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Abstract. In canonical single-field inflation, the production of primordial black holes (PBH)
requires a transient violation of the slow-roll condition. The transient ultra slow-roll inflation
is an example of such scenarios, and more generally, one can consider the transient constant-
roll inflation. We investigate the squeezed bispectrum in the transient constant-roll inflation
and find that Maldacena’s consistency relation holds for a sufficiently long-wavelength mode,
whereas it is violated for modes around the peak scale for the non-attractor case. We also
demonstrate how the one-loop corrections are modified compared to the case of the transient
ultra slow-roll inflation, focusing on representative one-loop terms originating from a time
derivative of the second slow-roll parameter in the cubic action. We find that the perturba-
tivity requirement on those terms does not rule out the production of PBH from the transient
constant-roll inflation. Therefore, it is a simple counterexample of the recently claimed no-go
theorem of PBH production from single-field inflation.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

16
03

5v
2 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 3
0 

A
ug

 2
02

3

mailto:motohashi@cc.kogakuin.ac.jp
mailto:tada.yuichiro.y8@f.mail.nagoya-u.ac.jp


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Transient constant-roll inflation 2

3 Squeezed bispectrum 4
3.1 Maldacena’s consistency relation as the cosmological soft theorem 5
3.2 Cubic action and the Feynman rule 6
3.3 Bispectrum after the constant-roll phase 10
3.4 Bispectrum during the constant-roll phase 12

4 One-loop correction to the long-wavelength mode 13

5 Conclusions 18

A Reconstruction of the step-function-like transition 19

B Evaluation of the integral (4.9) 21

1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBHs) [1–4], hypothetical black holes formed in the early universe be-
fore any star-forming, are attracting attention more and more. They can explain a dominant
component of dark matter [5], black-hole-merger events discovered by the LIGO–Virgo–
KAGRA collaborations [6], microlensing events towards the Galactic bulge generated by
planetary-mass objects [7], possible origins of supermassive black holes [8], early massive
galaxies discovered by the James Webb Space Telescope [9, 10], etc. (see a recent review [11]).

One of the main formation scenarios of PBHs is the collapse of order-unity overdensi-
ties associated with large primordial perturbations generated, e.g., by cosmic inflation. In
the canonical single-field inflation scenario, the enhancement of the primordial perturbation
amplitude necessary for production of sizable amount of PBHs requires a transient violation
of slow-roll [12]

∆ ln ϵ

∆N
≲ −0.4. (1.1)

where ϵ = −Ḣ/H2 is the first slow-roll parameter and N =
∫
H dt is the e-folding number. It

implies that a large value of the second slow-roll parameter η = ϵ̇/(ϵH). A special case η = −6
is known as the ultra slow-roll limit [13, 14], and the transient ultra slow-roll inflation has been
extensively studied recently as one of the representative models of the PBHs production [12,
15–31]. More generally, the constant η phase is called constant-roll inflation. The constant-
roll inflation [32–35] allows an exact solution satisfying a condition of the constant rate of
roll, ϕ̈/(Hϕ̇) = β with constant β, for which η ≈ 2β holds. It is often used a scenario
to generate a red-tilted spectrum compatible with cosmic microwave background (CMB)
observations [33, 36–38], but using a different parameter range, it can also generate a blue-
tilted spectrum in non-/attractor dynamics, which can be utilized to PBH production [39–42].
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In the context of PBH production, not only the amplitude of the power spectrum but
also the non-Gaussian feature of the primordial perturbation is important as it affects the
mean abundance (see, e.g., Refs. [23, 43–59]), the spatial distribution (clustering) (see, e.g.,
Refs. [60–66]), the corresponding induced gravitational wave (GW) (see, e.g., Refs. [67–71]
and also Ref. [72] for a recent review), etc. Also, the one-loop corrections have been actively
discussed recently in the context of whether the PBH production in the canonical single-filed
inflation is ruled out from the perturbativity requirement [73–81]. While previous researches
mainly focused on the PBH production in the transient ultra slow-roll inflation, as stressed
above, it is not the unique option even within the canonical single-field inflation. The non-
Gaussianity and one-loop corrections in other single-field scenarios remain unclear.

In this paper, we investigate the non-Gaussianity and one-loop corrections in the tran-
sient constant-roll model. After reviewing the transient constant-roll inflation in §2, we
consider the squeezed bispectrum in §3, evaluated on both regimes after and during the
constant roll phase. We clarify the cases where the Maldacena’s consistency relation [82] is
satisfied or violated. In §4, focusing on representative terms, which originate from η̇ term in
the cubic action, we demonstrate how the one-loop corrections are modified compared to the
case of the transient ultra slow-roll inflation. We find that the perturbativity requirement
on those terms does not rule out the production of PBHs from the transient constant-roll
inflation. §5 is devoted to conclusions. Throughout the paper, we work in the Planck units
where c = ℏ = MPl = 1.

2 Transient constant-roll inflation

Let us review brief features of the constant-roll phase, assuming a toy transient model. In
this model, the constant-roll phase is inserted in the slow-roll inflation and each phase is
characterized by the second slow-roll parameter

η =
ϵ̇

ϵH
=


0, τ < τs,

2β, τs ≤ τ < τe,

0, τe ≤ τ,

(2.1)

where β is a constant.1 To generate a blue-tilted spectrum for PBH production, we focus
on the constant-roll model with a negative value of β. τ < 0 is the conformal time and
τs(e) represents the onset (end) of the constant-roll phase. β = −3 corresponds to the
ultra slow-roll inflation. While β < −3/2 yields a non-attractor dynamics, −3/2 < β < 0
follows an attractor solution and the curvature perturbation gets frozen in the superhorizon
limit [33, 39, 83–85]. We assume that the first slow-roll parameter ϵ is small enough and the
Hubble parameter H = ȧ/a (a is the global scale factor) is almost constant during inflation.
It is then solved as

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
=


ϵSR1, τ < τs,

ϵSR1

(
τ
τs

)−2β
, τs ≤ τ < τe,

ϵSR2 = ϵSR1

(
τe
τs

)−2β
, τe ≤ τ,

(2.2)

1The realisation of the sharp transitions between the slow-roll and contant-roll regimes is shown in Ref. [39].
One can also reconstruct the exact step-function-like transitions in the Hamilton–Jacobi approach (see Ap-
pendix A).

– 2 –



with the constant initial value ϵSR1. The slow-roll parameter ϵ decreases during the constant-
roll phase and then the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation can be enhanced on
the corresponding scales.

