
Prepared for submission to JCAP

Growth of curvature perturbations
for PBH formation & detectable
GWs in non-minimal curvaton
scenario revisited
Chao Chena Anish Ghoshalb Zygmunt Lalakb Yudong Luoc,d
Abhishek Naskare
aJockey Club Institute for Advanced Study, The Hong Kong University of Science and Tech-
nology, Hong Kong S.A.R., China
bInstitute of Theoretical Physics, Faculty of Physics, University of Warsaw,
ul. Pasteura 5, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland
cSchool of Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
dKavli Institute for Astronomy and Astrophysics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
eDepartment of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai, 400076, India
E-mail: iascchao@ust.hk, anish.ghoshal@fuw.edu.pl, zygmunt.lalak@fuw.edu.pl,
yudong.luo@pku.edu.cn, abhiatrkmrc@gmail.com

Abstract. We revisit the growth of curvature perturbations in non-minimal curvaton sce-
nario with a non-trivial field metric λ(ϕ) where ϕ is an inflaton field, and incorporate the effect
from the non-uniform onset of curvaton’s oscillation in terms of an axion-like potential. The
field metric λ(ϕ) plays a central role in the enhancement of curvaton field perturbation δχ,
serving as an effective friction term which can be either positive or negative, depending on the
first derivative λ,ϕ. Our analysis reveals that δχ undergoes the superhorizon growth when
the condition ηeff ≡ −2

√
2ϵMPl

λ,ϕ
λ < −3 is satisfied. This is analogous to the mechanism

responsible for the amplification of curvature perturbations in the context of ultra-slow-roll
inflation, namely the growing modes dominate curvature perturbations. As a case study,
we examine the impact of a Gaussian dip in λ(ϕ) and conduct a thorough investigation of
both the analytical and numerical aspects of the inflationary dynamics. Our findings indicate
that the enhancement of curvaton perturbations during inflation is not solely determined by
the depth of the dip in λ(ϕ). Rather, the first derivative λ,ϕ also plays a significant role, a
feature that has not been previously highlighted in the literature. Utilizing the δN formal-
ism, we derive analytical expressions for both the final curvature power spectrum and the
non-linear parameter fNL in terms of an axion-like curvaton’s potential leading to the non-
uniform curvaton’s oscillation. Additionally, the resulting primordial black hole abundance
and scalar-induced gravitational waves are calculated, which provide observational windows
for PBHs.
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1 Introduction

The cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB) experiments have already confirmed that
the primordial curvature perturbation ζ is nearly scale-invariant and Gaussian on large scales
(around the pivot scale kpivot = 0.05 Mpc−1), with the amplitude of its power spectrum
Pζ ∼ 10−9 [1]. However, the small-scale primordial curvature perturbations are free from the
current observational constraints (see Fig. 7), and tremendous efforts have been dedicated
to the theoretical and phenomenological studies of the potential growth of the small-scale
primordial curvature perturbations in past decades. One of the most promising phenomena
is the formation of primordial black holes (PBHs) through the direct gravitational collapse
of overdense regions in the early Universe [2–4]. The fact that PBHs can exist with different
masses and result in various astrophysical and cosmological phenomena, has captured consid-
erable research interest. For example, detecting Hawking radiation may be possible using light
PBHs with a mass of less than 10−17M⊙

1 [5–9]. Heavy PBHs with a mass of around 105M⊙
could serve as seed black holes for supermassive black holes [10–13]. Moreover, the medium-
sized PBHs with a mass in the tens of solar masses could be candidates for LIGO/Virgo GW
events [14–16]. It is worth noting that the possibility of PBHs serving as a candidate for
dark matter has been a topic of discussion for several decades. However, tighter experimental
constraints increasingly challenge their ability to account for dark matter [17–19].

Extensive theoretical research has been dedicated to studying PBH formation in vast
models of the early Universe, especially in the context of the inflationary models (refer to
comprehensive reviews [15, 19] for the summary of PBH formation models). In this paper, we
revisit the growth of curvature perturbations in a non-minimal curvaton scenario proposed
recently by Ref. [20] and studied further by the following Ref. [21] with three specific forms
of field metric, including the Gaussian-like, rectangular and oscillating dips. However, some

1M⊙ ≃ 2× 1033 g is the solar mass.
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discrepancies were observed in the curvaton power spectrum at the end of inflation, for which
the underlying reason is unclear. Our paper aims to investigate the details of curvaton field
perturbations during inflation, regarding a non-trivial field metric identified as an effective
friction term [cf. Eq. (2.16)]. The growth of curvaton field perturbations occurs when this
effective friction term becomes negative enough [cf. Eq. (2.19)], which is essentially the
same case for the ultra-slow-roll (USR) inflation [22–26]. Hence, the superhorizon growth
of curvaton field perturbations in the non-minimal curvaton scenario also exists, which is
confirmed by our numerical calculations for a concrete Gaussian-like field metric. Apart from
a universal dip observed in the curvaton power spectrum, which arises from the cancellation
between the constant mode and the “decaying” mode, a second dip exists due to the positively
large effective friction term for the Gaussian-like field metric. With detailed theoretical and
numerical analyses, we demonstrate that the growth of curvaton field perturbations during
inflation is not merely determined by the depth of the dip but also strongly affected by its first
derivative.

In addition, we employ the axion-like curvaton model, where the curvaton is treated as
a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson of a broken U(1) symmetry, exhibiting a periodic potential
[27] [cf. Eq. (2.2)]. Reference [28] for the first time found that the supersymmetry-based
axion-like curvaton model can generate an extremely blue spectrum of isocurvature pertur-
bations, in which the curvaton is identified with the phase direction of a complex scalar field.
Subsequently, Ref. [29] successfully realized the PBH formation based on this type of axion-
like curvaton, and other works had utilized this model to account for LIGO/Virgo events
[30, 31] or NANOGrav results [32, 33].

In the standard curvaton scenario [34–36], the curvaton is a spectator field χ that existed
during inflation, which solely contributes to the primordial perturbations and has no effect on
the inflationary background dynamics due to its negligible energy density (ρχ ≪ ρϕ) during
inflation. After inflation, the inflaton completely decays into radiation when the Hubble
parameter H equals the decay rate of the inflaton Γϕ. The Hubble parameter then decreases,
and the curvaton begins to oscillate when Hosc is around mχ. During this oscillation phase,
the curvaton behaves like dust, with its energy density scaling as ρ̄χ ∝ a−3, becoming more
dominant than radiation, with its energy density scaling as ρ̄r ∝ a−4, until the curvaton decays
at a time tdec when H = Γχ. For simplicity, we adopt the “sudden-decay approximation” such
that the curvaton decays instantaneously into radiation2. After tdec, there is only radiation,
and curvature perturbations thus remain conserved until it reenters the horizon.

