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98 bis boulevard Arago, F-75014 Paris, France
cINFN Sezione di Padova, via Marzolo 8, I-35131 Padova, Italy

dDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, The Johns Hopkins University,

3400 N. Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21218, U.S.A. and
eBeecroft Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology,

University of Oxford, Keble Road, Oxford OX1 3RH, U.K.

The primordial spectrum of fluctuations may present a large peak as a result of enhancing

features during inflation. This may include, but is not limited to, bumps in the inflaton’s

potential, phases of ultra-slow-roll or turns in multi-field space. However, in many models,

inflation does not end immediately after the enhancing feature and it is likely to continue

with a second phase of slow-roll. We show that the resulting induced gravitational waves

may probe the primordial spectrum from the second inflationary phase, even if its amplitude

is too small to directly induce detectable gravitational waves. This is because, if there are

sharp peaks in the primordial spectrum, the total gravitational wave spectrum is not simply

the sum of gravitational waves induced by a peaked and scale-invariant primordial spectra

separately, but cross terms from interaction between these modes also become important. We

also find that such cross terms always have a characteristic slope. We discuss the parameter

space that may be probed by future gravitational wave detectors in the presence of these

signals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves (GWs) provide a promising window to test the physics of the early universe.

In the range of future GW detectors, we may discover GW signals from phase transitions, cosmic

strings and primordial fluctuations, among many other physical scenarios (see e.g. Refs. [1, 2] for

a review). In this work, we focus on the GWs induced by primordial fluctuations in the early

universe [3–9] (see e.g. Refs. [10, 11] for recent reviews). Strongly supported by observations

of large scale fluctuations in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) [12], these primordial

perturbations emerge from quantum fluctuations during a period of cosmic inflation.1 While the

primordial spectrum of fluctuations is very well measured on CMB scales, it is mostly unknown

on much smaller scales. Encouragingly, such small scales may induce observable GWs [10, 11].

Thus, the so-called induced GWs behave as a messenger from the physics of the yet unprobed

inflation epoch [14–42] and subsequent period of reheating [43–57], especially if such physics leads

∗ sbalaji@lpthe.jussieu.fr
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1 But see Ref. [13] for a review on the status of bouncing cosmologies.
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to an enhancement of the primordial spectrum of curvature fluctuations on the smallest scales

[8, 9, 58–62].2

An enhancement of the primordial spectrum of curvature fluctuations might also lead to Pri-

mordial Black Hole (PBH) formation in the early universe [64–70]. The PBH scenario is very

attractive as it provides possible explanations for recent observations, such as some of the binary

black hole merger events reported by LIGO [71–77]. We refer the reader to Refs. [78–83] for recent

reviews. The resulting interest of the cosmology community in PBHs and induced GWs, has led to

a thorough study of several mechanisms to enhance the primordial spectrum of fluctuations dur-

ing inflation. Some examples are [16, 17, 24, 26, 84–112], which include phases of ultra slow-roll,

bumps in the inflaton’s potential, sudden turns in the inflationary trajectory and resonances during

inflation, among others.

Most of the recent attention has focused on the GWs induced by the enhanced peak in the

primordial spectrum, the obvious reason for such a scenario being that the peak produces the

largest amount of induced GWs.3 However, unless the feature is very broad or very close to the

end of inflation, inflation must continue after the enhancing feature and it is likely to do so with

a second phase of slow-roll preceding the end of inflation. Although the value for the slow-roll

parameter of the second phase, and therefore the amplitude of the generated fluctuations, is in

general terms a free parameter, there are some potential examples in the literature. Here we point

out a few recent examples. In single field inflation, we see that step-like features in the inflaton

potential [110, 113, 114], punctuated inflation [24] and constant rate inflation [106] yield a peak

and a plateau in the primordial spectrum. In two-field inflationary models, we have curvatons [91],

axions [16, 115], scalarons in Starobinsky inflation [88] and turns in field space [26, 109] can also lead

to such structure. Note that in more general cases the plateau might instead be a slightly red-tilted

spectrum. Nevertheless, we expect that the peak-plateau-like structure in the primordial spectrum

is typical of inflationary models with a relatively sharp enhancing feature in the primordial power

spectrum.

In this work, we explore the detectability of the GWs induced by the primordial spectrum from

the second slow-roll phase. We do so by considering an arbitrary amplitude of the second slow-

roll power spectrum. This is a reasonable assumption as the slow-roll parameter of the second

phase is arbitrary. We find that, since induced GWs are a second-order effect, there could be

a considerable range of frequencies where the main source of GWs are the GWs induced by the

interaction between the peak and plateau modes in the primordial spectrum. This means that, in

some cases and especially for sharp peaks, we may see a signal from the second stage of inflation

without seeing the corresponding plateau in the induced GW spectrum. We also show that this

effect is more pronounced if the propagation speed of fluctuations in the early universe is close to

unity and that such an interaction signal has a very characteristic slope.

This paper is organized as follows. In § II we introduce the formalism for induced GWs and

classify their respective contributions from the different inflationary stages. In § III we derive GW

2 Note that GWs induced during matter domination are significantly enhanced [43, 63]. In this case, even a primordial

spectrum with low amplitude might yield a detectable induced GW signal [44, 45, 50].
3 The peak is even more relevant for PBH formation, as the PBH fraction depends exponentially on the amplitude

of the primordial spectrum.
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spectrum templates for sharp peaks in the primordial spectrum followed by a plateau. Then, in

§ IV we forecast the parameter space that may be probed by future GW detectors. Finally we

conclude with further discussions in § V. We provide details of the calculations in the appendices.

Throughout this work, we use reduced Planck units where 8πG = c = 1.

II. INDUCED GRAVITATIONAL WAVES FROM TWO STAGES OF INFLATION

In this section, we consider an inflation scenario consisting of two phases joined by a special fea-

ture. The first phase is the standard slow-roll inflation that yields the right amplitude of primordial

fluctuations to explain the CMB anisotropies, say ACMB. Then, there is a feature during inflation

that enhances primordial fluctuations and yields a peak in the primordial spectrum of curvature

fluctuations with amplitude Apeak. Subsequent to this, inflation continues with a second phase of

slow-roll. For simplicity, we take the primordial spectrum from the second phase to be a scale-

invariant spectrum with arbitrary amplitude, say Aflat. The arbitrariness of Aflat stems from the

fact that the first slow-roll parameter ε during the second phase is basically a free parameter. The

smaller the value of ε, the larger the value of Aflat. From now on, we assume that ACMB � Aflat

and neglect the contribution from ACMB. We justify a posteriori that this has no effect on our

results.

With the above motivation in mind, let us consider the following approximate primordial spec-

trum of curvature fluctuations

PR(k) = ApeakPR,peak(k/kp) +AflatPR,flat(k/kp) , (2.1)

where PR,peak(k/kp) is a peaked function at k = kp and PR,flat is either unity or a function that

has a step at k = kp and is non-vanishing for k > kp. We expect the template (2.1) to be a good

approximation to most models where the feature during inflation has sharp transitions from and

to the first and second slow-roll phases. For example, see Refs. [16, 24, 26, 88, 91, 105, 106, 109].

In cases where transitions between these phases are gradual, the distinction between the peak and

the plateau used in Eq. (2.1) might not be as accurate but is still useful for order-of-magnitude

estimates.