Let us see the linear dynamics of the curvature perturbation on the comoving slice,
ζ(τ,x). The corresponding quantum operator ζ̂I(τ,x) (i.e., ζ̂ in the interaction picture) is

expanded by the annihilation-creation operator âk/â
†
k as

ζ̂I,k(τ) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

(
ζk(τ)âk + ζ∗k(τ)â

†
−k

)
eik·x. (2.3)

The annihilation-creation operator satisfies the commutation relation

[âk, â
†
k′ ] = (2π)3δ(3)(k− k′), [âk, âk′ ] = [â†k, â

†
k′ ] = 0. (2.4)

The mode function ζk(τ) is governed by the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation

v′′k +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
vk = 0, (2.5)

where the Mukhanov–Sasaki variable vk is related to ζk by vk = zζk with z = a
√
2ϵ. The

prime denotes the conformal time derivative. The effective mass term z′′/z is expressed in
terms of slow-roll parameters as

z′′

z
= a2H2

(
2− ϵ1 +

3

2
ϵ2 +

1

4
ϵ22 −

1

2
ϵ1ϵ2 +

1

2
ϵ2ϵ3

)
, (2.6)

where ϵ1 = ϵ and ϵn+1 = H−1 d ln ϵn / dt (i.e., ϵ2 = η). Both in the slow-roll (all slow-roll
parameters are negligible) and constant-roll phases (slow-roll parameters except for η are
negligible), this can be rewritten as

z′′

z
=

ν2 − 1/4

τ2
, (2.7)

with

ν =

{
νSR = 3/2, slow-roll phase,

νCR = |3/2 + β|, constant-roll phase,
(2.8)

The solution of the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation is given by a superposition of the Hankel

functions
√
−kτH

(1)
ν (−kτ) and

√
−kτH

(2)
ν (−kτ). Particularly in the slow-roll phase, the

solution is simplified as

ζk =
iH

2
√
ϵk3

[
Ake

−ikτ (1 + ikτ)− Bke
ikτ (1− ikτ)

]
, (2.9)

with the constants of integration, Ak and Bk. These coefficients are fixed by the Bunch–
Davies initial condition

vk →
τ→−∞

e−ikτ

√
2k

, (2.10)
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Figure 1: Example power spectra (2.13) in the late-time limit τ → 0 for β = −1/5 (blue),
−1/2 (yellow), −1 (green), −3/2 (red), −2 (purple), −5/2 (brown), and −3 (turquoise). τe/τs
is determined by the condition ϵSR2/ϵSR1 = (τe/τs)

−2β = 2×10−9/10−2 so that Pζ ∼ 2×10−9

on a large scale and Pζ ∼ 10−2 on a small scale.

and junction conditions at τs and τe,

ζk(τs(e) − 0) = ζk(τs(e) + 0), ζ ′k(τs(e) − 0) = ζ ′k(τs(e) + 0). (2.11)

The (tree-level) power spectrum of the curvature perturbation is defined by

Pζ(k) = |ζk|2. (2.12)

The following dimensionless power is also useful.

Pζ(k) =
k3

2π2
Pζ(k). (2.13)

We show example spectra for various values of β in Fig. 1. One can confirm that though it
is small enough as Pζ ∼ 2× 10−9 to be consistent with the CMB observation on large scales
≳ 1Mpc [86], the power spectrum can be sufficiently large for PBH formation on a small
scale even in the attractor models −3/2 < β < 0.

3 Squeezed bispectrum

The bispectrum Bζ(k1, k2, k3), a three-point function in Fourier space, is defined by

⟨ζ̂k1 ζ̂k2 ζ̂k3⟩ = (2π)3δ(3)(k1 + k2 + k3)Bζ(k1, k2, k3), (3.1)

where ζ̂k is the Fourier mode of ζ̂(x). In particular, its squeezed limit where one momentum
is much smaller than the others is a useful indicator of the physics sourcing the curvature
perturbation. It also affects the PBH formation. For example, the following local-type non-
Gaussianity is known as a phenomenological model showing a non-zero squeezed bispectrum:

ζ̂(x) ≈ ĝ(x) +
3

5
fNLĝ

2(x), (3.2)
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where ĝ is a Gaussian random field and the coefficient fNL is called the non-linearity pa-
rameter. At the leading order in the expansion in ĝ, the bispectrum and the non-linearity
parameter are related by

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) →
k1/k2≪1

12

5
fNLPζ(k1)Pζ(k2). (3.3)

For a small-enough perturbation ĝ ≪ 1, the non-Gaussian part (the second term) in Eq. (3.2)
is subdominant as long as the non-linearity parameter is not so large, fNL ≲ O(1). However,
because PBHs are caused by the order-unity curvature perturbation, even the not-so-large
non-Gaussianity fNL ∼ 1 can significantly affect the PBH abundance (see, e.g., Refs. [23,
43–59, 67, 71]). The squeezed bispectrum also means the correlation between the long-
and short-wavelength modes. Hence it can generate the large-scale modulation of the PBH
spatial distribution known as the PBH bias or clustering (see, e.g., Refs. [60–66]). From this
perspective, we investigate the details of the squeezed bispectrum in the transient constant-
roll inflation model in this section. We often use the generalized non-linearity parameter
defined by

fNL(kL, kS) =
5

12

Bζ(kL, kS, kS)

Pζ(kL)Pζ(kS)
, (3.4)

as a useful variable for the squeezed configuration kL ≪ kS.

3.1 Maldacena’s consistency relation as the cosmological soft theorem

Before going into the details of the specific model, we here review the so-called Maldacena’s
consistency relation for the squeezed bispectrum [82]. Making use of the cubic action de-
scribed in the next subsection, Maldacena showed that in the single-field slow-roll inflation,
the squeezed bispectrum is related to the power spectrum by the relation,

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) →
k1/k2≪1

−
d lnPζ(k2)

d ln k2
Pζ(k1)Pζ(k2). (3.5)

It is now understood as a kind of cosmological soft theorem (see, e.g., Refs. [87–104]).
Let us assume that on a large scale, the curvature perturbation ζL is time-independent

and the metric is expressed as

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)e2ζL(x) dx2 +O
(

kL
aH

)
, (3.6)

where kL is the wavenumber associated with ζL. ζL is further renormalized into the rescaling
of the spatial coordinate for a local universe:

x̄ = eζL(x=0)x, (3.7)

which reduces the local metric to the background one,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t) dx̄2 +O(k2Lx̄
2) +O

(
kL
aH

)
. (3.8)
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Therefore, if there is no intrinsic correlation between the long- and short-wavelength modes,
the short modes are physically decoupled from ζL. Only apparent correlation arises from the
coordinate transformation of the scalar curvature:

ζ̂S(x) =
ˆ̄ζS[x̄(x)] ≃ (1 + ζL(0)xi∂xi)

ˆ̄ζS(x), (3.9)

or in Fourier space

ζ̂kS
≃ [1− ζL(0)(3 + kSi∂kSi)]

ˆ̄ζkS
. (3.10)

Hence the short-wavelength power spectrum (in the global comoving coordinate) is corrected
by ζL as2

⟨ζ̂kS
ζ̂k′

S
⟩ ≃ ζL(0)

[
−6− kSi∂kSi − k′Si∂k′Si

]
⟨ ˆ̄ζkS

ˆ̄ζk′
S
⟩

= −(2π)3δ(3)(kS + k′
S)ζL(0)(3 + kSi∂kSi)Pζ̄(kS)

= −(2π)3δ(3)(kS + k′
S)ζL(0)Pζ̄(kS)

d lnPζ̄(kS)

d ln kS

≃ −(2π)3δ(3)(kS + k′
S)ζL(0)Pζ(kS)

d lnPζ(kS)

d ln kS
. (3.12)

Therefore, the squeezed bispectrum has its correlation with ζL reproduces the consistency
relation (3.5). Inversely speaking, the realization of Maldacena’s consistency relation is the
indicator of no physical correlation between the long- and short-wavelength modes. In this
case, PBHs are expected to be not biased. Making use of this consistency relation, Ref. [105]
also showed that the superhorizon curvature perturbations are conserved against the one-loop
correction from the short-wavelength modes in the single-field slow-roll inflation.

