
Tail diversity from inflation

S. Hooshangi,a M. H. Namjoo,a and M. Noorbalab,a

aSchool of Astronomy, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), Tehran, Iran,
P.O. Box 19395-5531

bDepartment of Physics, University of Tehran, Iran. P.O. Box 14395-547

E-mail: sina.hooshangi@ipm.ir, mh.namjoo@ipm.ir, mnoorbala@ut.ac.ir

Abstract. The tail of the distribution of primordial fluctuations (corresponding to the likeli-
hood of realization of large fluctuations) is of interest, from both theoretical and observational
perspectives. In particular, it is relevant for the accurate evaluation of the primordial black
hole (PBH) abundance. In this paper, we first analyze the non-perturbative δN formalism as
a method to non-perturbatively estimate the probability distribution function (PDF) of pri-
mordial fluctuations, discuss its underlying assumptions and deal with several subtleties that
may arise as a result of considering large fluctuations. Next, we employ the method to study
several non-attractor single-field inflationary models as the simplest examples that may lead
to the abundant production of PBHs. We conclude that the Gaussian extrapolation from
linear perturbation theory may fail drastically to predict the likelihood of large fluctuations.
Specifically, we show that a truncation of the tail, a power-law tail, a double-exponential
tail, and a doubly peaked distribution can all be realized for the curvature perturbation in
the single-field non-attractor models of inflation. We thus show that there is a diverse zoo
of possible tails from inflation so that a model-dependent, non-perturbative study of the
distribution of the primordial fluctuations seems inevitable concerning PBH abundance.
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1 Introduction

The LIGO/Virgo [1] observations of binary mergers have revived interest in primordial black
holes (PBHs) as a possible source for the observed gravitational waves. PBHs may be formed
as a result of the generation of sufficiently large fluctuations during inflation which then
collapse upon horizon re-entry in the radiation-dominated era [2, 3]. The abundance (and
therefore the merger rate) of PBHs is thus related to the statistics of primordial fluctuations.
The realization of large fluctuations—namely, O(1) density contrast—which corresponds to
sampling from the tail of the probability distribution functions (PDFs) casts doubts on the
validity of the perturbation theory in two ways. First, the perturbation theory is clearly
expected to hold only for small fluctuations. Second, while a Gaussian approximation can be
sensible for describing the peak of the distribution—as predicted by the linear perturbation
theory—it is not as justified for tracing the tail. Therefore, non-perturbative methods must
be employed for the analysis of the tail of the distributions and the accurate estimation
of the PBH number density. A number of non-perturbative methods exist in the related
literature. Ref. [4] applied the non-perturbative wave-function method to estimate the tail of
the distribution for a particular type of interaction. Ref. [5] used the stochastic formalism [6]
which is also believed to hold non-perturbatively as long as its basic assumptions hold.
In Ref. [7] the so-called δN formalism in its non-perturbative form has been employed for
studying the behavior of the PDF at its tail. Working with the curvature perturbation on
uniform hypersurfaces, ζ, it is remarkable that in all aforementioned literature, the tails of
the distributions in the considered models are shown to be significantly different from the
naive, perturbative expectations. In particular, Ref. [5] shows that an exponential tail can
be developed through the stochastic effects ( with a model-dependent exponent [8–13]) while
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Ref. [7] shows that even a significantly heavier (namely, a power-law) tail is also possible in
certain, non-attractor models of inflation. A truncation of the tail, i.e., total suppression of
the probability density, is reported in Refs. [14, 15].

Given the significance of the accurate estimation of the PBH abundance, it is thus
important to make clear the assumptions under which each non-perturbative method is ap-
plicable. Exploring the generality of a non-trivial tail in inflationary models would also be of
interest. Considering these motivations, we have two main purposes in this paper. First, we
discuss a list of criteria for the reliability of the predictions of the classical, non-perturbative
δN formalism and develop a practical prescription for its usage in the inflationary models,
paying particular attention to the subtleties that may arise concerning large fluctuations.
Second, we explore a variety of single-field non-attractor models of inflation that lead to
interesting behavior of the PDF in the large fluctuation limit. To be more specific, we show
that a truncation of the tail, a power-law tail, a double-exponential tail, and a doubly peaked
distribution are all possible to be realized for ζ in single-field non-attractor models of infla-
tion. We conclude that, generically, the non-perturbative effects significantly alter the tail of
the distribution of the primordial fluctuations in most models of inflation that are capable
of generating a large abundance of PBHs.1 As a result, PBH abundance estimations based
solely on the perturbation theory may not be reliable, unless it is justified in certain—but
perhaps limited—situations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we review the method of Ref. [7]
for obtaining the PDF using the δN formalism, starting with the basics in Sec. 2.1. We
then allude to the underlying assumptions in Sec. 2.2 and point out the subtleties and their
resolutions in Sec. 2.3 which we clarify in a working example in Sec. 2.3.1. In Sec. 2.4 we
introduce measures to quantify the behavior of the PDF tail. Sec. 3 is devoted to presenting
models with non-trivial tail. This includes studying linear potential (Sec. 3.1.1), quadratic
potential (Sec. 3.1.2), a potential that leads to a power-law tail (Sec. 3.2) and a potential
barrier (Sec. 3.3). We conclude in Sec. 4.

Throughout this paper, we set Mp = 1/
√
8πG = 1.

2 A non-perturbative method for computing the full PDF

In this section we review the method of non-perturbative calculation of the probability distri-
bution outlined in Ref. [7], discuss some subtleties that may arise and argue for some possible
resolutions.

2.1 Basics of the method: small fluctuations

Our method is based on the δN formalism which is shown to hold non-perturbatively for
super-horizon fluctuations [16–20]. We restrict ourselves to the single-field inflation (but note
that a generalization to the multiple-field is straightforward [21]). For a given potential V (ϕ),
the background Klein-Gordon equation in terms of the number of e-folds n reads2

ϕ′′ +

(
3− 1

2
ϕ′2
)(

ϕ′ +
V,ϕ

V

)
= 0, (2.1)

1Note that here we do not study the canonical, slow-roll, attractor models of inflation since they are
generically too simple to generate a significant number of PBHs. Thus, we contend, our generic conclusion is
not affected by this exclusion.

2We denote the e-folds as the time variable by n and the e-folds that take for the field to reach some final
value from a given initial condition by N . The latter, would be the relevant quantity to the δN formalism.
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where prime denotes d/dn.3 In an inflationary (but not necessarily attractor) background
for which ϕ′2 ≪ 1 we may approximate this exact equation by

ϕ′′ + 3ϕ′ + 3
V,ϕ

V
≃ 0. (2.2)

In this paper, we will use Eq. (2.1) for our numerical calculations and Eq. (2.2) for most of
our analytic estimates. We choose the unperturbed initial field value ϕ̄ to correspond to the
horizon crossing of the PBH scale of interest during inflation. We also denote by ϕ = ϕe the
end of inflationary era or the beginning of a new phase in which the curvature perturbations
are conserved. Throughout this paper, we assume that ϕ̄ > ϕe, so that the net motion of the
field is a rolling from large to small values (but we allow for the possibility of a temporary
roll to the large values, depending on the field’s initial velocity which can have either sign).
We also assume that ϕe is sufficiently far from ϕ̄ so that large fluctuations that are already
past ϕe, i.e. δϕ < δϕe ≡ ϕe − ϕ̄, may be realized with extremely low likelihood and can be
neglected. Note that this is indeed a general assumption behind the δN formalism. While in
the perturbative application of the δN formalism this assumption is easily satisfied, for our
purpose, i.e., studying large fluctuations, this is a non-trivial requirement that needs to be
fulfilled.

In the δN formalism the quantity of interest is the number of e-folds N(ϕ̄+δϕ) between
the initial hypersurface ϕ = ϕ̄+ δϕ and the final hypersurface ϕ = ϕe. This is readily found
by solving Eq. (2.1) and then requiring that ϕ(n = N(ϕ̄ + δϕ)) = ϕe. We hold the initial
velocity π̄ ≡ ϕ′(0) unperturbed since its fluctuations decay exponentially at super-horizon
scales [22]. However, note that we must take into account the dependence of N on π̄, since
we do not assume an attractor behavior. Knowing N(ϕ̄ + δϕ), leads to a non-perturbative
expression for the curvature perturbation on uniform hypersurfaces which we denote by ζ.
We have4

ζ = δN − ⟨δN⟩, (2.3)

where
δN = N(ϕ̄+ δϕ)−N(ϕ̄). (2.4)

We can use this to find the PDF of δN or ζ. Assuming a Gaussian PDF of δϕ, namely

ρδϕ =
1√

2πσδϕ
e−δϕ2/2σ2

δϕ , (2.5)

where σδϕ = H/2π evaluated at the initial time (i.e., when the mode of interest left the
horizon) we have

ρ
δN

=

∣∣∣∣ dδϕdδN

∣∣∣∣ ρδϕ =
1

|N ′(ϕ̄+ δϕ)|
ρδϕ, (2.6)

which reflects the non-linear relationship between δϕ and δN in the non-Gaussian shape of
ρ
δN

.

