and 3.
The increase on the very small scales (|kη0| & 100) is
due to the ordinary subhorizon evolution that is not
affected by the parametric resonance, which leads to
Pδχ ∝ (k/a)2. For comparison, we also show the re-
sults with larger values of α or χ0, which correspond to
longer oscillation timescales. In this case, the peak height
becomes smaller because the resonance ends after fewer
oscillations. Also, by comparing the fiducial result with
V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11 × 10−13 (blue line) and the result with

V0/M
4
Pl = 3.11×10−19 (black thin line) in Fig. 5, we can

see again that the amplified fluctuations can be of the
same order of magnitude even in the smaller inflation
energy scale.

Figures 7 and 8 show the power spectrum of curvature
perturbations with the same parameters as in Figs. 5 and
6. Although, as shown in Figs. 2 and 3, the amplified
spectator field fluctuations damp away after a while, the
inflaton fluctuations partially inherit the amplified fluc-
tuations through gravitational interaction. Specifically,
the inflaton fluctuations are affected through the gravi-
tational potential Φ in Eq. (3). This is why the power
spectrum exhibits the small peak around |kη0| ' 30.
Also, the decay of the normalization around |kη0| = 1
is due to the change of the total potential energy as
V0 + ∆V → V0. If the curvature perturbations enter
the horizon during a RD era, the GWs induced by the
curvature perturbations around the horizon entry are
ΩGWh

2 ' O(10−5P2
ζ ) ' O(10−23) (see e.g. Refs. [50–

52] for the GWs induced during the RD era). This is
much smaller than those induced during the inflation,

0.01 0.10 1 10 100 1000
10-18

10-15

10-12

10-9

10-6

FIG. 5. The power spectrum of the spectator field
fluctuations in the α-attractor potential at the time when
Pδχ(kpeak,δχ) reaches its maximum, denoted by η∗. For blue
solid line, we take the same parameters as in Fig. 2. For the
dotted, dashed, dot-dashed lines, we take the different values
of α, but the same values for the other parameters as in Fig. 2.
For the black thin line, we take the same parameters as the
dotted lines in Fig. 4. The e-folds at η∗, denoted by N∗, be-
come N∗ − N0 = 1.12 for α = 1.16 × 10−4, N∗ − N0 = 1.08
for α = 1.3 × 10−4, N∗ − N0 = 1.03 for α = 1.5 × 10−4,
and N∗ − N0 = 0.969 for α = 2 × 10−4. For the case of
V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11× 10−19, we have N∗ −N0 = 1.31.
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10-13

10-11

10-9

10-7

10-5

FIG. 6. The power spectrum of the spectator field fluctua-
tions when Pδχ(kpeak,δχ) reaches its maximum in the hilltop
potential. We take different values of χ0 and the same values
for the other parameters as in Fig. 3. We have N∗−N0 = 1.02
for χ0/MPl = 4.85 × 10−2, N∗ − N0 = 0.991 for χ0/MPl =
5.0 × 10−2, N∗ − N0 = 0.948 for χ0/MPl = 5.5 × 10−2, and
N∗ −N0 = 0.839 for χ0/MPl = 7.0× 10−2.

which are shown in the next figures.

Figures 9 and 10 show the GW spectrum with |η0|−1 =
2.0×1013 Mpc−1 and the parameters taken in Figs. 5 and
6. To reduce the computational cost of the integrals in
Eq. (8), we have approximated T (k, η) ' T (kpeak,δχ, η)
given the fact that the dominant contribution comes from
the scales around kpeak,δχ and the phases of the oscil-
lations around the peak scale are almost the same (see
Figs. 2 and 3). At the peak scale in the smallest α and χ0
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FIG. 7. The final power spectrum of curvature perturba-
tions after the spectator field fluctuations become negligible
due to their damping during its oscillation in the α-attractor
potential. The parameters are the same as in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 8. The final power spectrum of curvature perturbations
in the hilltop potential. The parameters are the same as in
Fig. 6.

cases, ΩGW(kpeak,GW)h2 ' O(10−17), which corresponds
to Ph(kpeak,GW, η → 0) ' O(10−11). Note that the peak
value of Ph is of O(P2

