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Abstract. Primordial non-Gaussianity encodes vital information of the physics of the early
universe, particularly during the inflationary epoch. To explore the local-type primordial
non-Gaussianity fNL, we study the anisotropies in gravitational wave background induced by
the linear cosmological scalar perturbations during radiation domination in the early universe.
We provide the first complete analysis to the angular power spectrum of such scalar-induced
gravitational waves. The spectrum is expressed in terms of the initial inhomogeneities, the
Sachs-Wolfe effect, and their crossing. It is anticipated to have frequency dependence and
multipole dependence, i.e., Cℓ(ν) ∝ [ℓ(ℓ + 1)]−1 with ν being a frequency and ℓ referring to
the ℓ-th spherical harmonic multipole. In particular, the initial inhomogeneites in this back-
ground depend on gravitational-wave frequency. These properties are potentially useful for
the component separation, foreground removal, and breaking degeneracies in model parame-
ters, making the non-Gaussian parameter fNL measurable. Further, theoretical expectations
may be tested by space-borne gravitational-wave detectors in future.
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1 Introduction

The primordial non-Gaussianity refers to deviations from Gaussian statistics in the linear cos-
mological perturbations originated from quantum fluctuations during the inflationary epoch
of the early universe [1–7]. A quantity of mechanisms related to the generation of primor-
dial non-Gaussianity have been proposed (see Ref. [8] for reviews), for example, nonlinear
couplings between the inflaton and other fields [9–17], non-standard inflation models [18–
26], and so on. The primordial non-Gaussian parameter fNL represents a higher or lower
probability of large overdensities, depending on its sign. Therefore, the study of primordial
non-Gaussianity is not only important for understanding the underlying physics of the early
universe, but also the formation and evolution of cosmic structures.

There are several observational constraints on the primordial non-Gaussianity, but they
are limited to cosmological curvature perturbations on large scales comparable to the whole
scale of the observable universe. Via measurements of anisotropies and polarization in the
cosmic microwave background (CMB), the Planck collaboration [27] has reported highly
Gaussian curvature perturbations that are compatible with anticipations of canonical single-
field slow-roll inflation [28]. Constraints have also been provided via measurements of CMB
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spectral distortions [29, 30], galaxy formation [31], and UV luminosity function [32], etc.,
but all of them are less precise than the Planck results. We should note that the above
measurements are only sensitive to the large-scale curvature perturbations, which are related
to the dynamics of inflation during the 50-60 e-foldings before its end.

Detection of gravitational waves (GWs) can provide a new observational window to
the nature of cosmological curvature perturbations on smaller scales, which were generated
during later stages of inflation. It is well known that only the physics imprinted on the
last-scattering surface of CMB can be measured, due to the tightly coupled limit before
the free streaming of photons [33]. In contrast, the GW probe overcomes such a defect and
thereby has potentials to directly measure the physics playing significant roles on more remote
distances [34–43], which are corresponded to higher redshifts, because GWs propagate almost
freely after production [44, 45]. Smaller-scale modes exited the Hubble horizon later during
inflation, but reentered the Hubble horizon at higher redshifts after the end of inflation.
Therefore, we expect the GW probe to be sensitive to the primordial non-Gaussianity of
small-scale perturbations and thereby the dynamics of inflation at the late stage.

After reentering into the Hubble horizon, the small-scale curvature perturbations nonlin-
early produced a cosmological gravitational-wave background (CGWB), and the primordial
non-Gaussianity left significant imprints on the background [46–54], making the background
to be a potential probe to the primordial non-Gaussianity. Conventionally, such a CGWB is
also called the scalar-induced gravitational waves (SIGWs) [55–60], since it was induced at
second order by the linear scalar perturbations in the early universe. Depending on values of
the local-type non-Gaussian parameter fNL, the contribution of primordial non-Gaussianity
to the energy-density fraction spectrum of SIGWs could be two orders of magnitude larger
than the Gaussian contribution, as was shown in Ref. [53]. If the perturbativity conditions
are required during inflation, some viable models have been considered in Ref. [54], where
the authors studied SIGWs in the Starobinsky’s model with a dip [61, 62] and the model of
critical-Higgs inflation [63–65]. For simplicity, we would not be concerned with such concrete
scenarios in our current work. Recently, a common-spectrum process reported by the North
American Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) collaboration [66]
was speculated to be evidence for SIGWs in the literature [67–75], though not confirmed
until now 1.

Besides the vital contribution to SIGWs, the primordial non-Gaussianity also impacts
the formation of primordial black holes (PBHs) and particularly alters the mass distribution
function of PBHs [26, 61, 80–88]. Since PBHs could be formed due to gravitational collapse
of enhanced small-scale curvature perturbations [89] and the probability distribution func-
tion (PDF) of the latter is deformed by the primordial non-Gaussianity, the abundance of
PBHs would be significantly enhanced or suppressed compared with results for the Gaussian
perturbations, depending on the sign of the non-Gaussian parameter (e.g., see Refs. [81, 82]).
On the other hand, in the early universe, SIGWs were also produced as an accompaniment
to the production of PBHs, making SIGWs a potential probe to PBHs [90–93] and then the

1In late June of 2023, four pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations further reported strong evidence for
the Hellings-Downs correlations that indicate a gravitational-wave background in the nano-Hertz frequency
band [76–79].
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primordial non-Gaussianity correspondingly.
In summary, the study of SIGWs is important for determination of the primordial non-

Gaussianity. The energy-density fraction spectrum of SIGWs has been used for this aim in
the literature [48–54]. However, we will show that such a spectrum, i.e., the monopole, has a
sign degeneracy in the non-Gaussian parameter. We will further show that there are degen-
eracies in the non-Gaussian parameter and other model parameters, indicating that the non-
Gaussian contribution can be mimicked by these parameters. In addition, other gravitational-
wave backgrounds originating from astrophysical processes would be foregrounds that may
contaminate the signal (see Ref. [94] and references therein). Due to the above reasons, it
is particularly challenging to measure the primordial non-Gaussianity with the monopole in
SIGWs. Therefore, it is necessary to develop some new probes.

In this work, we propose that the anisotropies in SIGWs could be a powerful probe to
the local-type primordial non-Gaussianity on scales that can not be probed otherwise (e.g.,
via CMB). We will provide the complete analysis to the angular power spectrum of SIGWs
for the first time. We will also show its frequency dependence and multipole dependence,
which could be useful for breaking the aforementioned degeneracies of model parameters and
the foreground removal as well as component separation [95]. Before our present work, the
line-of-sight method for the study of anisotropies in a GW background has been developed
in Ref. [96], analogue to that for the study of anisotropies and polarization in CMB [97].
Subsequently, it was adopted to study the anisotropies and non-Gaussianity in CGWBs in
Refs. [98, 99]. Assuming the local-type primordial non-Gaussianity upon the squeezed limit,
the anisotropies in SIGWs as well as implications of them for PBHs were studied for the first
time in Ref. [100]. However, such a study is incomplete, as will be demonstrated in our present
work. Following Ref. [100], other related works can be found in Refs. [94, 101–107].One of
the leading aims of our present work is to establish the first complete analysis.

The remaining context of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we will briefly
review formulae of the inhomogeneous energy density of gravitational waves as well as the
Boltzmann equation for the distribution function of gravitons. In Section 3, we will sum-
marize the generic theory of SIGWs. In Section 4, we reproduce the theoretical results of
the monopole in SIGWs, and show the degeneracies in model parameters. In Section 5, we
provide the complete analysis of multipoles in SIGWs, including the formulae of angular
power spectrum and its properties. In Section 6, we make concluding remarks.

2 Basics of cosmological gravitational wave background

We consider a spatially-flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric in the conformal
Newtonian gauge, with perturbations characterized by the linear scalar perturbations Φ(η, x)
and Ψ(η, x), and the transverse-traceless tensor perturbations χij(η, x), i.e., the GWs. We
disregard the vector perturbations due to inflation. The perturbed metric is given by

ds2 = a2
{

−(1 + 2Φ)dη2 + [(1 − 2Ψ)δij + χij ] dxidxj
}

, (2.1)
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where a(η) is the scale factor of the universe at conformal time η. It is convenient to expand
Φ(η, x) (we expand Ψ(η, x) in the same way) and χij(η, x) in Fourier space, i.e.,

Φ(η, x) =
∫ d3q

(2π)3/2 eiq·xΦ(η, q) , (2.2)

χij(η, x) =
∑

λ=+,×

∫ d3q
(2π)3/2 eiq·xϵλ

ij(q)χλ(η, q) , (2.3)

where we define two polarization tensors ϵ+
ij(q) = [ϵi(q)ϵj(q) − ϵ̄i(q)ϵ̄j(q)] /

√
2 and ϵ×

ij(q) =
[ϵi(q)ϵ̄j(q) + ϵ̄i(q)ϵj(q)] /

√
2, with ϵi(q) and ϵ̄i(q) being a set of orthonormal basis which is

perpendicular to the wavevector q. We further define the power spectrum of GWs as the
two-point correlator of χλ, i.e.,

⟨χλ(η, q)χλ′(η, q′)⟩ = δλλ′δ(3)(q + q′)Pχλ
(η, q) , (2.4)

which characterizes the statistical property. In the following, we will introduce several useful
definitions and conventions of CGWBs, as well as the Boltzmann equation of gravitons. In
fact, most of them are analogue to those for CMB [97], and we would follow Refs. [96, 98, 99].

2.1 Energy density with inhomogeneities

At a conformal time η and spatial location x, the energy density of GWs on subhorizon scales
is defined as [34]

ρgw(η, x) = m2
Pl

4a2(η)∂lχij(η, x)∂lχij(η, x) , (2.5)

where the overbar denotes a time average over oscillations, and mPl = (8πG)−1/2 is the Planck
mass. Throughout this paper, we use ∂η and ∂i to denote ∂/∂η and ∂/∂xi, respectively. The
energy density spectrum Ωgw(η, x, q) is defined as [34]

ρgw(η, x) = ρc

∫
d ln q Ωgw(η, x, q) , (2.6)

with the critical energy density of the universe defined in terms of the conformal Hubble
parameter H(η) = ∂ηa/a as ρc = 3m2

PlH2/a2. We further introduce the energy-density full
spectrum ωgw(η, x, q), which is direction-dependent, as

Ωgw(η, x, q) =
∫

d2n ωgw(η, x, q) , (2.7)

where q denotes the comoving momentum of GWs and n denotes the propagation direction
of GWs, i.e., q = qn with q = |q|. Therefore, we get an explicit expression of it to be

ωgw(η, x, q) = − q3

12H2

∫ d3k
(2π)3 eik·x (k − q) · q

∑
λ,λ′

ϵλ
ij(k − q)ϵλ′

ij (q)χλ(η, k − q)χλ′(η, q) .