3For brevity, when there is no confusion, we also use prime to denote the derivative of potential with
respect to the field.

4Without subtracting ⟨δN⟩, ζ would be zero over those patches that have an unperturbed history, i.e.,
δϕ = 0. But we want ζ to have vanishing average and absorb the residual ⟨δN⟩ into the background scale
factor.
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2.2 Underlying assumptions

In this section, we briefly discuss the underlying assumptions that have to be fulfilled for the
δN formalism, as discussed in the previous section, to work. These requirements are also
outlined in [7].

The first assumption is the Gaussianity of ρδϕ. This can be ensured by smallness of
Ln/L2, where Ln is the nth term in the Lagrangian of δϕ. For L2 we have

L2 =
1

2
δϕ̇2 − 1

2a2
(∇δϕ)2 +

1

2
V ′′(ϕ̄)δϕ2 ∼ 1

2
H2δϕ2 ≈ 1

6
V (ϕ̄)δϕ2, (2.7)

where we have estimated δϕ̇ and ∇δϕ/a by Hδϕ (since we are interested in computing L2

around the horizon crossing time), noted that the mass term is at most of the same order as
the other two terms, and assumed that either the first or the second term represents the size
of L2.

Regarding the interaction Lagrangian, often times it is the matter sector, rather than
the gravity sector, that dominates. For an analytic potential which can be Taylor expanded
around ϕ̄, the third-order Lagrangian is L3 ∼ 1

6V
′′′(ϕ̄)δϕ3. Therefore, the ratio of interest is

L3

L2
∼ V ′′′(ϕ̄)

V (ϕ̄)
δϕ. (2.8)

When the potential does not have a Taylor expansion up to the third order (like when
V ∝ (ϕ − ϕ̄)q with 2 < q < 3, which shall be studied in Sec. 3.2), instead of V ′′′(ϕ̄)δϕ3, we
use

V (ϕ̄+ δϕ)−
[
V (ϕ̄) + V ′(ϕ̄)δϕ+ 1

2V
′′(ϕ̄)δϕ2

]
V (ϕ̄)δϕ2

, (2.9)

where the numerator is the full potential with the up-to-quadratic terms subtracted. If
V ′(ϕ̄) = V ′′(ϕ̄) = 0 (which would be the case for V ∝ (ϕ− ϕ̄)q with 2 < q < 3), this simplifies
to

V (ϕ̄+ δϕ)− V (ϕ̄)

V (ϕ̄)δϕ2
. (2.10)

We will check the smallness of either (2.8) or (2.9) for each of our examples in the subsequent
sections. Finally, note that, unlike the Lagrangian of δϕ, the Lagrangian of ζ shows non-
perturbative behavior; so its higher order terms are not necessarily small, and it is the
non-perturbative nature of the δN formalism that captures these effects.

The second assumption is the smallness of stochastic effects, whose relative importance
over a classical field excursion ∆ϕ and during N e-folds, is controlled by

S =
H

2π∆ϕ

√
N. (2.11)

To see this, just note that during this excursion, the expected displacement due to the
accumulated jumps is given by the step size (H/2π) multiplied by the random walk factor√
N . The smallness of S will be checked in the examples that follow. However, in certain

situations this criterion to estimate the significance of stochasticity may not be applicable,
in which case we present a different argument.

Notice that both L3/L2 and S depend on the size of fluctuations that one considers so
that they eventually become large for sufficiently large fluctuations (if such large fluctuations

– 4 –



are allowed). In the examples that follow, we present the values of these quantities for the
values of δϕ corresponding to ζ ∼ 1, which is roughly the region most relevant to the PBH
formation.

The third assumption is neglecting the fluctuation δπ of the momentum, which is jus-
tified since the mode function of the massless field δϕ is frozen at super-horizon scales.

Provided that the above assumptions hold, the procedure outlined in Sec. 2.1 is sufficient
to handle most situations, but there are refinements that are in principle important when
large fluctuations are considered and which we explain below.

2.3 δN for large fluctuations

In this section, we discuss the subtleties that may arise when one studies the statistics of
large fluctuations using the δN formalism. This leads to some additional ingredients one
needs to add to the simple procedure outline in Sec. 2.1.

In the first step, one has to inspect the potential to see if there exists an upper bound
δϕmax on the allowed fluctuations. This may be due to circumstances that prohibit reheating
(or exhibit eternal inflation)—e.g., due to not being able to reach ϕe—or any other reason
that may invalidate the theory beyond δϕmax. Therefore, our analysis will be applicable to
a fraction

pr ≡
∫ δϕmax

−∞
ρδϕ dδϕ =

1

2

[
1 + erf

(
δϕmax√
2σδϕ

)]
(2.12)

of the field fluctuations and so we have to condition our probabilities on δϕ < δϕmax, or
equivalently, work with 1

pr
ρδϕ instead of ρδϕ itself. Strictly speaking, the lower limit is not

−∞ either since our formalism cannot describe the fluctuations that are so large and negative
that are past ϕe without any classical evolution. However, since ϕe is arbitrary, we can always
choose it to be far enough from ϕ̄ so that the lower bound becomes irrelevant. Note that
the upper bound may also become irrelevant if δϕmax ≫ σδϕ but need not be the case in
specific models. Depending on the details of the model, there are two possibilities regarding
large and positive values of δN . If δN(δϕmax) ≡ δNmax < ∞, there would be a truncation in
the PDF and δN larger than δNmax cannot be realized. If δNmax = ∞, there would be no
truncation.5

As the next step, we may simplify the situation by noticing that studying the model
from ϕ̄ all the way down to ϕe—which requires the knowledge of the potential over this large
range—is often unnecessary. In particular, we consider a non-attractor phase of inflation
from ϕ̄ to ϕc (satisfying ϕe < ϕc < ϕ̄) and assume an abrupt transition to a slow-roll phase
for ϕ < ϕc. Since in the slow-roll phase, ζ will be frozen, it suffices to keep evolving the
fluctuations until ϕc is reached. To ensure that the evolution terminates immediately after
ϕc, we require to have |π̄| ≪

√
2ϵv where ϵv ≡ V ′2/2V 2 is the first slow-roll parameter in

the slow-roll phase. The argument for this claim is based on the intuition from the δN
formalism and is the following. Since |π̄| is small compared to the attractor field velocity√
2ϵv and the non-attractor evolution reduces the velocity even further, all trajectories that

start from ϕ > ϕc enter the slow-roll phase with almost zero velocity (compared to the

5It is interesting to notice that the absence of upper bound on the field fluctuations (i.e., if δϕmax → ∞)
does not imply the absence of truncation in ρδN . That is, we might have δNmax = δN(δϕ → ∞) < ∞. We
present an example of this situation in Sec. 3.1.2.
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attractor velocity). As a result, the number of e-folds from ϕc to ϕe becomes independent of
the initial field value and this range can be ignored in computing δN .6

The above simplification, i.e., counting the number of e-folds up to ϕc rather than ϕe

may result in a subtlety that needs to be dealt with. Define δϕe ≡ ϕe − ϕ̄ and δϕc ≡ ϕc − ϕ̄.
While we have chosen ϕe so that δϕe ≫ σδϕ it is not necessarily the case that δϕc ≫ σδϕ.
This implies that there might be perturbed trajectories that would be of our interest but
which start from ϕ < ϕc (corresponding to the large and negative fluctuations, δϕ < δϕc). To
non-perturbatively describe such fluctuations one needs to know the details of the potential
for ϕ < ϕc which we tried to avoid! However, since ϕ < ϕc is the slow-roll regime, such
trajectories totally miss the non-attractor phase. Thus, we expect the linear perturbation
theory to remain reliable for a rather broad range of fluctuations satisfying ϕ ≲ δϕc. This
leads us to approximate the relation between δN and δϕ by a Taylor expansion up to linear
order around δϕc (without assuming δϕ to be small). We have