δχ(kpeak,δχ, η∗)). The peak scale of
GWs, kpeak,GW, is close to the horizon scale at η∗ and
generally different from the peak scale of the resonant
amplification of δχ, kpeak,δχ. This behavior is consistent
with the results in Refs. [23, 42]. For comparison, we
also show the first-order GWs, whose power spectrum is
given by Ph = 4H2/(πMPl)

2, and the GWs induced by
the curvature perturbations during the RD era. We can
see that the GWs induced during inflation can be larger
than the other GWs around the peak scale. These fig-
ures also indicate that the induced GWs could possibly
be investigated by future projects, such as DECIGO and
BBO. (See also Ref. [53] for the summary of the GW
projects around f ∼ O(0.1) Hz.)
Necessary conditions.— Here, let us discuss the nec-

essary conditions for the sufficient enhancement of the
induced GWs with the fast oscillation of the spectator
field during inflation.

First, the oscillation timescale must be smaller than
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FIG. 9. The spectrum of induced GWs in the α-attractor
potential (blue lines). We take |η0|−1 = 2.0×1013 Mpc−1 and
the parameters in Fig. 5. The thin blue line (between the lines
for α = 1.3× 10−4 and 1.5× 10−4) corresponds to the case of
V0/M

4
Pl = 3.11 × 10−19. The black thin solid line shows the

first-order GWs in the case of V0/M
4
Pl = 3.11 × 10−13. The

black dashed line shows the GWs induced by the curvature
perturbations during the RD era. The two brown solid and
dashed vertical lines show the frequencies that correspond
to the horizon scale at η∗ and the peak scale of δχ in the
case of α = 1.16 × 10−4, respectively. For comparison, we
also plot the effective sensitivity curves for DECIGO (dotted
line) and BBO (dashed line) and the thin curves are for 1-
year observation and the thick ones for 10-year observation.
These curves are based on Refs. [54–56] and, in particular,
the thin sensitivity curves are the same as the ones in Fig. 1
of Ref. [56].
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FIG. 10. The spectrum of induced GWs in the hilltop poten-
tial (blue lines). We take |η0|−1 = 2.0× 1013 Mpc−1 and the
parameters in Fig. 6. The two brown solid and dashed vertical
lines show the frequencies in the case of χ0/MPl = 0.0485.

the Hubble timescale. Otherwise, the damping of the
oscillation amplitude of the spectator field shuts off the
resonance before it amplifies the fluctuations sufficiently.

Second, the oscillation timescale must not be too small.
This condition is related to the energy conservation law.
The energy density of the amplified δχ is given by ρδχ '〈
(δχ′)2 + (∂iδχ)2 + a2V ′′2 (χ)δχ2

〉
/(2a2) [42]. Here, for
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simplicity, let us define m2
χ as the value of V ′′2 (χ) around

the minimum and assume that the effective mass os-
cillation occurs with the timescale of O(1/mχ). Then,
given that the resonance peak scale is (kpeak,δχ/a(η0))2 '
O(m2

χ), the energy density can be naively approximated

as ρδχ ' O(m2
χ

〈
δχ2
〉
). Since the origin of ρδχ is the

potential energy of the spectator field ∆V , the ρδχ is up-
per bounded as ρδχ < ∆V . Given ∆V , a smaller mχ

gives a larger upper bound on δχ, which allows larger
induced GWs [42]. For this reason, mχ must not be
too large compared to the Hubble parameter. For ex-
ample, our fiducial parameter sets in Figs. 2 and 3 give

mχ/H|η=η0 '
√

∆V
α(V0+∆V ) = 57 in the α-attractor po-

tential and mχ/H|η=η0 ' 3
√

6MPl

χ0

√
∆V

V0+∆V = 93 in the

hilltop potential, respectively. Note that the mass in the
hilltop potential is almost twice as large as that in the α-
attractor because the α-attractor potential leads to two
oscillations of the mass during one oscillation of the back-
ground field, while the hilltop potential leads to only one
mass oscillation during one background oscillation. Al-
though there is still the possibility that a larger value
of mχ/H maximizes the induced GWs, the determina-
tion of the value requires the lattice simulation because
the backreaction and the non-perturbative effects would
be important for the larger mχ/H, which is beyond the
scope of this work.