Our assumption that the primordial spectrum (2.1) can be split into two different contributions

results in a clear separation of the total induced GW spectrum: the GWs induced by PR,peak and

PR,flat but also by the interaction between them, which we call cross terms. For very sharp peaks

in PR,peak, the physical picture is the following. Since it will be the most relevant case, let us focus

on tensor modes that enter the horizon before the scalar mode kp, corresponding to the position

of the peak in PR,peak. That is to say, we consider k > kp. When kτ < 1, tensor modes have

a constant second order source and grow as τ2. Then, most of the GWs are induced at horizon

crossing, except for possible resonances. For a sharply peaked scalar spectrum, most GWs are

induced when kp enters the horizon, as the source quickly decays afterwards. For a scale invariant

scalar spectrum, GW production effectively stops when the tensor mode k enters the horizon. But,

when both a peaked and a flat spectra are present, tensor modes with k > kp acquire growth due

to the peak, which scales as (kpτ)2, until horizon crossing at τ = 1/k. This implies that the cross
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term in the induced GW spectrum for k > kp behaves as a power-law with spectral index equal to

−4. Interestingly, it turns out that when c2
s ∼ 1 the source term oscillates with frequency csk ∼ k.

Then, there is a resonance which persists since the tensor mode k enters the horizon until the scalar

mode kp also enters. Such resonance instead yields ΩGW,cross ∼ k−2. We shall explicitly derive these

two results and present a heuristic explanation of the source and the resonance in Appendix B.

For simplicity, we consider that the universe after inflation is dominated by radiation but with

an arbitrary speed of sound cs. Then, the resulting induced GW spectrum during a radiation-like

domination phase evaluated today is given by [11, 71]

ΩGW,0h
2 = Ωr,0h

2

(
g∗(Tc)

g∗,0

)(
g∗s(Tc)

g∗s,0

)−4/3

ΩGW,c , (2.2)

where Ωr,0 is the density fraction of radiation today and g∗(T ) and g∗s(T ) are the effective number

of degrees of freedom in the energy density and entropy at a temperature T respectively. From

Planck satellite data, we have Ωr,0h
2 ≈ 4.18 × 10−5 [116]. Fitting functions for g∗(T ) and g∗s(T )

can be found in Ref. [33]. In particular, we have g∗,0 = 3.36 and g∗s,0 = 3.91. One also finds

for T > 100GeV that, assuming only Standard Model particle content, g∗(T ) = g∗s(T ) = 106.75.

Following the notation of [71], the subscript “c” in Eq. (2.2)indicates evaluation at a time when

the spectral density is constant, that is when tensor modes are contained sufficiently within the

cosmological horizon. Then, ΩGW,c is the spectral density of induced GWs evaluated deep inside

the radiation domination era, which is given by [11, 53, 103, 117]

ΩGW,c =

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du T (u, v, cs)PR(ku)PR(kv) , (2.3)

where v and u are dimensionless variables related to the scalar internal momentum q by v = q/k

and u = |k− q|/k and we have defined the transfer function, also referred to as a kernel, T (u, v, cs)

as

T (u, v, cs) ≡
y2

3c4
s

(
4v2 − (1− u2 + v2)2

4u2v2

)2

×

{
π2

4
y2Θ[cs(u+ v)− 1] +

(
1− 1

2
y ln

∣∣∣∣1 + y

1− y

∣∣∣∣)2
}
, (2.4)

with

y =
u2 + v2 − c−2

s

2uv
. (2.5)

The transfer function (2.4) has been derived in Refs. [11, 53, 54] assuming that the early universe

is dominated by a radiation-like fluid, i.e. the equation of state of the fluid is w = 1/3, but with an

arbitrary sound speed of scalar fluctuations cs. For an adiabatic perfect fluid we have c2
s = w = 1/3.

For a canonical scalar field in a suitable exponential potential [118] we have w = 1/3 and c2
s = 1.

We consider c2
s as a free parameter because little is known about the composition of the early



5

universe at the times when such induced GWs are produced. Most importantly though is that, as

will be shown later, the high-frequency part of the GW spectrum is sensitive to the value of c2
s.

It should be noted that (2.3) is only valid for Gaussian initial conditions. Large local non-

Gaussianity might introduce some changes in the shape of the resulting induced GW spectrum.

For instance, for sharp peaks in the primordial spectrum, GWs induced by primordial local non-

Gaussianity appear noticeably in the range 2kp < k < 4kp [119–121], beyond the cut-off of the

Gaussian contribution. But for a broken power-law primordial spectrum, local non-Gaussianity

does not significantly change the shape of the induced GW spectrum [27, 121]. Nevertheless, it is

important to mention that the contribution of local non-Gaussianity to the induced GW spectrum

often becomes important when F 2
NLAR & O(1), with FNL denoting the local non-Gaussianity

parameter, which is beyond the perturbative regime [27]. Furthermore, we expect that in concrete

multi-field models local non-Gaussianity might only be important around the scale of the peak kp
but not for the fluctuations generated during the second slow-roll phase. Also, in some single field

models, local non-Gaussianity can be linked to the slope of the primordial spectrum after the peak

[27, 122]. Thus, having a plateau-like structure implies small local non-Gaussianity in single field

models. While it would be interesting to study the general impact of local non-Gaussianity in the

cross term, it is out of the scope of this paper and we leave such an analysis for future work.

For concreteness, we shall substitute the primordial curvature power spectrum (2.1) into (2.3)

and separate the subsequent contributions to the total GW spectral density as

ΩGW,c = A2
peakΩGW,peak + 2ApeakAflatΩGW,cross +A2

flatΩGW,flat . (2.6)

We note that this separation is only possible because we started with a primordial spectrum which

is a sum of two different contributions (2.1). Nevertheless, it will prove to be convenient later. In

Eq. (2.6), ΩGW,peak and ΩGW,flat are given by (2.3) replacing PR for PR,peak and PR,flat respectively.

We also define

ΩGW,cross =

∫ ∞
0

dvPR,peak(v/vp)

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
duPR,flat(u/vp) T (u, v, cs) , (2.7)

where vp ≡ kp/k and we used the fact that the integral is symmetric with respect to the exchange

of variables u ↔ v to write a single cross term with an additional factor 2 in Eq. (2.6). The

contributions ΩGW,peak and ΩGW,flat have been studied in the literature for c2
s = w = 1/3, for

example, in Refs. [27, 117, 123]. The new results of this work are the generalisation to c2
s = 1 and

the inclusion of ΩGW,cross.

Before we study two useful examples, let us present a series of general analytical approximations

for the low frequency/infrared (IR), that is for k � kp, and the high frequency/ultraviolet (UV)

regimes, that is for k � kp, in the case where PR,peak is sharply peaked.

A. Low frequency (infrared) approximation

In the limit when k � kp, or equivalently vp � 1, we find that, since PR,peak is sharply peaked,

only those momenta v very close to vp contribute to the v integral. Thus, we may assume that for
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all practical purposes v � 1. This also implies that since u is bounded by |1− v| < u < 1 + v, that

u ∼ v � 1. In this regime, the transfer function (2.4) is approximated by

T (u ∼ v � 1, cs) ≈
1

3c4
s

v−4 ln2 v . (2.8)

In fact, by the mean value theorem for integrals, we may also approximate the u integral by

evaluating the integrand at u = v. This may result in at most an O(1) error in the numerical

coefficient [27]. However, if the peak is sharp enough, this already gives a good order-of-magnitude

estimate. With this approximation, we have that Eqs. (2.3) and (2.7) are approximately given by

ΩIR
GW,peak/cross ≈

1

3c4
s

(
k

kp

)3

ln2

(
k

kp

)
×

{
PR,peak(k = kp)

PR,flat(k = kp)

}∫ ∞
0

dV PR,peak(V )V −4 , (2.9)

where we have defined V ≡ v/vp. We then conclude that both ΩGW,peak and ΩGW,cross decay as

k3 ln2 k in the IR. This is the well-known universal IR behaviour for localised sources [124]. Note

that the logarithmic correction is typical of GWs induced during radiation domination [54, 125].