(2.8)
It is crucial to note that k is associated with the Fourier modes of overdensities in CGWB.

The full spectrum ωgw(η, x, q) can be decomposed into a homogeneous and isotropic
background ω̄gw(η, q) and superimposed fluctuations δωgw(η, x, q).
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The former is also called the monopole. It can be obtained from the definition of
ωgw(η, x, q) in Eq. (2.7), i.e.,

ω̄gw(η, q) = Ω̄gw(η, q)
4π

. (2.9)

Here, Ω̄gw(η, q) stands for the energy-density fraction spectrum defined by the spatial average
of Ωgw(η, x, q) as follows [108]

Ω̄gw(η, q) = ⟨Ωgw(η, x, q)⟩x = q5

24π2H2

∑
λ=+,×

Pχλ
(η, q) , (2.10)

where the angle brackets with a suffix x denote the spatial average that is equivalent to the
ensemble average. Besides Eq. (2.7), we also have used Eq. (2.4) and Eq. (2.8) during the
derivation process of Eq. (2.10).

The inhomogeneities δωgw on top of the background, leading to the multipoles in a
CGWB discussed in the following, can be written as

δωgw(η, x, q) = ωgw(η, x, q) − ω̄gw(η, q) , (2.11)

which can be recast to be the density contrast of the form

δgw(η, x, q) = δωgw(η, x, q)
ω̄gw(η, q) = 4π

δωgw(η, x, q)
Ω̄gw(η, q)

. (2.12)

To study the statistics of the fluctuations, we use the two-point correlation of δgw(η, x, q). It
is useful to expand δgw in spherical harmonics along the direction n, i.e.,

δgw(η, x, q) =
∑

ℓ

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

δgw,ℓm(η, x, q)Yℓm(n) , (2.13)

where we have used the relation q = qn, and the multipole coefficients are given by

δgw,ℓm(η, x, q) =
∫

d2n Y ∗
ℓm(n)δgw(η, x, q) . (2.14)

Assuming the statistical isotropy on large scales, we define the reduced angular power
spectrum as a two-point correlator of the multipole coefficients δgw,ℓm(η0, x0, q), with the
observing time and location (η0, x0) omitted for brevity hereafter, i.e.,

⟨δgw,ℓm(q)δ∗
gw,ℓ′m′(q′)⟩ = δℓℓ′δmm′C̃ℓ(q, q′) , (2.15)

where the tilde stands for a reduced quantity. In fact, this is cross-correlation at two frequency
bands denoted by q and q′. Further, the angular power spectrum is defined as the two-point
correlator of δωgw(q), i.e.,〈

δωgw,ℓm(q)δω∗
gw,ℓ′m′(q′)

〉
= δℓℓ′δmm′Cℓ(q, q′) . (2.16)

A relation between C̃ℓ and Cℓ can be derived from Eq. (2.12), namely,

C̃ℓ(q, q′) = (4π)2Cℓ(q, q′)
Ω̄gw(q)Ω̄gw(q′)

, (2.17)
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where Ω̄gw(q) denotes the energy-density fraction spectrum in the observer frame with (η0, x0).
Here, besides correlations between the same frequency band (i.e., q = q′), we also consider
correlations between different frequency bands (i.e., q ̸= q′). Such a consideration would give
rise to non-trivial theoretical results, as will be shown in Section 5.2.

2.2 Boltzmann equation

Following Refs. [96, 98, 99], we review the Boltzmann equation for gravitons in general. The
energy density in Eq. (2.5) is expressed in terms of the distribution function of gravitons
f(η, x, q), i.e.,

ρgw(η, x) = 1
a4

∫
d3q qf(η, x, q) . (2.18)

Combining it with Eq. (2.6) and Eq. (2.7), we obtain a relation of the form

f(η, x, q) = ρc

(
a

q

)4
ωgw(η, x, q) . (2.19)

Analogue to decomposition of ωgw in Section 2.1, the distribution function can also be sepa-
rated into a background f̄(η, q) and perturbations Γ(η, x, q), i.e.,

f(η, x, q) = f̄(η, q) − q
∂f̄

∂q
Γ(η, x, q) . (2.20)

The former is related with the energy-density fraction spectrum Ω̄gw(η, q) via Eq. (2.9) and
Eq. (2.19), i.e.,

f̄(η, q) = ρc
4π

(
a

q

)4
Ω̄gw(η, q) . (2.21)

Therefore, the density contrast in Eq. (2.12) can be expressed in terms of Γ(η, x, q) as follows

δgw(η, x, q) =
[
4 − ∂ ln Ω̄gw(η, q)

∂ ln q

]
Γ(η, x, q) = [4 − ngw(η, q)] Γ(η, x, q) , (2.22)

where we define the tensor spectral index as

ngw(η, q) = ∂ ln Ω̄gw(η, q)
∂ ln q

. (2.23)

The evolution of distribution function follows the Boltzmann equation, i.e., df/dη =
I(f) + C(f), where I denotes the emissivity term and C stands for the collision term. Due to
absence of interaction of gravitons, the collision term is negligible, i.e., C = 0 [44, 45]. The
emissivity term for cosmological processes can be viewed as the initial condition, implying
I = 0 [98, 99]. Therefore, the Boltzmann equation can be expressed as

df

dη
= ∂f

∂η
+ ∂f

∂xi

dxi

dη
+ ∂f

∂q

dq

dη
+ ∂f

∂ni

dni

dη
= 0 . (2.24)

For the Boltzmann equation up to first order, the massless condition and geodesic of gravi-
tons lead to dxi/dη = ni, dq/dη =

(
∂ηΨ − ni∂iΦ − ninj∂ηχij/2

)
q, and dni/dη = 0. The

Boltzmann equation can be separated into

∂ηf̄ = 0 , (2.25)

∂ηΓ + ni∂iΓ = ∂ηΨ − ni∂iΦ − 1
2ninj∂ηχij . (2.26)
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Eq. (2.25) indicates that the background does not evolve with respect to time. Eq. (2.26)
can be transformed to Fourier space, i.e.,

∂ηΓ + ikµΓ = ∂ηΨ − ikµΦ − 1
2ninj∂ηχij , (2.27)

where we denote kµ = k · n for simplicity.
Analogue to the Boltzmann equation for the anisotropies and polarization in CMB [11],

Eq. (2.27) also has the line-of-sight solution of the form

Γ(η, k, q) = eikµ(ηin−η) [Γ(ηin, k, q) + Φ(ηin, k)] − Φ(η, k)

+
∫ η

ηin
dη′ eikµ(η′−η)

{
∂η′
[
Ψ(η′, k) + Φ(η′, k)

]
− ninj

2 ∂ηχij(η′, k)
}

, (2.28)

where we use the suffix in to label quantities at initial time. We decompose the solution as

Γ(η, k, q) = ΓI(η, k, q) + ΓS(η, k, q) + ΓT (η, k, q) − Φ(η, k) , (2.29)

where ΓI stands for the initial term, and ΓS and ΓT denote the scalar and tensor sourced
terms, respectively. To be specific, we have

ΓI(η, k, q) = eikµ(ηin−η)Γ(ηin, k, q) , (2.30)

ΓS(η, k, q) =
∫ η

ηin
dη′ eikµ(η′−η) {Φ(η′, k)δ(η′ − ηin) + ∂η′

[
Ψ(η′, k) + Φ(η′, k)

]}
, (2.31)

ΓT (η, k, q) = −1
2ninj

∫ η

ηin
dη′ eikµ(η′−η)∂η′χij(η′, k) . (2.32)

By considering Eq. (2.22) and the relation of x0−xin = (η0−ηin)n0, we can relate Γ(η, k, q) in
Eq. (2.28) with the inhomogeneities δgw(η, x, q). Therefore, we obtain δgw(q) = δgw(η0, x0, q)
as follows

δgw(q) = [4 − ngw(η0, q)]
{[

δgw(ηin, xin, q)
4 − ngw(ηin, q) + Φ(ηin, xin)

]
− Φ(η0, x0) (2.33)

+
∫ d3k

(2π)3/2 eik·x0

∫ η0

ηin
dη eikµ(η−η0)

[
∂η [Ψ(η, k) + Φ(η, k)] − ninj

2 ∂ηχij(η, k)
]}

,

where δ(ηin, xin, q) represents the initial perturbations 2, Φ(ηin, xin) leads to the Sachs-Wolfe
(SW) effect [109], Φ(η0, x0) is the monopole term that can be disregarded, and the integral
refers to the integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effect [109]. By substituting Eq. (2.33) into
Eq. (2.14) and then into Eq. (2.15), we can obtain an explicit formula of the angular power
spectrum for the anisotropies in CGWB.

3 Scalar-induced gravitational waves

Following Refs. [59, 60], we review the theory of SIGWs such as the equation of motion and
its solution during radiation domination. Our theoretical formalism can be straightforwardly
used for the study of SIGWs during other epochs, e.g., early-matter domination [110]. In
this section and the next section, we use η to denote ηin for simplicity.

2In contrast, the initial perturbations for CMB were completely erased by Compton scattering due to the
tightly coupled limit before the free streaming of photons [33].
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3.1 Equation of motion and its solution

We consider the case that the tensor perturbations are SIGWs, implying that the second-
order tensor perturbations are considered. We let χij = hij/2 in Eq. (2.1) and neglect the
anisotropic stress, i.e., Ψ = Φ. Therefore, the equation of motion of SIGWs is derived from
the spatial components of Einstein’s equation at second order, i.e., [55, 56]

∂2
ηhλ(η, q) + 2H∂ηhλ(η, q) + q2hλ(η, q) = 4Sλ(η, q) , (3.1)

where Sλ(η, q) is the source term quadratic in the scalar perturbations Φ, i.e.,

Sλ(η, q) =
∫ d3qa

(2π)3/2 ϵλ
ij(q)qi

aqj
a

{
2Φ(η, q − qa)Φ(η, qa) (3.2)

+ 4
3(1 + w)H2 [∂ηΦ(η, q − qa) + HΦ(η, q − qa)] [∂ηΦ(η, qa) + HΦ(η, qa)]

}
.

