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Abstract

It is known that the single-field inflation with a transient ultra-slow-roll phase can produce a

large curvature perturbation at small scales for the formation of primordial black holes. In our

previous work, we have considered quantum loop corrections to the curvature perturbation and

found that the growth of these small-scale modes would affect the curvature perturbation at large

scales probed by cosmic microwave background observation. In this work, we will further derive

the constraints on the growing modes in the transition between the slow-roll and the ultra-slow-roll

phases under the effect of the loop corrections. Our results would help clarify the recent controversy

on whether or not the primordial-black-hole formation from the single-field inflation is ruled out

at one-loop level.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Inflation provides a solution to the horizon and flatness problems in our Universe and also

furnishes a mechanism for generating scalar (curvature) quantum fluctuations that serve as

the seeds of the primordial fluctuations in the matter density to form the rich network of

cosmic structures we observe today. The inflationary paradigm that successfully explains

the cosmological data relies on the dynamics of a scalar field, the inflaton, evolving slowly

during the inflationary stage with the dynamics determined by a fairly flat potential. This

simple inflationary scenario is referred to as slow-roll (SR) inflation. A distinct aspect of

inflationary perturbations is that they are generated by quantum fluctuations of the scalar

field(s) that drive inflation. During the stage of primordial acceleration, vacuum fluctua-

tions of the inflaton field are amplified to the cosmological scales, giving the approximately

scale invariant spectrum of small density fluctuations on large scales, which are ultimately

responsible for the CMB anisotropies and the large scale structure of our Universe [1].

The recent detection of gravitational waves from the merging of two 30 M⊙ black holes [2]

has aroused the interest of primordial black holes (PBHs). This coalescence might be due

to binary PBHs [3–5]. In addition, PBHs could comprise a considerable fraction of the

dark matter, and thus leave imprints throughout the history of the Universe [6–9] (see

Ref. [10] for a review). To generate sufficiently large perturbations in the power spectrum

of the relevant short scales that later collapse into PBHs by gravitational pull, an inflation

scenario must deviate from the SR regime. Ultra-slow-roll (USR) inflation was therefore

proposed, invoking a transient USR phase in the single-field inflation [11–14]. In our early

works [15, 16], we have considered the quantum loop effects to the primordial perturbations

generated by a single scalar field during the dynamics of the SR-USR-SR inflation in the

spatially flat gauge. In Ref. [15], we have studied the one-loop effects to the power spectrum

in terms of the proper renormalized field quantities to cure the ultraviolent divergence by

introducing the momentum cutoff. For a general potential model V (ϕ) of a scalar field ϕ,

the one-loop effects not only involve the first and second derivatives of the potential, V ′(ϕ)

and V ′′(ϕ), but also the third and fourth derivatives, V ′′′(ϕ) and V [4](ϕ). Our estimates have

indicated significant one-loop corrections around the peak of the density power spectrum

generated during the USR inflation. Subsequently, the work was extended to the Hartree

resummation to account for the loop effects in a self-consistent manner that certainly is
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beyond the one-loop approximation [16], in which the momentum cutoff is set by the Hubble

parameter to account for the sensitive infrared modes of superhorizon scales only in such

a nearly de Sitter background [17]. Apart from involving V ′(ϕ) and V ′′(ϕ), we have also

included V ′′′(ϕ) and V [4](ϕ) to consider the loop effects to the background equation of

motion for the inflaton mean-field and the mode equation of the field perturbation. Using

specific inflation model potentials, we have shown that the presence of the USR phase may

not only trigger a huge growth of the curvature perturbation at small scales that the seed

the formation of PBHs, but also excessively produce long-wavelength modes that leave the

horizon in earlier times of the inflation, potentially at scales measured by cosmic microwave

background (CMB) experiments. To avoid an overproduction of the perturbations at CMB

scales, it turns out that the amount of the produced small-scale perturbations may be too

small for forming PBHs to become a significant fraction of the dark matter. Recently, there

has been a debate on whether or not the PBH formation from the single-field USR inflation

is ruled out when the effect of one-loop corrections is taken into account, with an open-ended

conclusion that it may depend on the sharpness or smoothness of the transition between

the SR and USR phases [18–31]. In this work, based on our early results in Ref. [16],

we scrutiny the constraints on the transition between the SR and USR phases and the

duration of the USR phase, which help us find the conditions for a successful inflation

model that can accommodate both small- and large-scale curvature perturbations for the

potential production of PBHs and the CMB observation.

Our presentation is organized as follows. In the next section, we summarize the rele-

vant equations and the Hartree resummation scheme. The inflation model potentials are

reexamined to find the constraints on the USR phase in Sec. III. Concluding remarks and

discussions are in Sec. IV.

II. SINGLE-FIELD INFLATION MODEL AND QUANTUM LOOP EFFECTS

We briefly review the relevant equations from the single-field inflation model that include

the quantum back reaction. The details can be referred to Refs. [15, 16]. The action under
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consideration is given by

S = Sg + Sϕ

=
1

2

∫
d4x

√
−gR +

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
− 1

2
∂µϕ ∂

µϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (1)

with the unit of the reduced Planck mass M−2
Pl = 8πGN = 1. In the course of inflation, the

inflaton field can be split into the homogeneous mean field Φ0 and its quantum fluctuations

φ(x⃗, t) as

ϕ(x⃗, t) = Φ0(t) + φ(x⃗, t) , (2)

with

⟨φ(x⃗, t)⟩ = 0 . (3)

The mean value is obtained with the non-equilibrium quantum state that later will be

specified to be the Bunch-Davies state often studied in the literature. Here the further

Hartree factorization approximation, namely φ3 → 3⟨φ2⟩φ and φ4 → 6⟨φ2⟩φ2, is imple-

mented [15, 16, 32, 33]. The Hartree approximation certainly provides the resummation

method in treating the contribution of ⟨φ2⟩ from the loop effects in a self-consistent manner

and is therefore beyond the one-loop results [34]. This approximation will become exact in

the case of N scalar field models as N → ∞. Apart from the normal ultraviolent divergence

in the momentum-integral that is cured by a regularization and a renormalization, in the

case of minimally coupled massless inflaton fluctuations in de Sitter space-time, ⟨φ2⟩ also

suffers from the infrared divergence [17] that may give sizable effects to the SR inflation [35]

as well as the USR inflation [15]. In this work, we will mainly focus on ⟨φ2⟩ that comes from

the contributions of the infrared physical momentum modes (kphys ≤ H) while introducing

a momentum cutoff Λ = H in the momentum integration [16].