Therefore, as long as Apeak � Aflat, the cross term never dominates the IR tail of the GW spectrum.

As we shall see, the high frequency regime becomes more interesting and qualitatively different for

the cross term.

B. High frequency (ultraviolet) approximation

We now study the limit when k � kp, which corresponds vp � 1. As explained in Ref. [27], we

find that because PR,peak is peaked, only for those momenta v or u close to vp which contribute to

the integral. This means that we may focus only on those regions with v � 1 and u ∼ 1, and by

symmetry also u� 1 and v ∼ 1. We shall therefore restrict ourselves only to the region v � 1 and

u ∼ 1. For ΩGW,peak the symmetry in u ↔ v introduces an additional factor 2. For ΩGW,cross we

already used that symmetry, and the factor 2 is therefore already included in Eq. (2.6).

In contrast to the IR regime, the behaviour of the transfer function in the UV regime is different

for c2
s = 1/3 and c2

s = 1. This is mainly because of a competition in the integration plane between

the resonance at u + v = c−2
s and the boundaries at u = 1 + v and at u = |1 − v| where the

integrand vanishes.4 In particular, when c2
s = 1 the resonance is completely “killed” at the boundary

u = 1 − v. The fact that the kernel has two different behaviours in the UV is also clear from the

Taylor expansion of the variable y for v � 1 and u ∼ 1, which yields

y ≈ 1− c−2
s

2v
+
v

2
. (2.10)

4 More precisely, the factor between brackets in the first line of (2.4), which comes from the projection of the scalar

mode on the tensor polarisation plane, vanishes when the scalar mode q is parallel to the tensor mode k, which

occurs when u = 1 + v or u = |1− v|.
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When c2
s = 1 the first term exactly cancels and y � 1 for v � 1. However, for c2

s < 1, we see that

|y| � 1 for v � 1. For the moment, let us consider the two cases at hand, c2
s = 1/3 and c2

s = 1.

We provide the details on how to compute the integral over u of the transfer function T (u, v, cs)

in Appendix C for general values of cs. There, we also show that the limit c2
s → 1 is continuous.

Expanding (2.3) and (2.7) for small v, we find on one hand for c2
s = 1/3 that

ΩUV
GW,peak/cross(c

2
s < 1)

≈ 8

27

1

(1− c2
s)

2

(
k

kp

)−4
{

2PR,peak(k/kp)

PR,flat(k/kp)

}∫ ∞
0

dV PR,peak(V )V 3 , (2.11)

while for c2
s = 1 we instead obtain

ΩUV
GW,peak/cross(c

2
s = 1)

≈ 2
35 + 24π2

8505

(
k

kp

)−2
{

2PR,peak(k/kp)

PR,flat(k/kp)

}∫ ∞
0

dV PR,peak(V )V . (2.12)

From Eqs. (2.11) and (2.12) we see that while for c2
s = 1/3 the UV tail decays as k−4PR,peak/flat(k),

it decays much slower for c2
s = 1 as k−2PR,peak/flat(k). This also means that the case of c2

s = 1 is

much more interesting for future prospects of detecting the GW signal from the cross term. It is

worth emphasizing that the k−2 slope is not unique to c2
s = 1. In fact, as shown in Appendix C, we

find that a substantial k−2 slope appears right after the peak in the cross term even for c2
s & 0.6.

Also note that the power of k in Eqs. (2.11) and (2.12) depends on the equation of state of the

universe w (w = 1/3 for radiation) and on the spectral index of the plateau respectively. Using

the formulas provided in Ref. [27], (2.11) and (2.12), we expect that in the general case there is

an additional factor k−b−n, where b = (1− 3w)/(1 + 3w). However, so as not to obscure the main

discussion of the paper, we leave the study for general w for future work. One of the main results of

our paper is that for w = 1/3, the cross term decays with a characteristic slope of k−4 for c2
s . 0.6

and of k−2 for c2
s > 0.6. We now proceed to show rigorous examples with the approximations

developed here.

III. TEMPLATE SPECTRA

In most cases, the primordial spectrum PR,peak resulting from a feature during inflation is

broadly classified by either a broken power-law or a log-normal function [17, 84–93, 111]. In

general terms, a broken power-law is typical of single field inflation models [17, 111] while a log-

normal appears in multi-field models [26, 88, 91, 108, 109]. In this section, we focus on the case of

a log-normal as it yields the most interesting phenomenology involving the cross term (2.7). We

show in Appendix A that in the case where PR,peak is a broken power-law, the cross term does not

contribute significantly unless the broken power-law is very sharp, which shares similarities with

a sharp log-normal. We proceed to study two examples which will allow us to infer properties for

more general cases.
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A. Toy model: Dirac delta plus flat primordial spectra

We start with an exact analytical model, which is a Dirac delta plus a scale invariant spectrum,

namely we take

PR,peak = δ

(
ln

(
k

kp

))
and PR,flat = 1. (3.1)

In this case, we have from (2.3) that

ΩGW,peak = v2
pT (u = vp, v = vp, cs)Θ(2vp − 1) , (3.2)

where the Heaviside function Θ(x) comes from momentum conservation, or mathematically from

the integration boundaries of u. We also find numerically that

ΩGW,flat ≈

{
0.82 (c2

s = 1/3)

0.14 (c2
s = 1)

. (3.3)

Lastly, from (2.7) we obtain

ΩGW,cross = vp

∫ 1+vp

|1−vp|
duT (u, v = vp, cs) . (3.4)

While the Dirac delta example (3.1) is the simplest case, Eqs. (3.3) and (3.4) are not partic-

ularly useful in the current form. Nevertheless, we may gain insight by studying the IR and UV

approximations given by Eqs. (2.9), (2.11) and (2.12). First, using (2.9) we find that the IR tail

goes as

ΩIR
GW,peak ≈

1

3c4
s

(
k

kp

)2

ln2

(
k

kp

)
and ΩIR

GW,cross ≈
1

3c4
s

(
k

kp

)3

ln2

(
k

kp

)
, (3.5)

which confirms our expectation that the cross term never dominates in the IR regime of the total

GW spectrum (2.6) if Apeak > Aflat as it is suppressed by a factor k/kp. We now turn to the UV

tail. Inserting (3.1) into (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain

ΩUV
GW,cross ≈


2

3

(
k

kp

)−4

(c2
s = 1/3)

2
35 + 24π2

8505

(
k

kp

)−2

(c2
s = 1)

. (3.6)

In Eq. (3.6), we only show the cross term as ΩGW,peak in Eq. (3.2) has a well-known cut-off at

k = 2kp. Therefore, for the Dirac delta case, the cross term always dominates for k > 2kp.