Here, w stands for the equation-of-state parameter of the universe. The above derivation can
be finished via the xpand [111] package.

Eq. (3.1) can be solved with the Green’s function method, as was demonstrated in
Refs. [59, 60]. The solution can be expressed in the form of

a(η)hλ(η, q) = 4
∫ η

dη′ Gq(η, η′)a(η′)Sλ(η′, q) , (3.3)

where the Green’s function Gq(η, η′) obeys

∂2
ηGq(η, η′) +

[
q2 −

∂2
ηa(η)
a(η)

]
Gq(η, η′) = δ(η − η′) . (3.4)

As will be shown in Section 3.2, we can solve Eq. (3.4) once the evolution of a(η) is known.
To relate the linear perturbations Φ(η, q) with the initial value, we define the scalar transfer
function T (qη) as follows

Φ(η, q) = 3 + 3w

5 + 3w
T (qη)ζ(q) , (3.5)

where ζ(q) denotes the primordial (comoving) curvature perturbations. Therefore, Eq. (3.2)
can be rewritten as

Sλ(η, q) =
∫ d3qa

(2π)3/2 q2Qλ(q, qa)F (|q − qa|, qa, η)ζ(qa)ζ(q − qa) , (3.6)

where we introduce a functional F (|q − qa|, qa, η) and a projection factor Qλ(q, qa). Denoting
pa = |q − qa|, we represent the functional F (pa, qa, η) in terms of T (η) and ∂ηT (η), i.e.,

F (pa, qa, η) = 3(1 + w)
(5 + 3w)2

[
2(5 + 3w)T (paη)T (qaη) + 4

H2 ∂ηT (paη)∂ηT (qaη)

+ 4
H

(T (paη)∂ηT (qaη) + ∂ηT (paη)T (qaη))
]

. (3.7)
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On the other hand, the projection factor Qλ(q, qa) is defined as follow

Qλ(q, qa) = ϵλ
ij(q)qi

aqj
a

q2 = sin2 θ√
2

×

cos(2ϕa) λ = +
sin(2ϕa) λ = ×

, (3.8)

where θ is the separation angle between q and qa, while ϕa represents the azimuthal angle of
qa when q is along the z axis. In addition, the evolution of Φ(η, q) and then T (qη) follows
a master equation derived from the Einstein’s equation at first order. In absence of entropy
perturbations, the master equation is [112]

∂2
ηΦ + 3H

(
1 + c2

s

)
∂ηΦ + 3

(
c2

s − w
)

H2Φ + c2
sq2Φ = 0 . (3.9)

where c2
s denotes the speed of sound. We will obtain the analytic expression of T (qη) during

radiation domination in Section 3.2.
Based on the above discussion, we can rewrite the SIGW strain in Eq. (3.3) as follows

hλ(η, q) = 4
∫ d3qa

(2π)3/2 ζ(qa)ζ(q − qa)Qλ(q, qa)Î(|q − qa|, q, η) , (3.10)

where the kernel function is given as

Î(|q − qa|, qa, η) =
∫ η

dη′ q2Gq(η, η′)a(η′)
a(η) F (|q − qa|, qa, η′) . (3.11)

Note that Eq. (3.10) is the most important result in this subsection. The remaining work is
to compute the kernel function, as will be done in Section 3.2.

3.2 Kernel function during radiation domination

We focus on the radiation-dominated (RD) epoch in the following, implying that we have
w = c2

s = 1/3, a ∝ η, and H = 1/η. We will solve Eq. (3.4) and Eq. (3.9), and then get the
analytic formula of kernel function via Eq. (3.11), which eventually leads to Eq. (3.10).

Since we have ∂2
ηa = 0, we rewrite Eq. (3.4) as ∂2

ηGq + q2Gq = δ(η − η′). Its solution
gives the Green’s function, i.e.,

Gq(η, η′) = Θ(η − η′)sin q(η − η′)
q

, (3.12)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside function with variable x. We rewrite Eq. (3.9) as ∂2
ηΦ+4H∂ηΦ+

q2Φ/3 = 0. By using Eq. (3.5), we further rewrite it as

d2T (x)
dx2 + 4

x

dT (x)
dx

+ T (x)
3 = 0 , (3.13)

where we denote x = qη for simplicity. Therefore, the scalar transfer function is given as

T (x) = 9
x2

(
sin(x/

√
3)

x/
√

3
− cos(x/

√
3)
)

, (3.14)

which satisfies the conditions of T (qηout) = 1 and ∂ηT (qηout) = 0 in the limit of superhorizon,
i.e., qηout → 0.
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By substituting Eq. (3.14) into Eq. (3.7), we obtain an expression for the functional
F (|q − qa|, qa, η) during RD epoch. Further combining it with Eq. (3.12), we get an ex-
pression for the kernel function Î (|q − qa|, qa, η) in Eq. (3.11). The kernel function can be
further recast into IRD(u, v, x) of the form

Î (|q − qa|, qa, η) = IRD

( |q − qa|
q

,
qa

q
, qη

)
= IRD(u, v, x) . (3.15)

Here, we have introduced two new variables u = |q − qa|/q and v = qa/q for simplicity.
As was shown in Refs. [59, 60], the analytic formula for I(u, v, x) on subhorizon scales, i.e.,
x ≫ 1, takes the form of

IRD(u, v, x ≫ 1) = 1
x

IA(u, v) [IB(u, v) sin x − πIC(u, v) cos x] , (3.16a)

IA(u, v) = 3
(
u2 + v2 − 3

)
4u3v3 , (3.16b)

IB(u, v) = −4uv +
(
u2 + v2 − 3

)
ln
∣∣∣∣∣3 − (u + v)2

3 − (u − v)2

∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.16c)

IC(u, v) =
(
u2 + v2 − 3

)
Θ
(
u + v −

√
3
)

. (3.16d)

As will be used in the next section, the oscillation average of two kernel functions with the
same x is given as [53]

IRD(u, v, x → ∞)IRD(u′, v′, x → ∞)

= IA(u, v)IA(u′, v′)
2x2

[
IB(u, v)IB(u′, v′) + π2IC(u, v)IC(u′, v′)

]
. (3.17)

Such oscillation average can significantly simplify our computation in the following sections.
In addition, Eq. (3.16) should be substituted into Eq. (3.10) for a next step.

4 Monopole and degeneracies in model parameters

Following Ref. [53], we review the significant contributions of local-type primordial non-
Gaussianity to the monopole in SIGWs. Further, we show serious degeneracies of the model
parameters in the energy-density fraction spectrum, making it challenging to measure the
primordial non-Gaussianity with the monopole in SIGWs only.

Similar to Eq. (2.4), in order to study the statistics of SIGWs, we define the power
spectrum of SIGWs as follows

⟨hλ(η, q)hλ′(η, q′)⟩ = δλλ′δ(3)(q + q′)Phλ
(η, q) , (4.1)

By substituting Eq. (3.10) into Eq. (4.1), we obtain

⟨hλ(η, q)hλ′(η, q′)⟩ = 16
∫ d3q1

(2π)3/2
d3q2

(2π)3/2 ⟨ζ(q1)ζ(q − q1)ζ(q2)ζ(q′ − q2)⟩ (4.2)

×Qλ(q, q1)Î(|q − q1|, q1, η)Qλ′(q′, q2)Î(
∣∣q′ − q2

∣∣, q2, η) .

– 10 –



Similar to Eq. (2.10), the energy-density fraction spectrum for the monopole in SIGWs is
defined as

Ω̄gw(η, q) = q5

96π2H2

∑
λ=+,×

Phλ
(η, q) . (4.3)

Utilizing Eq. (4.1) and Eq. (4.2), we can express the monopole as a four-point correlator of
primordial curvature perturbations ζ, namely, Ω̄gw ∝ ⟨ζ4⟩ schematically.

4.1 Primordial non-Gaussianity of local type

When ζ are Gaussian, the four-point correlator can be reduced to the two-point correlator, as
have been done in the literature [55–60]. In contrast, we should carefully study contributions
of non-Gaussianity to Ω̄gw when ζ is non-Gaussian. See Ref. [53] for the complete analysis of
local-type non-Gaussianity and Ref. [113] for a general analysis for any type of trispectrum
shape, while other related studies can be found in Refs. [48–52, 54].

In this work, we focus on the local-type primordial non-Gaussianity of curvature per-
turbations. It can be expressed as [114]

ζ(x) = ζg(x) + 3
5fNL

[
ζ2

g (x) − ⟨ζ2
g (x)⟩

]
, (4.4)

where ζg stands for the Gaussian curvature perturbations, and fNL denotes the local-type
non-Gaussian parameter. It can be transformed to Fourier space

ζ(q) = ζg(q) + 3
5fNL

∫ d3k
(2π)3/2 ζg(k)ζg(q − k) , (4.5)

where a delta-function term has been dropped. The statistics of ζ can be quantified by fNL
and the power spectrum of ζg. In Fourier space, the latter is defined as

⟨ζg(k)ζg(k′)⟩ = δ(3)(k + k′)Pg(k) , (4.6)

for which the dimensionless power spectrum is given as ∆2
g(k) = [k3/(2π2)]Pg(k).

4.2 Energy-density fraction spectrum

In this subsection, we reproduce the theoretical results of Ref. [53]. By substituting Eq. (4.4)
into Eq. (4.2), we decompose ⟨ζ4⟩ into a four-point correlator ⟨ζ4

g ⟩ at O(f0
NL) order, a six-point

correlator ⟨ζ6
g ⟩ at O(f2

NL) order, and an eight-point correlator ⟨ζ8
g ⟩ at O(f4

NL) order. Based
on the Wick’s theorem, each correlator can be expressed in terms of two-point correlator
⟨ζ2

g ⟩. The Feynman-like diagrams are useful to evaluation of these contractions. Therefore,
the Feynman-like rules are explicitly shown in Fig. 1.