Following the comprehensive analysis and formalism presented in Ref. [39], we con-
sider the non-linear evolution of the curvaton field in the post-inflation dynamics, which
has been demonstrated to have a significant impact on perturbation power spectrum and
non-Gaussianity, consequently, the PBH abundance. We present complete expressions of the
curvature power spectrum and non-Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay. Lastly, the PBH
abundance and the SIGWs are calculated as well.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we first review the full dynamics of the
background and perturbations during inflation used for numerical calculations. Then, we
identify a generic field metric as an effective friction term for curvaton field perturbations and
find that the normal “decaying” mode starts growing on superhorizon scales when the total
friction term becomes negative. The first derivative of field metric also plays an essential role
in the growth of curvaton field perturbations during inflation. For a case study, we consider a

2It has been turned out in Refs. [37, 38] that this approximation fits well to the full numerical result that
includes the energy transfers in the whole post-inflation phase under the appropriate parameter choice.
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Gaussian-like dip in the field metric, and our numerical results confirm the above conclusions.
For the post-inflation dynamics, we apply the δN formalism to derive the analytic formalisms
for the curvature power spectrum and the non-Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay. Numerical
calculations are also performed. In Sec. 3, the PBH abundance and SIGW energy spectrum
are derived numerically. We summarize the results in Sec. 4.

2 Growth of perturbations in non-minimal curvaton scenario

2.1 Inflationary dynamics

2.1.1 Master perturbation equations

We consider the following action governing the dynamics of inflaton ϕ and curvaton χ during
inflation,

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

2
∇µϕ∇µϕ− 1

2
λ2(ϕ)∇µχ∇µχ− V (ϕ, χ)

]
(2.1)

with a non-trivial field metric λ2(ϕ) that may arise in UV-completion theories [40–42]. Here
MPl is the reduced Planck mass, and R is the Ricci scalar. For simplicity, we consider the
minimal coupling between the inflaton and curvaton so that combined potential is separa-
ble, namely V (ϕ, χ) = Vinf(ϕ) + Vcur(χ). The inflation’s potential Vinf(ϕ) is required to be
consistent with the standard slow-roll inflation, while the axion-like curvaton is written as

Vcur(χ) = f2am
2
χ

(
1− cos

χ

fa

)
, (2.2)

where mχ is the mass of χ and fa is its symmetry breaking scale. For the small-field limit
χ ≪ fa, the leading term in (2.2) gives the quadratic potential, namely Vcur(χ) ≃ 1

2m
2
χχ

2,
which is studied in Refs. [20, 21]. The homogeneous EoMs derived from the action (2.1) with
the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker metric, ds2 = −dt2+a2(t)δijdx

idxj ,
are given by

3M2
PlH

2 =

[
1

2
˙̄ϕ2 +

λ2(ϕ̄)

2
˙̄χ2 + V (ϕ̄, χ̄)

]
, (2.3)

¨̄ϕ+ 3H ˙̄ϕ+ V,ϕ = λλ,ϕ ˙̄χ
2 , (2.4)

¨̄χ+

(
3H + 2

λ,ϕ
λ

˙̄ϕ

)
˙̄χ+

V,χ
λ2

= 0 , (2.5)

where V,χ = fam
2
χ sin

χ
fa

for the axion-like potential (2.2) and the overhead bar represents the
homogeneous background. Given the explicit form of field metric λ(ϕ) [cf. Eq. (2.20)], the
above three equations form a closed system and can be solved numerically.

The scalar fields can be separated into a homogeneous background and a first-order
perturbation, namely ϕ(t,x) = ϕ̄(t)+ δϕ(t,x) and χ(t,x) = χ̄(t)+ δχ(t,x). By incorporating
metric perturbations, the dynamics of the field perturbations can be derived. The metric
perturbation in the Newtonian gauge is written as,

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a(t)2
[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj , (2.6)
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where the first-order scalar metric perturbations are described by a single variable Φ, i.e., we
ignore the anisotropic stress at the linear order, and hij represents the second-order transverse-
traceless tensor perturbations. By employing the equations of first-order perturbation Φ, we
can express the field perturbation equations in a closed form [43],

Q̈ϕ + 3HQ̇ϕ − 2λλ,ϕ ˙̄χQ̇χ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cϕϕ

)
Qϕ + CϕχQχ = 0 , (2.7)

Q̈χ + 3HQ̇χ + 2
λ,ϕ
λ

˙̄ϕQ̇χ + 2
λ,ϕ
λ

˙̄χQ̇ϕ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cχχ

)
Qχ + CχϕQϕ = 0 , (2.8)

where we introduce the gauge-invariant Mukhanov-Sasaki variables, Qϕ ≡ δϕ +
˙̄ϕ
HΦ and

Qχ ≡ δχ +
˙̄χ
HΦ, which correspond to δϕ and δχ in the spatially-flat gauge Φ = 0. The

background-dependent coefficients are defined as follows:

Cϕϕ = −2(λ,ϕ)
2 ˙̄χ2 +

3 ˙̄ϕ2

M2
pl

− λ2 ˙̄ϕ2 ˙̄χ2

2M4
plH

2
−

˙̄ϕ4

2M4
plH

2
+
[
(λ,ϕ)

2 − λλ,ϕϕ
]
˙̄χ2 +

2 ˙̄ϕV,ϕ
M2

plH
+ V,ϕϕ ,

(2.9)

Cϕχ =
3λ2 ˙̄ϕ ˙̄χ

M2
pl

− λ4 ˙̄ϕ ˙̄χ3

2M4
plH

2
− λ2 ˙̄ϕ3 ˙̄χ

2M4
plH

2
+

˙̄ϕV,χ
M2

plH
+
λ2 ˙̄χV,ϕ
M2

plH
+ V,ϕχ , (2.10)

Cχχ =
3λ2 ˙̄χ2

M2
pl

− λ4 ˙̄χ4

2M4
plH

2
− λ2 ˙̄ϕ2 ˙̄χ2

2M4
plH

2
+

2 ˙̄χV,χ
M2

plH
+
V,χχ
λ2

, (2.11)

Cχϕ =
3 ˙̄ϕ ˙̄χ

M2
pl

− λ2 ˙̄ϕ ˙̄χ3

2M4
plH

2
−

˙̄ϕ3 ˙̄χ

2M4
plH

2
+ 2

λ,ϕϕλ− (λ,ϕ)
2

λ2
˙̄ϕ ˙̄χ− 2

λ,ϕ
λ3
V,χ +

˙̄ϕV,χ
M2

plHλ
2
+

˙̄χV,ϕ
M2

plH
+
V,ϕχ
λ2

,

(2.12)

The physical observables of interest are gauge-invariant curvature and isocurvature pertur-
bations, defined as R ≡ Φ + H

˙̄ϕδϕ+ ˙̄χδχ
˙̄ϕ2+ ˙̄χ2

and F ≡ − ˙̄χδϕ+ ˙̄ϕδχ√
˙̄ϕ2+ ˙̄χ2

, respectively. For notational

simplicity, we drop overhead bars of background quantities without ambiguity in the follow-
ing discussions.