δN(δϕ) ≈ δNc +
σc
σδϕ

(δϕ− δϕc) , for δϕ ≲ δϕc, (2.13)

where δNc and σc are two parameters to be determined. This linear relation implies that
for δϕ < δϕc (or, equivalently, for δN < δNc) we have approximated the PDF of δN by a
Gaussian distribution centered at δNc − σcδϕc/σδϕ and with width σc. We thus have the
following full PDF for δN :

ρ
δN

=


ρ+
δN

=
1

pr

1

|N ′(ϕ̄+ δϕ)|
ρδϕ δN > δNc ,

ρ−
δN

=
1

pr

1√
2πσc

exp

{
− 1

2σ2
c

[δN − δNc + σcδϕc/σδϕ]
2

}
δN < δNc ,

(2.14)

where pr is defined in Eq. (2.12). ρ+
δN

is the non-perturbative PDF appropriate for fluctuations
satisfying δN > δNc (or δϕ > δϕc) for which it suffices to count the e-folds until ϕc is reached
(assuming |π̄| ≪

√
2ϵv, see the discussion of the previous paragraph). On the other hand, ρ−

δN

is a Gaussian distribution, approximating the PDF for fluctuations that do not experience
the non-attractor phase, i.e., the ones with δN < δNc (or δϕ < δϕc).

To fully determine the above PDF, we need to determine two unknown parameters, δNc

and σc. The continuity of δN , results in δNc = N(ϕc)−N(ϕ̄) where, as discussed, N on the
right hand side can be computed up to ϕc. Thus the first term vanishes and the second term
is the e-folds from ϕ̄ to ϕc, which we denote by N̄c.

Next, notice that since the trajectories corresponding to δN < δNc only experience the
slow-roll phase, we expect the width of the PDF for these fluctuation to be determined by the
slope of the potential, i.e., σc ≃ σδϕ/

√
2ϵv. Thus, we have fixed the two remaining unknown

parameters to be

δNc ≃ −N̄c , σc ≃
σδϕ√
2ϵv

. (2.15)

We conclude that, for all practical purposes, the only information one needs about the slow-
roll phase is the slope of the potential, encoded in ϵv. Throughout this paper, we choose

6Note that the condition |π̄| ≪
√
2ϵv is consistent with the “sharp transition” criteria discussed in Ref. [23]

that ensures that the transition to the slow-roll phase does not spoil the non-trivial statistics achieved in the
non-attractor phase.
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Figure 1. This plot summarizes our assumptions and the way we treated large fluctuations, leading
to the PDF Eq. (2.14). The blue curve depicts the potential in different phases while different
shaded regions correspond to different treatments of fluctuations. The red region corresponds to
the fluctuations larger than δϕmax so that they must be excluded (since, e.g., the trajectories start
from this region cannot reach the end point ϕ̄+ δϕe). In the green region, a non-attractor evolution
takes place. The fluctuations in the green region are treated non-perturbatively leading to a non-
perturbative PDF for δN , denoted by ρ+

δN
. For these fluctuations it suffices to count e-folds until ϕc

is reached (since the e-folds from ϕc to ϕe for trajectories emanating from the green region are almost
the same and do not contribute to δN). In the yellow region we assume a slow-roll potential with
sufficiently large slope (corresponding to sufficiently large attractor velocity as compared with the
initial velocity π̄). For the trajectories that start from the yellow region slow-roll conditions hold in
the entire history so that the linear relation between δϕ and δN is justified. We thus Taylor expand
this relation for fluctuations close to (but smaller than) δϕc and keep up to the linear term. This
leads to the ρ−

δN
piece of the PDF.

√
2ϵv = 10|π̄|. Thus, for the examples that we shall discuss, it suffices to only report π̄.

Figure. 1 summarizes the assumptions and arguments that led to the PDF Eq. (2.14).
Note that despite the fact that we excluded the realization of the inflaton’s fluctuations

beyond δϕmax, the full PDF for δN (Eq. (2.14)) is, by construction, normalized to one.
In many situations we have |δϕc| ≳ σδϕ (which is equivalent to sufficiently large N̄c) in
which case ρ−

δN
would be irrelevant for the practical purposes. However, we will see that in

certain situations this condition does not hold and the Gaussian piece plays an important
role e.g., in the PDF being normalized. Further notice that ρ

δN
is continuous at δNc only if

|N ′(ϕc)| = 1/
√
2ϵv which does not need to be satisfied. Thus, generically, we expect to have

a discontinuity in the PDF which is a consequence of the break in the potential at ϕc.
After obtaining the PDF for δN our last step is to compute the PDF for ζ by a shift

according to Eq. (2.3). That is, we have

ζ = δN − ⟨δN⟩ =⇒ ρζ(ζ) = ρ
δN

(⟨δN⟩+ ζ). (2.16)

This result generically leads to a non-trivial right tail of PDF for ζ while the left tail
remains Gaussian. This is a result of our assumed setup in which we start from a non-
attractor phase and end with an attractor phase. Note that this is appropriate for the PBH
formation since overdensities would be sensitive to the right tail of the distribution.

We now examine how well the above approximated PDF works in an explicit example.
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2.3.1 A working example

In this section, we study a simple example to compare our approximated PDF Eq. (2.14)
with the exact results which we obtain numerically. What we consider here is basically the
well-studied ultra slow-roll (USR) model with the additional slow-roll phase. Suppose that
the potential is given by

V (ϕ) =

{
V0, ϕ > ϕc,

V0 [1 + α(ϕ− ϕc)] , ϕ ≤ ϕc ,
(2.17)

where we only consider α > 0 here and assume |α(ϕ− ϕc)| ≪ 1 for the entire evolution and
for all trajectories that we consider. Further assume that the unperturbed trajectory is such
that the inflaton starts from ϕ̄ > ϕc with negative initial velocity π̄ < 0, experiences an USR
phase, and then quickly falls in the attractor slow-roll regime after passing ϕc until reaching
ϕe < ϕc. Under the above assumptions one may solve Eq. (2.2) for the potential Eq. (2.17)
which results in

ϕ(n) ≃


ϕ0 +

1
3 π̄
(
1− e−3n

)
, ϕ > ϕc & ϕ0 > ϕc

ϕc +
1
3(πc + α)

(
1− e−3(n−nc)

)
− α(n− nc), ϕ ≤ ϕc & ϕ0 > ϕc

ϕ0 +
1
3(π̄ + α)

(
1− e−3n

)
− αn, ϕ0 ≤ ϕc ,

(2.18)

where ϕ0 ≡ ϕ̄+ δϕ and π̄ are the initial conditions and we have defined

nc ≡ −1

3
log

[
1 + 3

ϕ0 − ϕc

π̄

]
, πc ≡ π̄e−3nc = π̄ + 3(ϕ0 − ϕc). (2.19)

nc is the number of e-folds that takes for the inflaton to reach ϕc from ϕ0 and πc is the field
velocity at ϕ = ϕc. Using ϕ(N) = ϕe, one can obtain an implicit relation for N(ϕ̄ + δϕ) for
all values of δϕ from which one can also compute the full PDF. However, we are interested
in studying the validity of Eq. (2.14) which, for our specific example, reduces to

ρ
δN

≃


ρ+
δN

=
1

pr

|π̄c|√
2πσδϕ

e−3δN exp

{
− π̄2

c

18σ2
δϕ

(
e−3δN − 1

)2}
, δN > −N̄c

ρ−
δN

=
1

pr

α√
2πσδϕ

exp

{
− α2

2σ2
δϕ

[
δN + N̄c + α−1δϕc

]2}
, δN < −N̄c.

(2.20)

where π̄c = π̄ + 3(ϕ̄ − ϕc) is the field velocity at ϕc for the unperturbed trajectory and
N̄c = N(ϕ̄). The quantity pr is defined via Eq. (2.12) with δϕmax ≡ ϕc − 1

3 π̄ − ϕ̄. If
δϕ > δϕmax it is classically impossible for the field to reach ϕe and eternal inflation occurs.
Such large fluctuations are therefore to be excluded since our analysis of the PBHs is implicitly
conditioned on the assumption that reheating does take place. Notice that for large and
positive δN the PDF behaves as e−3δN which is the tail behavior for the USR models of
inflation [24]. In Figure 2 we compare ρ−

δN
and ρ+

δN
of Eq. (2.20) with the full numerical

results which demonstrates an excellent agreement for a broad range of fluctuations.