3.2 Cubic action and the Feynman rule

The full action of the system is given by

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
R− 1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (3.13)

where R is the Ricci curvature of the spacetime metric, ϕ is the inflaton field, and V (ϕ) is
its potential. Taking the comoving gauge ϕ = ϕ(t) (no perturbation in the inflaton field),
making use of the Arnowitt, Deser, and Misner (ADM) formalism for the metric,

ds2 = −N2 dt2 + γij(dx
i + βi dt)(dxj + βj dt), (3.14)

2Note that kS and k′
S derivatives act also on the momentum conservation (2π)3δ(3)(kS+k′

S). Its derivative
is understood in a Fourier-transform way as

(kSi∂kSi + k′
Si∂k′

Si
)(2π)3δ(3)(kS + k′

S) = (kSi∂kSi + k′
Si∂k′

Si
)

∫
d3x e−i(kS+k′

S)·x

=

∫
d3x

(
−i(kS + k′

S) · x
)
e−i(kS+k′

S)·x

=

∫
d3xxi∂xie

−i(kS+k′
S)·x

= −3(2π)3δ(3)(kS + k′
S), (3.11)

with use of the integration by parts in the last equation.
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where N is the lapse function, βi is the shift vector, and γij is the 3-dim. metric, and
neglecting the tensor mode as

γij = a2e2ζδij , (3.15)

one obtains the action for the comoving curvature perturbation ζ.
The terms cubic-order in ζ in the action are summarized as [23, 106–109]

S(3) = S
(3)
bulk + S

(3)
EoM + S

(3)
B , (3.16)

where

S
(3)
bulk =

∫
d4x

[
a3ϵ2ζζ̇2 + aϵ2ζ(∂ζ)2 − 2aϵζ̇(∂ζ)(∂χ) +

a3ϵ

2
η̇ζ2ζ̇

+
ϵ

2a
(∂ζ)(∂χ)∂2χ+

ϵ

4a
(∂2ζ)(∂χ)2

]
,

S
(3)
EoM =

∫
d4x 2f(ζ)

δL

δζ

∣∣∣∣
1

,

S
(3)
B =

∫
d4x

d

dt

[
−9a3Hζ3 +

a

H
ζ(∂ζ)2 − 1

4aH3
(∂ζ)2∂2ζ − aϵ

H
ζ(∂ζ)2 − a3ϵ

H
ζζ̇2

+
1

2aH2
ζ
(
∂i∂jζ∂i∂jχ− ∂2ζ∂2χ

)
− aη

2
ζ2∂2χ− 1

2aH
ζ
(
∂i∂jχ∂i∂jχ− ∂2χ∂2χ

)]
,

(3.17)
with

χ = a2ϵ∂−2ζ̇,
δL

δζ

∣∣∣∣
1

= a
(
∂2χ̇+H∂2χ− ϵ∂2ζ

)
,

f(ζ) =
η

4
ζ2 +

1

H
ζζ̇ +

1

4a2H2

[
−(∂ζ)2 + ∂−2(∂i∂j(∂iζ∂jζ))

]
+

1

2a2H

[
(∂ζ)(∂χ)− ∂−2(∂i∂j(∂iζ∂jχ))

]
.

(3.18)

We dropped the spatial boundary terms to obtain this expression but kept the temporal
boundary terms, which are actually relevant to the squeezed bispectrum. ∂ represents the
spatial derivative and ∂−2 denotes the inverse Laplacian. The linear equation of motion
(EoM) for ζ is described as

δL

δζ

∣∣∣∣
1

= 0. (3.19)

One way to calculate the bispectrum from this cubic action is to utilize the field redefi-
nition [82, 107],

ζ = ζn + f(ζn). (3.20)

This redefinition in the quadratic action cancels S
(3)
EoM and S

(3)
B and hence the cubic action

for ζn is much more simple as

S(3)[ζn] = S
(3)
bulk[ζn]. (3.21)

The bispectrum of ζn is then related to that of ζ at the leading order in Pζ by

⟨ζ̂(x1)ζ̂(x2)ζ̂(x3)⟩ ≃ ⟨ζ̂n(x1)ζ̂n(x2)ζ̂n(x3)⟩+ ⟨ζ̂I(x1)ζ̂I(x2)f(ζ̂I(x3))⟩+ (perms.). (3.22)
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Another way which we adopt in this section is to directly use the original cubic ac-
tion (3.17). We hereafter consider the leading-order terms ∝ ϵ in the ϵ expansion. Among
the bulk terms, only one term is relevant (note that η is not necessarily small contrary to ϵ
in the constant-roll models):

S
(3)
bulk ≃

∫
dτ d3x

a2ϵη′

2
ζ2ζ ′, (3.23)

where we changed the time variable to the conformal one τ . The EoM term does not give
any contribution because δL/δζ

∣∣
1
vanishes when the linear mode function is substituted in

the calculation of the bispectrum. As we will see below, the equal-time retarded propagator
must be included in the contributions from the boundary terms. The equal-time retarded
propagator for the same operator vanishes, so terms without ζ ′ = ∂τζ do not contribute to
ζ’s bispectrum. Also, we are interested in the squeezed limit k1 ≪ k2 at the time when at
least k1 are well superhorizon. In this case, the other momenta satisfy k2 ≃ −k3 and then the

sixth and the last terms in S
(3)
B are suppressed in any momentum configuration. Therefore,

only the following two terms are relevant in the boundary action:

S
(3)
B ≃

∫
dτ d3x

d

dτ

[
−aϵ

H
ζζ ′

2 − a2ϵη

2
ζ2ζ ′

]
. (3.24)

One can formulate Feynman’s diagrammatic rule for these interactions in the Schwinger–
Keldysh picture (see, e.g., Ref. [110] for a review and Refs. [91, 93, 111–122] for its application
to cosmology). There, the path integral is defined along the time path C from the sufficient
past τ−∞ to the sufficient future τ∞ and then again back to τ−∞. The curvature perturbation
is doubled as ζ+ and ζ− living in the forward and backward paths respectively and they are
connected by the boundary condition ζ+(τ∞) = ζ−(τ∞). The tree-level propagator is defined
by the time-ordered two-point function along C as