2.1.2 Enhancement from a non-trivial field metric

Although the dynamics of inflaton and curvaton perturbations during inflation are quite
complicated [cf. Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8)], a reasonable estimate of curvaton evolution can be
made [20]. During inflation, the curvaton is subdominant (ρχ ≪ ρϕ) and light (mχ ≪ Hinf).
As a result, χ is nearly frozen on its potential (2.2) due to the strong Hubble friction term.3

Thus, we can neglect the terms involving χ̇ and temporarily ignore the coupling with the
inflaton perturbation δϕ in Eq. (2.8), which gives us:

δχ̈k +

(
3 + 2

λ,ϕ
λ

ϕ̇

H

)
Hδχ̇k +

(
k2

a2
+
V,χχ
λ2

)
δχk ≃ 0 , (2.13)

where V,χχ

λ2
=

m2
χ

λ2
cos χ

fa
for the axion-like potential (2.2). The background (2.5) and pertur-

bation (2.13) equations do not share the same form as the case for the quadratic curvaton’s
3Hence, the backreaction effect from χ on ϕ is negligible in the presence of the coupling λ(ϕ), see the right

hand side of Eq. (2.4).
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potential [20, 21], and one cannot apply the fixed ratio δχ/χ to simplify the analysis except
for the small-field limit χ ≪ fa. Deep inside the horizon k ≫ aH, the Bunch-Davies (BD)
vacuum can be utilized to establish the initial condition for δχk,

δχk(t) ≃
1√

2ka(t)λ(ϕ(t))
exp

(
−ik

∫
dt

a(t)

)
. (2.14)

At the horizon crossing k = aH, the power spectrum of δχk is simply approximated as

Pδχ(k) ≡
k3

2π2
|δχk|2 ≃

(
Hinf

2πλ(ϕ)

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
k=aH

. (2.15)

Naively, the dip in the field metric λ(ϕ) can enhance certain modes (around the scale that
exits the horizon as ϕ passes the dip) of curvaton perturbations and lead to the large curvature
spectrum after the curvaton’s decay [20, 21]. However, there are some discrepancies in the
curvaton power spectrum at the end of inflation reported in Refs. [20, 21], and the physical
explanation of the enhancement is also missing. In what follows, we shall show that the
enhancement of δχ arising from the non-trivial field metric λ(ϕ) has essentially the same
physical reason with the case of the USR inflation [24, 25], and the estimate of curvaton
power spectrum (2.15) does not involve the superhorizon growth of curvaton perturbations.

The perturbation equation (2.13) clearly shows that the field metric λ(ϕ) plays a role as
an effective friction term that is also well known in non-canonical inflation models for decades
[44–50]. Crucially, the effective friction term 2

λ,ϕ
λ ϕ̇ in Eq. (2.13) depends not only on the

value of λ but also on the first derivative λ,ϕ. It is physically transparent to define

ηeff ≡ −2
√
2ϵMPl

λ,ϕ
λ

, (2.16)

where ϵ ≡ −Ḣ/H2 = 1
2M2

Pl
(ϕ̇/H)2 is the slow-roll parameter of inflationary background. One

can rewrite Eq. (2.13) under the superhorizon limit k → 0 and ignore the effective mass term
which is insignificant in our case,

δχ̈k + (3 + ηeff)Hδχ̇k +
k2

a2
δχk ≃ 0 , (2.17)

which is the same as the case for superhorizon comoving curvature perturbations, and there
exists a constant mode and a time-evolving mode in its solution [24],

δχk(t) ≃ Ck +Dk

∫ t dt̃

a3(t̃)ϵeff
, (2.18)

where Ck and Dk are functions only of k, and the effective slow-roll parameter ϵeff is normally
defined and related to ηeff as ηeff = ϵ̇eff

Hϵeff
. One can clearly see the physical relevance between

Eq. (2.17) and USR inflation [24, 25]. The total friction term (3 + ηeff)H is negative when

ηeff < −3 , (2.19)

and the second term in Eq. (2.18) will become a growing mode and can dominate the solution
at a later time. The curvaton perturbation will grow on superhorizon scales and enhance the
curvaton perturbation power spectrum at the end of inflation. Hence, the curvaton spectrum
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at the end of inflation must differ from Eq. (2.15), which is only valid if the curvaton pertur-
bations were frozen after the horizon exit. Moreover, the canonicalized curvaton perturbation
is not simply λ(ϕ)δχ (which is also a hidden assumption of Eq. (2.15)) especially for the
enhanced modes, due to the corresponding non-negligible derivatives λ,ϕ, see the right panel
of Fig. 1. In summary, the growth of curvaton perturbations during inflation is not solely
determined by the value λ but also strongly affected by the first derivative λ,ϕ).

2.1.3 Case study: the Gaussian-like dip

To further elaborate on the aforementioned points, we shall examine a Gaussian-like dip in
λ(ϕ) as Ref. [21],

λ(ϕ) = λc

{
1−A exp

[
−
(ϕ− ϕdip)

2

2σ2λ

]}
, (2.20)

where the overall amplitude is governed by λc = 1, the depth of the dip at ϕdip is determined
by A and the width is controlled by σλ. The choice of the value of λc, which is close to the
canonical case (A = 0), is based on the premise that we are solely concerned with the physical
impact generated by its dip, namely the enhancement of δχ near ϕdip as we will show later.
It is worth noting that when A = 1, the kinetic term of χ in the action (2.1) vanishes at
ϕdip, resulting in the deactivation of χ’s dynamics. Hence, χ swiftly approaches the ground
state χ = 0 and remains there permanently. Consequently, the standard curvaton scenario is
absent in the post-inflation period, which is not our interest in this paper. For A > 1, two
zero points and one local maximum exist in λ2(ϕ). However, the curvaton will be trapped as
it encounters the first dip. Moreover, if A is negative, then the global minimum of λ2(ϕ) is
unity, as illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 1. In order to consider the growth of curvaton
perturbation δχ, we will focus on the range 0 < A < 1 in the subsequent discussion.

A=0.9

A=2.2

A=-0.2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

ϕ/ϕdip

λ
2 (
ϕ
)

σλ=0.01

σλ=0.1

σλ=0.2

10 15 20 25 30 35 40
-20

-10

0

10

20

N

3+
η
ef
f

Figure 1. Left panel: An illustration of the field metric λ2(ϕ) in terms of three typical values of
A: 0.9 (blue), 2.2 (orange) and −0.2 (green), with the same width σλ = 0.1. This work only focuses
on the first case 0 < A < 1. Right panel: The numerical results of 3 + ηeff during the Starobinsky
inflation for σλ = (0.01, 0.1, 0.2) shown by the blue, orange and green curves, respectively. The
parameters are taken as: mχ/MPl = 10−8, ϕini/MPl = 5.5, ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, A = 0.995, σλ = 0.01 and
Λ4/M4

Pl ≃ 2× 10−14.