It is straightforward to generalize the equation of motion for the inflaton mean field

including the loop corrections as

Φ̈0 + 3H Φ̇0 + V ′(Φ0) +
1

2
V ′′′(Φ0) ⟨φ2(x⃗, t)⟩ = 0 , (4)

where the dot means the time derivative with respect to the cosmic time t. The Friedmann

equation just including ⟨φ2⟩ becomes

H2 =
1

3

(1
2
Φ̇2

0 + V (Φ0)
)
+

1

3

〈
1

2
φ̇2 +

∂iφ∂iφ

2a2
+

1

2
V ′′(Φ0)φ

2

〉
+ · · ·

≡ H2
0 + δH2 . (5)
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Additionally, the spatial Fourier transform of the field operator φk obeys the mode equation,

which can be obtained from the quadratic terms of φ in the Lagrangian density (1) and

the contributions from the metric perturbations in the spatially flat gauge at linear order

together with the further Hartree factorization approximation as [45]

φ̈k + 3Hφ̇k +

[
k2

a2
+ V ′′(Φ0)−

1

a3M2
P

d

dt

(
a3Φ̇0

2

H

)
+
1

2
V [4](Φ0) ⟨φ2⟩

]
φk = 0. (6)

In terms of ζk = φk/(
√
2ϵ), the mode equation becomes [15, 16, 32, 33]

ζ̈k + (3 + η)Hζ̇k +

[
k2

a2
+∆B

]
ζk = 0, (7)

with the Hubble flow parameters defined as

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
, η =

ϵ̇

ϵH
, (8)

and

∆B = ∆B3 +∆B4 , with

∆B3 = V ′′(Φ0)−
1

a3
d

dt

(
a3Φ̇2

0

H

)
+

H

2
η̇ +

H2

4
η2 − H2

2
ϵη +

3H2

2
η ,

∆B4 = V [4](Φ0) ⟨ζ2⟩ ϵ , (9)

where ∆B can be considered as an effective mass-squared term that can be negative. The

term ∆B3 originates from the cubic coupling that is included as a back reaction to the equa-

tion of motion for Φ0 in Eq. (4). The term ∆B4 which appears in the mode equation (7)

directly comes from the quartic coupling. When ignoring the corrections from quantum fluc-

tuations ⟨φ2⟩ or ⟨ζ2⟩, we have ∆B3 → 0, recovering known Mukhanov-Sasaki equation [36].

After using both the mean field equation for Φ0 (4) without the back reaction term and the

Friedmann equation for H0 in Eq. (5). ∆B4 → 0. We thus obtain the equation of motion

for ζ in Eq. (7) with ∆B = 0. Nevertheless, including the quantum fluctuations will give

nonzero ∆B in Eq. (9). This means that the ∆B is an indicator that could show the effects

of the quantum fluctuations to the curvature perturbation, which we will discuss later.

For the choice of the standard initial Bunch-Davies vacuum states at early times |kτ | ≫ 1

with τ being the conformal time defined by dτ = dt/a, the mode functions behave the same

as free-field modes in the Minkowski space-time. For small ϵ and |η| with ignorable ⟨φ2⟩,

the Hubble parameter H is approximately a constant and thus the Universe is in an era of
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de Sitter space-time with the scale factor given by a = eH0t = −1/(H0τ). As such, Eq. (7)

has a simple analytic solution,

ζk =
π1/2H0

2k3/2

1√
2ϵ
(−kτ)3/2H

(1)
3/2(−kτ) . (10)

In the slow-roll approximation, the power spectrum for the curvature perturbation is

∆2
ζk

≡ k3

2π2
|ζk|2 (11)

=
H2

8π2ϵ
, (12)

where from Eq. (8) ϵ = Φ̇2
0/2H

2
0 by using the zero-order background equations. In the next

section, we will study how the back reaction of ⟨φ2⟩ affects the curvature perturbation.

III. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS IN SR-USR-SR INFLATION

In our previous work [16], we consider the inflation models with an inflection point that

will generate a large spike in the power spectrum as the source for the production of PBHs.

Two models are provided with the Universe undergoing the SR-USR-SR inflation in which

at a tree level the created curvature perturbations are consistent with the Planck CMB

measurements, namely the amplitude of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation

as well as the levels of the scalar spectral index, the tensor-to-scalar ratio, and the scalar

spectral index running on large cosmological scales: ∆2
ζk

≃ 2.3× 10−9, ns ≃ 0.97, r < 0.06,

and |dns/d ln k| < 0.013 [37, 38], and also show a spike at relevant scales as the source

for the PBH production. However, when taking into account the loop effects, we will find

below that the two models exhibit different backreaction effects. Although Model 1 can

produce large enough density perturbations at relatively short-wavelength modes during the

transient USR phase for seeding the PBH formation, the resulting loop effects give rise to an

over-production of long-wavelength modes of relevance to CMB scales. In contrary, Model

2 can produce the long-wavelength perturbations consistent with observations as well as a

sufficient amount of short-wavelength perturbations for forming PBHs. In this work, we will

provide a detailed analysis in what conditions of the inflaton potential in particular with the

back reaction included, one can have a successful SR-USR-SR transition that accommodates

the CMB observations at large scales, while producing small-scale perturbations relevant to

the formation of PBHs.

6



A. Model 1

The potential V (ϕ) of Model 1 is parametrized as [39]

V (ϕ) = V0

(
1 + c1

ϕ

cΛ
+

c2
2

ϕ2

c2Λ
+

c3
3!