2.4 Quantifying the tail behavior of the PDF

To investigate the tail of the PDF, we introduce two quantities that we may compute for
different examples that follow. The first quantity is the probability that fluctuations larger
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Figure 2. Comparison between the numerical result and the analytic approximation (Eq. (2.20))
for the two pieces of PDF. We have set ϕ̄ = 3 × 10−4, ϕc = −5 × 10−2, π̄ = −10−3, α = 10−2 and
V0 = 1.18× 10−8. This choice of parameters correspond to δNc ≃ −N̄c ≃ −0.77.

than some critical value can be realized. Working with ζ and choosing unity as the critical
value, we define

βζ ≡
∫ ∞

1
ρζ dζ . (2.21)

Notice that this is not directly related to the PBH abundance for which one needs to work
with the density contrast rather than the curvature perturbation. Since this step is already
well established and can be found e.g., in Refs. [24, 25] we do not discuss it in this paper.
However, βζ , as defined according to Eq. (2.21), is a simple tool to estimate how wildly
the tail behaves as compared, e.g., with a fully Gaussian PDF as predicted by the linear
perturbation theory.

The second quantity that we introduce to further explore the tail is

D = −
d log ρζ

dζ
= −d log ρ

δN

dδN
. (2.22)

D behaves differently for large ζ for different tails which can be seen in a few simple examples.
Define D∞ ≡ limζ→+∞D then: (i) A Gaussian PDF ∝ e−ζ2/2σ2

has D∞ = ∞. (ii) An
exponential PDF ∝ e−kζ has D∞ = k > 0. (iii) A power-law PDF ∝ 1/ζp has D∞ = 0. (iv)
A PDF ∝ e−kζp with 1 > p > 0 has D∞ = 0. What we dubbed a practically heavy-tailed
PDF in [7] has the property that D∞ = 0. Thus our definition accepts examples (iii) and
(iv) as practically heavey-tailed, but excludes examples (i) and (ii).

In the rest of this paper we apply the method outlined in Sec. 2.3 and confirmed in
Sec. 2.3.1 to various examples and see that non-trivial tails are generic.

3 Non-attractor models of inflation exhibiting non-trivial tail

In this section, we try to establish what we advocated: We show that the tail behavior can
vary significantly when a non-attractor phase occurs in single-field models of inflation. Here
we focus on the non-perturbative evaluation of ρ+

δN
since the other piece ρ−

δN
is a simple

Gaussian PDF. Thus, from now on, N(ϕ) will be measured from ϕ to ϕc, not to ϕe. While
the ρ−

δN
piece will not be shown in the graphs, it will be taken into account for the correctness

of the normalization which—in some examples—also affects the values of different quantities
that we defined in Secs. 2.2 and 2.4 and we compute in the following examples. Finally, since
ζ differs from δN only by a shift, we mainly present the results in terms of δN as it is more
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directly related to the background solutions and easier to obtain intuition from. However,
when we report some values for our parameters such as βζ we do make the appropriate shift.

3.1 General up-to-quadratic potential

We start by a general result from an analytic potential which may be Taylor expanded. In
this section, we consider up to the quadratic term in the expansion and study the special
cases in the two subsequent sections. The potential may be quantified by

V = V0

(
1 + αϕ+

1

2
βϕ2

)
. (3.1)

In what follows, we assume |αϕ| ≪ 1 and |βϕ2| ≪ 1, but not necessarily |βϕ2| ≪ |αϕ|. We
also assume that this form of potential holds true for ϕ > ϕc (so that higher order terms in
the Taylor expansion never become important). The approximate Klein-Gordon equation in
a quasi de Sitter universe Eq. (2.2) for this potential reads

ϕ′′ + 3ϕ′ + 3α+ 3βϕ ≃ 0 , (3.2)

where, we have neglected higher order contributions in α and β. The solution is given by

ϕ(n) ≃ e−
3n
2

{[
2

3
π̄ + ϕ0 + ϕa

]
1

Γ
sinh

3Γn

2
+ (ϕ0 + ϕa) cosh

3Γn

2

}
− ϕa, (3.3)

where, as before, ϕ0 = ϕ̄+ δϕ and π̄ are the initial conditions and we have defined

ϕa ≡ α

β
, and Γ ≡

√
1− 4β

3
. (3.4)

Setting ϕ(N) = ϕc, we obtain

δϕ =
Γe

3N
2 (ϕa + ϕc)−

2

3
π̄ sinh

3ΓN

2

Γ cosh
3ΓN

2
+ sinh

3ΓN

2

− ϕa − ϕ̄, (3.5)

where N is to be understood as N(ϕ̄+ δϕ) = N(ϕ̄)+ ⟨δN⟩+ ζ. Therefore, this is an implicit
relation between δϕ and ζ which, in principle, can be used to obtain the PDF ρ+ζ from ρδϕ.

Note that if β > 3/4, the same relation holds but with the replacement Γ → iΓ̃ where

Γ̃ ≡
√

4β
3 − 1. This apparently formidable expression is simplified in the special cases of the

next two sections.

3.1.1 Linear potential

In this section we consider the very simple case of the linear potential

V = V0(1 + αϕ). (3.6)

We shall consider both cases of positive and negative α, but in either case, we assume that
ϕ̄ > ϕc. The solution of the equation of motion can be obtained by carefully taking the limit
β → 0 of Eq. (3.3), or by directly solving Eq. (3.2) with β = 0:

ϕ(n) = ϕ0 +
1

3
(π̄ + α)

(
1− e−3n

)
− αn. (3.7)
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Figure 3. Left: The schematic time evolution of ϕ(n) under the linear potential (3.6) for the three
cases (i) α > 0, π̄ < 0, (ii) α > 0, π̄ > 0 and (iii) α < 0, π̄ < 0 (green, red and blue, respectively), all
with the same |α| and |π̄|. The dashed blue trajectory has the same parameters as the solid blue one,
except for ϕ0 = ϕ̄+ δϕmax (instead of ϕ0 = ϕ̄) which is such that the return point coincides with ϕc.
Each trajectory has a first crossing of ϕc at an N(ϕ0). The ticks that are only valid for the case (iii)
(i.e., for the blue curves) are shown in blue. Right: δϕ versus δN . Different colors correspond to the
three different cases similar to the left panel and, again, the blue ticks are only valid for the case (iii).
The dotted segment is beyond the one-to-one domain of δϕ-vs-δN and must therefore be removed.

It follows that

δϕ =
1

3
(π̄ + α)

(
e−3δN − 1

)
e−3N̄c + αδN, (3.8)

where δN = ⟨δN⟩+ ζ and, as before, N̄c = N(ϕ̄) is the number of e-folds in the unperturbed
evolution from ϕ̄ to ϕc, i.e.,

ϕc = ϕ̄+
1

3
(π̄ + α)

(
1− e−3N̄c

)
− αN̄c. (3.9)

It is interesting to note that, according to Eq. (3.8), δN and δϕ have a linear relationship for
both small and large values of δN .7 This implies that the PDF of ζ is Gaussian both around
the peak and far into the tail. However, this does not mean that a simple extrapolation of the
linear theory leads to the correct PDF at its tail. Indeed, the width of the Gaussian behavior

around the peak is σδϕ/
(
α− (π̄ + α)e−3N̄c

)
while that at the tail is σδϕ/|α|. Furthermore,

there would be an inevitable transient behavior between the two Gaussian limits.
Depending on the choice of parameters, there are three qualitatively different possibil-

ities for the solutions described by Eq. (3.7): (i) α > 0, π̄ < 0 where the field simply rolls
down the potential, (ii) α > 0, π̄ > 0 where the field goes up before turning around and
rolling down the potential, and (iii) α < 0, π̄ < 0 where the field climbs up the potential.

The behavior of ϕ(n) is depicted in the left panel of Figure 3 for the three cases at hand.
The first crossing of ϕc can be read from this figure, which can then be translated to a plot
of δϕ vs. δN , shown in the right panel of Figure 3. The asymptotic linear behavior of δϕ vs.
δN , which we alluded to above (after Eq. (3.9)), can clearly be seen here. It can also be seen
from the right panel of Figure 3 that for cases (i) and (ii) the relation between δϕ and δN is
one-to-one. Therefore, finding ρ+δN from ρδϕ is done by a simple change of variable from δϕ
to δN . The resulting PDFs ρ+δN are shown in Figure 4, where the Gaussian tails extend to

7This statement is valid as long as the limit δN → ∞ exists. As we will see shortly, in some cases δN is
not allowed to take on arbitrarily large values so this limit may not exist.
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0

Figure 4. The schematics of the ρ+
δN

piece of PDF for the three cases (i), (ii) and (iii) (explained
in the text) with the linear potential Eq. (3.6). The blue tick depicts where the blue curve (i.e., the
PDF for the case (iii)) is truncated. The inset plot illustrates the behavior of the three PDFs around
the truncation point in logarithmic scale. The ρ−

δN
piece must be added to the left from where the

PDFs are cropped.

the right where δN → ∞. Note that, as mentioned earlier, we have opted not to show the
Gaussian ρ−δN , but in principle it has to be glued to the left of the curve where it is cropped.