Gab(x, x
′) = ⟨TC ζ̂aI(x)ζ̂bI(x

′)⟩

=


Θ(τ − τ ′) ⟨ζ̂I(x)ζ̂I(x′)⟩+Θ(τ ′ − τ) ⟨ζ̂I(x′)ζ̂I(x)⟩ , (a, b) = (+,+),

⟨ζ̂I(x′)ζ̂I(x)⟩ , (a, b) = (+,−),

⟨ζ̂I(x)ζ̂I(x′)⟩ , (a, b) = (−,+),

Θ(τ ′ − τ) ⟨ζ̂I(x)ζ̂I(x′)⟩+Θ(τ − τ ′) ⟨ζ̂I(x′)ζ̂I(x)⟩ , (a, b) = (−,−),

(3.25)

where Θ is the step function

Θ(x) =


1, x > 0,

1/2, x = 0,

0, x < 0.

(3.26)

One often redefines the field basis as

ζc =
ζ+ + ζ−

2
, ζ∆ = ζ+ − ζ−, (3.27)

called the Schwinger–Keldysh basis. On this basis, the propagator is rewritten as

Gαβ(x, x
′) =



1

2
⟨{ζ̂I(x), ζ̂I(x′)}⟩ , (α, β) = (c, c),

Θ(τ − τ ′) ⟨[ζ̂I(x), ζ̂I(x′)]⟩ , (α, β) = (c,∆),

Θ(τ ′ − τ) ⟨[ζ̂I(x′), ζ̂I(x)]⟩ , (α, β) = (∆, c),

0, (α, β) = (∆,∆),

(3.28)
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x x′

(a) statistical prop. Gcc(x, x
′)

x x′

(b) retarded prop. Gc∆(x, x
′)

x x′

(c) advanced prop. G∆c(x, x
′)

Figure 2: Diagrams for propagators.

x x′

(a) Gcc̄(x, x
′)

x x′

(b) Gc̄c̄(x, x
′)

x x′

(c) Gc∆̄(x, x
′)

x x′

(d) Gc̄∆(x, x
′)

x x′

(e) Gc̄∆̄(x, x
′)

Figure 3: Propagators including the momentum ζ ′ (3.30).

which are illustrated by lines with or without an arrow as shown in Fig. 2. Gcc, Gc∆, and
G∆c are referred to as statistical, retarded, and advanced Green’s functions, respectively.
Obviously, the identities

Gcc(x, x
′) = Gcc(x

′, x), Gc∆(x, x
′) = G∆c(x

′, x), (3.29)

follow their definitions. One can also include the momentum ζ ′ = ∂τζ in the propagator as

Gαβ̄(x, x
′) = ⟨TC ζ̂αI(x)ζ̂

′
βI(x

′)⟩ , Gᾱβ(x, x
′) = ⟨TC ζ̂

′
αI(x)ζ̂βI(x

′)⟩ ,

Gᾱβ̄ = ⟨TC ζ̂
′
αI(x)ζ̂

′
βI(x

′)⟩ ,
(3.30)

illustrated as Fig. 3. In Fourier space, one finds

Gαβ(τ, τ
′; k) =


Re ζk(τ)ζ

∗
k(τ

′), (α, β) = (c, c),

2iΘ(τ − τ ′)Im ζk(τ)ζ
∗
k(τ

′), (α, β) = (c,∆),

−2iΘ(τ ′ − τ)Im ζk(τ)ζ
∗
k(τ

′), (α, β) = (∆, c),

0, (α, β) = (∆,∆).

(3.31)

Propagators including momentums are similarly defined. We note that the equal-time statis-
tical propagator for ζ is equivalent to the ordinary power spectrum, Gcc(τ, τ ; k) = Pζ(τ, k),
and the equal-time retarded one for ζ and ζ ′ is determined by the Wronskian condition as
Gc∆̄(τ, τ ; k) = i/(4a2ϵ) (note that Θ(0) = 1/2) independently of k. The equal-time retarded
propagator for the same operator vanishes.

Recalling the action in the Schwinger–Keldysh formalism is given by S = S[ζ+]−S[ζ−]
where the minus sign of S[ζ−] comes from the backward time flow for ζ−, one finds the cubic
bulk Lagrangian as

L(3)
bulk =

a2ϵη′

2
(ζ2+ζ

′
+ − ζ2−ζ

′
−)

=
a2ϵη′

2

(
2ζcζ∆ζ

′
c + ζ2c ζ

′
∆ +

1

4
ζ2∆ζ

′
∆

)
, (3.32)

where the first two terms practically give dominant contributions because the retarded (or
advanced) propagator necessarily takes the non-dominant mode in the mode function con-
trary to the statistical propagator. The interchange of two ζc’s for the second term always
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Figure 4: The two main couplings in the bulk cubic Lagrangian. The vertex value ia2ϵη′ is
assigned to both vertices.

yields the factor 2, so in the Feynman rule, the vertex value ia2ϵη′ is assigned both to the
first and second terms as summarized in Fig. 4. In our case, η′ yields the Dirac deltas as

η′ = ∆η(τs)δ(τ − τs) + ∆η(τe)δ(τ − τe), ∆η(τs) = −∆η(τe) = 2β. (3.33)

The time integration is hence simplified.
The Feynman rule for the boundary terms is understood as follows. Expressing the

(dominant) boundary Lagrangian as L(3)
B = d

dτB where each term in B includes one ∆

mode, one would calculate expectation values such as ⟨TCÔI(τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · ) d
dτ B̂I(τ)⟩ and in-

tegrate it over τ . Here ÔI and B̂I are products in the interaction picture and ÔI can be
characterized by several times τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · . Let us then clarify the difference between
⟨TCÔI(τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · ) d

dτ B̂I(τ)⟩ and d
dτ ⟨TCÔI(τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · )B̂I(τ)⟩. It comes from the time or-

dering, i.e., the time derivative of the step function from the retarded or advanced propagator.
Hence one finds the relation (note that 2iIm ζk(τ)ζ

∗
k(τ) = 2Gc∆(τ, τ ; k) due to Θ(0) = 1/2),〈

TCÔ(τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · )
d

dτ
B̂I(τ)

〉
=

d

dτ
⟨TCÔ(τ1, τ2, τ3, · · · )B̂I(τ)⟩+ 2δ(τ1 − τ)Gc∆(τ1, τ)Gcc(τ2, τ)Gcc(τ3, τ) · · ·+ (perms.),

where propagators in the last line can include the momentum ζ ′. The first term on the right-
hand side gives the boundary contributions at τ−∞ and τ∞. The τ−∞ boundary is dropped
by the −iϵ prescription similarly to the ordinary interacting theory [82], while the τ∞ is
prohibited due to the retarded propagator. Therefore, the vertex is practically understood
as ∝ δ(τ̃ − τ) where τ̃ is the other time of the arguments of the retarded or advanced
propagator. The concrete values are summarized in Fig. 5. By connecting them and imposing
the momentum conservation at each vertex, one can calculate the squeezed bispectrum as we
concretely see in the following subsections.