ϕ3

c3Λ
+

c4
4!

ϕ4

c4Λ
+

c5
5!

ϕ5

c5Λ

)
, (13)

with

cΛ = 0.3, V0 = 1.681× 10−14,

c1 = −0.7276× 10−4, c2 = 0, c3 = −0.52, c4 = 1.0, c5 = −0.6407. (14)

The profile of the V (ϕ) is depicted in Fig. 1, where on the x-axis we have replaced the

mean-field Φ0(N) by its corresponding e-folding number defined by N =
∫ t

0
H (t′) dt′.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2
N1 N2

N

V
/V
i
,
H
/H
i

FIG. 1. Time evolution of the inflaton potential V (ϕ)/Vi in Eq. (13) (blue solid line) and Hubble

parameter H (red dashed line) with e-folding number N , where Vi = V (Φ0i) = 1.6810× 10−14 and

Hi = 7.4855× 10−8. N1 and N2 denote the beginning and end of the USR phase, respectively. All

dynamical variables in this figure and in the following figures are rescaled by the reduced Planck

mass, Mp = 2.435× 1018 GeV.

The initial conditions of the background field are set to be Φ0i = 8.664 × 10−4 and

Φ̇0i = 1.860×10−11 and those of the mode functions are the standard Bunch-Davies vacuum
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states. Fig. 2 shows the evolution of the Hubble flow parameters. The Universe starts from

the SR inflation, undergoes the USR inflation for a transient period from N1 = 32.6 to

N2 = 37.4 during which 3 + η < 0, and then evolutes back to the SR phase till the end of

inflation at N = 63.8.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

-15

-10

-5

0

5

10

15

N1 N2

N

ln
(ϵ
/ϵ
i)
,
η

FIG. 2. Evolution of ln(ϵ/ϵi) (blue dashed line) and η (red solid line) against e-folds N , where

ϵi = 3.08771× 10−8 is the initial value of ϵ for Model 1.

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of |ζ̇k∗| affected by the contribution of the loop correction ∆B

for a k-mode which crosses out the horizon at N = 5 (k∗/ki = 170.75). Normally, the value

of |ζk| should approach to a constant after the k-mode crosses out the horizon (k < aH)

since ζ̈k could be ignored in Eq. (7) during the SR phase. Meanwhile, the value of |ζ̇k| would

be continuously decreasing during the inflation because |ζ̇k| ∼ |ζk| k2/(3Ha2). The effect of

the loop correction appears at N ∼ 14 for the k∗ mode, where ∆B > (k/a)2. The relatively

large value of ∆B before the USR phase, though suppressed by the slow-roll parameters,

is resulted from a combination of the loop correction, the form of the potential, and the

backreaction, as depicted by Eq. (A10) in Appendix A. Therefore, after N ∼ 14 and before

the USR phase, we can approximate the increase of |ζ̇k(N)| as

|ζ̇k(N)| ∼ |∆B(N)|
3H(N)

|ζk(N)| . (15)
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Apparently, this increase is significant compared to the case without higher-order corrections

as seen in Fig. 3.

During the USR phase (3+ η < 0), the mode function can be approximated by ζ̈k + (3+

η)Hζ̇k ≃ 0, so the ζ̇k could be amplified exponentially as

ζ̇k(N) ∼ f(N) ζ̇k(N1) ,

f(N) = exp

[
−
∫ N

N1

(3 + η)dN ′
]
= exp

[
− (3N ′ + ln ϵ)

∣∣∣N
N1

]
. (16)

It was shown that the continuity of conformal weights across the transition from the USR

phase (with η ≃ ηUSR) to the second SR phase (with η ≃ η2SR) requires that ηUSR + η2SR =

−6 [40]. In Fig. 2, it is evident that ηUSR ≃ −7 and η2SR ≃ 1. This implies that the ζ̇k

reaches its maximum at N = N2 and then becomes exponentially damped shortly after

N = N2. Therefore, for N ≳ N2, we find from Eq. (16) that

ζk(N)− ζk(N1) = ζ̇k(N1)

∫ N

N1

f(N ′)

H(N ′)
dN ′ ∼ ζ̇k(N1)

H(N1)
A , (17)

where we have made H(N ′) ∼ H(N1) and A is an amplification factor estimated as

A = 2

∫ N2

N1

f(N ′)dN ′ . (18)

Normally, this amplification would not affect |ζk| for small k modes because the values of

their |ζ̇k| are too small. So, they could still be ignored even after being amplified. But the

effect of the loop correction can provide these small k modes with larger values of |ζ̇k| at the

beginning of the USR phase, which are given by Eq. (15) as

|ζ̇k(N1)| ∼
|∆B(N1)|
3H(N1)

|ζk(N1)| . (19)

Hence, combining Eqs. (17) and (19) gives

|ζk(N)− ζk(N1)| ∼
A|∆B(N1)|
3H2(N1)

|ζk(N1)| . (20)

In order that the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation for small k modes remains

intact, they have to meet the condition, |ζk(N)− ζk(N1)| < |ζk(N1)|, which gives

A <
3H2(N1)

|∆B(N1)|
. (21)

Note that the above condition does not depend on the large scale. The reason is the

following. For any small k modes, when ∆B < (k/a)2, the time evolution of ζ̇k is given
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0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10-31

10-21

10-11

10-1

N1 N2

N

|ζ

k |

FIG. 3. Evolution of |ζ̇k∗ | with loop corrections (red solid line), without loop corrections (∆B = 0,

blue dashed line), and its approximated value from Eq. (15) (cyan dotted line) against e-folds N ,

where k∗/ki = 170.75 and ki = Hi. The value of |ζ̇k∗ | is amplified during the USR interval between

N1 and N2.

by |ζ̇k(N)| = |ζk(N)|k2/(3Ha2). At horizon crossing (when a = k/H), the mode ζk gets

frozen due to the Hubble friction, so from Eq. (12) the frozen value of ζk is given by |ζk|c =

(2π2∆2
ζk
)
1
2/k

3
2 , where ∆2

ζk
≃ 2.3× 10−9 on large scales. At this moment, the amplitude of ζ̇k

is |ζ̇k|c = |ζk|cH/3. Afterwards, we can rewrite the decrease of ζ̇k as |ζ̇k(N)| = |ζ̇k|c(k/aH)2.