Case (iii) (where the field needs to climb up to reach ϕc) is distinct in that if δϕ is large
enough, the initial velocity π̄ is insufficient to get the field up to ϕc. The maximum allowed
field perturbation δϕmax (corresponding to the dot-dashed curve in the left panel of Figure 3
corresponds to a maximum δN given by

δNmax =
1

3
log

π̄ + α

α
− N̄c , (3.10)

which may be derived by using Eq. (3.8) and solving δϕ′(δNmax) = 0 for δNmax. It can then
be seen from the right panel of Figure 3 (the blue curve) that the relation between δϕ and
δN ceases to be one-to-one beyond δNmax. The points on the curve beyond the one-to-one
regime correspond to the trajectories that start from ϕ̄ + δϕ with δϕ < δϕmax, climb up
the potential to pass ϕc, reach some maximum height and return to reach ϕc for the second
time. Thus, the points beyond δNmax (blue, dot-dashed curve in the right panel of Figure 3)
correspond to the second crossing of the end point ϕc which must be excluded. This exclusion
implies that we have a truncated PDF which vanishes for δN > δNmax. To investigate the
behavior of the PDF in the left neighborhood of δNmax, we note that dδϕ/dδN vanishes at
δNmax; but this is precisely the Jacobian factor appearing in ρ+

δN
. We therefore find that the

PDF vanishes as δN approaches δNmax from left. It is to be noted that this is a continuous
truncation, i.e., lim

δN→δNmax±
ρ
δN

is zero from both sides (although the higher derivatives of

ρ
δN

are not continuous). We therefore call it a second-order truncation (in analogy with the
second-order phase transitions), to contrast with the discontinuous truncation that we will
encounter in Sec. 3.3.

As a final remark, notice that while classically reaching ϕc is forbidden for fluctuations
larger than δϕmax, stochastic effects—in principle—may open up new possibilities. However,
since the classical behavior rapidly moves the field away from ϕc, it is very unlikely that the
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Figure 5. A PDF for a quadratic potential (Eq. (3.1) with α = 0) featuring two peaks. The red
curve is a Gaussian PDF obtained from the naive linear approximation. In the inset panel, we zoom
in on the area around the second peak. The other parameters are ϕ̄ = 0, π̄ = −5.9×10−5, Γ̃ = 1.2894,
V0 = 9.6× 10−9 and ϕc = −5× 10−2 leading to σδϕ ≃ 9× 10−6 and N̄c ≃ 0.0823.

stochastic effects significantly alter our classical picture, except for a negligible fraction of
possible fluctuations very close to (and slightly larger than) δϕmax.

3.1.2 Quadratic potential

We now consider the special case α = 0 of the potential (3.1). To simplify our results,
we assume that the field starts from the bottom (ϕ̄ = 0) of the quadratic potential V =
V0(1 +

1
2βϕ

2).
The first distinct feature of the quadratic potential, compared to the linear one, is the

shape of its tail. As we saw in Sec. 3.1.1, the linear potential leads to a Gaussian tail (if not
truncated at some δNmax). For the quadratic potential, we have to inspect the large N limit
of Eq. (3.5) (with ϕa = 0). Assuming β < 3/4, we find

δϕ ≈ 2Γϕc

1 + Γ
e

3
2
(1−Γ)N , for large N, (3.11)

which is indicative of a double-exponential tail,

ρ
δN

∼ exp
[
−c e3(1−Γ)δN

]
, for large δN, (3.12)

where c is some δN -independent constant.
A second novel feature of the quadratic potential appears when we consider β > 3/4.

In this case, Eq. (3.5) changes to

δϕ =
Γ̃ϕce

3N
2 − 2

3
π̄ sin

3Γ̃N

2

Γ̃ cos
3Γ̃N

2
+ sin

3Γ̃N

2

, (3.13)

where Γ̃ ≡
√

4β
3 − 1 and recall that we have set ϕ̄ = ϕa = 0. Crucially, the denominator of

this equation vanishes if N satisfies tan(3Γ̃N/2) = −Γ̃. This determines δNmax so, again, we

– 13 –



Table 1. Different quantities for the quadratic potential with the same parameters as in Figure 5.

β
(1)
ζ βζ L3/L2 S

6.0× 10−8 0.00041 7.1× 10−9 9.7× 10−6

have truncation of the PDF. However, this has a very different physical reason as compared
to the truncation in the linear potential, discussed in Sec. 3.1.1 (case (iii)). There, the
truncation occurs since for sufficiently large fluctuations the field is unable to reach ϕc. Here,
the slope of the potential is so high that one cannot arbitrarily increase the e-folds to reach
ϕc, by increasing δϕ. This also implies that δϕmax → ∞ and pr = 1.

Another novel feature of this model is the appearance of two peaks in the PDF, albeit
with suitably chosen set of parameters, as shown in Figure 5. They are chosen such that
the secondary peak is beyond ζ = 1 and contributes to the PBH abundance. The second
peak is a result of the non-linear relation between δϕ and δN being so complex that different
factors with different behaviors contribute to the PDF of δN , allowing for a temporary
enhancement. More explicitly, notice that around δNmax, Eq. (3.13) can be approximated
by δϕ ≃ λ (δN − δNmax)

−1 where

λ ≡ 4π̄

9
(
1 + Γ̃2

) − 2ϕc

3
√

1 + Γ̃2
e3Nmax/2 , (3.14)

where Nmax = 2
3Γ̃
(π − tan−1 Γ̃). This approximation leads to

ρ
δN

≃ |λ|√
2πδ2 σδϕ

e
− λ2

2δ2 σ2
δϕ for δN ∼ δNmax , (3.15)

where δ ≡ δN − δNmax. This expression clearly has a peak at

δNpeak = δNmax −
|λ|√
2σδϕ

, (3.16)

with the height

ρ
δN

(δNpeak) ≃
√

2

π

σδϕ
e|λ|

. (3.17)

By reducing the value of |λ| (e.g., by fine tuning the parameters so that the two terms
of Eq. (3.14) nearly cancel) one can raise the peak to high values. The behavior of PDF
according to Eq. (3.15) also shows that the truncation at δNmax is second-order (i.e., the
PDF goes to zero from both sides).

In Table 1 we present the values of L3/L2, S and βζ for this model which are, re-
spectively, the strength of self-interaction of δϕ (Eq. (2.8)), the significance of stochasticity

(Eq. (2.11)) and the probability that ζ > 1 can be realized (Eq. (2.21)). Furthermore, β
(1)
ζ is

the prediction of the linear theory δN ≃ N ′(ϕ̄)δϕ (leading to a Guassian PDF). The differ-

ence between βζ and β
(1)
ζ is both because of the non-trivial behavior of the full PDF in the

intermediate regime and its second peak near the truncation point.
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3.2 Power-law tail

In this section we propose a class of potentials that lead to a power-law tail for ρ
δN

, i.e., one
that falls like a negative power of δN . We will present a suggestive argument and eventually
our numerical calculation will prove that the tail is indeed power-law. We also provide further
evidence for this in Appendix A. This section is a generalization of Ref. [7] where we had
studied a simple model yielding a PDF with a tail behaving like 1/δN2.

In order to specify a model that shows the desired behavior of the tail, we start by
requiring that the Gaussian fall-off of PDF due to ρδϕ in Eq. (2.6) terminates for sufficiently
large values of δN . This can be achieved if δϕ(N) approaches a finite constant (which we
call δϕmax) in the large-N limit. One possibility to fulfill our requirement is to demand the
following asymptotic behavior for δN

δN ∼
{

1

γ(δϕmax − δϕ)

}1/p

, (3.18)

where p and γ are positive numbers. Setting aside the technicalities of Sec. 2.3, the resulting
PDF is, according to Eq. (2.6), proportional to |dδϕ/dδN | ρδϕ(δϕ). The second factor is
required to approach a constant for large δN while the first factor, according to Eq. (3.18),
yields a power-law decay of the PDF behaving like 1/δN1+p. This is indeed practically
heavy-tailed—as defined below Eq. (2.22)—with D → (1 + p)/δN → 0 for large δN (where,
D is defined in Eq. (2.22)). Note that δϕmax here is also consistent with Sec. 2.3 where we
employed δϕmax to denote the maximum possible fluctuation.