After numerically solving the master perturbation equations (2.7) and (2.8) in the

Starobinsky inflation Vinf(ϕ) = Λ4
[
1− exp

(
−
√

2
3

ϕ
MPl

)]2
, which has been demonstrated to
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be in good agreement with Planck’s observations [1], we yield the power spectra for infla-
ton (green) and curvaton (blue) at the end of inflation4 for the axion-like potential (2.2), as
shown in the left panel in Fig. 2, respectively5. Here, we set the initial inflaton field value as
ϕini/MPl = 5.5. Reference [21] also reported a similar curvaton spectrum as our numerical
result, which is distinct from the approximation (2.15) (orange) adopted by Ref. [20]. The
peak of Pδχ(te, k) predicted by Eq. (2.15) is about three orders of magnitude smaller than
ours and much narrower as well. As discussed previously, the omission of the enhancement
effect arising from λ,ϕ is the cause for these significant deviations. The numerical results for
the comoving curvature spectrum PR(te, k) (blue) and entropy spectrum PF (te, k) (red) are
shown in the right panel of Fig. 2. Since the curvaton is assumed to be light during inflation,
the inflationary trajectory is along the ϕ-direction. The curvature and entropy perturbations
are decoupled and dominated by δϕ and δχ, respectively. Hence, both PR(te, k) and PF (te, k)
share the similar shapes with Pδϕ(te, k) and Pδχ(te, k), respectively. The slow-roll parameter
ϵ increases when ϕ approaches the end of inflation, as shown in the bottom-left panel of Fig.
3, δϕ is thus not frozen on superhorizon scales and causes Pδϕ(te, k) to be larger than (around
three orders of magnitude) the standard amplitude (Hinf/2π)

2 for a light scalar field during
inflation6, as displayed in the left panel of Fig. 2 and the bottom-right panel of Fig. 3.

numerics

Eq. (2.15)

δϕ(te,k)/(Hinf/2π)2

10-4 10-2 100 102 104
10-4

10-2

100

102

104

106

k/kdip


δ
χ
(t
e
,k
)/
H

in
f

2
π
2

ℛ(te,k)

ℱ(te,k)

10-4 10-2 100 102 104 106 108 1010 1012 1014 1016

10-6

10-4

10-2

100

102

k [Mpc-1]

Figure 2. Left panel: The comparison between our numerical result (the blue curve) and the
approximation (2.15) adopted by Ref. [20] (the orange dashed curve), for the curvaton power spectrum
Pδχ(te, k). The inflaton power spectrum Pδϕ(te, k) is shown by the green curve. Right panel: The
numerical results of the comoving curvature spectrum PR(te, k) (blue) and entropy spectrum PF (te, k)
(red) at the end of inflation, which are normalized by PR(te, kpivot). The parameters are taken as:
mχ/MPl = 10−8, ϕini/MPl = 5.5, ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, A = 0.995, σλ = 0.01 and Λ4/M4

Pl ≃ 2× 10−14.

The left panel of Fig. 2 displays three manifest features of Pδχ(te, k): two dips and
one peak in between. First, a pronounced dip appears prior to the growth of Pδχ(te, k),

4For the purpose of numerical calculations, the moment at which the slow-roll parameter ϵ reaches unity
is considered as the end of inflation.

5Note that the energy scale Λ4 of Starobinsky inflation in our case is lower than the typical value ∼ 10−10

in the single-field case [1], since there exits additional contribution from δχ in the post-inflation epoch, as we
will discuss later.

6The value of Hubble parameter Hinf ≃ Λ2 in our numerical calculation is taken to normalize the spectrum
Pδχ(te, k) to be (Hinf/2π)

2 on large scales, and the benchmark Pζ(tdec, kpivot) ≃ 2.1 × 10−9 in Eq. (2.35) as
well.
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which is essentially the same as USR inflation as discussed earlier, such that the decaying
mode cancels with the constant mode in the solution (2.18) to some extent7, signalling the
superhorizon growth of this “decaying mode” (which is a growing mode now) and results in
the following growth of Pδχ(te, k). The spectral tilt of growth is around k4 that satisfies the
bound discussed in Refs. [24, 25], since the non-minimal curvaton model is essentially the
single-field inflation. For small-k modes shown by the first group of ks in the top-left panel
of Fig. 3, they exit the horizon at earlier times (i.e., around the turning points displayed in
this plot), and the decaying mode has already decreased to an extremely small value before
the total friction term becomes negative, so that the constant mode always dominate δχ even
though the “decaying mode” constantly grows during ηeff < −3 on superhorizon scales. Thus,
one can easily realize the nearly scale-invariant spectrum on large scales as long as the inflaton
starts at a position (namely the pivot scale kpivot exits the horizon) not too close to the dip
position ϕdip. It is evident in the top-left panel of Fig. 3 that these scale-invariant modes
behave the same as BD vacuum modes, which decay as |δχk(t)| ∼ 1/a(t) on subhorizon scales
revealed by Eq. (2.14).

Second, the growth of curvaton perturbation occurs within a certain k range, which is
caused by the negative total friction term in Eq. (2.17), namely ηeff < −3, when the inflaton
approaches the dip position ϕdip from the right side in the left panel of Fig. 1. And ηeff is
negative only when ϕ > ϕdip for the Gaussian dip (2.20). The k range of the enhancement
approximately corresponds to the horizon-crossing modes when ηeff < −3, illustrated in the
middle-left panel of Fig. 3, whose final values (at the e-folding number N = 60) are higher
than the scale-invariant modes (the cyan dashed line) shown in the top-left panel of Fig. 3.
Moreover, the spectrum Pδχ(te, k) drops after it reaches the crown since the total friction
returns to zero and then becomes positively large as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

Last but not least, there exists a second dip in the spectrum Pδχ(te, k) after it stops
falling, since the total friction term becomes positively large (see the right panel of Fig. 1)
when the inflaton passes over the dip position ϕdip. It is evident in the middle-right panel
of Fig. 3 that certain modes |δχk| drop more rapidly after their growth, the slopes of which
are larger than the normal BD vacuum modes |δχk(t)| ∼ 1/a(t). Reference [21] reported the
first dip without explanation and did not mention the presence of the second dip, as we show
here. The first and second dips may be weakened in the final curvature power spectrum since
it will be compensated by the nearly scale-invariant Pδϕ(te, k), see Eq. (2.35) and the curves
shown in Fig. 7.

Moreover, it is necessary to clarify the parameter dependence of the features mentioned
above, and we will see that the first derivative λ,ϕ plays an essential role in each case. Ex-
amining the axion-like potential (2.2) and the Gaussian dip (2.20), the free parameters in
our model are given by (mχ, fa, A, ϕdip, σλ)

8. In the following discussions, we fix fa, which
is somewhat irrelevant to the inflationary dynamics since it only changes the normalization
of χ (which is nearly frozen during inflation due to the smallness of mχ)9 and can be ab-
sorbed into its mass mχ in the axion-like potential (2.2). The dip position ϕdip determines
the peak position of the curvaton perturbation spectrum Pδχ(te, k) (or equivalently, the peak
of the final curvature spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) shown in Fig. 7), so that we mainly focus on the

7These two modes can cancel with each other exactly for USR inflation (ηeff = −6), see Refs. [24, 25] for
the detailed discussions.