In light of the analytical approximations, we can also estimate the range of k where the cross

term dominates the total GW spectrum in Eq. (2.6). We start by noting that the first break point

of the total GW spectrum occurs at kb1 = 2kp. From the UV tail of the cross term (3.6) and the
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amplitude of ΩGW,flat (3.3), we find that the second break point of the total GW spectrum (2.6)

occurs at

kb2
kp
≈

1.13A
−1/4
rel (c2

s = 1/3)

0.96A
−1/2
rel (c2

s = 1)
, (3.7)

where we have introduced the relative amplitude given by

Arel ≡
Aflat

Apeak
. (3.8)

We then conclude that the visible width of the cross term is given by

∆kcross

kb1
=
kb2 − kb1
kb1

≈

0.57A
−1/4
rel − 1 (c2

s = 1/3)

0.48A
−1/2
rel − 1 (c2

s = 1)
. (3.9)

Eq. (3.9) also shows that for Arel � 1, the logarithmic width of the cross terms for c2
s = 1 is twice

that of the c2
s = 1/3 case. These results for the cross term, namely Eqs. (3.5), (3.4) and (3.9), also

hold approximately for sharp enough peaks such as a narrow log-normal, which we study below.

In Figure 1 we numerically computed the different contributions to the total GW spectrum (2.6)

from a primordial spectrum given by the zero width limit, ∆ → 0, of the log-normal peak (3.10).

This case coincides with the Dirac delta case (3.1) with the exception that PR,flat = Θ(k−kp) instead

of unity. This slight change of PR,flat does not affect the UV regime at all nor the conclusions on

the IR regime derived above. In Figure 1, we highlight how the cross term is substantially visible

for Arel < 10−1 and it is particularly noticeable for the case when c2
s = 1. The range of k where

the cross term dominates the total GW spectrum increases with decreasing Arel. We also confirm

that the second break point of the total GW spectrum is well described by (3.7).5

B. Smooth model: Log-normal plus step primordial spectra

In more realistic situations, the peak in the primordial spectrum has a finite width and it is

often well approximated by a log-normal peak [16, 26, 73, 88, 91–95, 97–104, 108, 109]. Thus, we

consider the following smooth template

PR,peak =
1√

2π∆
e
− 1

2∆2 ln2
(

k
kp

)
and PR,flat =

1

2

(
1 + tanh

[
2

∆
ln

(
k

kp

)])
, (3.10)

where ∆ is the dimensionless width and we set PR,flat to be a smooth step to represent the transition

from the first to the second slow-roll plateau without significantly affecting the scales of the peak.

In order to avoid several additional parameters, we choose the step in PR,flat to be as gradual as

the log-normal function and to share the same transition scale. We will be interested in the case

5 We also note that slightly before the second break point kb2 the total GW spectrum starts to noticeably depart

from a power-law. Finding such departure provides information about kb2 and, therefore, about Arel, even in the

case where the plateau is not detectable. This could be thought of as a consistency check of the size of the plateau.
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FIG. 1. The induced gravitational wave power spectrum ΩGW is shown as a function of the dimensionless

ratio k
kp

. The ΩGW components are shown in the top panels and are separated by type: dirac delta peak,

cross terms and smooth step. The bottom panels show the total summed ΩGW as functions of the relative

weight Arel = [10−3, 10−2, 10−1, 1] between the dirac delta peak and the smooth step amplitudes respectively.

The left and right panels are for speeds of sound cs = 1√
3

and cs = 1 respectively.

where the peak is sharp and ∆ < 1. It is worth noting that the particular shape of PR,flat is

not relevant for our results as long as the step happens faster or with a similar width to PR,peak.

For instance, since we consider the case where Apeak > Aflat in Eqs. (2.1) and (2.6), we find that

whenever ΩGW,cross or ΩGW,flat dominate the GW spectrum, the dominant contribution to the GW

spectrum comes from the PR,flat ≈ 1 region. This also implies that we can approximately use the

results of §III A for the visibility of the cross term.

Before we compute the GW spectrum numerically by integrating (2.3) and (2.7), we investigate

the analytical approximations for the IR (2.9), and UV (2.11)-(2.12) to understand the asymptotic

behaviour of the spectrum.6 On one hand, it is easy to convince oneself from (2.9) that both the

6 More sophisticated approximations for ΩGW,peak for c2s = 1/3 are derived by Pi and Sasaki in Ref. [123] which also

includes the peak in the GW spectrum. We believe that one could perhaps derive similar formulas for c2s = 1.

However, the approximations of [123] for the GW peak do not work well for ∆ ∼ 0.1 − 0.4 which is the case we

consider here. In the IR and UV regimes, our approximations match those of [123] for c2s = 1/3.
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FIG. 2. The induced gravitational wave power spectrum ΩGW is shown as a function of the dimensionless

ratio k
kp

. The ΩGW components are shown in the top panels and are separated by type: log-normal peak,

cross term and smooth step. The bottom panels show the total summed ΩGW as functions of the relative

weight Arel = [10−3, 10−2, 10−1, 1] between the log-normal peak and the smooth step amplitudes respectively.

The left and right panels are for speeds of sound cs = 1√
3

and cs = 1 respectively. In all cases, we fix the

log-normal peak width to ∆ = 0.1.

peak and cross contributions in the IR regime fall off as k3 ln2 k. One can also show that ΩGW,flat

also decays as k3 ln2 k in the IR. The reason is that the integrand in Eq. (2.3) with PR,flat given

by the step in Eq. (3.10) effectively behaves as a sharp peak for k � kp, because the kernel (2.8)

decays as T (u, v, v∗ � 1) ∼ v−4 and the region after the step becomes increasingly small for large

v (small k). Thus, the GW spectrum induced by the primordial spectrum (3.10) decays in the IR

as k3 ln2 k and, since Apeak � Aflat is dominated by the peak contribution ΩGW,peak.

On the other hand, the UV regime is very similar to the one described by the Dirac delta case.

First, the plateau is well approximated by ΩGW,flat in Eq. (3.3). Second, the cross terms are also

given by (3.6) but for an additional factor e8∆2
for the c2

s = 1/3 and e2∆2
for c2

s = 1, which come

from the definite integrals in Eqs. (2.11) and (2.12) with a log-normal (3.10). Thus, for ∆ < 1

these additional numerical factors play no significant role. Third, in contrast to the Dirac delta
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case, the UV tail of ΩGW,peak does not terminate at k = 2kp. However, from (2.11) we see that it

decays exponentially as PR,peak(k) in Eq. (3.10). Therefore, for ∆ < 1, the effective cut-off scale is

exponentially close to k ∼ 2kp. We conclude that the approximations derived for the Dirac delta

case, Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7), work well in the UV regime of the log-normal case with ∆ < 1. This

implies that cross term dominates the total GW spectrum in the range of scales given by (3.9).

We numerically compute the different contributions to the total GW spectrum (2.6) in Figure 2

for the log-normal spectrum (3.10) with ∆ = 0.1. We choose ∆ = 0.1 as an example of a log-normal

peak which is sharp but sufficiently wide so as to differentiate it from a Dirac delta source. We will

show that the results are qualitatively similar to the Dirac delta case shown in Figure 1, except

that the peak of the GW spectrum is finite and smoother. In particular, we see that the cross term

is already visible for Arel < 10−1 and that the visible width increases for decreasing Arel. In the

case when c2
s = 1, the cross term decays much slower and, therefore, it is also more clearly visible.