Third, related to the second condition, ∆V/V0 must
be large enough. The slow-roll parameter at N = N0 be-
comes ε0 ≡ −(H′ −H2)/H2|η=η0 ' 3∆V/V0 in the case
of ∆V/V0 � 1. According to the results in Ref. [42],
the upper bound on the induced GWs is Ph(kpeak,GW) <
O(ε20/(kpeak,δχη0)2). The reason why the upper bound
depends on the ratio ∆V/V0 (that is, ε0), not on ∆V
itself, is that the amplitude of δχ cannot overcome the
initial amplitude of the background oscillation due to the
energy conservation. The initial oscillation amplitude is
mainly determined by ε0 if we fix the ratio between the
mass and the Hubble parameter. Because of this, the
value of ∆V/V0 needs to be large for large GW produc-
tion. However, if ∆V/V0 > 1, the universe expansion
is temporarily dominated by the spectator field oscilla-
tion for a while, which leads to a matter-dominated era
sandwiched between two inflation periods. In this case,
the Green function, Eq. (10), must be modified. We leave
the calculation of the induced GWs in this case for future
work.

Fourth, the potential of the spectator field must lead
to the oscillation of the spectator field’s effective mass.
To this end, the fast oscillation, whose timescale is
smaller than the Hubble timescale, must start before the
evolution of the spectator field completely follows the
quadratic potential around the minimum, ∼ m2

χχ
2/2.

The deviation from the quadratic potential leads to the
mass oscillation, though the spectator field evolution fi-

nally follows the quadratic potential around the mini-
mum after a while in most cases. Our fiducial potentials
automatically satisfy this condition if the mass around
the minimum is heavy enough. Note that this necessary
condition could be relaxed if the spectator field has some
interaction with another field. For example, if the specta-
tor field has an interaction given by λχ2ϕ2, the oscillation
of χ leads to the mass oscillation of ϕ, which can cause
the parametric resonance of δϕ in principle. Even in this
case, large GWs could be induced. We leave the detailed
analysis of this possibility for future work.

Finally, let us mention the relation between these con-
ditions and the parameters in our setups. In our fiducial
setups, the conditions are directly related to the param-
eters, ∆V/V0 and α in the α-attractor potential and χ0

in the hilltop potential, while the conditions are irrele-
vant to ε2 because the ε2 term is just introduced to sup-
press the spectator field contributions to the CMB-scale
power spectrum. On the other hand, ε1 is indirectly re-
lated to the second and third conditions. Since the infla-
tion energy scale itself determines the initial amplitude
of the spectator field fluctuations at the beginning of the
resonance, a smaller ε1, that is a smaller V0, requires a
stronger resonance with a larger mχ/H for the large GW
production. From the second and the third conditions,
this situation in a smaller V0 (or ε1) leads to a stronger
upper bound on the GWs because of a larger kpeak,δχ.
We can see this situation even if we restrict ourselves to
the linear regime. In Figs. 4 and 5, we can see that, in the
smaller V0, the resonance peak becomes slightly smaller
and shifts to the smaller scale (the larger kpeak,δχ) even
if we tune α to make the δχ close to the backreaction

upper bound, P1/2
δχ ∼ |χ|. Although the ε1 dependence

is weak, we need to be careful about the ε1 dependence
of the GW upper bound in the case where ε1 is much
smaller than our fiducial values.

Conclusion.— In this work, we have discussed the GWs
induced by a heavy spectator field that starts to oscillate
during inflation. In some potentials, the effective mass
of the spectator field also oscillates during the oscilla-
tion period, which could amplify the field fluctuations on
some peculiar scales resonantly. We have shown that the
amplified fluctuations can induce large GWs, which could
possibly be investigated by future projects, such as BBO
and DECIGO. This kind of induced GWs could be used
as detectable traces of a heavy field that is negligible in
energy density at the present and is not coupled to any
other fields except through gravitational interaction.
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