8These free parameters receive constraints from the curvature power spectrum as shown in Fig. 7.
9However, fa is crucial for the enhancement of the final curvature perturbation at the curvaton’s decay,

since the first derivative N,χe is inversely proportional to fa or χe, see Eqs. (2.32) and (2.35).
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Figure 3. The numerical results of time evolutions of |δχk| and |δϕk| during the 60-efolding Starobin-
sky inflation with the same parameters as Fig. 2. In each panel, later start times correspond to larger
k modes. The upper four panels display different k ranges corresponding to the scale-invariant,
first/second dip and peak regimes of Pδχ(te, k) as shown in Fig. 2. The bottom-right panel clearly
shows the superhorizon growth of |δϕk| in the presence of an increasing slow-roll parameter ϵ of
Starobinsky inflation shown in the bottom-left panel. The cyan dashed horizontal line refers to the
value Hinf/

√
2.
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discussion about A and σλ for the moment.
For a fixed σλ, a larger A refers to a dip with a steeper slope, or equivalently, ηeff defined

in Eq. (2.16) is enlarged, which results in a more significant enhancement. This trend can
be identified from the comparisons among cases A = (0.995, 0.9, 0.5) as illustrated in the left
panel of Fig. 4. These peak amplitudes are not simply proportional to [λ(ϕdip)]

−2 = (1−A)−2

as suggested by the approximation (2.15), which demonstrates again that the enhancement
is also affected by λ,ϕ. For a smaller A case, the peak and two dips become insignificant, as
expected.
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Figure 4. Left panel: The curvaton power spectra Pδχ(te, k) in terms of various values A =
(0.995, 0.9, 0.5) for a fixed value σλ = 0.01. Right panel: The curvaton power spectra Pδχ(te, k)
in terms of various values σλ = (0.01, 0.1, 0.2) for a fixed value A = 0.995. All other parameters are
the same as Fig. 2.

For a fixed A, an enlarged σλ refers to a dip with a more gentle slope, the enhancement
effect from λ,ϕ becomes weaker. The maximum of the total friction is less than that of a
smaller σλ (see the evolution of the total friction as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1), which
therefore leads to a less enhancement of peak displayed in the right panel of Fig. 4. For a wide
dip with σλ = 0.2, the peak amplitude of Pδχ(te, k) is comparable with the approximation
(2.15) shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. However, the shapes of Pδχ(te, k) are still distinct,
due to the effect arising from λ,ϕ. We notice that the first dip prior to the growth becomes
shallower (σλ = 0.1) or even disappears for a wider dip (σλ = 0.2). This trend results from the
fact that the condition (2.19) occurs at an earlier time for a larger σλ (see the right panel of
Fig. 1), which results in the growth of “decaying mode” in δχ. It dominates over the constant
mode at an earlier time (corresponding to a smaller k). This fact can also be observed from
the slopes of Pδχ(te, k) in the small-k region for σλ = 0.1 and σλ = 0.2, such that the growth
of Pδχ(te, k) becomes earlier. Additionally, both cases display a broader second dip, which
is caused by the fact that the positively large total friction term with a larger σλ lasts for a
longer time, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

2.2 Post-inflation dynamics

In what follows, we shall examine the dynamics during the post-inflation phase, namely from
the end of inflationH = Γϕ to the curvaton’s decayH = Γχ. Here, we adopt the sudden-decay
approximation for simplicity, such that the energy transfer between the radiation and curvaton
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is negligible until H = Γχ, such that χ decays to radiation completely and instantly (on the
total uniform density hypersurface). To systematically deal with the non-linear evolutions
of curvaton perturbation δχ, we apply the δN formalism [51–54] to analytical estimates and
numerical calculations of the superhorizon curvature perturbations in the post-inflation phase.

2.2.1 δN formalism

The δN formalism is a powerful tool that enables us to analytically calculate the nonlinear
evolutions of scalar perturbations on large scales by solely solving the background equations
without any knowledge of complicated perturbation dynamics. This formalism establishes a
connection between the superhorzion curvature perturbation on the uniform-density hypersur-
face and the perturbation in e-folding number between the initial spatially-flat hypersurface
Σs(ti) and the final uniform-density hypersurface Σu(tf ), namely

ζ(tf ,x) = N(ti, tf ;x)− N̄(ti, tf ) , (2.21)

where N̄ measures the homogeneous expansion from Σs(ti) to Σs(tf ), while N refers to the
local expansion from Σs(ti) to Σu(tf ). The non-linear definition of ζ without imposing δρ = 0

is given by [53], ζ ≡ −ψ + 1
3

∫ ρ(t,x)
ρ̄(t)

dρ̃
ρ̃+P (ρ̃) along with the parametrization of the full spatial

metric gij(t,x) = a2(t)e2ψ(t,x)γij , where ψ is the non-linear generalization of the linear metric
perturbation Φ shown in Eq. (2.6). In the δN formalism (2.21), the final time tf should
be chosen as a moment such that our Universe has already reached the adiabatic limit, i.e.,
ζ is time-independent afterward. Hence, we choose tf as the curvaton’s decay since ζ is
conserved after tdec with a single matter component (radiation) existing in the Universe. For
the initial time ti, we choose it to be the end of inflation te instead of the horizon-crossing
usually adopted in other literature (e.g., [29, 33, 39, 55–57]), since all the scales of interest are
well outside the horizon at te and the curvaton field χ has the non-trivial evolution between
the horizon-crossing to the end of inflation for non-quadratic potentials [39]. The underlying
reason that one can choose the initial time to start the δN calculation “at will” is due to
the intriguing property of the δN formalism (2.21), such that it is independent of the initial
hypersurface. More importantly, the δN formalism states that one can write the Taylor
expansion of the final superhorizon curvature perturbation on Σs(ti) as

ζ(x) = N,ϕaδϕ
a +

1

2
N,ϕaϕb

[
δϕaδϕb − ⟨δϕaδϕb⟩

]
+O(δϕ3) , (2.22)

where the summation is implied with repeated indices of ϕa. For notational simplicity, we
drop the time arguments on both sides, and one should keep in mind that all the derivatives
and field perturbations are evaluated on the initial hypersurface Σs(ti). On the other hand,
the local non-Gaussianity of curvature perturbations is described in the following form,

ζ(x) = ζg(x) +
3

5
fNL

[
ζ2g (x)− ⟨ζ2g (x)⟩

]
+O(ζ3g ) , (2.23)

where ζg(x) is the Gaussian part of ζ(x) satisfying the ensemble average ⟨ζg⟩ = 0. Hence,
matching Eq. (2.23) with Eq. (2.22), one immediately obtains the following relations,

Pζ = (N,ϕ)
2 Pδϕ + (N,χ)

2 Pδχ , (2.24)

fNL =
5

6

(N,ϕ)
2N,ϕϕ + (N,χ)

2N,χχ[
(N,ϕ)

2 + (N,χ)
2
]2 . (2.25)
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In the above steps, δϕ and δχ are assumed to be uncorrelated random fields at the time of
interest. In the following calculations, we also assume that the curvaton field perturbation
δχe ≡ δχ(te) is Gaussian, which is reasonable since χ is assumed to be a light field during
inflation, and its field perturbation δχ should be scale-invariant and Gaussian during inflation
[58].