3.3 Bispectrum after the constant-roll phase

Let us first investigate the squeezed bispectrum evaluated in the deep second slow-roll phase
well after the constant-roll phase. There, both η and ζ ′ have been decayed away and hence the
boundary terms summarized in Fig. 5 can be neglected. One helpful rule is that diagrams
including the statistical propagator of the long mode kL dominate in the squeezed limit
because the dimensionful power spectrum is inversely proportional to the Fourier volume
factor: Pζ(kL) ∝ k−3

L . The main contributions are hence given by the two diagrams shown
in Fig. 6. Each term is doubled due to the interchange kS ↔ k′S and has the contributions
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Figure 5: Cubic vertices valued −2iδ(τ̃ − τ)a2ϵη (white dot) and −4iδ(τ̃ − τ)aϵH (black dot)

coming from the boundary action S
(3)
B . τ̃ is the time of the pair of the ∆ mode.

kL

kS

k′S kL

kS

k′S

Figure 6: Two leading diagrams for the squeezed bispectrum evaluated in the deep slow-roll
phase.

from τs and τe. Therefore, one finds

Bζ(kL, kS, kS) = 2ia2(τs)ϵ(τs)∆η(τs)Gcc(τ, τs; kL) [Gcc̄(τ, τs; kS)Gc∆(τ, τs; kS)

+Gc∆̄(τ, τs; kS)Gcc(τ, τs; kS)] + (τs → τe)

= −4a2(τs)ϵ(τs)∆η(τs)Re
[
ζkL(τ)ζ

∗
kL
(τs)

]
Im

[
ζ2kS(τ)ζ

∗
kS
(τs)ζ

∗′
kS
(τs)

]
+ (τs → τe),

(3.34)

where the second term is obtained by replacing τs in the first term by τe. In Fig. 7, we show
an example bispectrum in the form of the generalized non-linearity parameter (3.4). One
sees that the contributions from τs and τe are the same order of magnitude.

In Fig. 8, we compare the non-linearity parameter with the spectral index for the short-
wavelength mode:

ns(kS)− 1 =
d lnPζ(kS)

d ln kS
. (3.35)

One finds that for a sufficiently long-wavelength mode −kLτs ≪ 1 which exits the horizon
well before the onset of the constant-roll phase, Maldacena’s consistency relation

fNL(kL, kS) =
CR

5

12
(1− ns(kS)), (3.36)

holds well for any value of β and for any short-wavelength mode kS either on superhorizon
or subhorizon scales at the end of the constant-roll phase. This result is consistent with the
intuition: as ζkL is well frozen after exiting the horizon (even during or after the constant-
roll phase), the logic developed in Sec. 3.1 can be applied and ζkL is merely viewed as a
(comoving) scale shift by the short-wavelength modes. Physics in each local patch cannot
distinguish ζkL . PBHs produced in this model will hence show no spatial modulation beyond
the adiabatic perturbation on a large scale [103].

On the other hand, for modes around the peak scale ∼ −1/τe, violations of the consis-
tency relation can be found for the non-attractor model β ≤ −3/2 as shown in Fig. 9. This is
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Figure 7: The bispectrum contributions from τs (orange dashed) and τe (blue) in terms of
the generalized non-linearity parameter fNL(kL, kS) (3.4) evaluated at sufficiently late time
τ → 0 for β = −1 (top-left), −3/2 (top-right), and −3 (bottom) with kL = −0.001/τs.

because the curvature perturbation grows even on a superhorizon scale for the non-attractor
model and it cannot be simply renormalized into the local scale factor. The peak-scale cur-
vature perturbation itself is hence non-Gaussian and the PBH abundance is expected to
be affected. The practical computation of these bispectra is done by the mode function
with the Bunch–Davies initial condition set during the constant-roll phase, neglecting the τs
contribution, because all relevant modes are well subhorizon at τs.

3.4 Bispectrum during the constant-roll phase

Let us also discuss the bispectrum evaluated during the constant-roll phase though it does
not directly affect the PBH physics. Boundary terms cannot be neglected in this case. In
addition to the bulk contribution Fig. 6, two diagrams shown in Fig. 10 contribute, which we
call the η-boundary and H-boundary terms, respectively (recall that the equal-time retarded
propagator for the same operators vanishes for the η-boundary term). In terms of the non-
linearity parameter, they read

fNLη = − 5

12
× 4ia2ϵηGc∆̄(τ, τ ; kS) =

5

12
η,

fNLH = − 5

12
× 8i

aϵ

H

Gc∆̄(τ, τ ; kS)Gcc̄(τ, τ ; kS)

Pζ(kS)
=

5

6

Re [ζkSζ
∗′
kS
]

aHPζ(kS)
,

(3.37)
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Figure 8: The total non-linearity parameter fNL(kL, kS) with kL = −0.001/τs (blue) and
the spectral index 5

12(1− ns(kS)) (orange dashed) evaluated at sufficiently late time τ → 0
for β = −1 (top-left), −3/2 (top-right), and −3 (bottom). For every model, Maldacena’s
consistency relation (3.36) holds well.

where we used the Wronskian condition Gc∆̄(τ, τ ; k) = i/(4a2ϵ). These contributions are
equivalent to the redefinition contributions in Eq. (3.22) when using the ζn approach as
pointed out in Ref. [107]. In Fig. 11, we exemplify these contributions. They are indeed
non-negligible compared to the bulk vertex contribution fNLs. Fig. 12 shows that the total
bispectrum satisfies Maldacena’s consistency relation for a sufficiently long mode kL even
during the constant-roll phase as expected because such a long mode is frozen enough even
at the onset of the constant-roll phase. Therefore, the boundary terms in the cubic action in
terms of ζ are necessary for the realization of Maldacena’s consistency relation.

4 One-loop correction to the long-wavelength mode

After elaborating on the squeezed bispectrum, now we are interested in the one-loop cor-
rections in the transient constant-roll inflation. To evaluate the one-loop contributions, it is
necessary to take into account all relevant terms carefully, which is beyond the scope of the
present paper. In this section, as a preliminary step, we focus on one-loop terms evaluated
in Ref. [73] for the ultra slow-roll scenario and clarify how the estimation is modified for
a more general constant-roll scenario. We shall see that the PBH production in the tran-

– 13 –



fNL

5
12

(1 - ns)

96 98 100 102 104

-0.5

0.0

0.5

-kS τe

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -1, -kL τe  0.1

fNL

5
12

(1 - ns)

96 98 100 102 104

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-kS τe

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -
3

2
, -kL τe  0.1

fNL

5
12

(1 - ns)

96 98 100 102 104

-2

-1

0

1

2

-kS τe

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -3, -kL τe  0.1

fNL

- 5
12

(1- ns)

-3.0 -2.5 -2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

β

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

-kL τe  0.1, -kS τe  97.5
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violation of Maldacena’s consistency relation for the non-attractor model β ≤ −3/2.
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Figure 10: Two additional contributions from the boundary terms.

sient constant-roll inflation is not prohibited from the perturbativity requirement on those
one-loop terms.