IV. PROBING THE SECOND INFLATIONARY PHASE WITH FUTURE DETECTORS

The predictions for the second inflationary phase that we consider yields compelling GW phe-

nomenology in the observational window of SKA, LISA, ET and DECIGO. The relevant GW bounds

include those determined by studying the time of arrival from many pulsars in space. This includes

data from the pulsar timing array (PTA) [126] which is comprised of three constituent projects,

the European Pulsar Timing Array (EPTA) [127], the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array (PPTA) [128],

and the North American Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) [129], while the In-

ternational Pulsar Timing Array (IPTA) [130] constraint comes from a combination of all three

and covers the frequency band 10−9-10−7 Hz. At higher frequency, we have a band that would be

observable with the Einstein Telescope (ET) [131], which would be sensitive to the range 10–103

Hz. In between SKA and ET we expect LISA [132] and DECIGO [133, 134] to be applicable. In

order to compare theoretical predictions with experimental projections, we use the recently derived

future sensitivity curves for these GW limits using the latest experimental design specification and

peak integrated sensitivity curves computed in Ref. [135]. We use the semi-analytical fit functions

which enable quick and systematic comparison of theoretical predictions with experimental sensi-

tivities. The data can be found in Ref. [136]. The power signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the SGWB

is generally given by

ρ =

√
2tobs

[∫ fmax

fmin

df

(
Γ2
IJ(f)S2

h(f)

PnI(f)PnJ(f)

)]
, (4.1)

where tobs is the total observation time and PnI(f),PnJ(f) are the auto power spectral densities for

the noise in detectors I, J . The frequency limits for integration [fmin,fmax] define the bandwidth of

the detector. This represents the total broadband SNR, integrated over both time and frequency. It

can be calculated as the expected SNR of a filtered cross-correlation. Here, in general one assumes

that the SGWB is sufficiently described by a power-law of the from ΩGW = Ωβ (f/fref)
β where β is

the spectral index and fref is the reference frequency which we set to 1yr−1 for PTA and 100Hz for

ground based detectors over the sensitivity region of interest. We set the observation times T = 1yr
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in general and 20yr for PTA observations. We can then use (4.1) to compute the value of GW

amplitude required to reach a target SNR. In order to determine the detectability of the SGWB

signal, we solve for the primordial amplitudes required to ensure an SNR of unity i.e. ρ = 1.

We first provide an example of a theoretical prediction for the total GW spectrum produced

for peak wave numbers corresponding to a peak frequency7 of 4 × 10−4Hz and 4 × 10−3Hz with

the LISA and DECIGO sensitivity bands in Figure 3 for speed of sound cs = 1√
3

and cs = 1 in

the left and right panels respectively. In this example, we consider a log-normal template with

width ∆ = 0.1 and fix Apeak = 10−2 while considering Aflat = 5 × 10−6 for the blue curve and

Aflat = 5 × 10−4 for the cyan curve for both panels. We see a more pronounced cross term in the

case of cs = 1. We note in this example, that for cs = 1 and fpeak = 4 × 10−4Hz, the peak is

not observable by DECIGO but the cross term is. We note that this particular example with a

relatively large Apeak is just for illustration purposes. So although such a scenario might lead to a

substantial production of PBHs, we do not consider them here. This is a simple example, however,

it is important to formally consider the regions in which this happens for general fp.
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FIG. 3. The induced gravitational wave spectrum in the present universe h2ΩGW(f) is shown as a function

of the frequency f in Hz for speed of sound cs = 1√
3

(left panel) and cs = 1 (right panel) respectively.

We consider log-normal primordial sources of width ∆ = 0.1 and peak frequencies of fp = 4 × 10−4Hz and

fp = 4×10−3Hz respectively. We fixApeak = 10−2 andAflat = 5×10−6 for the blue curve andAflat = 5×10−4

for the cyan curve for both panels. The LISA and DECIGO power-law integrated sensitivity curves [137]

are shown in red.

In this vein, we now aim to reliably calculate the domains where either the peak from the log-

normal GW source, the cross term or the step background can be observed by various experiments

as a function of the log-normal peak wave number kp and the amplitude of the relevant term. To

simplify the analysis we proceed in the following way. While the total GW spectrum is composed

of the sum of ΩGW,peak, ΩGW,cross and ΩGW,flat with their respective amplitudes given in Eq. (2.6),

here we shall separately calculate the SNR (4.1) for each contribution. By doing this, we reduce

the parameter space to plot from three parameters (kp, Apeak, Aflat) to two parameters (kp and

7 The relation between frequency and wavenumber in reduced Planck units is kp = 2πfp.
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amplitude). The resulting plot from using each spectrum separately is concise and informative, as

we proceed to show.8 We follow the same convention here as preceding sections where the amplitude

of each GW contribution is given by Apeak,
√

2ApeakAflat and Aflat for the peak, cross term and

flat profiles respectively.

We show these results in Figure 4 for speed of sound cs = 1√
3

and cs = 1 on the left and right

panels respectively. We note that we show amplitudes up to 0.1, which are just for information

purposes and excluded by over-abundance of PBHs [79, 138]. We also remind the reader that the

choices of cs = 1/
√

3 and cs = 1 are two representative cases of an adiabatic perfect fluid and

a canonical scalar field. Nevertheless, the same qualitative conclusions apply for general values

of cs. In particular, for c2
s . 0.6 we have the characteristic behaviour of k−4 and for c2

s > 0.6

we see the appearance of the k−2 slope distinctive of the c2
s = 1 case (see Appendix C). The

regions enclosed within the curves correspond to where particular terms in the GW spectrum are

observable. Specifically, the blue, cyan and purple dashed boundaries represent where the cross,

log-normal peak and step background terms are in principle observable, respectively. The shaded

coloured region between the cyan and blue boundaries represents where the cross term enters the

observational window but the peak does not for the specific experiment in question.9 Also, although

not directly obvious from Figure 4, we find a substantial parameter space where the peak and the

cross term are visible but not the plateau, which is clear from Figure 3. This implies that while we

might not in fact observe the plateau, we may extract Apeak from the peak signal and then Aflat

from the cross term, effectively probing the second slow-roll phase of inflation.

Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition

FIG. 4. Lower bounds on the generic amplitude as a function of peak wave number kp. Limit on A correspond

to limits on amplitudes Apeak,
√

2ApeakAflat and Aflat for the log-normal peak (dashed), cross terms (solid)

and smooth step (dotted) gravitational wave components respectively. The limits are set for cs = 1 (left

panel) and cs = 1√
3

(right panel) using the sensitivity curves for SKA, LISA, DECIGO and ET and the peak

integrated sensitivity curves of [136].

8 An alternative, and perhaps more accurate procedure, would be to: (i) fix a value of Arel, (ii) compute the total

GW spectrum which now has an overall amplitude of Apeak, (iii) cut the total GW spectrum into three pieces at

the frequency where each contribution dominates and (iv) compute the SNR for each piece. This, however, does

not reduce the parameter space and so it has to be done for the Arel of interest. This is the reason why we decided

to follow the simplest approach.
9 Note that if only the cross term is observed, then the induced GW signal is degenerate with the UV slope of GWs

induced by a broken power-law with nUV = 1, 2 for c2s = 1, 1/
√

3, e.g. see Eq. (A4). In this case, the observation

of the peak provides crucial information to break the degeneracy. We thank Shi Pi for pointing this out.
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To avoid any confusion we clarify how Figure 4 should be used with an illustrative example.

First, choose a value for kp. Second, pick up the value of interest for Apeak. Look at the dashed cyan

line to know whether the peak falls within the observable range or not. Third, pick an amplitude

for Aflat and compute
√

2ApeakAflat and kb2 (3.7). Lastly, look at the solid blue line and purple

dotted line and check whether the cross term or the plateau are observable. For the observability of

the plateau is more accurate to use kb2 instead of kp. For example, for the cyan lines in Figure 3 we

have kp = 4×1010 Mpc−1, Apeak = 10−2 and Aflat = 5×10−4. This gives
√

2ApeakAflat ≈ 3×10−3.