In what follows, we shall apply the formalism developed in Ref. [39] to our mixed
scenario, which is suitable for a general curvaton’s potential. The most crucial conclusion
presented in Ref. [39] is that the statistical properties of curvature perturbations receive the
potentially significant correction from the non-uniform onset of curvaton’s oscillation, that
typically arises in non-quadratic potentials. The onset of the curvaton’s oscillation is naturally
defined as a moment when the time scale of the curvaton rolling becomes comparable to the
Hubble time [39], namely Hosc ≡ |χ̇/χ|, instead of the usual uniform one Hosc = mχ for a
quadratic potential. In the period (te, tosc), the radiation is still dominant, and the Hubble
friction term is much stronger than the curvaton’s mass term, so that one can use the slow-roll
approximation to the curvaton’s evolution in this period [39],

5Hχ̇ ≃ −V,χ , (2.26)

which is subject to the condition |V,χχ/5H2| ≪ 1 that holds during the period (te, tosc) and
Ḣ/H2 = −2 during the radiation-dominated era. With above preparations, the Hubble
parameter at tosc is identified as a unique function of χosc,

H2
osc ≃

V,χ(χosc)

5χosc
=

1

5χosc
fam

2
χ sin

(
χosc

fa

)
, (2.27)

which is consistent with H2
osc ≃ m2

χ in the small-field limit χosc ≪ fa for the axion-like
potential (2.2). Integrating Eq. (2.26), one can obtain the non-linear evolution of the curvaton
field in the period (te, tosc),

∂χosc

∂χe
=

1

1− Y (χosc)

V,χ(χosc)

V,χ(χe)
, (2.28)

where Y (χosc) ≡ 1
4

(
χoscV,χχ(χosc)
V,χ(χosc)

− 1
)
= χosc cot(χosc/fa)−fa

4fa
, and we solve Eq. (2.28) as

ln

∣∣∣∣tan(θosc/2)

tan(θe/2)

∣∣∣∣ = − θosc

4 sin θosc
, (2.29)

which is shown by the solid blue curve in the left panel of Fig. 5, and its asymptotic behavior
can be written as

θosc ≃ θe − 0.286θ2e + 0.086θ4e − 0.012θ6e + 0.0006θ8e , (2.30)

where θ ≡ χ/fa. Note that this asymptotic expansion is consistent with the fact that the
non-linear evolution disappears in the small-field limit θe → 0, namely θosc → θe, in contrast
to the approximation used in Ref. [39]. The asymptotic expansion (2.30) performs better
compared to our numerical results of the power spectrum and non-Gaussianity (see the solid
blue curve shown in Fig. 6).

In order to calculate the statistical properties of the final curvature perturbation using
the δN formalism (2.24), we need to know the total homogeneous e-folding number from te
to tdec, namely N ≡ ln adec

ae
, and it is divided into two parts,

N = Nosc +Ndec , (2.31)
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Figure 5. Left panel: The curvaton field value θosc as a function of θe for the axion-like potential
(the solid blue curve) and for the quadratic potential (the red dashed curve), respectively. Right
panel: The function F (θe, θosc) (the solid blue curve), defined in Eq. (2.37), describes the deviation of
curvaton power spectrum from the quadratic potential (the red dashed line) in terms of the non-linear
evolution of χ shown in the left panel.

where Nosc = ln aosc
ae

= 1
4 ln

ρer
ρoscr

and Ndec = ln adec
aosc

= 1
4 ln

ρoscr

ρdec
r

. Using the Friedmann equation
3M2

PlH
2
osc = ρosc

r at the onset of the curvaton oscillation and ρdec
χ = ρosc

χ e−3Ndec , along with
Eqs. (2.27) and (2.28), one can calculate the first and second derivatives of the total e-folding
number N as

N,χe =
α

3faθosc

sin θosc (4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)

sin θe (5 sin θosc − θosc cos θosc)
, (2.32)

N,χeχe =
α

9f2a

(4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)
2 sin2 θosc

θ2osc sin
2 θe(−5 sin θosc + θosc cos θosc)2

×

{
(1− α)(α+ 3) +

1

3 + 4θosc cot
θosc
2 − 3θosc

[
− 3θosc csc θosc cos θe (5− θosc cot θosc)

+ 12θosc cot θosc + 12θosc
cot θosc − θosc csc

2 θosc

5− θosc cot θosc

+
3
(
−2θ2osc − 8θ2osc cos θosc + 3 cos(2θosc)− 3

)
csc θosc2 sec θosc2

4θosc + 3 sin θosc + θosc cos θosc

]}
, (2.33)

where we defined

α ≡ 3ρχ
3ρχ + 4ρr

∣∣∣
dec

(2.34)

to characterize the relative density fraction of curvaton at its decay, and manifestly 0 ≤ α ≤ 1.
It is straightforward to check that if we set the uniform-oscillation condition, namely ρosc

χ =
m2
χχ

2
osc and Hosc = mχ, the above expressions (2.32) and (2.33) reduce to the results found

in Ref. [55]: N,χe = 2αg,χe/(3g) and N,χeχe = 2α/9
[(
3− 4α− 2α2

)
(g,χe/g)

2 + 3g,χeχe/g
]
.

Note that the g function here can characterize the non-linear evolution of χ from te to tosc,
which is the case for a non-quadratic potential as we have seen in the left panel of Fig. 5.

– 13 –



Finally, we derive the final curvature power spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) and the non-linear
parameter fNL at tdec using Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25), respectively,

Pζ(tdec, k) = Pδϕ(te, k) + (N,χe)
2Pδχ(te, k)

= Pδϕ(te, k) +
[

2α

3faθosc
F (θe, θosc)

]2
Pδχ(te, k) , (2.35)

fNL =
5

6

N,χχ

(N,χ)
2 , (2.36)

where
F (θe, θosc) ≡

sin θosc (4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)

2 sin θe (5 sin θosc − θosc cos θosc)
(2.37)

is defined to describe the deviation from the quadratic potential in terms of the non-linear
evolution of χ during the period (te, tosc) for the axion-like potential (2.2). This deviation
becomes larger when χe approaches the hilltop of the axion-like potential [39], as shown by
the solid blue curve in the right panel of Fig. 5. Since the curvaton oscillation epoch will be
significantly delayed, causing more contribution to N,χe and N,χeχe . From the left and right
panels of Fig. 6, our analytic results (solid blue curves) are comparable to the numerical results
(the numerical method will be presented later) and perform better than the analytic formulas
used in Ref. [57]. Meanwhile, to satisfy the constraint on fNL, namely fNL = −0.9 ± 5.1
(Planck 68% confidence level) [59], χe must be away from πfa. It follows from the right panel
of Fig. 6 that the curvaton field value at the end of inflation lies in the range 0 < θe ≲ 3
for α → 1. It is also known that fNL would be significantly enhanced if the curvaton is still
subdominant when it decays [39]. Hence, the current constraint on fNL favors α→ 1, namely
the curvaton already dominates when it decays. In addition, the perturbativity condition also
suggests the smallness of fNL [60, 61]. For the above considerations and simplicity, we do not
consider the non-Gaussianity in our model, and the curvaton field value is thus determined
from the right panel of Fig. 6 such that θe ≃ 2. Consequently, there is a slight difference in
the peak amplitude of Pζ(tdec, k) for the axion-like and quadratic curvaton potentials, see the
right panel of Fig. 5 and the left panel of Fig. 6.