Next we need to show that there exists a potential that supports this solution. One way
to find the potential is to know a trajectory ϕ(n;ϕ0), or equivalently its inverse n(ϕ;ϕ0),

8

However, a mere knowledge of N(ϕ) = n(ϕc;ϕ) (let alone its asymptotic behavior) is insuffi-
cient to uniquely determine n(ϕ;ϕ0). Therefore, strictly speaking, we have to make a guess.
However, inspired by Eq. (3.18), we naturally adopt

n(ϕ; ϕ̄) ∼

{
1

γ
(
ϕ− ϕ̄

)}1/p

. (3.19)

Assuming that ϕ evolves monotonically, one can convert the Klein-Gordon equation (2.1) to
the following equation for n(ϕ;ϕ0):

V,ϕ

V
= − 1

n,ϕ
+

n,ϕϕ/n,ϕ

3n2
,ϕ − 1

2

. (3.20)

Plugging Eq. (3.19) into Eq. (3.20), a simple integration results in

V (ϕ) ∼ V0

[
1− p2

6
γ2/p

(
ϕ− ϕ̄

)2+2/p
]
exp

[
p2

2p+ 1
γ1/p

(
ϕ− ϕ̄

)2+1/p
]
. (3.21)

We will work in the regime that γ|ϕ− ϕ̄|p+1 ≪ 1 and γ|ϕ− ϕ̄|2p+1 ≪ 1 (the first of these two
conditions corresponds to the de Sitter limit ϵ = 1

2N
−2
,ϕ ≪ 1). Therefore, we take the final

form of our potential to be

V (ϕ) = V0

[
1 +

p2

2p+ 1
γ1/p

(
ϕ− ϕ̄

)2+1/p
]
. (3.22)
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Figure 6. ρ+
δN

(left) and the heaviness measure D (right), for the potential (3.22) with p = 1, ϕ̄ = 0,
V0 = 10−9, γ = 2× 103, π̄ = −10−4, ϕc = −2.67× 10−5. These parameters yield N̄c ≃ 0.53. The blue
curve is the full nonlinear result, while the dashed red curve is the result of the linear approximation.
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Figure 7. Same as the previous figure, but for p = 5, ϕ̄ = 0, V0 = 10−9, γ = 10−1, π̄ = −10−4 and
ϕc = 3.2× 10−5, resulting in N̄c ≃ 0.71 .
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Figure 8. Same as the previous figure, but for p = 1/5, ϕ̄ = 0, V0 = 10−9, γ = 6×104, π̄ = −4.8×10−5

and ϕc = −9× 10−6 which yield N̄c ≃ 0.28.

We have verified numerically that this V (ϕ) indeed leads to a power-law tail decaying

8In our notation, ϕ(n;ϕ0) is the value of the field n e-folds after it was at ϕ0. Also, n(ϕ;ϕ0) is the number
of e-folds required to reach ϕ from the initial value ϕ0. We have suppressed the dependence on the initial
velocity π0 since we work with a fixed π0 = π̄ and ignore δπ perturbations.
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Table 2. This table illustrates the validity of our assumptions and shows the values of βζ for the

potential Eq. (3.22) and for the three values of p. For comparison, we also present β
(1)
ζ from the linear

theory. For p = 5, instead of L3/L2 according to Eq. (2.8), we used Eq. (2.10).

β
(1)
ζ βζ L3/L2 S

p = 1 4.4× 10−13 0.0058 0.029 0.11

p = 5 1.7× 10−9 0.00015 0.14 0.090

p = 1/5 2.4× 10−13 0.0068 0.22 0.34

like 1/δN1+p, albeit for sufficiently large δN .9 This is shown in Figures 6, 7, and 8, for p = 1
(also studied in Ref. [21]), p = 5, and p = 1/5, respectively, where the asymptotic behavior of
the heaviness measure D perfectly matches our analytic expectation for the tail. In Table. 3.2
we confirm the validity of our basic assumptions, discussed in Sec. 2.2, and also compare βζ
from the PDFs for the three values of p with the Gaussian counterpart.

In this model, we have chosen the parameters such that |δϕc| is sufficiently larger than
σδϕ (which is equivalent to sufficiently large N̄c) so that the role of ρ−

δN
becomes insignificant

both for the normalization and for the computation of βζ . On the other hand, since the
decay of the PDF at its tail is so slow—especially for small values of p—the constant shift
that relates δN to ζ, according to Eq. (2.3), does become important. In particular, the case
with p = 1/5 has ⟨δN⟩ ≃ 2.26 which leads to a significant shift.

3.3 Potential barrier

It has been recently suggested by the authors of Ref. [14] that a tiny step in the inflationary
potential can lead to dramatically different results in the abundance of the PBHs, from a
large enhancement to a complete prohibition. The basic idea put forward in Ref. [14] is that,
in the presence of an upward step in the inflationary potential, there is a threshold velocity
to climb the step, below which the inflaton gets stuck downstairs and cannot reach past
the step.10 It is then argued that this threshold velocity corresponds to a threshold (upper
bound) on the curvature perturbations beyond which the PDF vanishes, hence a truncation.

A more careful analysis shows that the mere existence of a velocity threshold is not
enough to obtain a PDF truncation. Here we present a consistent implementation of the idea
of “truncation due to a barrier” and elucidate some of the key assumptions and conditions
for this to happen.

To illustrate the setup, consider a field rolling down a potential V (ϕ) from right to left
as in Figure 9. There is an upward barrier that the field has to climb up in order to reach
the end point ϕc. In general, the barrier need not be a sharp step, so instead of constraining
the velocity just before the step, we consider the initial field value ϕ̄+ δϕ and the initial field
velocity π̄ + δπ. Keeping the initial velocity fixed (i.e., δπ = 0), the only parameter that
controls whether or not the field has sufficient kinetic energy to pass the barrier is δϕ. In

9One can choose a different set of parameters so that the PDF converges to the power-law prediction much
earlier. Typically, the price to pay is an increase in the significance of stochasticity, which we tried to avoid
in the examples we present in this paper.

10In the special case of a sharp step with height ∆V in the potential located at ϕs, the condition to climb
the step is the availability of sufficient kinetic energy, i.e., 1

2
H2

sπ
2
s > ∆V , where πs is the velocity just before

the step. If the field excursion between ϕs and the top of the step is nonzero, as in a smooth barrier, then it
also has to overcome the Hubble friction along the way. In either case, the existence of a threshold velocity is
a direct consequence of the barrier.
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ϕc ϕ̄ ϕ̄ + δϕmax
ϕ

Figure 9. A sketch of a potential that features truncation in the PDF. The red and blue curves
depict two trajectories with δϕ = 0 and δϕ = δϕmax, respectively.

other words, there exists a threshold δϕmax on the initial field perturbations, beyond which
the trajectories cannot reach ϕc. Note that we have to choose the initial values ϕ̄ and π̄ so
as to ensure the unperturbed trajectory does pass the barrier and reach ϕc; otherwise we
encounter eternal inflation and the fluctuations under consideration would be unobservable.
The choice of ϕ̄ and π̄ needs to be such that the climbing occurs in a non-attractor phase
to allow for the super-horizon ζ to evolve and get affected by the step. On the other hand,
the attractor velocity just below the step can be designed to be below the threshold velocity.
This implies that for sufficiently large and positive fluctuations (corresponding to trajectories
that start sufficiently far away from the step) the field cannot reach ϕc since its velocity has
converged to the attractor value (which is below the threshold velocity). When δϕ is negative
(but smaller in magnitude than ϕ̄ − ϕc), π̄ provides more than enough kinetic energy for
traversing a shorter distance, so there is no negative threshold on δϕ. Hence, by continuity,
there must be a point δϕmax > 0 in between, starting from which the field will stop right at
the top of the barrier and fall short of passing it.