Based on the Feynman-like rules, we can represent the power spectrum in Eq. (4.1) with
the Feynman-like diagrams. However, disconnected diagrams that lead to the momenta of
GWs hλ being zero violate the definition of the power spectrum in Eq. (4.1). They should be
disregarded. Here, note that the meaning of “disconnected diagram” is different from that in
Ref. [53]. If diagrams have vertices in the top right panel of Fig. 1 with the solid lines being
connected to form a loop, these diagrams will cease to exist, due to the definition in Eq. (4.4).
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Figure 1. Feynman-like rules for the evaluation of SIGWs. Wavy lines denote GWs, dashes lines
represent the transfer functions, and solid lines stand for the primordial curvature power spectra.
Analogous to regular Feynman-like rules, the comoving 3-momenta flow along the directions of arrows.
The 3-momentum is conserved at each vertex and the total 3-momentum is zero for each diagram.
All loop 3-momenta should be integrated over.

Figure 2. Left panel: The Feynman-like diagram at O(f0
NL) order. It is labeled as G. Right panel:

The Feynman-like diagram that vanishes due to azimuthal angle in the integrand.

In addition, the contraction corresponded to the Feynman-like diagram in the right panel of
Fig. 2 also vanishes, due to an azimuthal angle in the integrand.

Therefore, we obtain seven Feynman-like diagrams that are related to nonvanishing
contractions. They are depicted in the left panel of Fig. 2 and the panels of Fig. 3. Their
contributions to the power spectrum in Eq. (4.1) can be obtained straightforwardly from the
corresponding Feynman-like diagrams, as will be done in the following. Firstly, at O(f0

NL)
order, the contribution labeled by G is corresponded to the left panel of Fig. 2, namely,

P G
hλ

(η, q) = 25
∫ d3q1

(2π)3 Q2
λ(q, q1)Î2(|q − q1|, q1, η)Pg(q1)Pg(|q − q1|) . (4.7)

It is exactly the result when ζ is Gaussian, as was studied in the literature [55–60]. In
contrast, all of the non-Gaussian contributions are plotted in Fig. 3. Secondly, at O(f2

NL)
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Figure 3. Feynman-like diagrams at O(f2
NL) and O(f4

NL) orders. They are specified as H (Hybrid,
top left), C (top right), Z (middle left), R (Reducible, middle right), P (Planar, bottom left), and N

(Non-Planar, bottom right) diagrams.

order 3, they are labeled by H, C, and Z, and can be expressed as follows

P H
hλ

(η, q) = 27
(3

5fNL

)2 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3 Pg(q2)Pg(|q − q1|)Pg(|q1 − q2|)

× Q2
λ(q, q1)Î2(|q − q1|, q1, η) , (4.8)

P C
hλ

(η, q) = 28
(3

5fNL

)2 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3 Pg(q2)Pg(|q − q2|)Pg(|q1 − q2|)

× Qλ(q, q1)Î(|q − q1|, q1, η)Qλ(q, q2)Î(|q − q2|, q2, η) , (4.9)

P Z
hλ

(η, q) = 28
(3

5fNL

)2 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3 Pg(q2)Pg(|q − q1|)Pg(|q1 − q2|)

× Qλ(q, q1)Î(|q − q1|, q1, η)Qλ(q, q2)Î(|q − q2|, q2, η) .(4.10)
3More exactly, it should be a combination of the form O(Af2

NL), where A denotes the spectral amplitude
in Eq. (4.35).
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Thirdly, at O(f4
NL) order, they are labeled by R, P , and N , and can be expressed as follows

P R
hλ

(η, q) = 27
(3

5fNL

)4 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3

d3q3
(2π)3 Pg(q2)Pg(q3)Pg(|q1 − q2|) (4.11)

× Pg(|q − q1 − q3|)Q2
λ(q, q1)Î2(|q − q1|, q1, η) ,

P P
hλ

(η, q) = 29
(3

5fNL

)4 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3

d3q3
(2π)3 Pg(q3)Pg(|q − q3|)Pg(|q1 − q3|)

× Pg(|q2 − q3|)Qλ(q, q1)Î(|q − q1|, q1, η) (4.12)
× Qλ(q, q2)Î(|q − q2|, q2, η) ,

P N
hλ

(η, q) = 28
(3

5fNL

)4 ∫ d3q1
(2π)3

d3q2
(2π)3

d3q3
(2π)3 Pg(|q − q3|)Pg(|q1 − q3|)

× Pg(|q1 + q2 − q3|)Pg(|q2 − q3|)Qλ(q, q1) (4.13)
× Î(|q − q1|, q1, η)Qλ(q, q2)Î(|q − q2|, q2, η) .

Here, we have taken into account the symmetry factor for each Feynman-like diagram. Follow-
ing Eq. (4.3), for each Feynman-like diagram, we can determine its contribution to Ω̄gw(η, q),
which is labeled by the same superscript as the one labelling the Feynman-like diagram.

The study of GWs induced by the primordial scalar perturbations with local-type non-
Gaussianity was first conducted in Ref. [49]. The authors considered only the contributions
labeled by G, H, and R. Subsequently, other contributions, except the one labeled by Z,
were investigated in Ref. [50]. The contribution labeled by Z was first computed in Ref. [52].
It is worth noting that the contribution labeled by C is referred to as “walnut” in Ref. [50],
while “walnut” is used to denote the one labeled by Z in Ref. [52]. The first complete analysis
and the Feynman-like rules and diagrams have been provided by Ref. [53], which is followed
by our current work. Corresponding to the above papers, we compare their results in Fig. 4,
which will be numerically reproduced in the next subsection. In addition, the scale-dependent
non-Gaussianity was studied in Ref. [54].

Based on Eq. (4.3), we straightforwardly obtain contributions from the above seven
integrals to the energy-density fraction spectrum. Therefore, the total spectrum is determined
by a sum of them, i.e.,

Ω̄gw(η, q) = Ω̄G
gw + Ω̄H

gw + Ω̄C
gw + Ω̄Z

gw + Ω̄R
gw + Ω̄P

gw + Ω̄N
gw . (4.14)

Based on the above derivations, it is obvious that each contribution to the total spectrum
Ω̄gw(η, q) does not explicitly contain η in the limit of x ≫ 1. Therefore, ngw(η, q) defined
in Eq. (2.23) is independent of η. In light of the tensor transfer function, the spectrum at
current time η0 had been presented, e.g., in Ref. [92]. It is given as

Ω̄gw(q) = Ωrad,0

(
g∗,ρ,e
g∗,ρ,0

)(
g∗,s,0
g∗,s,e

)4/3

Ω̄gw(η, q) , (4.15)

where the subscripts 0 and e label the present time and the emission time, respectively. The
energy-density fraction of radiations today is Ωrad,0 = 4.2 × 10−5h−2, where h = 0.6736 is
the dimensionless Hubble constant [115]. The effective numbers of relativistic species, i.e.,
g∗,ρ and g∗,s, can be obtained from the tabulated data shown in Ref. [116].
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Figure 4. Comparison of the energy-density fraction spectra of SIGW provided by Ref. [49] (blue
curve), Ref. [50] (orange curve), Ref. [52] (green curve), and Ref. [53] (black curve). Here, we reproduce
the complete results analyzed by Ref. [53].

4.3 Numerical results

In order to calculate the above seven integrals numerically, it is convenient to classify them
into two categories. The first category contains the integrals labeled by G, H, and R, while
the second one contains those labeled by C, Z, P , and N .

For the first category, we introduce three sets of new variables (ui, vi), namely,

v1 = q1
q

, u1 = |q − q1|
q

, (4.16a)

v2 = q2
q1

, u2 = |q1 − q2|
q1

, (4.16b)

v3 = q3
|q − q1|

, u3 = |q − q1 − q3|
|q − q1|

, (4.16c)

During RD epoch, we have Î(|q − q1|, q1, η) = IRD(u1, v1, x) with x = qη, as was shown in
Eq. (3.15). For simplification, we introduce a new quantity

J(u1, v1, x) = x

8
[
(v1 + u1)2 − 1

][
1 − (v1 − u1)2]IRD(u1, v1, x) , (4.17)

where the explicit expression of IRD(u1, v1, x) when x → ∞ was shown in Eq. (3.16). After
explicit computation, we get

J2(u1, v1, x) = x2∑
λ

Q2
λ(q, q1)Î2(|q − q1|, q1, η) . (4.18)
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Due to the oscillation average, we have

J2(u1, v1, x → ∞) = x2

64
[
(v1 + u1)2 − 1

]2[1 − (v1 − u1)2]2I2
RD(u1, v1, x → ∞) , (4.19)

which can be obtained from Eq. (3.17). In fact, Eq. (4.19) is independent of x. To transform
the integration region into a rectangle, we define the transformation of variables as follows

si = ui − vi , ti = ui + vi − 1 . (4.20)

After considering the Jacobian, we obtain the contributions to Ω̄gw(η, q) from the integrals
labeled as G, H and R, respectively. They are given as

Ω̄G
gw(η, q) = 1

3

∫ ∞

0
dt1

∫ 1

−1
ds1J2(u1, v1, x → ∞) 1

(u1v1)2 ∆2
g(v1q)∆2

g(u1q) , (4.21)

Ω̄H
gw(η, q) = 1

3

(3fNL
5

)2 2∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi

]
J2(u1, v1, x → ∞) 1

(u1v1u2v2)2

× ∆2
g(v1v2q)∆2

g(u1q)∆2
g(v1u2q) , (4.22)

Ω̄R
gw(η, q) = 1

12

(3fNL
5

)4 3∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi

]
J2(u1, v1, x → ∞) 1

(u1v1u2v2u3v3)2

× ∆2
g(v1v2q)∆2

g(v1u2q)∆2
g(u1v3q)∆2

g(u1u3q) . (4.23)

The above three integrals can be numerically computed by the vegas [117] package.
For the second category, we also introduce three sets of new variables, still labeled by