It follows from the left panel of Fig. 6 and the expression (2.35), the peak of the final
curvature spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) is thus approximately enhanced by a factor 10−1(MPl/fa)

2

compared to the peak of Pδχ(te, k) shown in Fig. 2. The left panel of Fig. 2 also implies
that Pζ(tdec, k) on large scales will be dominated by δχ if 10−1(MPl/fa)

2 > 103, namely
fa < 10−2MPl, which is favored by the concrete particle models [33, 57]. Hence, we focus
on this parameter region in this paper, namely the final curvature power spectrum on all
scales are dominated by the contribution from the curvaton, and consequently, two dips of
Pδχ(te, k) shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 4 also display to some extent in the final curvature spectra
Pζ(tdec, k) as shown in Fig. 7.

2.2.2 Numerics of post-inflation dynamics

Employing the sudden-decay approximation, the full background equations are written as

3M2
PlH

2 = ρr + ρχ , (2.38)

ρχ =
1

2
χ̇2 + Vcur(χ) , (2.39)

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0 , (2.40)
χ̈+ 3Hχ̇+ Vcur,χ = 0 . (2.41)
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Figure 6. Left panel: The first derivative of e-folding number (N,θe)
2 as a function of θe. Right

panel: The non-linear parameter fNL in terms of θe and the shadowed region arises from the Planck
constraint fNL = −0.9±5.1 [59]. In both panels, The black/blue solid and red dashed curves represent
our numerical results, analytic formulas based on (2.32) and (2.33) and analytic formulas for the
quadratic potential, respectively.

Taking the change of variables, namely N = ln a(t) and x ≡ mχt, we obtain two independent
equations [62],

N ′ =

{
Ae−4N +B

[
1

2
(θ′)2 + Ṽ (θ)

]}1/2

, (2.42)

θ′′ + 3N ′θ′ +
dṼ (θ)

dθ
= 0 , (2.43)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to x, and Ṽ (θ) ≡ Vcur(χ)/(f
2
am

2
χ) =

1− cos θ, A ≡ ρr,e
3M2

Plm
2
χ

and B ≡ f2a
3M2

Pl
. Here ρr,e is the radiation energy density at the end of

inflation. The numerical results of N,θe and fNL are shown by black thick solid curves in Fig.
6. Then, we derive the final curvature spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) as shown in Fig. 7, in terms of four
sets of parameters: {ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.01} (the blue curve); {ϕdip/MPl = 4.5, σλ = 0.01}
(the black curve); {ϕdip/MPl = 5.0, σλ = 0.01} (the purple curve); {ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.1}
(the green curve), and the rest parameters are the same with Fig. 2.

The spectral index ns − 1 ≡ d lnPζ/d ln k of Pζ(tdec, k) can also derived from the δN
formalism [39, 57],

ns − 1 ≃ 2

3

V,χeχe(χe)

H2
inf

+ 2
Ḣinf

H2
inf

=
2

3

m2
χ

H2
inf

cos θe + 2
Ḣinf

H2
inf

. (2.44)

where we have used the slow-roll approximation during inflation, namely d ln k/dt ≃ Hinf at
the horizon crossing k = aH and 3Hinfχ̇e ≃ −V,χe(χe) at the end of inflation. Since curvaton
is light (typically mχ/MPl = 10−8 in our model), the first term in the right-hand side of
Eq. (2.44) is thus negligible on CMB scales compared to the second term contributed by
Starobinsky inflaton. Hence, our curvaton model is free from the constraint on ns provided
by CMB experiments.
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Figure 7. The numerical results of final curvature power spectra Pζ(tdec, k) at the curva-
ton’s decay in terms of four set of parameters: {ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.01} (the blue curve);
{ϕdip/MPl = 4.5, σλ = 0.01} (the black curve); {ϕdip/MPl = 5.0, σλ = 0.01} (the purple curve);
{ϕdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.1} (the green curve), and the rest parameters are the same with Fig. 2.
The current constraints on PR(k) from Planck [1], Lyman-α [63], FIRAS [64] and PTA [24] are shown
by the shadowed regions, while the grey dashed line refers to PR ∼ 10−2 in order to produce an
abundance of PBHs.

3 Primordial black holes and scalar-induced gravitational waves

3.1 PBH formation

The above section shows that the small-scale curvature perturbations can be enhanced in the
non-minimal curvaton scenario. These large curvature perturbations give rise to overdense
regions δ ≡ δρ/ρ (defined on a comoving uniform-cosmic time slice) during the radiation-
dominated era (after the curvaton’s decay), leading to gravitationally collapse into PBHs if
their sizes are larger than the Jeans scale, or the density perturbation exceeds the threshold
δc of the collapse which is taken as 0.51 in this paper (it is suggested by Ref. [65] that
0.4 ≲ δc ≲ 0.7). Using the gradient expansion method [53, 66–68] and spherical symmetry,
the full non-linear relation between the density perturbation and curvature perturbation on
superhorizon scales is given by [69–77],

δρ

ρ
= −4(1 + ω)

5 + 3ω

(
1

aH

)2

e−5ζ/2∇2eζ/2 , (3.1)

Due to this non-linear relation, even if the curvature perturbation ζ is Gaussian, the density
contrast will not be. We define the volume-weighted non-linear density contrast (namely the
compact function) as [71, 77] δnl ≡ 3

R3
m

∫ Rm

0
δρ
ρ r

2dr, which is related to the linear density
perturbation δl as10

δnl = δl −
3

8
δ2l , (3.2)

10The curvature power spectrum Pζ must be larger by a factor of O(2) to obtain the same PBH abundance,
compared with the calculation only based on the linear relation between δ and ζ [71].