We emphasize that even incorporating the above requirements does not necessarily
amount to PDF truncation. The existence of a threshold velocity only implies the existence
of a δϕmax. We have already seen in the working example of Sec. 2.3.1 that δϕmax can exist
without leading to truncation. To achieve truncation, it is essential that δϕmax correspond
to a finite δNmax, such that ρ

δN
(δN) = 0 for δN > δNmax. More formally, the limit

lim
δϕ→δϕmax−

δN = δNmax (3.23)

must be finite.11 This implies that above the threshold velocity (equivalently, below the
threshold perturbation δϕmax), not only does the field pass the barrier and reach ϕc, but it
does so in a finite time. This is only possible when the potential is not smooth at the top
of the barrier. Indeed, if the barrier has a smooth peak at ϕs then, around the peak, we
can approximate the potential by V (ϕ) ≈ V (ϕs) +

1
2V

′′(ϕs)(ϕ− ϕs)
2. Neglecting the Hubble

friction, the time required to reach the peak from a nearby point ϕi with the initial kinetic
energy which is just enough to reach the peak is given by

t =

∫ ϕs

ϕi

dϕ√
2(V (ϕs)− V (ϕ))

=

∫ ϕs

ϕi

dϕ√
|V ′′(ϕs)||ϕ− ϕs|

, (3.24)

11The right limit, namely limδϕ→δϕmax+ δN does not exist, since fluctuations larger than δϕmax must be
excluded. In other words, the trajectories that start from δϕ > δϕmax never reach ϕc, which is a direct
consequence of having a threshold velocity.
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where for the first equality we used the energy conservation (in the absence of friction) for
the specific trajectory we considered. From the last equality it is evident that the time (and
hence the e-folds) is unbounded which implies that there is no truncation in PDF (since
arbitrarily large δN can be realized). Therefore, a necessary condition to obtain a truncation
is sharpness of the peak of the barrier (to allow for a non-vanishing V ′(ϕs), invalidating the
above argument). The presence of the Hubble friction does not alter the above argument
except a slight change in the critical trajectory that needs to be considered.

Let us summarize what conditions are needed for the occurrence of PDF truncation as
a result of a step in the potential (which do not seem to be spelled out in Ref. [15]): (i)
The unperturbed trajectory needs to be able to reach ϕc (otherwise, eternal inflation occurs
which prohibits the fluctuations under consideration to be observable). (ii) The unperturbed
trajectory must have a non-attractor velocity when it starts climbing up the step (otherwise,
the super-horizon ζ freezes and there is no chance for the step to alter the statistics of ζ).
(iii) The attractor velocity just before the step (to which the trajectories with sufficiently
large and positive δϕ converge) needs to be insufficient to reach ϕc (otherwise, basically all
trajectories do reach ϕc, hence no truncation). (iv) The peak needs to be sharp so that V ′(ϕs)
does not vanish (otherwise, one can always find trajectories along which it takes arbitrarily
long time to reach ϕc—corresponding to arbitrarily large δN—hence no truncation).

As a concrete example, we consider a potential that is comprised of three linear pieces
with three different slopes:

V =


V1 [1 + α1(ϕ− ϕ1)] ϕ > ϕ1,

V1 [1 + α2(ϕ− ϕ1)] ϕ1 > ϕ > ϕ2,

V2 [1 + α3(ϕ− ϕ2)] ϕ < ϕ2,

(3.25)

with α1 > 0, α2 < 0, α3 > 0 and V2 = V1[1 + α2(ϕ2 − ϕ1)] to ensure continuity at ϕ2. A
trajectory close to the attractor and starting from large ϕ arrives at ϕ1 with the velocity −α1,
which is chosen to be insufficient to climb the barrier: α2

1 ≪ (V2−V1)/V1. We choose ϕ̄ a bit
larger than ϕ1, and choose π̄ in such a way that the field (following a non-attractor trajectory)
can pass the barrier. The resulting PDFs (which do exhibit truncation) for two values of σδϕ
are presented in Figures 10 and 11. Alongside, the PDFs corresponding to a few smoothed
potentials (for which the truncation does not occur) are also shown for comparison. This
smoothing is achieved as follows. The potential (3.25) appears in the equation of motion (2.1)
via V ′/V , which is itself comprised of three different pieces. We smooth V ′/V by replacing
the step functions implicit there by

1± tanh s(ϕ− ϕ1,2)

2
. (3.26)

As the sharpness parameter s approaches infinity, the original sharp step functions are re-
covered.

A few remarks are in order: In both Figures 10 and 11 the PDF suddenly truncates
at some finite δNmax (namely, at δNmax ≃ 0.15). So we clearly have truncation. It is also
evident that none of the smoothed barriers lead to complete truncation, although as they
become sharper they fall off faster and approach a vertical slope as in the truncated PDF.
The red dashed curve is a PDF obtained from the linear approximation δN = N ′(ϕ̄)δϕ. (We
have only shown the Gaussian PDF for the sharp barrier s = ∞; it is indistinguishable from
the Gaussian PDF for s = 106 on all of our plots.) For σδϕ = 10−4 (Figure 10) the right side
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Figure 10. The PDF corresponding to the three-segment potential (3.25) (thick, black), its Gaussian
approximation (red, dashed), and those of a few smoothed potentials with sharpness parameter s (see
Eq. (3.26)). The corresponding βζs are also tabulated. The right panel is a zoomed version of the
left panel. The numerical values of the parameters are V1 = 1.18 × 10−6, α1 = 10−3, α2 = −10−3,
α3 = 10−2, ϕ1 = 0, ϕ2 = −1.532×10−2, ϕ̄ = 5.07424×10−4, ϕc = −2.232×10−2, π̄ = −5.14923×10−2.
These lead to σδϕ ≃ 10−4 and N̄c ≃ 2.17.
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Figure 11. Same as the previous figure, but for σδϕ ≃ 10−5 (V1 = 1.18× 10−8).

of the exact PDF for sufficiently sharp peak is skewed to the left compared to the Gaussian
PDF. As a result, even before the truncation δNmax, we have suppression of ρ

δN
compared

to the linear approximation. On the contrary, we have skewness to the right for σδϕ = 10−5

(Figure 11), which amounts to enhancement of ρ
δN

before it is completely truncated. In this
case, a slight smoothing that disallows truncation makes the abundance of PBHs larger than
the linear calculation.

It is important to contrast the PDF truncation of this section with that of Sec. 3.1.1.
In both cases ρ

δN
vanishes at some δNmax. But while ρ

δN
of Sec. 3.1.1 is continuous at

δNmax, here ρ
δN

is discontinuous at δNmax and the truncation occurs suddenly. We thus
name this novel feature a first-order truncation, in analogy with first-order phase transitions.
The physical reason behind this difference is the following. Here the height of the step is the
same for all trajectories, as long as they start below the step; and it is the existence of the
threshold velocity that leads to the truncation. On the contrary, for the linear potential of
Sec. 3.1.1, each different trajectory needs to climb a different distance to reach the summit,
all with the same initial velocity. So, in this case, we have a threshold distance rather than a
threshold velocity. To also contrast these two situations with the model studied in Sec. 3.1.2
(i.e., the truncation from the quadratic potential), we note that in the latter situation we
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encounter a threshold time (or e-folds), i.e., the time to reach the end point ϕc cannot be
arbitrarily large. See the discussion below Eq. 3.13.

As a final remark, note that the stochastic effects can render the PDF nonzero beyond
δNmax and prevent truncation. This is because quantum diffusion can introduce stochastic
jumps by which the inflaton can pass the barrier and arrive at the classically unreachable
point ϕc. However, we should bear in mind that stochastic effects are known to produce
exponential tails [5], so although nonzero, they are often (and, in particular, for our choice
of parameters) too small to make a significant change. This statement also holds true for the
model studied in Sec. 3.1.1 where we encountered second-order truncation.

4 Conclusions and outlook

In this paper, we carefully analyzed the δN formalism as a non-perturbative method for
computing the PDF of primordial fluctuations. We discussed some subtleties that may arise
concerning large fluctuations (which are not expected to appear in the perturbative appli-
cations) and argued for a prescription to overcome them. This led to a PDF described in
Eq. (2.14) valid for a broad range of fluctuations and for not necessarily slow-roll inflation-
ary models. Furthermore, we studied several non-attractor single-field inflationary models,
computed the full PDF, and showed diversity in the behavior of the PDF for large values of
fluctuations. These non-trivial tail behaviors differ significantly from the predictions of the
linear perturbation theory. Table 4 summarizes the tail behavior in different examples we
have studied.