At the time when ∆B = (k/a)2, ζ̇k has decreased to a value of |ζ̇k|c∆B/H
2, which equals to

|ζk|c∆B/(3H). This value is the same as given by Eq. (15). In other words, the presence of

loop corrections provides the superhorizon modes with an k independent ratio between |ζ̇k|

and |ζk| that equals to ∆B/(3H) just before the USR phase.

The upper bound (21) can be derived in a more intuitive way, though less accurate. Fig. 4

shows the evolution of |ζk∗| and |ζ̇k∗|/H. When the speed is larger than the displacement in

a Hubble time, i.e., |ζ̇k| > H |ζk|, |ζk| is increased. To prevent the increment of k modes at

CMB scales, |ζk| should not change much from N1 to N2. This means that at N = N2 the

maximum value of |ζ̇k| should be smaller than H |ζk|. Altogether, the following conditions
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must be satisfied:

|ζk(N1)| ∼ |ζk(N2)| , |ζ̇k(N2)| < H(N2) |ζk(N2)| . (22)

The generical amplification behavior of ζ̇k from N1 to N2 during the USR inflation due to

the large negative value of η is encoded in Eq. (16). We also consider the typical overdamped

dynamics of the mode function ζk just before N1, the start of the USR inflation, giving the

relation between ζ̇k(N1) and ζk(N1) in the period of the SR inflation in Eq. (19) for the

mode k < k1 (the mode k1 leaving horizon at N1) where the loop effect becomes significant

for these small k modes. Together with H(N1) ∼ H(N2), we find that

f(N2) <
3H2(N1)

|∆B(N1)|
(23)

during the USR inflation from e-folding N1 to N2. Apparently the above heuristic derivations

can be applied to a general model, which derived constraint to ∆B is treated in a model

independent manner. Nevertheless, their precise values indeed depend on the model. For

Model 1, making the approximation that η ≃ −7 in Eq. (16), we find that A ≃ f(N2)/2.

Certainly, Model 1 violates the upper bound (21), as shown in Fig. 5.

It is noted that ∆B defined in Eq. (9) has no k-dependence, but presumably has N -

dependence. As seen in Fig. 5, ∆B remains a constant or increases before the USR phase.

As such, the behaviour of ζ̇ is equally affected by the loop corrections for any small k

modes during the SR phase. The subsequent USR phase provides the extra exponential

enhancement of ζ̇. This enhancement of ζ̇ at large scales during the USR phase also has no k-

dependence. Therefore, the condition in Eq. (21) for large-scale modes is scale independent.

We will see a similar behaviour of ζ̇ before the USR phase in Model 2 below.

Notice that the small-k shift in the power spectrum depends on two factors. The first

is the duration and depth of the USR phase that determine the amplification factor A in

Eq. (18). However, the deepest ηUSR ≲ −6 since after the USR phase the Universe returns to

the second SR inflation with η2SR ≳ 0 [13, 40]. The second is the sharpness of the transition

from the SR phase to the USR phase that controls the value of ∆B in Eq. (19), which is mostly

contributed by the Hη̇/2 term of ∆B3 in Eq. (9). The reader can refer to Appendix A for a

detailed analytic calculation of ∆B in terms of the Hubble flow parameters and the inflation

potential, which allows us to evaluate approximately ∆B from the zero-order quantities.

In Appendix B, we give a detailed description of the general behavior of the evolution of
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0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10-22

10-12

10-2

108
N1 N2

N

|ζ
k
|,
|ζ
 k
|/
H

FIG. 4. Evolution of |ζk∗ | and |ζ̇k∗ |/H with loop corrections (denoted by the red solid line and

the red thin solid line, respectively), and those without loop corrections (denoted by the blue

dashed line and the blue thin dashed line, respectively) against e-folds N , where k∗/ki = 170.75

and ki = Hi. The |ζ̇k∗ | with loop corrections is amplified to a value comparable with H |ζk∗ | at

N ∼ N2, resulting in a shift of the power spectrum for small k modes.

the curvature perturbation for each k mode, using the dynamical equation for the mode

function of relevance to each step of the SR-USR-SR inflation, with a particular attention

to the typical feature of the occurrence of dip and peak. We show that the locations of dip

and peak as well as the slopes connecting them depend on the model under consideration.

On the other hand, one needs a sufficiently large factor A to boost the perturbations of

the short-wavelength modes for a significant production of PBHs. To obtain its lower bound,

let us now focus on the peak value of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation. In

Fig. 6, the power spectrum peaks at N=34. The thin black line shows the approximated

value of the power spectrum under the SR condition, given by ∆2
ϵ = H2/(8π2ϵ) in Eq. (12),

which overlaps with the power spectrum of the corresponding k mode at horizon crossing.