(ui, vi) with i = 1, 2, 3, namely,

vi = qi

q
, ui = |q − qi|

q
, (4.24)

which are different from those in Eq. (4.16). Since the definition of (v1, u1) in Eq. (4.24) is
the same as that in Eq. (4.16), the definition of J(u1, v1, x) in Eq. (4.17) is still applicable
for (u1, v1) in Eq. (4.24). Here, we further redefine it in a more general way, i.e.,

J(ui, vi, x) = x

8
[
(vi + ui)2 − 1

][
1 − (vi − ui)2]IRD(ui, vi, x) , (4.25)

where the explicit expression of IRD(ui, vi, x) when x → ∞ was still shown in Eq. (3.16).
After explicit computation, we get

J(u1, v1, x)J(u2, v2, x) cos 2φ12 = x2∑
λ

Qλ(q, q1)Î(|q − q1|, q1, η)Qλ(q, q2)Î(|q − q2|, q2, η) ,

(4.26)
where we denote φij = ϕi − ϕj for the sake of brevity, and the azimuthal angle ϕi has been
defined in Section 3.1. The oscillation average of J(u1, v1, x)J(u2, v2, x) can be obtained via
Eq. (3.17), i.e.,

J(u1, v1, x → ∞)J(u2, v2, x → ∞) = x2

64
[
(v1 + u1)2 − 1

][
1 − (v1 − u1)2]

×
[
(v2 + u2)2 − 1

][
1 − (v2 − u2)2] (4.27)

×IRD(u1, v1, x → ∞)IRD(u2, v2, x → ∞) ,
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which is also independent of x. The transformation from (ui, vi) to (si, ti) remains the same
as that in Eq. (4.20). For simplification, we introduce a new quantity

yij = qi · qj

q2 = cos φij

4

√
ti(ti + 2)(1 − s2

i )tj(tj + 2)(1 − s2
j )

+1
4[1 − si(ti + 1)][1 − sj(tj + 1)] , (4.28)

and further define two new quantities as follows

wij = |qi − qj |
q

=
√

v2
i + v2

j − yij , (4.29)

w123 = |q1 + q2 − q3|
q

=
√

v2
1 + v2

2 + v2
3 + y12 − y13 − y23 . (4.30)

After considering the Jacobian, we obtain the contributions to Ω̄gw(η, q) from the integrals
labeled as C, Z, P , and N , respectively. They are given as

Ω̄C
gw(η, q) = 1

3π

(3fNL
5

)2 2∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi viui

] ∫ 2π

0
dφ12 cos 2φ12

× J(u1, v1, x → ∞)J(u2, v2, x → ∞) (4.31)

×
∆2

g(v2q)
v3

2

∆2
g(u2q)
u3

2

∆2
g(w12q)
w3

12
,

Ω̄Z
gw(η, q) = 1

3π

(3fNL
5

)2 2∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi viui

] ∫ 2π

0
dφ12 cos 2φ12

× J(u1, v1, x → ∞)J(u2, v2, x → ∞) (4.32)

×
∆2

g(v2q)
v3

2

∆2
g(u1q)
u3

1

∆2
g(w12q)
w3

12
,

Ω̄P
gw(η, q) = 1

24π2

(3fNL
5

)4 3∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi viui

] ∫ 2π

0
dφ12dφ23 cos 2φ12

× J(u1, v1, x → ∞)J(u2, v2, x → ∞) (4.33)

×
∆2

g(v3q)
v3

3

∆2
g(u3q)
u3

3

∆2
g(w13q)
w3

13

∆2
g(w23q)
w3

23
,

Ω̄N
gw(η, q) = 1

24π2

(3fNL
5

)4 3∏
i=1

[∫ ∞

0
dti

∫ 1

−1
dsi viui

] ∫ 2π

0
dφ12dφ23 cos 2φ12

× J(u1, v1, x → ∞)J(u2, v2, x → ∞) (4.34)

×
∆2

g(u3q)
u3

3

∆2
g(w13q)
w3

13

∆2
g(w23q)
w3

23

∆2
g(w123q)
w3

123
.

The above four integrals can also be numerically computed by the vegas [117] package.
We postulate that the dimensionless power spectrum of the Gaussian primordial curva-

ture perturbations ζg is given by a normal function with respect to ln q, i.e.,

∆2
g(q) = A√

2πσ2
exp

(
− ln2(q/q∗)

2σ2

)
, (4.35)
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Figure 5. Energy-density fraction spectrum of SIGWs in the current universe. We let A = 0.02,
σ = 1, and fNL = 0.5, 5.0, 10.0 from left to right panels. The Gaussian contribution, which is of
O(f0

NL) order, is denoted by a blue line in each panel, while the non-Gaussian contributions of O(f2
NL)

and O(f4
NL) orders are denoted by orange and green curves, respectively. The total spectra are shown

as black curves.

where q∗ denotes the spectral peak, σ stands for the standard deviation, and A is the the
spectral amplitude at q∗. This power spectrum has been broadly used in the literature, e.g.,
Refs. [53, 73, 118, 119].

In Fig. 5, we show the contributions of primordial non-Gaussianity, which depend on
powers of f2

NL (exactly speaking, powers of Af2
NL), to the energy-density fraction spectrum

Ω̄gw,0(q) in Eq. (4.15). Here, we let A = 0.02, σ = 1, but vary |fNL| via letting it to be 0.5,
5.0, and 10.0 from the left to right panels. Throughout this paper, we manipulate fNL to
insure that the non-Gaussian contribution to ζ in Eq. (4.4) lies in perturbative regime, i.e.,
(3fNL/5)2A < 1. However, we would not require the constraints on fNL from CMB, since
we are discussing couplings between long-wavelength modes, that could be related to CMB,
and extremely-short-wavelength modes that are beyond the scope of CMB observations.
Therefore, the CMB bounds are irrelevant to our current work. In addition, we depict the
Gaussian contribution that is of O(f0

NL) order, following Refs. [53, 59, 60]. It is denoted
by blue curves in the panels. As were shown in Refs. [46, 47, 49–53], the non-Gaussian
contributions become more significant with increase of |fNL|, and could be dominant for
|fNL| ∼ O(10). Compared with the Gaussian contribution, they are negligible for |fNL| ∼
O(0.1), comparable for |fNL| ∼ O(1), and one order of magnitude larger for |fNL| ∼ O(10).
Further, the contribution of O(f4

NL) order also becomes more significant with increase of
|fNL|, and could be comparable to that of O(f2

NL) order for |fNL| ∼ O(10). In fact, the above
results are available for A ∼ O(10−3 − 10−1), i.e., the value of spectral amplitude commonly
used in scenarios of PBH production.

In Fig. 6, we also show the dependence of Ω̄gw(q) on the parameters A and σ, as well as
the sign degeneracy of fNL. The spectral magnitude strongly depends on A (as well as fNL),
as is shown in Refs. [53, 55]. Larger value of A leads to a larger spectral magnitude, roughly
following Ω̄gw ∝ A2, and vice versa. In contrast, the variation of σ mainly alters the shape
of spectral profile, as is demonstrated in Fig. 6 from the left to right panels. Furthermore,
there is a sign degeneracy of fNL, because Ω̄gw(q) depends on powers of f2

NL in Eq. (4.21)–
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Figure 6. Dependence of the energy-density fraction spectrum of SIGWs in the current universe on
the parameters A and σ, as well as the sign degeneracy of fNL. For A = 0.02 (A = 0.002), positive
values of fNL are denoted by solid (dashed) curves, while negative ones are denoted by dot-dashed
(dotted) curves. For the Gaussian perturbations, i.e., fNL = 0, we denote the results of A = 0.02 and
A = 0.002 with black and gray curves, respectively.
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Figure 7. Energy-density fraction spectra of SIGW in the current universe against the sensitivity
curves of LISA (blue shaded region) [120, 121], DECIGO (orange shaded region) [122, 123], and BBO
(green shaded region) [124, 125]. Positive and vanishing values of fNL are denoted by solid curves,
while negative ones are denoted by dot-dashed curves. In addition, the dotted curve denotes the
spectrum with A = 0.0056, σ = 1, fNL = 0.0, and ν∗ = 0.15 Hz.

Eq. (4.23) and Eq. (4.31)–Eq. (4.34). Therefore, we can obtain at most the value of |fNL|,
rather than fNL, via measuring the monopole in SIGWs.

As shown in Fig. 7, the anticipated spectrum Ω̄gw is potentially measurable for future
space-borne GW detectors, e.g., LISA [120, 121], DECIGO [122, 123], and BBO [124, 125].
Here, the GW frequency is ν = q/(2π) and the pivot frequency is ν∗ = q∗/(2π). Letting
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A = 0.002 and σ = 1, but varying the value of fNL, we depict the spectra Ω̄gw(2πν) for ν∗ = 1
mHz and ν∗ = 0.1 Hz, which are corresponded to the LISA band and the DECIGO/BBO
band, respectively. Based on Fig. 7, we expect these detectors to probe SIGWs related to the
parameter region (particularly, the intervals of A and fNL) that exerts a significant impact
on the formation of PBHs, in particular, the abundance [81–83].

Besides the sign degeneracy of fNL, there are other degeneracies in the model parameters
including A, σ, fNL, and ν∗. As an example, we depict the spectrum Ω̄gw(ν) for A = 0.0056,
σ = 1, fNL = 0.0, and ν∗ = 0.15 Hz, as is denoted by the dotted curve in Fig. 7. We find
that it almost coincides with the spectra with A = 0.002, σ = 1, fNL = ±30.0, and ν∗ = 0.1
Hz, indicating that it is very challenging to determine the value of |fNL| with measurements
of the monopole in SIGWs only. In fact, only a combination of the form Af2

NL, rather than
fNL itself, contributes to the energy-density fraction spectrum.

In summary, it is imperative to develop new probes of the primordial non-Gaussianity
through potential measurements of SIGWs.

5 Multipoles and primordial non-Gaussianity

In this section, we study the anisotropies in SIGWs contributed by the local-type primordial
non-Gaussianity in curvature perturbations, and then show the first complete analysis to
the angular power spectrum of SIGWs. The method and analytic formulae developed in
this section could be generalized straightforwardly, e.g., to study the anisotropies in SIGWs
produced during matter domination.