Recently, it has been realized that in models predicting a large abundance of PBHs
the loop corrections may dominate over the tree-level contributions spoiling the perturbation
theory. In fact, in many examples that we have studied, L3[ζ]/L2[ζ] is pretty large for ζ ≃ 1
(as opposed to L3[δϕ]/L2[δϕ] which remains small) so that the non-perturbative treatment
is indeed necessary. However, note that the loop-level contributions to the statistics of ζ
are already taken care of in our formalism since we treated the relation between δϕ and
ζ non-perturbatively. Therefore, these non-perturbative effects (discussed e.g., in [26]) are
not concerning. On the other hand, since ζ must grow significantly in the non-attractor
phase to account for the PBH abundance, loop corrections on the CMB scale modes due to
these enhanced short-scale fluctuations may dominate over the tree-level amplitude [27–29].
While this claim remains debatable in the explored setups and depends on the details of
the transition to the slow-roll regime, we note that the different potentials studied here may
open up new ways to overcome this possible difficulty. Whether avoiding these effects can be
easily achieved or it requires fine-tuning is an interesting open question that deserves careful
analysis, beyond the scope of this paper. At the very least, since the tail of the distribution
is so non-trivial for our examples, one might be able to produce a large abundance of PBHs
with smaller values of power spectrum (i.e., a smaller power spectrum may be compensated
by a heavier-than-Gaussian tail). A reduced short scale power spectrum then downgrades
the effect of the loop corrections on the CMB scale power spectrum. As a related remark,
notice that taking into account the effect of the tail on the PBH abundance may also alter
the amount of fine-tuning required in the parameters of the model to produce a fair amount
of PBHs which is another, worth exploring, open question [30].

Finally, we stress that extending our formalism to the case of multiple-field models of
inflation is straightforward. We expect the multiple-field setup to show even more diverse
possibilities [21, 31, 32]. Furthermore, the multiple-field setup may offer easier ways to relax
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Table 3. Summary of the tail behaviors for the examples studied in this paper. The various constants
appearing in some equations are collectively named c or c̃; refer to the cited section to find the details.
We always assume that ϕc > ϕ̄, i.e., the net motion of the field is from large values to small values.

Section V (ϕ) Feature of the PDF at large ζ

3.1.1 V0 (1 + αϕ); α > 0 Gaussian tail but not identical to the linear theory

3.1.1 V0 (1 + αϕ); α < 0 2nd-order truncation

3.1.2 V0

(
1 + 1

2βϕ
2
)
; β < 3

4 Double exponential tail (exp(−c ec2ζ))

3.1.2 V0

(
1 + 1

2βϕ
2
)
; β > 3

4 Two peaks, 2nd-order truncation

3.2 V0(1 + c ϕ2+1/p) Power law tail (c̃/ζp+1)

3.3 Sharp step in V (ϕ) 1st-order truncation

the fine-tunings and to avoid the large loop effects mentioned above. Therefore, exploring
multiple-field models of inflation are, in various ways, well-motivated and can be considered
as the next move.
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A More on the power-law tail

As we mentioned before, the analysis in Sec. 3.2 was only suggestive and not a rigorous
derivation of the potential (3.22). We now take a different look at this potential and provide
more convincing evidence that δN indeed satisfies Eq. (3.18), thereby justifying the power-law
tail.

Let us study the equation of motion (2.1) with the potential (3.22) in the phase space.
It amounts to

ϕ′ = π,

π′ = −
(
3− 1

2
π2

)(
π + pγ1/pϕ1+1/p

)
,

(A.1)

where we have set ϕ̄ = 0 (without loss of generality) and used the approximation γ|ϕ−ϕ̄|p+1 ≪
1 (de Sitter limit). The corresponding phase portrait is depicted in Figure 12 where a few
trajectories are shown. Eventually our focus will be the green trajectory, but let us first
explain a few key features of the phase portrait. The point (ϕ = 0, π = 0) at the origin is a
fixed point of this system: if you start from ϕ = 0, with zero initial velocity, you will stay
there forever. Two notable trajectories are shown too: The red curve that ends up at the
origin, and the blue curve that starts off from the origin. The red curve is the trajectory of
an inflaton that rolls on the flat plateau on ϕ > 0 with an initial velocity fine tuned such
that at time N = ∞ it reaches and stops at ϕ = 0; any trajectory with a faster velocity will
overshoot ϕ = 0. It can be shown that in the vicinity of the origin, where the dynamics is
like USR, the red curve asymptotes to 3ϕ+π = 0. Furthermore, the time along the red curve
to reach a distance ε1 from the origin, grows like∫ ε1 −dϕ

ϕ′ ≈
∫ δ dϕ

3ϕ
∼ log ε1. (A.2)
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Figure 12. The phase portrait of the dynamical system (A.1) corresponding to motion under the
potential (3.22). The red and blue curves are, respectively, incoming to and outgoing from the fixed
point, while the tiny segments on them indicate distances ε1 and ε2 from the origin. The trajectory
of interest (green) starts with initial velocity π̄ from ϕ̄ + δϕ, goes up close to ϕ̄ = 0 spending a long
time in the nearby bottleneck area, and then turns down toward ϕc (not shown in the figure). The
tiny segment splits the green curve into a right piece (close to the red curve) and a left piece (close
to the blue curve).

On the other hand, the blue curve is the trajectory of an inflaton that starts at rest from
the origin at time N = −∞. In the neighborhood of the origin, the blue curve can be
approximated by π + pγ1/pϕ1+1/p = 0,12 and the time along it starting from a distance ε2
from the origin, behaves like∫

−ε2

−dϕ

ϕ′ ≈
∫
−ε2

dϕ

pγ1/pϕ1+1/p
∼ (γε2)

−1/p . (A.4)

It is clear from Eqs.(A.2) and (A.4) that the time N diverges along both the red and blue
curves as they approach the fixed point, i.e., as ε1, ε2 → 0.

Let us now focus on a trajectory in the phase space (like the green curve in Figure 12)
that passes close by the origin (corresponding to the large values of δN , which are of interest

12To derive the equation of the blue attractor curve, assume that in the neighborhood of the origin it is
given by ϕ(n) = cn−k, where k is a positive constant so that it reaches ϕ = 0 at n = −∞. Notice that this
is part of the definition of the attractor, since all the other neighboring curves diverge away from ϕ = 0 at
n = −∞. Then plug this in the first line of Eq. (A.1) to obtain π(n) = −ckn−k−1; and then in its second line
to obtain

ck(k + 1)n−k−2 = 3ckn−k−1 − 3pγ1/p
(
cn−k

)1+1/p

, (A.3)

where we have ignored 1
2
π2 next to 3. Now owing to the large n limit, we must neglect the n−k−2 term

compared with the n−k−1 term. Therefore, at this order of the approximation, both sides of the preceding
equation must equal zero. The vanishing of the right hand side gives the claimed equation of the blue curve.
In fact, it also determines the constants to be c = 1/γ and k = p, but we don’t need them here. It is to be
emphasized that this equation governs the blue curve only in a small neighborhood of the origin and the true
equation has higher terms that are suppressed by negative powers of n. Finally, note that the same approach
could be applied to obtain the equation of the red curve in the USR stage, albeit using ϕ(n) = e−an instead
of the power-law ansatz, which yields a = 3.
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for exploring the tail of PDF). This trajectory starts from (ϕ̄ + δϕ, π̄) where it is close to
the red curve (since the onset of the motion is in the USR stage), goes up on the phase
plane close to the origin, and then turns around and approaches the blue curve (which is
our final slow-roll attractor stage). Thus it should be clear that the trajectories of interest
have two asymptotic behaviors: approaching the red curve in the past, and approaching the
blue curve in the future. Since we work with fixed initial velocity π̄, our control parameter
is ε = δϕmax − δϕ which measures how close to the red curve we start: the smaller ε, the
closer we get to the origin. As the trajectory is moved closer to the origin (ε → 0), the time
N it takes to reach ϕc becomes longer. In other words, the region around the origin acts
like a bottleneck that requires a very long time to traverse. This is because of the infinite
time it takes to reach/depart from the origin on the red/blue curves. We can evaluate N by
breaking the green curve up into two pieces, and estimate each piece by a segment of the
red/blue curve that goes as close to the origin as ε1/ε2, with both ε1 and ε2 proportional
to ε. Therefore, according to Eqs. (A.4) and (A.2), the major contributions to N along the
green trajectory are given by the two terms ∼ log ε and ∼ (γε)−1/p, of which the latter is the
dominant; thus

N ∼ {γ (δϕmax − δϕ)}1/p . (A.5)

Since the difference between N and δN is finite, this is precisely the behavior we had claimed
in Eq. (3.18).
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