Following Ref. [73], we calculate the one-loop correction to the power spectrum at τe and

the CMB pivot scale k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1 originating from the η̇ term in S
(3)
bulk in Eq. (3.17) at

the instantaneous transition τ = τe by using the field redefinition ζ → ζn given in Eq. (3.20)
in the ordinary in-in formalism. Before the computation, let us analytically solve the junction
condition (2.11), making use of the asymptotic expansion of the Hankel functions [123]

lim
z→∞

H(1/2)
ν (z) ≈

√
2

πz
e±i(z−π

4
(2ν+1))

(
1± ib

z

)
, (4.1)

lim
z→0

H(1/2)
ν (z) ≈ ∓ i

π
Γ(ν)

(z
2

)−ν
, (4.2)
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Figure 11: The bispectrum contributions from the bulk vertex at τs (orange dashed), the
H-boundary (blue), and η-boundary vertices (black dotted) evaluated during the constant-
roll phase (τ → τe − 0) for β = −1 (top-left), −3/2 (top-right), and −3 (bottom) with
kL = −0.001/τs.

where

b =
4ν2 − 1

8
. (4.3)

The curvature perturbation on subhorizon scales during the constant-roll phase follows
Eq. (4.1) as

ζUV
k =

iH

2MPl
√
ϵSR1

1

k3/2
F (k, τ), (4.4)

where

F (k, τ) =
(τs
τ

)β [
−Ak(b+ ikτ)e−i(kτ+π(2ν+1)/4) + Bk(b− ikτ)ei(kτ+π(2ν+1)/4)

]
. (4.5)

Here and henceforth, ν and b denote νCR and bCR for simplicity. The connection at τs deep
inside the horizon is solved as

Ak =
iβb− (β + 1)(b− 1)kτs + i(β − 2b+ 2)k2τ2s − 2k3τ3s

2kτs[b(b− 1) + k2τ2s ]
eiπ(2ν+1)/4,

Bk =
−iβb+ (βb+ β − b+ 1)kτs + iβk2τ2s

2kτs[b(b− 1) + k2τ2s ]
e−i(π(2ν−3)/4+2kτs).

(4.6)

– 15 –



fNL

5
12

(1- ns)

0.1 100 105
-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

-kS τs

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -1, -kL τs  0.001

fNL

5
12

(1- ns)

0.001 0.100 10 1000
-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

-kS τs

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -
3

2
, -kL τs  0.001

fNL
5
12

(1- ns)

0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100 1000

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

-kS τs

f N
L
(k
L
,
k S
)

β  -3, -kL τs  0.001

Figure 12: The total non-linearity parameter fNL(kL, kS) with kL = −0.001/τs (blue) and
the spectral index 5

12(1− ns(kS)) (orange dashed) evaluated during the constant-roll phase
(τ → τe − 0) for β = −1 (top-left), −3/2 (top-right), and −3 (bottom). Maldacena’s
consistency relation (3.36) again holds well for every model thanks to the boundary terms.

Using Eq. (4.2), the power spectrum at τe, PCR(k), is amplified from the first slow-roll phase
solution PSR as

PCR(k) = PSR(ks)|F (k, τe)|2 =
(
ks
k∗

)−0.03

PSR(k∗)|F (k, τe)|2. (4.7)

Here, we assumed that PSR is almost constant for k ∈ [ks = −τ−1
s , ke = −τ−1

e ] but introduced
a factor difference (ks/k∗)

−0.03 between ks and k∗.
The one-loop correction P(1) evaluated in Ref. [73] is generalized to

P(1)(k∗) =
1

4
(∆η)2P2

SR(k∗)

(
ks
k∗

)−0.03 ∫ ke

ks

dk

k
|F (k, τe)|2, (4.8)

where ∆η = −2β at τ = τe, and the factor (ks/k∗)
−0.03 was introduced in (4.7). Here, the

integral

I ≡
∫ ke

ks

dk

k
|F (k, τe)|2 =

∫ ℓe

1

dℓ

ℓ
|F (ℓks, τe)|2, (4.9)
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can be evaluated numerically, and the result is a function of ℓe ≡ ke/ks for given β. An
analytic form under the assumption ke/ks ≫ 1 is given by

I ≃
(
ke
ks

)−2β (
c0 + c1 ln

ke
ks

)
, (4.10)

where

c0 =
1

2
+

1

120
β(β + 1)2(β + 2)2

[
5

16
(5β5 + 24β4 + 44β3 + 72β2 + 143β + 72)

− 1

8
(12β5 + 58β4 + 65β3 + 48β2 + 101β + 36) cos 2

+
1

2
(7β4 + 24β3 + 27β2 + 26β − 4) sin 2

]
,

c1 =
1

4
(β + 1)2(β + 2)2.

(4.11)

We provide a derivation of the expression (4.10) and a comparison with numerical calculation
in Appendix B.

As stressed above, in this section we focus only on P(1) from the bulk interaction only
at τe and do not discuss whether other one-loop terms yield non-negligible contributions.
Provided that this gives the dominant contribution, the perturbativity requires

P(1)(k∗)

PSR(k∗)
=

1

4
(∆η)2PSR(k∗)

(
ke
k∗

)−0.03(ke
ks

)0.03

I

(
ke
ks

)
≪ 1. (4.12)

Here, PSR = 2.1× 10−9 and ∆η = −2β. We adopt ke as the PBH scale since it corresponds
to the wavenumber for the peak of the power spectrum in the transient constant roll scenario
as shown in Fig. 1. We consider two cases: the case of the PBH as dark matter with
ke = O(1014)Mpc−1, and the LIGO–Virgo–KAGRA black holes with ke = O(106)Mpc−1.
For a given ke, the perturbativity requirement (4.12) yields an upper bound on ke/ks:

ke
ks

≪ ℓcrit. (4.13)

We numerically evaluate the critical value ℓcrit for specific values of β and ke as follows.
First, we substitute the analytic approximation (4.10) of the integral into (4.12) neglecting
ln ke/ks in (4.10) and (ke/k∗)

−0.03 in (4.12) and analytically derive an approximated form
of the critical value. Using this value as an initial guess, we perform a numerical root-
finding algorithm with the analytic approximation (4.10) without neglecting ln ke/ks and
(ke/k∗)

−0.03. Finally, using the root obtained in the second step as an initial guess, we
perform a numerical root-finding algorithm with the integral I numerically evaluated without
approximation and obtain the critical value ℓcrit. The fractional error between the root
obtained in the second step and the critical value ℓcrit remains O(10−2) for −3 ≤ β ≲ −0.7
but reaches O(10−1) for β ≥ −0.7 so the final step is important.