5.1 Angular power spectrum

The correlation of initial perturbations, i.e., δ(ηin, xin, q) in Eq. (2.33), at two different lo-
cations separated by a large angle (i.e., low multipoles) can only arise from the primordial
non-Gaussianity. The local-type primordial non-Gaussianity leads to the coupling between
modes of short-wavelength and long-wavelength [126]. In this subsection, we will adopt the
Feynman-like diagrams to compute two-point correlations of the initial inhomogeneities.

In Fourier space, we can decompose the Gaussian component of curvature perturbation
ζ in Eq. (4.4) as follows

ζg(k) = ζS(k) + ζL(k) , (5.1)

where the suffixes S and L denote the short-wavelength and long-wavelength modes, respec-
tively. We define the power spectra of these modes as

⟨ζS(q)ζS(q′)⟩ = δ(3)(q + q′)PS(q) , (5.2a)
⟨ζL(k)ζL(k′)⟩ = δ(3)(k + k′)PL(k) , (5.2b)
⟨ζS(q)ζL(k)⟩ = 0 . (5.2c)

For the long-wavelength modes, the dimensionless power spectrum ∆2
L is nearly scale-invariant,

with the spectral amplitude AL ≃ 2.1 × 10−9 [115]. In contrast, for the short-wavelength
modes, the spectral amplitude AS is nearly unconstrained by current observations. In this
work, assuming the dimensionless power spectrum in Eq. (4.35), we consider the spectral
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amplitude AS = A ∼ O(10−3 − 10−1), which is related to the formation scenarios of PBHs
(e.g., see Refs. [107, 127]).

To simplify computation of the angular power spectrum in Eq. (2.15), we make several
approximations to the density contrast in SIGWs in Eq. (2.33). Firstly, besides Φ(η0, x0), we
disregard the tensor sourced term which is contributed by the primordial GWs and SIGWs
smaller than the linear scalar perturbations. Secondly, the ISW effect is subdominant and
thus can be neglected, as was shown in Ref. [100]. Thirdly, we have demonstrated in Sec-
tion 4.2 that ngw(η, q) is independent of η. Therefore, we approximate Eq. (2.33) as

δgw(q) = δgw(ηin, xin, q) + [4 − ngw(q)] Φ(ηin, xin) , (5.3)

where we denote ngw(q) = ngw(η0, q) for simplicity. On the right hand side of Eq. (5.3), the
first term denotes the initial inhomogeneities, while the second one leads to the SW effect.
Since the angular resolution is finite for a GW detector, the signal along a line-of-sight is
actually an ensemble average of the energy density of SIGWs over a large quantity of Hubble
horizons. In this sense, the initial inhomogeneities in a neighborhood of xin can be viewed
to be isotropic. However, the initial inhomogeneities around xin and x′

in separated by a long
distance could be correlated due to the primordial non-Gaussianity, as will be computed with
the Feynman-like diagrams in the following.

In addition, the SW effect is produced by the long-wavelength scalar modes that reen-
tered into the Hubble horizon during matter domination, indicating w = c2

s = 0. Based on
Eq. (3.9) and Eq. (3.5), we get the scalar transfer function to be T (kη) = 1 during matter
domination. Therefore, we have

Φ(ηin, xin) = 3
5

∫ d3k
(2π)3/2 eik·xinζL(k) , (5.4)

which should be substituted back into Eq. (5.3). Here, we consider the linear term in ζL only,
since higher-order terms are much smaller than this term due to AL ∼ 10−9.

5.1.1 Feynman-like rules

To get the initial inhomogeneities δgw(ηin, xin, q), it is necessary to compute the initial energy-
density full spectrum ωgw(ηin, xin, q) first of all, based on Eq. (2.11) and Eq. (2.12). Following
Eq. (2.8), we obtain the latter to be

ωgw(ηin, xin, q) = − q3

48H2

∫ d3k
(2π)3 eik·xin (k − q) · q

∑
λ,λ′

ϵλ
ij(k − q)ϵλ′

ij (q)hλ(η, k − q)hλ′(η, q) .

(5.5)
Here, q denotes a comoving momentum of GWs that is corresponded to the short-wavelength,
while k is associated with a Fourier mode of the inhomogeneities in SIGWs, that is corre-
sponded to the long-wavelength. We will take q ≳ H−1 ≫ k in the following.

The statistics of the inhomogeneities in SIGWs is expressed as a two-point correlator
⟨ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′

in, q′)⟩. By substituting Eq. (3.10) into Eq. (5.5), we can rewrite the
latter in terms of an eight-point correlator of ζ. Utilizing Eq. (4.4), Eq. (5.1), and Eq. (5.2),
we further rewrite it in terms of two-point correlators of the Gaussian components ζS and ζL,
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Figure 8. Feynman-like rules supplemented for the evaluation of SIGWs. The double wavy line
denotes the energy-density full spectrum ωgw(η, k, q), the blue solid line represents PS , and the red
solid line stands for PL. Note that the Feynman-like rule in the top panel includes an operator.

based on the Wick’s theorem. The above derivation is straightforward but tedious. However,
as was done in Section 4.2, the method of Feynman-like diagrams is still applicable to simplify
it. Therefore, besides the Feynman-like rules in Fig. 1, we augment three Feynman-like rules
shown in Fig. 8. To be specific, besides the double wavy curves represent ωgw(η, k, q), the
solid black line in Fig. 1 is now replaced with two colored lines, with the blue one denoting
PS and the red one denoting PL. Note that the Feynman-like rule for vertex in Fig. 1 remains
the same irrespective of the colors of solid lines.

5.1.2 Feynman-like diagrams

Following the Feynman-like rules in Fig. 1 and Fig. 8, we can obtain all of the nonvanishing
Feynman-like diagrams up to linear order in ∆2

L. However, the disconnected diagrams, which
are of zeroth order in ∆2

L, correspond to the monopole squared, i.e., ω̄2
gw(η, q), which has been

studied in Eq. (2.9) and Eq. (4.15). Since they are homogeneous, we disregard them in the
following. At linear order in ∆2

L, we depict the Feynman-like diagrams in Fig. 9. In each panel
of Fig. 9, there is an “fNL bridge” that connects the initial inhomogeneities at two different
locations separated by a long distance. Diagrams at higher order in ∆2

L are negligible due to
the assumption of AL ≪ AS .

The Feynman-like diagrams in Fig. 9 can be understood as follows. On the one hand,
there is an ensemble average of the energy density of SIGWs over a quantity of Hubble
horizons in the neighbourhood of xin. On the other hand, the energy densities of SIGWs at
xin and x′

in separated by a long distance are connected by the fNL bridge. Therefore, this
picture is equivalent to the following mathematical result

⟨ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′
in, q′)⟩O(∆2

L) ∼ ⟨⟨ωgw(ηin, k, q)⟩xin⟨ω∗
gw(ηin, k′, q′)⟩x′

in
⟩O(∆2

L) ,(5.6)

where the superscript O(∆2
L) denotes the linear order in ∆2

L. During the mathematical deriva-
tion, we have approximately take q − k ≃ q because of k ≪ q. Therefore, the eight-point
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Figure 9. Feynman-like diagrams at O(∆2
L) order. For brevity, we omit λ for the wavy lines.

– 23 –



correlator ⟨ζ8⟩, which is used for expressing ⟨ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′
in, q′)⟩, becomes

⟨ζ8⟩O(∆2
L) ∝

(3
5fNL

)2
⟨ζζζζS⟩xin⟨ζζζζS⟩x′

in

∫ d3k d3k′

(2π)3 ei
(

k·xin−k′·x′
in

)
⟨ζL(k)ζL(−k′)⟩ . (5.7)

Here, ⟨ζζζζS⟩xin can be further expressed in terms of the contractions corresponding to the
Feynman-like diagrams labeled by G, H, C and Z in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3.

We provide an explicit formula to Eq. (5.6) in the following. In Fig. 9, we label each
diagram with a superscript XY if the fNL bridge connects two sub-diagrams labeled by X

and Y corresponding to diagrams in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. For the top left panel, we have〈
ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′

in, q′)
〉GG (5.8)

= 26
(3

5fNL
)2

ω̄G
gw(ηin, q)ω̄G

gw(ηin, q′)
∫ d3k

(2π)3 eik·(xin−x′
in)PL(k) ,

where the constant 26 is an additional symmetric factor due to the fNL bridge. This diagram
has been first evaluated in Ref. [100], but used different convention (the authors of Ref. [100]
used Γ rather than δωgw, but the two quantities are related with each other via Eq. (2.22)).
Following Ref. [100], the anisotropies in SIGWs were further studied in Refs. [94, 101–107].
For the top right panel, we have〈

ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′
in, q′)

〉HG+GH (5.9)

= 25
(3

5fNL
)2[

ω̄H
gw(ηin, q)ω̄G

gw(ηin, q′) + ω̄G
gw(ηin, q)ω̄H

gw(ηin, q′)
] ∫ d3k

(2π)3 eik·(xin−x′
in)PL(k) ,

where the constant 25 is also an symmetric factor. The expressions for the diagrams in other
panels can also be obtained in the same way, but the corresponding derivation processes have
been neglected here. Summing these results, we eventually get the formula as follows〈

ωgw(ηin, xin, q)ωgw(ηin, x′
in, q′)

〉O(∆2
L) (5.10)

= Ωng(ηin, q)
4π

Ωng(ηin, q′)
4π

(3
5fNL

)2 ∫ d3k
(2π)3 eik·(xin−x′

in)PL(k) ,

where we introduce a new quantity Ωng for concision, defined as

Ωng(ηin, q) = 23Ω̄G
gw(ηin, q) + 22Ω̄H

gw(ηin, q) + 22Ω̄C
gw(ηin, q) + 22Ω̄Z

gw(ηin, q) . (5.11)

To simplify computation in the following, we equivalently express the initial inhomo-
geneities δωgw(ηin, xin, q) as follows

δωgw(ηin, xin, q) = Ωng(ηin, q)
4π

(3
5fNL

)∫ d3k
(2π)3/2 eik·xinζL(k) , (5.12)

which can reproduce Eq. (5.10). Based on Eq. (2.12), δωgw(ηin, xin, q) can be further trans-
formed into the initial density contrast as