So we see that this point falls above all lines for LISA in the left of Figure 4 and above the cyan

and blue but below the purple line in the right of Figure 4. This means that all components are

visible by LISA for c2
s = 1/3 but for c2

s = 1 only the peak and the cross term are visible.

We note that in Figure 4, the shaded region is particularly exaggerated for SKA due to the

narrow shape of the SKA sensitivity window, characteristic for PTA experiments which operate

on very large distance scales. For the discussion below, we shall consider kp observability windows

for amplitudes of ' 10−2, while bearing in mind previous remarks about exclusion due to PBH

bounds. For cs = 1√
3
, we find that amplitudes below 10−5 are too faint to be resolved by SKA and

that the cross terms fall into the sensitivity band at amplitude for kp & 4 × 104Mpc−1 while the

peak only falls into SKA at kp & 4 × 105Mpc−1. For LISA, the cross term and the peak becomes

visible at an almost degenerate position of kp ' 1.6 × 1010Mpc−1, which explains why there is no

shaded region visible. For ET, the cross term becomes visible at kp & 3 × 1014Mpc−1, while the

peak at kp ' 8 × 1014Mpc−1. For DECIGO, there is a very tiny region where the cross term is

visible and the peak is not since the cross term becomes visible at kp ' 7 × 1010 and the peak at

kp & 3× 1011.

For cs = 1, we see a much larger shaded region in Figure 4, indicating more parameter space

wherein the cross term falls into the sensitivity band at lower kp than the peak. We may once

again consider kp bounds for a benchmark amplitude of ' 10−2. For SKA, we find that the cross

terms fall into the sensitivity band at kp & 3 × 103Mpc−1 while the peak only falls into SKA at

kp & 4×105Mpc−1. For LISA, the cross term becomes visible at kp & 1010Mpc−1 while the peak at

kp ' 4×1010Mpc−1, which is no longer degenerate and explains the small visible shaded region. For

ET, the cross term becomes visible at kp & 7× 1013Mpc−1, while the peak at kp & 7× 1014Mpc−1.

For DECIGO, there is a also a region where the cross term is visible and the peak is not since the

cross term becomes visible at kp ' 1010 and the peak at kp & 3× 1011.

In general, we see that there is a rich parameter region available to explore where the cross term

contributions dominate the peak, and a connection between relative amplitudes between peaked and

flat phases, speed of sound in the primordial plasma, cross term UV tail behaviour and observability

with future experiments. We also explain why in Figure 4, there is no shaded region for LISA nor

for the lower amplitudes of ET and DECIGO. This is related to how the sensitivity of the GW

detectors behave at low frequencies compared to the slope of the cross terms. For instance, from

[136, 139, 140] we see that the acceleration component of the LISA effective noise power spectral

density at low frequencies goes as Sn(f) ∝ f−6 and, therefore, the sensitivity curve in terms of

spectral density goes as ΩGW,LISA ∝ f3Sn(f) ∝ f−3. This means that if ΩGW,cross ∝ f−4, as is the

case for c2
s = 1/3, the cross term cannot enter the LISA range if the peak is already unobservable.
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Similar conclusions hold for ET. In contrast, in the case of c2
s = 1 we have that ΩGW,cross ∝ f−2

and the cross term eventually enters the observable range even if the peak is unobservable. For

DECIGO [133] we have that Sn(f) ∝ f−4 so that for low frequencies ΩGW,DECIGO ∝ f−1. Thus,

for DECIGO in the frequency ranges of 10−3-10 Hz, the cross term is not visible if the peak is not

visible.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We considered GWs induced by a primordial spectrum of fluctuations with a large peak followed

by a plateau, and a relative amplitude between them given by Arel < 1 (3.8). The large peak is

produced by a special feature during inflation which includes, but is not limited to, bumps in the

inflaton’s potential, ultra-slow-roll phases, and sudden turns in multi-field space. Since inflation

might not necessarily end immediately after the feature, we considered an additional generic plateau

in the primordial spectrum which comes from a second phase of slow-roll. The resulting induced

GW spectrum (2.6) has contributions from the peak, the plateau and the cross terms between them.

We also studied in detail the effects of the speed of sound cs on the shape of the cross terms and the

total spectrum as well as the observable windows where the cross terms dominate for experiments

such as SKA, LISA, DECIGO and ET. We mainly focused on the cases where c2
s = w = 1/3 and

c2
s = 1, two representative values corresponding to standard radiation and a canonical scalar field,

and we found that the UV tail of the GW spectrum is very different between these two cases.

Our studies exemplify that there is a rich parameter region wherein the cross terms dominate the

peak contributions in the presence of a flat slow-roll style background. We thoroughly explored the

relationship between the relative amplitudes for the inflationary phases, the speed of sound in the

primordial plasma and identify important features in the cross term spectrum.

Our main finding is that, for sharp peaks (in the main text a sharp log-normal (3.10)), the cross

term is the dominant contribution of the total GW spectrum for k > 2kp (3.6) until it is overcome

by the plateau at around k/kp ∼ A
−1/α
rel where α = {4, 2} respectively for c2

s = {1/3, 1} (3.7).

Furthermore, we found that the cross term has a characteristic slope given by ΩGW,cross ∝ k−α

(3.6). In Appendix C, we showed that the transition between these two different regimes occurs at

around c2
s ∼ 0.6 where a k−2 behaviour appears after the peak and then transitions to k−4. The

c2
s = 1 is the limiting case where the k−4 piece is pushed to k → ∞. Nevertheless, we find that

for c2
s = 0.8 there is already a substantial k−2 contribution to the cross term. We then concluded

that in the case with c2
s = 1, not only the UV tail of the cross term decays much more slowly as

compared to c2
s = 1/3 but it also dominates for a wider range of k. In addition, while the plateau

in the induced GW is proportional to A2
rel, the cross term instead is only suppressed by Arel (2.6).

This leaves an interesting region in the parameter space where the induced GWs from the peak and

the cross term are observable but not the plateau (see Figure 3 for examples). We argue that even

in this case, one might infer the amplitude of the primordial spectrum during the second slow-roll

phase from the cross term. We show the observable parameter range for PTA, LISA, DECIGO and

ET in Figure 4.

In this work, we have studied cases where c2
s ∼ O(0.1-1). However, one may also wonder
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what occurs for c2
s � 1. The first change is that the position of the resonant peak moves to

low wavenumbers as kres = 2cskp. The second and most important change is that there is a c−4
s

enhancement of the amplitude of the induced GWs. This is clear from the expression of the kernel

(2.4). On the other hand, the asymptotic behaviours in the IR and UV tail are similar to the

c2
s = 1/3 case. For instance, in the UV the cross term dominates for k > 2kp and decays as k−4.

Nevertheless, while the c−4
s enhancement for c2

s � 1 is an interesting possibility to boost the induced

GW signal for low values of Apeak and Aflat, it remains to be seen whether the approximation used

to derive the kernel (2.4) in Ref. [11, 53] is still valid for values such as c2
s ∼ 0.01. The main

issue for the case c2
s � 1 is that the kernel (2.4) assumes an instantaneous transition from c2

s � 1

to the standard radiation domination with c2
s = w = 1/3. However, for c2

s � 1 the curvature

perturbation is almost constant and the sudden transition to oscillations for c2
s = w = 1/3 could

be very important. For instance, in a transition from dust-domination (c2
s = w = 0) to radiation-

domination (c2
s = w = 1/3), there is a huge production of induced GWs right after the transition,

as shown by Ref. [45]. For this reason, we leave the study of c2
s � 1 for future work.