In the left panel of Fig. 13, we represent the critical value ℓcrit as a function of β for the
two cases with ke = 1014Mpc−1 and 106Mpc−1. For the ultra slow-roll case with β = −3,
we obtain ℓcrit ≃ 18 and 17 for the two cases. In contrast, larger values are not prohibited
for ℓcrit for general constant-roll models. It implies that a larger wavenumber range of the
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Figure 13: The critical values ℓcrit and Pcrit from the perturbativity requirement (see
Eqs. (4.13) and (4.14)) for ke = 1014Mpc−1 (blue) and 106Mpc−1 (orange).

amplification of the power spectrum is compatible with the perturbativity requirement. We
also see that the critical value ℓcrit is not sensitive to ke.

The upper bound of ke/ks puts a constraint on the power spectrum on PBH scales as

PPBH ≪ Pcrit, (4.14)

where from Eq. (4.7) the critical value for the power spectrum is given by

Pcrit ≡
(
ks
k∗

)−0.03

PSR(k∗)|F (ke, τe)|2
∣∣∣∣∣
ke/ks=ℓcrit

. (4.15)

In the right panel of Fig. 13, we depict the critical value Pcrit for ke = 1014Mpc−1 and
106Mpc−1. While there are small oscillations with respect to the values of β, the critical value
Pcrit is not so sensitive to ke. As expected, while Pcrit ∼ O(10−2) for the transient ultra slow-
roll scenario with β = −3, larger values are allowed for the transient constant-roll scenario.
In particular, for the parameter range −3/2 < β < 0, where the constant-roll inflation is
an attractor, Pcrit ≳ O(1). Note that PBHs can be formed when PPBH ≳ O(10−2), which
is roughly two orders of magnitude below the critical value Pcrit. Hence, the perturbativity
requirement on the one-loop contribution P(1)(k∗) does not rule out the PBH production in
the transient constant-roll inflation.

5 Conclusions

In canonical single-field inflation, the PBH production requires a transient violation of slow-
roll. The representative scenario that satisfies the condition is the transient ultra slow-roll
inflation, which has been extensively explored recently. More generally, we can consider the
transient constant-roll inflation, where the power spectrum can be enhanced in non-/attractor
inflationary dynamics. In the present paper, we investigated the squeezed bispectrum in
the transient constant-roll inflation and also demonstrated how the one-loop corrections are
modified from the transient ultra slow-roll inflation, picking up the representative terms
originating from η̇ term in the cubic action, as the first step to the full investigation of the
one-loop analysis.

Applying the Feynman rule in the Schwinger–Keldysh formalism, we calculated the
squeezed bispectrum both after and during the constant-roll phase. We confirmed that the
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Maldacena’s consistency relation holds for the bispectrum between the CMB scale mode
and the PBH scale mode and hence the PBH distribution is not modulated beyond the
adiabatic perturbation on large scales. On the other hand, for the non-attractor model,
the bispectrum between the PBH scale modes themselves violates Maldacena’s consistency
relation. Therefore, the detailed prediction of the PBH abundance, its clustering behaviour
on small scales, or the corresponding induced GW requires special care to take into account
the effects of the violation of the consistency relation.

We investigated the one-loop corrections originating from the η̇ term in the cubic action
in the transient constant-roll inflation and addressed whether the perturbativity requirement
on those terms rules out the PBH production. We clarified that, compared to the transient
ultra slow-roll inflation, a larger wavenumber range is allowed for the amplification of the
power spectrum, and hence a larger amplification is allowed. As a result, we found that the
PBH production is not ruled out from the perturbativity requirement, for both mass scales
of the PBH as dark matter or LIGO–Virgo–KAGRA black holes.

Recently, the one-loop corrections in the PBH production from the transient ultra slow-
roll inflation [73–81] and the resonance model [124] have been extensively explored, and
it has been actively debated whether the perturbativity requirement rules out the PBH
production in canonical single-field inflation. Our results show that the PBH production from
the transient constant-roll inflation is not prohibited from the perturbativity requirement at
least on the one-loop corrections originating from η̇ term in the cubic action.3 However, we
reiterate that in the present paper, we focused on particular terms of the one-loop corrections,
which are often regarded as a dominant term in the literature. Other one-loop terms may
or may not contribute in the transient constant-roll inflation. It requires a careful study to
take into account all the relevant one-loop terms, which we leave for future work.
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A Reconstruction of the step-function-like transition

In this appendix, we explicitly reconstruct a potential that realizes the step-function-like
transition, which we consider in the main text:

η = ∂N ln ϵ =


0, τ < τs,

2β, τs ≤ τ < τe,

0, τe ≤ τ,

(A.1)

3Refs. [80, 81] show that smooth transitions between slow-roll and ultra slow-roll phases can reduce the
loop correction as another counterexample.
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with transition times τs < τe, the constant-roll parameter β, and the first slow-roll parameter
ϵ = −∂N lnH. First, it is solved as

ln ϵ(N) =

∫ N

0
η dN + ln ϵi =


ln ϵi, N < Ns,

2β(N −Ns) + ln ϵi, Ns ≤ N < Ne,

2β(Ne −Ns) + ln ϵi, Ne ≤ N,

⇒ ϵ(N) =


ϵi, N < Ns,

ϵie
2β(N−Ns), Ns ≤ N < Ne,

ϵie
2β(Ne−Ns), Ne ≤ N,

(A.2)

where ϵi is the initial value of ϵ at the initial time which we choose N = 0 without loss of
generality. Ns and Ne are e-folding times corresponding to τs and τe, respectively. As ϵ is

also related to the inflaton’s velocity by ϵ = 1
2

(
dϕ
dN

)2
, if one assumes dϕ/dN > 0 without

loss of generality, it is solved as

dϕ

dN
=

√
2ϵ =


√
2ϵi, N < Ns,√
2ϵie

β(N−Ns), Ns ≤ N < Ne,√
2ϵie

β(Ne−Ns), Ne ≤ N,

⇒ ϕ(N) =


√
2ϵiN, N < Ns,

√
2ϵi

[
1
β

(
eβ(N−Ns) − 1

)
+Ns

]
, Ns ≤ N < Ne,

√
2ϵi

[
eβ(Ne−Ns)(N −Ne) +

1
β

(
eβ(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
+Ns

]
, Ne ≤ N,

(A.3)

where we set the initial field value ϕ(N = 0) = 0 without loss of generality. Its inverse
function is found as