δgw(ηin, xin, q) =
(3

5fNL

) Ωng(ηin, q)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q)

∫ d3k
(2π)3/2 eik·xinζL(k) , (5.13)

which will be used for computation of the angular power spectrum in the next subsection.
The factor Ωng/Ω̄gw would be replaced by a constant in the previous work [100], but depends
on GW frequency in our current work.
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5.1.3 Two-point angular correlation functions

Substituting Eq. (5.13) and Eq. (5.4) into Eq. (5.3), we have the observed density contrast

δgw(q) = 3
5

{
fNL

Ωng(ηin, q)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q)

+ [4 − ngw(q)]
}∫ d3k

(2π)3/2 eik·xinζL(k) . (5.14)

We can express ⟨δgw(q)δgw(q′)⟩ in terms of the two-point correlator of ζL, defined in Eq. (5.2).
Assuming ∆2

L(k) to be scale-invariant, we analytically calculate the following integral∫ d3k d3k′

(2π)3 ei(k·xin−k′·x′
in)⟨ζL(k)ζL(−k′)⟩ = 4π∆2

L

∑
ℓm

Yℓm(n0)Y ∗
ℓm(n′

0)
∫

d ln k j2
ℓ [k (η0 − ηin)]

≃
∑
ℓm

Yℓm(n0)Y ∗
ℓm(n′

0) 2π

ℓ(ℓ + 1) × ∆2
L , (5.15)

where we use a relation of xin−x′
in = (ηin−η0)(n0−n′

0), the identity of the form eikµ(ηin−η0) =
4π
∑

ℓm(−i)ℓjℓ[k(η0 −ηin)]Y ∗
ℓm(k̂)Yℓm(n0), and the integral

∫
d ln k j2

ℓ [k (η0 − ηin)] = 1/[2ℓ(ℓ+
1)] due to η0 ≫ ηin. Eventually, combining Eq. (2.14), Eq. (5.14), and Eq. (5.15), we obtain
the reduced angular power spectrum defined in Eq. (2.15), i.e.,

C̃ℓ(q, q′) = 18π∆2
L

25ℓ(ℓ + 1) ×
[
fNL

Ωng(ηin, q)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q)

+
(
4 − ngw(q)

)]
×
[
fNL

Ωng(ηin, q′)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q′)

+
(
4 − ngw(q′)

)]
. (5.16)

Correspondingly, the angular power spectrum defined in Eq. (2.16) is given as

Cℓ(q, q′) = 9∆2
LΩ̄gw(q)Ω̄gw(q′)
200πℓ(ℓ + 1) ×

[
fNL

Ωng(ηin, q)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q)

+
(
4 − ngw(q)

)]
×
[
fNL

Ωng(ηin, q′)
Ω̄gw(ηin, q′)

+
(
4 − ngw(q′)

)]
. (5.17)

This is the most important formula of this paper. Besides the radiation domination, it is so
generic that also available during other epochs. Eq. (5.17) indicates that the angular power
spectrum of SIGWs consists of the initial inhomogeneities, the SW effect, and the cross terms
between them. We will evaluate it numerically in the following subsection.

In Eq. (5.16), the initial inhomogeneities are explicitly determined by the parameter
fNL as well as the parameter ASf2

NL in Ωng/Ω̄gw (besides σ and q∗), indicating that the sign
degeneracy in fNL is explicitly broken. In contrast, the SW effect is determined by ASf2

NL
only (besides σ and q∗). These results would lead to interesting theoretical expectations in
the next subsection. In fact, a ratio between the cross terms that are linear in fNL and
the f2

NL term is roughly proportional to 2(4 − ngw)/(fNLΩng/Ω̄gw). Since ngw ∼ O(1) and
Ωng/Ω̄gw ∼ O(1), we have possibilities to get the largest breaking of the sign degeneracy of
fNL when we concern fNL ∼ O(1). In other words, to get the largest breaking of the sign
degeneracy of fNL, we require an approximate balance between the fNL terms and the ngw
term, making the cross terms to be roughly equal to other terms, or at least the same order
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Figure 10. Angular power spectrum for the anisotropies in SIGWs. The spectra with AS = 0.02 are
denoted by solid curves, and the spectra with AS = 0.002 are denoted by dashed curves. We take
σ = 1/3, 1/2, 1 from left to right panels.

of magnitude. To further demonstrate the above issue, we will show some numerical results
in the next subsection.

The (reduced) angular power spectrum has multipole dependence and frequency depen-
dence. On the one hand, the multiple dependence, i.e., Cℓ ∝ [ℓ(ℓ + 1)]−1, might be vital
for discrimination of SIGWs from other GW sources, e.g., astrophysical foregrounds due to
GWs emitted from binary black holes (BBHs) [128–130] and topological defects such as cos-
mic string loops [94, 131]. For example, in the LISA band, the angular power spectrum for
inspiralling BBHs has been shown to roughly scale as (ℓ + 1/2)−1 [128, 129]. As a second
example, the angular power spectrum for cosmic string loops has been shown to be spectrally
white, i.e., Cℓ ∝ ℓ0 [94, 131]. On the other hand, Eq. (5.16) depends on the GW frequency
band due to a factor Ωng/Ω̄gw in the fNL term. Via the component separation approach, the
frequency dependence may be useful for discriminating SIGWs from other CGWBs produced
by, e.g., the first-order phase transitions in the early universe [94, 103, 132–134].

5.2 Numerical results

In this subsection, we straightforwardly compute Eq. (5.16) and Eq. (5.17) by utilizing the
results of Ω̄X

gw obtained in Section 4, where X = G, H, C, Z, R, P and N .
In Fig. 10, we show the (auto-correlated) angular power spectrum ℓ(ℓ + 1)Cℓ at the

same frequency band, i.e., q′ = q. First of all, the sign degeneracy of fNL is broken obviously
in the figure. This result can be interpreted by the cross terms in Eq. (5.17), because they
are linear in fNL. In particular, the difference in two spectra with ±|fNL| is relatively more
significant, when the fNL term is comparable with the SW term in Eq. (5.17). In addition,
we find that Cℓ further depends on AS and σ. Particularly, it roughly scales in A4

S since Cℓ

is approximately proportional to Ω̄2
gw in Eq. (5.17).

As is shown in Fig. 11, the angular power spectra with the interested parameter regimes
are potentially detectable for LISA [136] and DECIGO [137, 138], particularly on low mul-
tipoles. For comparison, we plot the shaded regions to stand for the uncertainties at 68%
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Figure 11. The anticipated angular power spectra versus the noise angular power spectra of LISA
(at 1 mHz band, left panel) [135] and DECIGO (at 0.1 Hz band, right panel) [135]. The shaded
regions stand for the cosmic-variance limits (68% confidence level).

confidence level due to cosmic variance, which is given as

∆Cℓ

Cℓ
=
√

2
2ℓ + 1 . (5.18)

A detector network could measure the angular power spectrum for multipoles ℓ = 1−19 with
a significantly higher sensitivity than an individual cluster [135]. This result may also bring
new insights to potential developments of the LISA-Taiji network [139, 140].

In Fig. 12, we show that the degeneracies of model parameters, as have been mentioned
in Fig. 7, could be explicitly broken by using the angular power spectrum. To be specific,
corresponding to two curves in Fig. 12, the two curves with the same labeling in Fig. 7 almost
coincides with each other, indicating degeneracies in these two sets of parameters. However,
in Fig. 12, the degeneracies disappear due to an obvious separation of the two curves, with
difference of at least two orders of magnitude.

In Fig. 13, we depict the reduced angular power spectrum to display the difference in
parameter dependence between the monopole and multipoles. Firstly, the magnitude of C̃ℓ

decreases with increase of AS , implying that Cℓ is less dependent on AS than Ω̄gw. Secondly,
C̃ℓ is roughly red-tilted for a large value of |fNL|, while blue-tilted for a small value. The
critical value is roughly determined by a balance between the fNL term and the SW term.
Thirdly, the profiles of C̃ℓ also vary with values of σ, implying that Cℓ and Ω̄gw have different
dependence on σ. The above theoretical expectations are potentially useful for breaking the
degeneracies of model parameters.

In Fig. 14, we show the results for the reduced angular power spectra anticipated by
our current work and then compare them with those of Ref. [100]. Regarding the frequency
dependence, we find that difference between the reduced angular power spectra of the two
works is larger, when |fNL| takes a larger value, given a value of AS . This result implies
more significant impacts on the anisotropies in SIGWs with the increase of |fNL|, or more
precisely, the combination ASf2

NL. In particular, we find that the difference could be one
order of magnitude for a large non-Gaussianity. This result can be interpreted as follows.
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Figure 12. Illustration of the broken degeneracy of model parameters via the angular power spectrum.
The degeneracy has been shown in Fig. 7 for the energy-density fraction spectrum.

10 1 10010 11

10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6 = 1/3

10 1 100

= 1/2

10 1 100 101

= 1 AS = 0.02, fNL = 0.0
AS = 0.02, fNL = 10.0
AS = 0.02, fNL = 5.0
AS = 0.02, fNL = 0.5
AS = 0.02, fNL = 0.5
AS = 0.02, fNL = 5.0
AS = 0.02, fNL = 10.0
AS = 0.002, fNL = 0.0
AS = 0.002, fNL = 30.0
AS = 0.002, fNL = 15.0
AS = 0.002, fNL = 1.5
AS = 0.002, fNL = 1.5
AS = 0.002, fNL = 15.0
AS = 0.002, fNL = 30.0

(
+

1)
C

(q
,q

)

q/q *

Figure 13. Reduced angular power spectrum as well as its dependence on fNL and AS , and σ. The
labeling is the same as that of Fig. 10.