It could be enhanced by the growth of superhorizon modes during the USR phase, leading
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0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10-26

10-22

10-18

10-14

10-10
N1 N2

N

|ΔB |

FIG. 5. Evolution of ∆B (red solid line) and ∆B3 (blue dashed line) against e-folds N . Both

are drawn with absolute values. The black dot-dashed line shows the constraint in Eq. (21),

|∆B| < 3H2A−1 at N = N1, that the loop correction could affect the power spectrum for small k

modes. In Model 1, this constraint is violated, so it gives rise to a small-k shift.

to a higher peak value of the power spectrum [13, 41]. The power spectrum is amplified to

about A2 times (since ∆2
ζk

∝ |ζk|2) from the value of ∆2
ϵ for the k modes that cross out the

horizon near the beginning of the USR phase:

∆2
ζ(peak) ∼ A2∆2

ϵ(N1) , with ∆2
ϵ(N1) =

H2(N1)

8π2ϵ(N1)
. (24)

This peak value should lie within the range,

∆2
ζ(CDM) < ∆2

ζ(peak) < ∆2
ζ(PBH), (25)

where ∆2
ζ(PBH) is the upper limit derived from the astrophysical and cosmological constraints

on the abundance of PBHs (see, for example, Ref. [10]). The ∆2
ζ(CDM) is supposed to be the

lowest value of the power spectrum with which the PBHs can make up a significant fraction

of the cold dark matter. Therefore, for a successful SR-USR-SR inflation model, the factor

A has to satisfy both the constraints (21) and (25), which can be combined as

∆2
ζ(CDM)

∆2
ϵ(N1)

< A2 < Min

[
∆2

ζ(PBH)

∆2
ϵ(N1)

,
9H4(N1)

∆2
B(N1)

]
. (26)
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2

FIG. 6. Power spectrum of the curvature perturbation ∆ζk computed by Eq.(11) with the solution

of ζk without loop corrections (blue dashed line), with loop corrections (red solid line), and from

the analytic result in Eq. (12) evaluated at the horizon-crossing time for each k-mode (black thin

solid line), where k = HeN .

B. Model 2

The second model we propose to study is parametrized as [42]

V (ϕ) =
λ

12
ϕ2ν26− 4aϕ

ν
+ 3ϕ2

ν2(
1 + bϕ

2

ν2

)2 , (27)

where

λ = 1.12085× 10−6, ν = 0.18, a = 0.7071, b = 1.5012 , (28)

and the potential profile is shown in Fig. 7. The initial conditions for the mean field are

chosen to be Φ0i = 2.74 and Φ̇0i = −1.36×10−7 and with the parameters above in the model

the Hubble parameter Hi = 6.34 × 10−6. The evolution of the Hubble flow parameters is

plotted in Fig. 8, which shows that the Universe undergoes the SR-USR-SR inflation. The

Universe starts from the SR inflation, undergoes the USR inflation for a transient period

14



from N1 = 46.6 to N2 = 49.9 during which 3 + η < 0, and then evolutes back to the SR

phase till the end of inflation at N = 62.3.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2
N1 N2

N

V
/V
i
,
H
/H
i

FIG. 7. Time evolution of the inflaton potential V (ϕ)/Vi in Eq. (27) (blue solid line) and Hubble

parameter H (red dashed line) with e-folding number N for Model 2, where Vi = V (Φ0i) =

1.2287 × 10−10 and Hi = 6.34 × 10−6. All dynamical variables in this figure and in the following

figures are rescaled by the reduced Planck mass, Mp = 2.435× 1018 GeV.

Then, one can compute the corresponding factor A defined in Eq. (18). We find that

Model 2 obeys the constraint (21) that prevents an overproduction of the large-scale pertur-

bations as shown in Fig. 9. This is further verified by the power spectrum of the curvature

perturbation in Fig. 10, which does not have a small-k shift. Notice that Model 2 does

provide a sufficiently large amount of small-scale perturbations for the formation of PBHs.

We find that the value of ∆B is mainly determined by the difference between the term Hη̇/2

with and without the loop correction, so its value is ultimately related to the sharpness of

η. Fig. 11 shows that the value of η̇ in the USR phase in Model 2 is higher than that in

Model 1, so Model 2 has a larger value of |∆B| in the USR phase than Model 1, as seen in

Fig. 5 and Fig. 9. However, the loop effect could be ignored in Model 2. It is because the

Hubble parameter H has a greater value and the amplification factor A is not large enough

in Model 2. The values of A are 8.34× 106 and 4.89× 104 for Model 1 and Model 2, respec-
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FIG. 8. Evolution of ln(ϵ/ϵi) (blue dashed line) and η (red solid line) against e-folds N , where

ϵi = 2.25686× 10−4 is the initial value of ϵ for Model 2.

tively. If the duration of the USR phase is longer, the amplification factor A will become

larger, making the loop effect more manifest. We have also drawn the time evolution of

relevant quantities for Model 2 in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have scrutinized the loop effects to the generation of the curvature perturbation in

the single-field inflation with an ultra-slow-roll phase. We have improved and extended

our previous numerical calculation [13] that by virtue of the Hartree factorization, self-

consistently includes the cubic coupling as a back reaction to the motion of the inflaton mean

field and the quartic coupling as an effective mass term in the perturbation mode equation.

Our calculation is done in the spatially flat gauge that allows us to trace the time evolution

of the inflaton perturbation under an inflation potential across the transition between the

slow-roll and the ultra-slow-roll phases. We could thus understand the requirements for

a successful inflation model that can provide with small-scale curvature perturbation for

the production of primordial black holes while being consistent with the cosmic microwave

16
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FIG. 9. Evolution of ∆B (red solid line) and ∆B3 (blue dashed line) against e-folds N . Both

are drawn with absolute values. The black dot-dashed line shows the constraint in Eq. (21),

|∆B| < 3H2A−1 at N = N1, that the loop correction could affect the power spectrum for small k

modes. Model 2 satisfies this constraint.

background measurements on the primordial density perturbation. The condition in Eq. (26)

summarizing all the requirements is the main result of the present work. It gives us the

constraints on the sharpness across the transition from the slow-roll phase to the ultra-slow-

roll phase as well as the duration of the ultra-slow-roll phase. We have also found that the

transition from the ultra-slow-roll phase to the final slow-roll phase, being either a sharp or

a smooth one, is irrelevant to the loop corrections. Although we derive the condition (26)

using specific inflaton potentials, the underlying physics is transparent such that it should

apply to any ultra-slow-roll inflation models.