N(ϕ) =


ϕ√
2ϵi

, ϕ < ϕs,

Ns +
1
β ln

[
β
(

ϕ√
2ϵi

−Ns

)
+ 1

]
, ϕs ≤ ϕ < ϕe,

Ne + e−β(Ne−Ns)
[

ϕ√
2ϵi

− 1
β

(
eβ(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
−Ns

]
, ϕe ≤ ϕ,

(A.4)

where ϕs = ϕ(Ns) and ϕe = ϕ(Ne). ϵ is further related to the Hubble parameter by ϵ =
−∂N lnH, which means

lnH(N) =


lnHi − ϵiN, N < Ns,

lnHi − ϵi
2β

(
e2β(N−Ns) − 1

)
− ϵiNs, Ns ≤ N < Ne,

lnHi − ϵie
2β(Ne−Ns)(N −Ne)− ϵi

2β

(
e2β(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
− ϵiNs, Ne ≤ N,

⇒ H(N) =


Hie

−ϵiN , N < Ns,

Hi exp
[
− ϵi

2β

(
e2β(N−Ns) − 1

)
− ϵiNs

]
, Ns ≤ N < Ne,

Hi exp
[
−ϵie

2β(Ne−Ns)(N −Ne)− ϵi
2β

(
e2β(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
− ϵiNs

]
, Ne ≤ N,

(A.5)
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where Hi is the initial value of the Hubble parameter. Combining it with Eq. (A.4), one finds
H as a function of ϕ as

H(ϕ) =



Hie
−
√

ϵi
2
ϕ
, ϕ < ϕs,

Hi exp

[
− ϵiβ

2

(
ϕ√
2ϵi

−Ns

)2
−
√

ϵi
2 ϕ

]
, ϕs ≤ ϕ < ϕe,

Hi exp
[
−ϵie

β(Ne−Ns)
(

ϕ√
2ϵi

− 1
β

(
eβ(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
−Ns

)
− ϵi

2β

(
e2β(Ne−Ns) − 1

)
− ϵiNs

]
, ϕe ≤ ϕ.

(A.6)

The Hamilton–Jacobi equation finally connects the Hubble parameter to the potential by

V (ϕ) = 3H2(ϕ)− 2H ′(ϕ)
2

=



(3− ϵi)H
2
i e

−
√
2ϵiϕ, ϕ < ϕs,

− 1
2H

2
i

[
β2ϕ2 − 2

√
2ϵiβϕ(βNs − 1) + 2ϵi(βNs − 1)2 − 6

]
× exp

[
−1

2ϕ
(
βϕ+ 2

√
2ϵi

)
− βN2

s ϵi +
√
2ϵiβNsϕ

]
, ϕs ≤ ϕ < ϕe,(

3− ϵie
2β(Ne−Ns)

)
H2

i

× exp

(
ϵi(eβ(Ne−Ns)−1)(eβ(Ne−Ns)+2βNs−1)

β −
√
2ϵiϕe

β(Ne−Ns)

)
, ϕe ≤ ϕ.

(A.7)

For this potential, one can numerically solve the inflaton’s dynamics through its equation of
motion

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ V ′(ϕ) = 0, 3H2 =
ϕ̇2

2
+ V (ϕ), (A.8)

and reproduce the step-function-like transition (A.1) as shown in Fig. 14.

B Evaluation of the integral (4.9)

In this appendix, we analytically evaluate the integral (4.9) under the assumption ℓe ≡
ke/ks ≫ 1 and derive the approximated form (4.10). For k ≃ ke, the function F (ke, τe) in

the integrand scales as |F (ke, τe)|2 ≃ ℓ−2β
e (β4 + 6β3 + 13β2 + 12β + 8)/4 for ℓe ≫ 1. Below

we shall consider an approximation for ks ≤ k ≤ ke.
First, we decompose the integrand into the nonoscillating part G1(ℓ) and oscillating

part G2(ℓ):

|F (ℓks, τe)|2

ℓ
= G1(ℓ) +G2(ℓ) +G∗

2(ℓ), (B.1)

where

G1(ℓ) =
ℓ
−2(β+1)
e

2ℓ3[ℓ2 + b(b− 1)]2
(ℓ2 + b2ℓ2e)

× [2ℓ6 +
(
β2 + 2b(b− 1)

)
ℓ4 +

(
b2(β − 1)2 + (β + 1)2 − 2b

)
ℓ2 + b2β2],

G2(ℓ) =
iℓ

−2(β+1)
e e−2iℓ(1−1/ℓe)

4ℓ3[ℓ2 + b(b− 1)]2
(ℓ+ ibℓe)

2[βℓ2 − i(b(β − 1) + β + 1)ℓ− bβ]

× [2ℓ3 + i(−2b+ β + 2)ℓ2 + (b− 1)(β + 1)ℓ+ ibβ].

(B.2)
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Figure 14: Numerical results of the slow-roll parameters log10 ϵ (blue) and log10 |η| (orange)
for the inflarinary dynamics with the reconstructed potential (A.7) with the parameter set
β = −2, ϵi = 10−2, Hi = 10−5, Ns = 5, and Ne = 7. The noisy feature of η would be caused
by the numerical error.

Since |b(b− 1)| ≤ 1/4 for −3 < β < 0, we approximate ℓ2 + b(b− 1) ≃ ℓ2 in the denominator
of G1 and G2.

For the nonoscillating part, we simply integrate it, pick up terms with the highest power
of ℓe, and arrive at

I1 ≡
∫ ℓe

1
G1(ℓ) dℓ

≃ ℓ−2β
e

[
1

4
(β + 1)2(β + 2)2 ln ℓe +

1

2

+
1

384
β(β + 1)2(β + 2)2

(
5β5 + 24β4 + 44β3 + 72β2 + 143β + 72

)]
. (B.3)

The nonoscillating part yields the dominant contribution.
For the oscillating part, the contribution to the integral mainly comes from ℓ ∼ 1 since

G2 is rapidly oscillating with a slowly varying envelope, and hence the contribution to the
integral is negligible for ℓ ≫ 1. Hence, we Taylor expand the integrand around ℓ = 1 up to
the first order, integrate it, and then pick up terms with the highest power of ℓe. As a result,
we obtain

I2 ≡
∫ ℓe

1
[G2(ℓ) +G∗

2(ℓ)] dℓ

≃ ℓ−2β
e

960
β(β + 1)2(β + 2)2

[
4
(
7β4 + 24β3 + 27β2 + 26β − 4

)
sin 2

−
(
12β5 + 58β4 + 65β3 + 48β2 + 101β + 36

)
cos 2

]
. (B.4)

With these results, we obtain the analytic approximation of the integral I = I1+I2 as in

(4.10). One can recover the result
(
ke
ks

)6 (
1.1 + ln ke

ks

)
obtained in Ref. [73] by substituting
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Figure 15: The integral I as a function of the constant roll parameter β. Numerical inte-
gration of the exact form (4.9) (blue, solid) and the approximation (4.10) (orange, dashed)
are shown for ℓe ≡ ke/ks = 102, 103, 104, and 105 (from bottom to top).

β = −3. In Fig. 15, we compare the analytic formula and numerical calculation for the
parameter range −3 < β < 0, and confirm that they are in good agreement.
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