– 16 –



where δl corresponds to the linear relation δρ
ρ = −2(1+ω)

5+3ω

(
1
aH

)2∇2ζ and ω = 1/3 is the
parameter of equation of state during the radiation domination. Obviously, δl follows the
Gaussian distribution P (δl) = 1√

2πσl
exp

(
−δ2l /(2σ2l )

)
as ζ is Gaussian, and the smoothed

variance is calculated as σ2l = 1
(2π)3

16
81

∫
d ln kW (kR)2

(
k
aH

)4 Pζ(k), where W (kR) is a win-
dow function with a smoothing comoving scale R and the mass enclosed by this smoothing
volume reads M ≡ 4π

3 ρc(aR)
3. In the context of PBH formation, the comoving smooth-

ing scale is customarily chosen as the comoving Hubble radius, namely R = (aH)−1. The
PBH formation mass is related to the Horizon-crossing k mode of density perturbation,
M ≃M⊙

(
k/1.9× 106 Mpc−1

)−2 [78]. In this paper, we choose the real-space top-hat window
function:

W (kR) =
1

(2π)3/2
3 [sin(kR)− kR cos(kR)]

(kR)3
. (3.3)

The initial PBH mass function β(M) at the formation epoch is defined as
∫
β(M)d lnM ≡

ρPBH/ρc, where ρPBH and ρc are energy densities of PBHs and radiation background at
the PBH formation epoch, respectively. It is customary to estimate β(M) using the Press-
Schechter formalism [79],

β(M) = 2

∫ ∞

δc

P (δnl)dδnl . (3.4)

Assuming the adiabatic background expansion after PBH formation, one can relate β(M) to
the current energy fraction [78] as below,

fPBH(M) ≃ 2.7× 108
(
M

M⊙

)−1/2

β(M) . (3.5)

We plot fPBH(M) in Fig. 8 in terms of three spectra (blue, black and purple curves) shown
in Fig. 7, and the power spectrum shown by the green curve only produce small fraction of
PBHs that is not shown in Fig. 8. Note that the produced PBH fraction shown by the black
curve is able to account for the whole dark matter.
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Figure 8. The current PBH abundance fPBH in terms of three sets of parameters corresponding to
the spectra (the black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7, with various constraints on fPBH
adopted from Ref. [6].
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3.2 Scalar-induced gravitational waves

Besides the PBHs potentially produced from these enhanced small-scale curvature pertur-
bations, another important physical phenomenon is the generation of sizable GWs, namely
the SIGWs. According to the second-order cosmological perturbation theory [80, 81], the
second-order tensor modes (i.e., hij defined in Eq. (2.6)) are inevitably induced through the
non-linear coupling between different modes of the first-order scalar modes (i.e., Φ defined in
Eq. (2.6)). SIGWs have been attracting numerous attention in the context of PBH formation
(see the comprehensive reviews [19, 78, 82]), which open a promising GW observational win-
dow for detecting PBHs along with the currently operating and forthcoming GW experiments
including, for example, SKA [83], Taiji [84], DECIGO [85], BBO [86], LISA [87], AEDGE [88],
THEIA [89] and µ-ARES [90].

The dynamics of SIGWs are given by the second-order perturbative Einstein’s field
equation,

hλ′′k (τ) + 2Hhλ′k (τ) + k2hλk(τ) = Sλk(τ) , (3.6)

where the source term Sλk(τ) during the radiation domination is given by

Sλk(τ) = 4

∫
d3p

(2π)3/2
eλ(k,p)

[
3Φp(τ)Φk−p(τ) +H−2Φ′

p(τ)Φ
′
k−p(τ)

+H−1Φ′
p(τ)Φk−p(τ) +H−1Φp(τ)Φ

′
k−p(τ)

]
,

(3.7)

where eλ(k,p) ≡ eλlm(k)plpm. Applying the Green function method, namely hλk(τ) =
∫ τ

dτ ′gk(τ, τ
′)Sλk(τ

′),
to Eq. (3.6), one yields the total power spectrum for SIGWs including two polarizations,

Ph(τ, k) =
∫ ∞

0
dv

∫ |1+v|

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1 + v2 − u2)2

4uv

]2
I2(v, u, x)Pζ(ku)Pζ(kv) . (3.8)

where u ≡ |k−p|/k, v ≡ p/k and x ≡ kτ . The kernel function I2(v, u, x) describes the source
evolution and is calculated at the large-x limit [91, 92],

I2(v, u, x→ ∞) =4

(
3(u2 + v2 − 3)

4u3v3x

)2 [(
− 4uv + (u2 + v2 − 3) ln

∣∣∣∣3− (u+ v)2

3− (u− v)2

∣∣∣∣ )2

+ π2(u2 + v2 − 3)2Θ(v + u−
√
3)

]
,

(3.9)

where the overline denotes the time average. With the canonical definition of GW’s energy
density [93–97], namely ρGW(τ,x) =

M2
pl

16a2(τ)
⟨h′ij(τ,x)hij ′(τ,x)⟩11, the GW energy spectrum

is written in the following form,

ΩGW(τ, k) =
1

48

(
k

aH

)2

Ph(τ, k) . (3.10)

The GW energy density starts to decay relative to matter after the radiation-matter equality
τeq, the GW spectrum observed today is given by [98]

ΩGW(τ0, f)h
2 ≃ 1.6× 10−5

( g∗,s
106.75

)−1/3
(

Ωr,0h
2

4.1× 10−5

)
ΩGW(τeq, f) , (3.11)

11Note that the prefactor 1/2 in the metric perturbations (2.6) is also counted in the total GW energy.
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where ΩGW(τeq, f) can be calculated by Eq. (3.10) at the radiation-matter equality, with the
physical frequency f = k/(2πa0) ≃ 1.5× 10−9(k/1 pc−1) Hz. Since the scalar perturbations
damp quickly inside the subhorizon during radiation, a majority of SIGWs is produced just
after the source reenters the horizon [92]. ΩGW(τ0, f) predicted in our model along with
various GW sensitivity curves are shown in Fig. 9, in terms of three curvature power spectra
(the black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7.
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Figure 9. The current energy spectra ΩGW(τ0, f) corresponding to three curvature spectra (the
black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7, along with various GW experiments, e.g. SKA [83],
Taiji [84], DECIGO [85], BBO [86], LISA [87], AEDGE [88], THEIA [89] and µ-ARES [90] .

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we revisit the growth of comoving curvature perturbations in non-minimal
curvaton scenario. With the detailed analytical and numerical calculations, we identify the
role of the non-trivial field metric as an effective friction term (i.e., Eq. (2.16)) for curvaton
field perturbations, such that the curvaton field perturbations will grow during inflation when
the condition (2.19) is satisfied, with the same reason of the enhancement in USR inflation.
Besides the superhorizon growth and a dip prior to this growth in the curvaton perturbation
spectrum, we also observed a second dip following the enhancement, which arises from the
positively large effective friction term. We thus conclude that the growth of curvaton field
perturbations during inflation is not merely determined by the depth of the dip but also
strongly affected by its first derivative. For a case study, we consider a Gaussian-like dip in
the field metric. After performing the numerical calculations regarding various depths and
widths of the field metric, we confirmed the above conclusion.

Following the formalism presented in Ref. [39], we investigate the post-inflation dynamics
in detail and derive the analytical formalism of the curvature power spectrum and non-
Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay in terms of the axion-like curvaton potential. Also, we
perform the full numerical calculations for both inflationary and post-inflation dynamics to
derive the final curvature spectrum and non-Gaussianity. The current PBH abundance in this
model is large enough to explain the whole dark matter. The concomitant SIGW signals are
detectable by current and forthcoming GW experiments, which serve as a promising approach
for detecting PBHs.
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