The loop correction to the generation of the curvature perturbation in the single-field

inflation with an ultra-slow-roll phase has also been considered in Refs. [18–31], in which

they have mostly adopted the in-in formalism to compute the loop correction in the comoving

gauge. In principle, both methods of different choice of the gauges should be equivalent and

thus the results should be comparable. According to [44], the respective degrees of freedom

for each of the gauges have linear relation under the gauge transformation (see Eq.(2.26)

in [44]). So, one can compare our approach in the spatially flat gauge with others, say in

17
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FIG. 10. Power spectrum of the curvature perturbation ∆ζk computed by Eq.(11) with the solution

of ζk without loop corrections (blue dashed line), with loop corrections (red solid line), and from

the analytic result in Eq. (12) evaluated at the horizon-crossing time for each k-mode (black thin

solid line) against e-folds N for Model 2, where k = HeN . The dashed and solid curves overlap

with each other.

Ref. [18], in the comoving gauge in the sense of what loop diagrams are involved. Here we

consider the cubic and quartic interactions and adopt the Hartree factorizations [34]. In

summary, the factorization of the cubic interaction gives the backreaction to the mean field

equation of the inflaton. The factorization of the quartic interaction presumably contributes

to the one-loop diagrams to the power spectrum given by the so-called bubble diagram,

which is local in time. The adopted self-consistent approach is to extend the one-loop

bubble diagram to the daisy diagram. However, in Ref. [18] the one loop diagrams resulting

from the cubic interaction terms are given in terms of the second-order of the coupling

constant, whose resulting loop contributions to the power spectrum turn out to be nonlocal

in time. Since two types of the diagrams give the same order-of-magnitude effects, one should

consider replacing the free field correlators in the computation of the one-loop diagrams in

Ref. [18] by the dressed ones given by the Hartree factorization to study their effects. At
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FIG. 11. Evolution of η̇ against e-folds N for Model 1 (red solid line) and Model 2 (blue dashed

line). Both are drawn with absolute values.
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FIG. 12. Evolution of |ζ̇k∗ | with loop corrections (red solid line), without loop corrections (blue

dashed line), and its approximated value from Eq. (15) (cyan dotted line) against e-folds N for

Model 2, where k∗/ki = 151.19 and ki = Hi. The value of |ζ̇k∗ | is amplified during the USR interval

between N1 and N2.
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FIG. 13. Evolution of |ζk∗ | and |ζ̇k∗ |/H with loop corrections (denoted by the red solid line and the

red thin solid line, respectively), and those without loop corrections (denoted by the blue dashed

line and the blue thin dashed line, respectively) against e-folds N for Model 2, where k∗/ki = 151.19

and ki = Hi. The |ζ̇k∗ | with loop corrections is amplified but still below the value of H |ζk∗ | at

N ∼ N2, and therefore the loop correction will not affect the power spectrum.

last, in the condition (26), one needs to evaluate the effective mass of the perturbation mode

at the beginning of the ultra-slow-roll phase. We have analytically derived an approximated

formula for the time evolution of the effective mass for a given inflaton potential that can

be used to evaluate the effective mass from the zero-order quantities at any time during

inflation. The final words are that the achieved conditions in Eq. (26) are based upon the

dynamical equations for the mode functions relevant to the each step of the SR-USR-SR

inflation but the detailed values of the quantities depend on the models. This may give us

a useful way to discriminate between ultra-slow-roll inflation models for the formation of

primordial black holes.

20



0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10-26

10-22

10-18

10-14

10-10
model1 N1 model2 N1

N

|ΔB |

FIG. 14. Evolution of ∆B, drawn with absolute values, against e-folds N . In Model 1, the red thick

and thin solid lines are from the approximated formula (A10) and the full Eq. (9), respectively.

The corresponding blue thick and thin dashed lines are for Model 2.
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Appendix A: Differences induced by the loop correction

The loop correction induces small changes in the Hubble flow parameters:

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
= ϵ0 + δϵ (A1)

with

ϵ0 =
Φ̇2

0

2H2
, (A2)

δϵ ≃ Φ̇0

6H3
V [3]

〈
φ2
〉
, (A3)

21



and

η =
ϵ̇

ϵH
= η0 + δη (A4)

with

η0 = −6 +
Φ̇2

0

H2
− Φ̇0V

′

H3ϵ0
, (A5)

δη ≃ 1

6H4ϵ

{
1

2

〈
φ2
〉 (

V [3]
[
3HΦ̇0 (ϵ0 − 1)− V ′

]
+ Φ̇2

0V
[4]
)

−V [3]2
(
1

2

〈
φ2
〉)2

+ Φ̇2
0V

[4] ⟨φφ̇⟩

}
, (A6)

and its derivative

η̇0 = −12Hϵ0 −
5Φ̇0V

′

H2
+

2Φ̇2
0

H
ϵ0 +

Φ̇0V
′

H2ϵ0
(3 + η0) +

V ′2 − Φ̇2
0V

′′

H3ϵ0
, (A7)

δη̇ ≃ 1

6H4ϵ

{
1

2

〈
φ2
〉(

V [3]

[
−6Φ̇3

0 +
Φ̇5
0

H2
− 2V ′2

Φ̇0

+
3Φ̇2

0V
′

H
+ 3H2Φ̇0

(
3ϵ2 − 6ϵ+ 3 + η

)
−Φ̇0V

′′ +HV ′ (−7ϵ+ 3 + η)
]
+ V [4]

[
HΦ̇2

0 (7ϵ− 9− η)− Φ̇0V
′
]
+ Φ̇3

0V
[5]
)

+

(
1

2

〈
φ2
〉)2(

V [3]2
[
−2V ′

Φ̇0

+H (−7ϵ+ 3 + η)

]
− 4Φ̇0V

[3]V [4]

)
+ ⟨φφ̇⟩

[
V [3]HΦ̇0 (7ϵ− 6− η) + 2Φ̇2

0V
[4]
]

−3V [3]2 1

2

〈
φ2
〉
⟨φφ̇⟩+ Φ̇0V

[3]
(〈
φ̇2
〉
+ ⟨φφ̈⟩

)}
. (A8)