Another interesting question that we leave for future work is how well a single GW detector

would be able to reconstruct the induced GW signal [141]. That is, whether one may be able to

reconstruct the peak and the cross term at the same time from a detection of a stochastic GW

background.
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Appendix A: Broken power-law plus plateau primordial spectrum

In this appendix, we consider the case of § III A Eq. (3.1) but where the primordial spectrum is

given by a broken power-law instead of a Dirac delta. This is often the case in single field inflation

models [17, 105, 111]. We show that in the broken power-law case, the cross terms of (2.6) are

often not important. The broken power-law primordial spectrum is given by

PR,peak(k) =


(
k

kp

)nIR

k ≤ kp(
k

kp

)−nUV

k ≥ kp
, (A1)
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where nIR, nUV > 0 are free parameters. We then follow the same type of approximations explained

in [27], which also work for the cross term (2.7). In this appendix we only focus on c2
s = 1/3 but

similar results also hold for c2
s = 1. We proceed to study the IR and UV regimes separately. For

simplicity we only focus on the k-dependence of the approximations. We checked that doing so

does not change the main conclusions of this appendix.

1. infrared approximation

For the IR approximation we present the results for the peak and the cross term separately, as

they behave differently depending on the value of nIR. First, the IR tail of the induced GWs (2.3)

from the peak (A1) is given by

ΩIR
GW,peak(nIR > 3/2) ∝

(
k

kp

)3

ln2

(
k

kp

)
and ΩIR

GW,peak(nIR < 3/2) ∝
(
k

kp

)2nIR

, (A2)

Second, the IR tail of the cross term (2.7) is given by

ΩIR
GW,cross(nIR > 3) ∝

(
k

kp

)3

ln2

(
k

kp

)
and ΩIR

GW,cross(nIR < 3) ∝
(
k

kp

)nIR

. (A3)

It should be noted, however, that the IR approximations of the cross term have been derived

assuming a scale invariant spectrum for PR,flat as in § III A. If instead we considered a step function

for PR,flat as in § III B, the IR tail of the cross term always goes as ΩIR
GW,cross ∝ k3 ln2 k independent

of the value of nIR, which we also confirmed numerically. Thus, we conclude that in general the

cross term does not dominate the IR tail of the total GW spectrum (2.6).

2. ultraviolet approximation

In the UV regime, the integrand of the peak and cross contributions behave similarly for a

given value of nUV. And, as shown in Ref. [27], for c2
s = 1/3 the GW spectrum behaves differently

for nUV < 4 and nUV > 4. Thus, we treat these two nUV cases separately. Note that if we had

considered c2
s = 1 the limiting value of nUV would be 2 instead of 4. This means that the following

analysis for the case c2
s = 1/3 is also applicable to c2

s = 1 by replacing the factors 4 by factors 2.

Then, proceeding with the c2
s = 1/3 case we find, on one hand, for nUV < 4 that

ΩUV
GW,peak(nUV < 4) ∝

(
k

kp

)−2nUV

and ΩUV
GW,cross(k � kp) ∝

(
k

kp

)−nUV

. (A4)

On the other hand, when nUV > 4 we obtain

ΩUV
GW,peak(nUV > 4) ∝

(
k

kp

)−4−nUV

and ΩUV
GW,cross(nUV > 4) ∝

(
k

kp

)−4

. (A5)
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FIG. 5. The induced gravitational wave power spectrum ΩGW is shown as a function of the dimensionless

ratio k
kp

. The ΩGW components are shown. They are separated by type: broken power-law, cross term

and scale invariant flat background (left panel) and shown together as functions of the relative weight

Arel = [10−3, 10−2, 10−1, 1] between the broken power-law and flat background amplitudes respectively. We

consider a speed of sound cs = 1√
3

and in all we fix the IR and UV slopes to be nIR = 7
4 and nUV = −1

respectively.

Let us show that, in the broken power-law case, the cross term is not as pronounced as in the

sharp peak case studied in the main text § III. We will do so by finding the breaking points in the

UV of the total GW spectrum (2.6). Some simple algebra leads us to

kb1
kp
∼ kb2

kp
∼ A−1/nUV

rel (nUV < 4) (A6)

and

kb1
kp
∼ A−1/nUV

rel ,
kb2
kp
∼ A−1/4

rel (nUV > 4) . (A7)

From (A6) it is easy to convince oneself that the contribution of the cross term in the total GW

spectrum is often negligible.

First, for nUV < 4, we find that the amplitude of the GW spectrum when the cross term might

dominate is already of the order of the flat contribution as, that is ΩGW ∼ A2
flat. Then, we also

have that the visible width of the cross term is given by

∆k

kb1
≡ kb1 − kb2

kb1
. O(1) (A8)

Thus, we conclude that for nUV < 4 the total GW spectrum is very close to the sum of ΩGW,peak

and ΩGW,flat. We show an example of this case in Figure 5. A similar calculation for nUV > 4

yields

∆k

kb1
≡ kb1 − kb2

kb1
. A

1
nUV

−1
4

rel − 1 . (A9)
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We also see that when the cross term starts to dominate the total GW spectrum has an amplitude

ΩGW ∼ A2
peakA

1+
4

nUV
rel . Thus, the observationally interesting case is when nUV � 1 which practi-

cally behaves as a very sharp peak which we studied in § III. For this reason, we did not consider

a broken power-law primordial spectrum in the main text.

Appendix B: Heuristic derivation of the power-law behaviour

Here we derive the power-law behaviour of the cross term by directly looking at the source term,

which provides more physical insight. We will do so in an heuristic way. A mathematically rigorous

derivation is provided in the main text.

The simplest way to understand the power-law behaviour of the cross term is to look at the

source term of tensor modes induced by a scalar field in the spatially flat gauge. This is roughly

given by [11]

h′′k + 2Hh′k + k2hk ∼
∫
d3q eij(k)qiqjδϕqδϕ|k−q| . (B1)

Then, if one of the fluctuations is a Dirac delta at k = kp and the other has a scale invariant

spectrum,10 Eq. (B1) approximates to

h′′k + 2Hh′k + k2hk ∼
k

3/2
p

|k − kp|3/2
k2
pδϕpeakδϕflatTδϕ(kpτ)Tδϕ(|k − kp|τ) , (B2)

where δϕpeak and δϕflat are respectively the amplitude of the peak and the plateau, Tδϕ(qτ) is the

transfer function of the scalar mode q and since the flat contribution is scale invariant we use that

δϕflat(q) ∝ (q/kp)
−3/2 with the pivot scale set at kp. We have that Tδϕ(qτ) is first constant on

superhorizon scales (qτ < 1) and then it decays on subhorizon scales (qτ > 1) as a−1 and oscillates

as e−icsqτ . This means that for k > kp (B2) has a constant source for kτ < 1 and it follows that

hk ∼ k−3/2(kpτ)2δϕpeakδϕflat. Evaluating at horizon crossing of the tensor mode (at kτ = 1) we

find that

ΩGW,cross ∝ k3〈h2〉 ∝
(
k

kp

)−4

. (B3)

However, for k > kp when the scalar mode with |k − kp| enters the horizon it oscillates as

e−ics|k−kp|τ ∼ e−icskτ . This means that for kpτ < 1, i.e. when kp is still superhorizon, the source

term goes as

h′′k + 2Hh′k + k2hk ∼
k

3/2
p

|k − kp|3/2
k2
pδϕpeakδϕflata

−1e−icskτ , (B4)

10 The case when the two fluctuations come from a Dirac delta at k = kp is discussed in [11]
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which has a resonance for cs = 1. This resonance stops at τ = 1/kp, when the scalar mode with

k = kp enters the horizon and decays. To see this resonance, we show the particular solution to

(B4) which at leading order in kτ is given by

hk(cs 6= 1, kpτ < 1) ∼ k
7/2
p

k7/2

eicskτ

(1− c2
s)kτ

δϕpeakδϕflat , (B5)

for cs 6= 1 and

hk(cs = 1, kpτ < 1) ∼ eikτ k
7/2
p

k7/2
δϕpeakδϕflat , (B6)

for cs = 1. Matching the above solutions at horizon crossing of the peak, that is at τ = 1/kp, to

the subhorizon homogeneous solutions of (B1) we find for cs 6= 1 that, at leading order in k/kp,

hk(cs 6= 1, kpτ > 1) ∼ a−1eikτ
k

7/2
p

k7/2
δϕpeakδϕflat , (B7)

and for cs = 1

hk(cs = 1, kpτ > 1) ∼ a−1eikτ
k

5/2
p

k5/2
δϕpeakδϕflat . (B8)

Proceeding as in Eq. (B3) we conclude that

ΩGW,cross(cs 6= 1, k > kp) ∝
(
k

kp

)−4

and ΩGW,cross(cs = 1, k > kp) ∝
(
k

kp

)−2

, (B9)

as we have explicitly shown in the main text.

Appendix C: High-frequency behaviour for general propagation speed

In this appendix, we derive the approximations for the transfer function T (u, v, cs) (2.4) used in

the in the UV limit of the GW spectrum, Eqs. (2.12) and (2.11), for a peaked primordial spectrum.

Let us first present two distinct limits of the transfer function and then turn to intermediate cases.

First, expanding y (2.5) for v � 1 and u ∼ 1 we have, as given in the main text

y =
1− c−2

s

2v
+
v

2
+O(v2) . (C1)

We see that for v � 1 we may have |y| � 1 and |y| � 1 depending on the value of c2
s. In fact, the

transition between these two regimes, i.e. at roughly |y| ∼ 1 occurs at

v∗ =
c−2
s − 1

2
, (C2)

where since v > 0 we took the positive solution. Note that this point v∗ also corresponds to the

point where the resonant line u = c−2
s − v∗ meets the upper boundary u = 1 + v∗. This also means
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FIG. 6. The induced gravitational wave power spectrum ΩGW is shown as a function of the dimensionless

ratio k
kp

for speed of sound cs = 0.8, 0.9, 0.99 respectively. ΩGW is shown for a Dirac delta peak (left panel)

and for the cross terms (right panel). The dashed lines in the right panel correspond to the break points

defined in Eq. (C3).

that for c2
s < 1/2, which implies v∗ > 1/2, the change in the behaviour of T (u, v, cs) is well inside

the UV regime, i.e. at v � 1 and u ∼ 1. If the primordial spectrum PR,peak is peaked, we should

see a break in the GW spectrum at

k∗
kp
≈ 2

c−2
s − 1

. (C3)

For k > k∗ we are in the |y| � 1 regime, and we find that

I(v < v∗) ≡
∫ 1+v

|1−v|
T (u ∼ 1, v � 1, cs) ≈

8

27

v3

(1− c2
s)

2
, (C4)

where we expanded the integral for v � 1 and we took u = 1.

For k < k∗ we are in the |y| . 1 regime. This case is more subtle than the previous one as

the integrand vanishes for u = 1, so that we have to consider an extended region of integration.

However, we can proceed as follows. Since we are in a regime where the resonance is cancelled and

since we also know that we have to recover the c2
s = 1 limit, let us just take the case c2

s = 1. Then,

by continuity, the GW spectrum should for k < k∗ should be well approximated by that limiting

case. Interestingly, when c2
s = 1 we can write the integrand as a function of y only as

T (u ∼ 1, v � 1, c2
s = 1) =

y2

3

(
1− y2

)2(π2y2

4
+

(
1− y

2
ln

∣∣∣∣1 + y

1− y

∣∣∣∣)2
)
. (C5)

Note that since y is quadratic in u and v, there are two solutions of u in terms of y and v.

Nevertheless, they yield the same integrand. Now, considering v to be fixed, because we are

assuming a peaked primordial spectrum in the v variable, the variable transformation of u for y
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yields

du =

(
v ± v2y√

1− v2(1− y2)

)
dy ≈ vdy , (C6)

where in the last step we took the leading order when v � 1. The integration range for y is

−1 < y < 1. Then we have that

I(v > v∗) ≈ 2v

∫ 1

0
dy
y2

3

(
1− y2

)2(π2y2

4
+

(
1− y

2
ln

∣∣∣∣1 + y

1− y

∣∣∣∣)2
)

= 2v
35 + 24π2

8505
. (C7)

In Figure 6 we show these approximations for the cross term ΩGW,cross in the Dirac delta case

studied in Section 6. We find that the approximations (C4) and (C7) provide a good fit to the

numerical integration and that the breaking point k∗ is indeed well approximated by (C3).
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ph.CO].

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

ph.CO].

[102] S.-L. Cheng, W. Lee, and K.-W. Ng, JCAP 07, 001 (2018), arXiv:1801.09050 [astro-ph.CO].

[103] J. R. Espinosa, D. Racco, and A. Riotto, JCAP 09, 012 (2018), arXiv:1804.07732 [hep-ph].

[104] K. Inomata, M. Kawasaki, K. Mukaida, and T. T. Yanagida, Phys. Rev. D 97, 043514 (2018),

arXiv:1711.06129 [astro-ph.CO].

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

[106] K.-W. Ng and Y.-P. Wu, JHEP 11, 076 (2021), arXiv:2102.05620 [astro-ph.CO].

[107] P. Carrilho, K. A. Malik, and D. J. Mulryne, Phys. Rev. D 100, 103529 (2019), arXiv:1907.05237

[astro-ph.CO].

[108] G. A. Palma, S. Sypsas, and C. Zenteno, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 121301 (2020), arXiv:2004.06106

[astro-ph.CO].

[109] J. Fumagalli, S. Renaux-Petel, J. W. Ronayne, and L. T. Witkowski, (2020), arXiv:2004.08369

[hep-th].

[110] K. Inomata, E. McDonough, and W. Hu, JCAP 02, 031 (2022), arXiv:2110.14641 [astro-ph.CO].

[111] P. S. Cole, A. D. Gow, C. T. Byrnes, and S. P. Patil, (2022), arXiv:2204.07573 [astro-ph.CO].

[112] Z. Zhou, J. Jiang, Y.-F. Cai, M. Sasaki, and S. Pi, Phys. Rev. D 102, 103527 (2020), arXiv:2010.03537

[astro-ph.CO].

[113] S. M. Leach and A. R. Liddle, Phys. Rev. D 63, 043508 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0010082.

[114] K. Inomata, E. McDonough, and W. Hu, Phys. Rev. D 104, 123553 (2021), arXiv:2104.03972 [astro-

ph.CO].
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