The further expansion of H can be done by writing H = H0 + δH where we have found

that δH is ignorable in terms of the parameters we adopt. These correction terms are so

much smaller than the zero-order terms that they do not affect the inflation kinematics. In

the mode equation of ζk, since the sum of the zero-order terms in ∆B3 vanishes, the loop

correction terms in ∆B3 become relevant to the mode solutions. After performing a lengthy

but straightforward calculation, we have found a fairly well approximation for ∆B, which
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can be obtained from the zero-order mode solution ζk of Eq. (7) with ∆B = 0:

∆B = V ′′(Φ0)−
1

a3
d

dt

(
a3Φ̇2

0

H

)
+

H

2
η̇ +

H2

4
η2 − H2

2
ϵη +

3H2

2
η + V [4]1

2

〈
φ2
〉

≃ 1

12H3ϵ0

{
1

2

〈
φ2
〉 (

V [3]
[
H2Φ̇0

(
10ϵ20 − 12ϵ0 + 18 + 3η0

)
− Φ̇0V

′′

+HV ′ (−6ϵ0 + 6 + η0)]

+V [4]
[
HΦ̇2

0 (8ϵ0 − 6− η0)− 3Φ̇0V
′
]
+ Φ̇3

0V
[5]
)

+ ⟨φφ̇⟩
(
V [3]

[
HΦ̇0 (8ϵ0 − 9− η0)− 2V ′

]
+ 2Φ̇2

0V
[4]
)

+Φ̇0V
[3]
(〈
φ̇2
〉
+ ⟨φφ̈⟩

)}
≃ 1

12H3ϵ0

{
ϵ0
〈
ζ2
〉 (

V [3]
[
H2Φ̇0

(
10ϵ20 − 12ϵ0 + 18− 6η0 + 7ϵ0η0

)
− Φ̇0V

′′

+HV ′ (−6ϵ0 + 6− η0) +HΦ̇0η̇0

]
+V [4]

[
HΦ̇2

0 (8ϵ0 − 6 + η0)− 3Φ̇0V
′
]
+ Φ̇3

0V
[5]
)

+2ϵ0

〈
ζζ̇
〉(

V [3]
[
HΦ̇0 (8ϵ0 − 9 + η0)− 2V ′

]
+ 2Φ̇2

0V
[4]
)

+2Φ̇0V
[3]ϵ0

(〈
ζ̇2
〉
+
〈
ζζ̈
〉)}

. (A9)

To obtain them, we have ignored all high-order terms like ⟨φ2⟩2, ⟨φ2⟩ ⟨φφ̇⟩, and etc. We can

further omit all ϵ0 terms because ϵ0 ≪ 1, giving

∆B ≃ 1

6HΦ̇2
0

{
1

2

〈
φ2
〉 (

V [3]
[
3H2Φ̇0 (6 + η0)− Φ̇0V

′′ +HV ′ (6 + η0)
]

+V [4]
[
HΦ̇2

0 (−6− η0)− 3Φ̇0V
′
]
+ Φ̇3

0V
[5]
)

+ ⟨φφ̇⟩
(
V [3]

[
HΦ̇0 (−9− η0)− 2V ′

]
+ 2Φ̇2

0V
[4]
)

+Φ̇0V
[3]
(〈
φ̇2
〉
+ ⟨φφ̈⟩

)}
≃ 1

6HΦ̇2
0

{
ϵ0
〈
ζ2
〉 (

V [3]
[
6H2Φ̇0 (3− η0)− Φ̇0V

′′

+HV ′ (6− η0) +HΦ̇0η̇0

]
+V [4]

[
HΦ̇2

0 (−6 + η0)− 3Φ̇0V
′
]
+ Φ̇3

0V
[5]
)

+2ϵ0

〈
ζζ̇
〉(

V [3]
[
HΦ̇0 (−9 + η0)− 2V ′

]
+ 2Φ̇2

0V
[4]
)

+2Φ̇0V
[3]ϵ0

(〈
ζ̇2
〉
+
〈
ζζ̈
〉)}

. (A10)

This is the final relatively simple form that can be used to evaluate ∆B from the zero-order

quantities. The results are shown in Fig. 14.
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Appendix B: Dip, peak, and slopes of the power spectrum of curvature perturba-

tions

The power spectrum of the curvature perturbation can be obtained from the evolution

of the ζk. The shape of the power spectrum has been largely discussed. For a summary, the

reader may refer to Ref. [43] and references therein. In this appendix, we plan to give more

elaborated estimates of the locations of the dip and peak as well as the slopes of the power

spectrum, using the results obtained in the main text.

Apparently, both of the dip and peak start to appear during the USR regime whereas

the flat spectrum is developed in the period of the first SR phase. So, the dynamics of the

modes with k < k1 at N before the USR phase, where the mode k1 leaves the horizon at

N1, is given by

(3 + η)Hζ̇k +

(
k2

a2
+∆B

)
ζk(t) ≃ 0 . (B1)

Thus,

ζ̇k(N1) ≃ −H(N1)

3

(
k2

k2
1

+
∆B(N1)

H2(N1)

)
ζk(N1) , (B2)

where the value η has been ignored in the SR phase. According to Eq. (16), |ζ̇k(N)| grows

by a factor of A in the USR regime, giving |ζk(N)| at N2 as

|ζk(N2)|2 ≃ |ζk(N1)|2
[
1− A

3

(
k2

k2
1

+
∆B(N1)

H2(N1)

)]2
. (B3)

Then, the power spectrum at N2 is obtained as

∆2
ζk
(N2) =

k3

2π2
|ζk(N2)|2

≃ k3

2π2
|ζk(N1)|2

[
1− A

3

(
k2

k2
1

+
∆B(N1)

H2(N1)

)]2
≃ ∆2

ϵ(Nk)

[
1− A

3

(
k2

k2
1

+
∆B(N1)

H2(N1)

)]2
, (B4)

where the power spectrum of the mode with k < k1 at N1 can be approximated by ∆2
ζk
(N1) ≃

∆2
ϵ(Nk), where Nk is the time when the k-mode crosses out the horizon. The dip is located

at kdip when |∆ζk(N2)|2 reaches its minimum value, so we obtain

kdip = k1

√
3

A
− ∆B(N1)

H2(N1)
. (B5)
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In the models under consideration, we have ∆B(N1) < 0 as a result of the loop contributions.

Thus, the value of kdip and its corresponding horizon cross-out N will shift to a larger value

as compared with that in the absence of loop corrections (i.e., ∆B(N1) = 0). This can be

seen in Fig. 6 of Model 1. Such a shift is not so large for small values of ∆B(N1) as shown

in Fig. 10 of Model 2. Therefore, the sign of ∆B at the start of the USR phase may become

important to locate the dip of the power spectrum in a general model. Additionally, the

large value of the amplification factor A developed during the USR phase drives kdip to a

relatively small value as seen in both Fig. 6 and Fig. 10, and the steepest slope between

kdip and k1 is about k
4. Afterwards, the evolution of the power spectrum in the stage of the

reentry into the SR phase does not significantly change the k dependence.

For relatively large k modes with k2 > k > k1 that cross out the horizon during the USR

regime, the strong k dependence of the power spectrum is apparent. For such a k-mode

which the effect of the loop correction (or the ∆B term) can be ignored in its dynamical

equation (7), we rewrite the equation in terms of the conformal time τ as

d2ζk
dτ 2

+ (2 + η)aH
dζk
dτ

+ k2ζk = 0. (B6)

The power spectrum for the k-mode at N2 can be estimated by its evolution starting from

N1 to Nk when the mode crosses out the horizon and then further to N2 during the USR

phase:

∆2
ζk
(N2) ∼ ∆2

ζk
(N1)

∣∣∣∣e∫Nk
N1

[
−(η+2)/2+

√
(η+2)2−4k2/(aH)2/2

]
dN

∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣∣ kk2 e
∫N2
Nk

[−(η+2)/2+|η+2|/2]dN
∣∣∣∣2 ,

(B7)

where we have used approximate solutions of Eq. (B6) for ζk and ζ ′k ≡ dζk/dτ , and η ≃ −7

which is almost a constant. We have ignored the k dependence in the evolution from Nk to

N2 when ζk becomes a superhorizon mode with k/aH < 1. In addition, the evolution of the

mode functions are such that |ζk(Nk)| ∼ |ζ̇k(Nk)|/H < |ζ̇k(N2)|/H ∼ |ζk(N2)|, allowing us

to estimate the evolution of |ζk| during Nk and N2 as

∣∣∣∣ζk(N2)

ζk(Nk)

∣∣∣∣ ∼
∣∣∣∣∣ ζ̇k(N2)/H

ζ̇k(Nk)/H

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼
∣∣∣∣ ζ ′k(N2)/a(N2)H

ζ ′k(Nk)/a(Nk)H

∣∣∣∣ ∼ ∣∣∣∣ζ ′k(N2)/k2
ζ ′k(Nk)/k

∣∣∣∣ .
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In Eq. (B7), the k dependence in ∆2
ζk
(N1) can be extracted by approximating it as

∆2
ζk
(N1) =

k3

2π2
|ζk(N1)|2 ∼ k3

2π2

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2a(N1)
√

kϵ(N1)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

∼ ∆2
ϵ(N1)

k2

k2
1

, (B8)

where we have used the asymptotic solution of Eq. (B6),

ζk →
1

a
√
2k

e−ikτ

√
2ϵ

(B9)

as −kτ ≫ 1 for early times and evaluated it at N1. At last, we arrive at

∆2
ζk
(Nk) ∼ ∆2

ϵ(N1)
k2

k2
1

∣∣∣e∫Nk
N1

−(η+2)dN
∣∣∣ ∣∣∣e∫Nk

N1

√
(η+2)2−4k2/(aH)2dN

∣∣∣ k2

k2
2

e
−

∫N2
Nk

(2η+4)dN

∼ ∆2
ϵ(N1)

kη
1

k2η+6
2

kη+6

∣∣∣∣e∫Nk
N1

√
(η+2)2−4e−2Nk2/H2dN

∣∣∣∣ . (B10)

With η = −7 during the USR regime, the power spectrum decreases as k−1, resulting in a

peak roughly near N1 at the start of the USR regime. Including the evolution from N1 to

Nk in the exponential factor shifts the peak location toward a larger k or a larger N that

certainly depends on the details of a given model.

As for the k modes that cross out the horizon after the USR phase with k2 < k < ke,

where the ke mode just undergoes the horizon crossing at the end of inflation at Ne, their

mode functions are such that |ζk| > |ζ̇k|/H. The power spectrum at Ne can be estimated

by its evolution from N2 till Ne as

∆2
ζk
(Ne) ∼ ∆2

ζk
(N2)

∣∣∣∣e∫Nk
N2

1
2

[
−(η+2)±

√
(η+2)2−4k2/(aH)2

]
dN

∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣e∫Ne
Nk

[−(η+2)+(η+2)]dN
∣∣∣

∼ ∆2
ϵ(N2)k

η
2k

−η

∣∣∣∣e∫Nk
N2

√
(η+2)2−4e−2Nk2/H2dN

∣∣∣∣
∼ ∆2

ϵ(Nk)

∣∣∣∣e∫Nk
N2

√
(η+2)2−4e−2Nk2/H2dN

∣∣∣∣ , (B11)

where we have used the fact that

∆2
ζk
(N2) =

k3

2π2
|ζk(N2)|2 ∼ k3

2π2

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2a(N2)
√

kϵ(N2)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

∼ ∆2
ϵ(N2)

k2

k2
2

, (B12)
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from the solution in Eq. (B9). The slope of the power spectrum is about k−η and for η > 0

in the second SR phase the power spectrum decreases as k increases. The slope of ∆2
ζk
(N)

after N2 shares the same slope of ∆2
ϵ(N) ∝ k−η as shown in Fig. 6 and Fig. 10.
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