On the level of background, i.e., Ω̄gw, the authors of Ref. [100] considered only the left panel
of Fig. 2, implying . In contrast, besides this diagram, we take into account the other six
diagrams in Fig. 3. On the level of fluctuations, only one Feynman-like diagram, i.e., the
top left panel of Fig. 9, was taken into account in Ref. [98]. It was shown that the frequency
dependence of C̃ℓ arises from the ngw(q) term. In contrast, we take into account all of the
ten Feynman-like diagrams in Fig. 9. We show that the frequency dependence of C̃ℓ arises
not only from ngw(q), but also from the fNL term that is now multiplied with a frequency-
dependent function of the form Ωng/Ω̄GW. In summary, the above two ingredients lead to
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Figure 14. Comparison of the reduced angular power spectra of SIGWs provided by the current
work (solid curves) and Ref. [100] (dashed curves).

the main difference between our current work and Ref. [98].
In Fig. 15, we depict the (cross-correlated) angular power spectra ℓ(ℓ+1)|Cℓ| at different

frequency bands, i.e., q′ ̸= q. Here, hotter colors stand for larger correlations while colder ones
denote smaller correlations. For comparison, the auto-correlated spectra are also depicted in
dotted black lines. The cross-correlation might be available to mitigate the stochastic noise
that diminishes the anticipated signal. A correlation factor is defined as [103]

rℓ(q, q′) = Cℓ(q, q′)√
Cℓ(q, q)Cℓ(q′, q′)

. (5.19)

Considering Eq. (5.17), we obtain rℓ(q, q′) = ±1. Note that we always have rℓ(q, q) = +1. As
is shown in Fig. 16, the changes of the sign depend on the value of the pair (q, q′), indicating
that SIGWs encode information in it. Therefore, only the sign is important, rather than
Cℓ(q, q′) itself. In contrast, the noise may have different cross-correlation from the signal. If
so, the cross-correlation would be useful for differentiating the signal from the noise. Note
that this prediction is to some extent speculative. However, we would like to point out
such a possibility, which may be useful to future related studies. In Fig. 15, we still depict
the absolute value of Cℓ(q, q′), with dotted lines standing for the auto-correlated spectra.
However, rℓ(q, q′) could be straightforwardly computed in practice.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we proposed the anisotropies in SIGWs as a powerful probe to the local-type
primordial non-Gaussianity in the cosmological curvature perturbations. For the energy-
density fraction spectrum of SIGWs, we reproduced the existing results in the literature and
showed the degeneracies between the non-Gaussian parameter and other model parameters,
that bring challenges to determination of the primordial non-Gaussianity. For the first time,
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Figure 15. Cross-correlated angular power spectrum with respect to the gravitational-wave frequency
band. In each panel, the dotted line refers to the auto-correlated angular power spectrum.

we provided the complete analysis to the (reduced) angular power spectrum of anisotropies in
SIGWs, particularly, the contributions from the primordial non-Gaussianity. In Eq. (5.16),
we showed that such a spectrum is explicitly determined by fNL, ASf2

NL, σ, and q∗, indicating
that the degeneracies of model parameters can be broken. The spectrum was also shown to
have multipole dependence, i.e., Cℓ ∼ [ℓ(ℓ + 1)]−1, and be dependent on GW frequency. In
particular, the initial inhomogeneities were shown to be dependent on GW frequency. These
properties may be useful for the component separation and foreground removal. Despite chal-
lenges for breaking the sign degeneracy of fNL in the angular power spectrum for large |fNL|,
probing PBHs may provide a promising way to further break this degeneracy. The presence
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Figure 16. The same as Fig. 15, but the correlation factor is shown in red color for rℓ(q, q′) = +1
while in blue color for rℓ(q, q′) = −1.

of primordial non-Gaussianity has substantial impacts on the abundance and mass distri-
bution of PBHs, as their formation threshold is influenced by levels of this non-Gaussianity
[48, 81, 82, 86, 100, 141, 142]. Notably, a sizable negative fNL would be incompatible with
detection of PBHs [81, 82], since the abundance of PBHs is expected to be suppressed sig-
nificantly. Conversely, it is expected that a sizable positive fNL could significantly enhance
the abundance of PBHs. Therefore, measuring the anisotropies in SIGWs and probing PBHs
can serve as complementary approaches to break the sign degeneracy of fNL. In addition,
the theoretical formalism could be straightforwardly generalized to study SIGWs produced
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during other epochs [143] or other CGWBs. The theoretical predictions of this work may be
tested by space-borne GW detectors or networks in future.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge Dr. Bin Gong and Dr. Tao Liu for useful suggestions on the vegas [117]
package. We would also like to thank Dr. Siyu Li and Dr. Yi Wang for helpful discussions on
the anisotropies in cosmic microwave background and inflationary non-Gaussianity, respec-
tively. S.W. and J.P.L. are supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Grant No. 12175243). Z.C.Z. is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant NO. 12005016). K.K. is supported by KAKENHI Grants No. JP17H01131,
No. JP19H05114, No. JP20H04750 and No. JP22H05270.

References

[1] J.M. Maldacena, Non-Gaussian features of primordial fluctuations in single field inflationary
models, JHEP 05 (2003) 013 [astro-ph/0210603].

[2] N. Bartolo, E. Komatsu, S. Matarrese and A. Riotto, Non-Gaussianity from inflation: Theory
and observations, Phys. Rept. 402 (2004) 103 [astro-ph/0406398].

[3] T.J. Allen, B. Grinstein and M.B. Wise, Nongaussian Density Perturbations in Inflationary
Cosmologies, Phys. Lett. B 197 (1987) 66.

[4] N. Bartolo, S. Matarrese and A. Riotto, Nongaussianity from inflation, Phys. Rev. D 65
(2002) 103505 [hep-ph/0112261].

[5] V. Acquaviva, N. Bartolo, S. Matarrese and A. Riotto, Second order cosmological
perturbations from inflation, Nucl. Phys. B 667 (2003) 119 [astro-ph/0209156].

[6] F. Bernardeau and J.-P. Uzan, NonGaussianity in multifield inflation, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002)
103506 [hep-ph/0207295].

[7] X. Chen, M.-x. Huang, S. Kachru and G. Shiu, Observational signatures and
non-Gaussianities of general single field inflation, JCAP 01 (2007) 002 [hep-th/0605045].

[8] P.D. Meerburg et al., Primordial Non-Gaussianity, 1903.04409.

[9] D.H. Lyth, C. Ungarelli and D. Wands, The Primordial density perturbation in the curvaton
scenario, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 023503 [astro-ph/0208055].

[10] N. Bartolo, S. Matarrese and A. Riotto, On nonGaussianity in the curvaton scenario, Phys.
Rev. D 69 (2004) 043503 [hep-ph/0309033].

[11] M. Zaldarriaga, Non-Gaussianities in models with a varying inflaton decay rate, Phys. Rev. D
69 (2004) 043508 [astro-ph/0306006].

[12] D.H. Lyth, Generating the curvature perturbation at the end of inflation, JCAP 11 (2005) 006
[astro-ph/0510443].

[13] A. Linde, S. Mooij and E. Pajer, Gauge field production in supergravity inflation: Local
non-Gaussianity and primordial black holes, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 103506 [1212.1693].

[14] J. Torrado, C.T. Byrnes, R.J. Hardwick, V. Vennin and D. Wands, Measuring the duration of
inflation with the curvaton, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 063525 [1712.05364].

– 32 –

https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210603
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.022
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406398
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90343-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.103505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.103505
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112261
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(03)00550-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0209156
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.103506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.103506
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207295
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2007/01/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605045
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.023503
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0208055
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.043503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.043503
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309033
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.043508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.043508
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0306006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/11/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0510443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103506
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1693
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063525
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05364


[15] J. Frazer and A.R. Liddle, Multi-field inflation with random potentials: field dimension,
feature scale and non-Gaussianity, JCAP 02 (2012) 039 [1111.6646].

[16] L. McAllister, S. Renaux-Petel and G. Xu, A Statistical Approach to Multifield Inflation:
Many-field Perturbations Beyond Slow Roll, JCAP 10 (2012) 046 [1207.0317].

[17] T. Bjorkmo and M.C.D. Marsh, Manyfield Inflation in Random Potentials, JCAP 02 (2018)
037 [1709.10076].

[18] M.H. Namjoo, H. Firouzjahi and M. Sasaki, Violation of non-Gaussianity consistency relation
in a single field inflationary model, EPL 101 (2013) 39001 [1210.3692].

[19] J. Martin, H. Motohashi and T. Suyama, Ultra Slow-Roll Inflation and the non-Gaussianity
Consistency Relation, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 023514 [1211.0083].

[20] X. Chen, H. Firouzjahi, M.H. Namjoo and M. Sasaki, A Single Field Inflation Model with
Large Local Non-Gaussianity, EPL 102 (2013) 59001 [1301.5699].

[21] Q.-G. Huang and Y. Wang, Large Local Non-Gaussianity from General Single-field Inflation,
JCAP 06 (2013) 035 [1303.4526].

[22] S. Mooij and G.A. Palma, Consistently violating the non-Gaussian consistency relation,
JCAP 11 (2015) 025 [1502.03458].

[23] R. Bravo, S. Mooij, G.A. Palma and B. Pradenas, A generalized non-Gaussian consistency
relation for single field inflation, JCAP 05 (2018) 024 [1711.02680].

[24] B. Finelli, G. Goon, E. Pajer and L. Santoni, Soft Theorems For Shift-Symmetric
Cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 063531 [1711.03737].

[25] Y.-F. Cai, X. Chen, M.H. Namjoo, M. Sasaki, D.-G. Wang and Z. Wang, Revisiting
non-Gaussianity from non-attractor inflation models, JCAP 05 (2018) 012 [1712.09998].

[26] S. Passaglia, W. Hu and H. Motohashi, Primordial black holes and local non-Gaussianity in
canonical inflation, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 043536 [1812.08243].

[27] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. IX. Constraints on primordial non-Gaussianity,
Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A9 [1905.05697].

[28] V.F. Mukhanov and G.V. Chibisov, Quantum Fluctuations and a Nonsingular Universe,
JETP Lett. 33 (1981) 532.

[29] J. Chluba, J. Hamann and S.P. Patil, Features and New Physical Scales in Primordial
Observables: Theory and Observation, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24 (2015) 1530023 [1505.01834].

[30] A. Rotti, A. Ravenni and J. Chluba, Non-Gaussianity constraints with anisotropic µ distortion
measurements from Planck, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 515 (2022) 5847 [2205.15971].

[31] C. Stahl, T. Montandon, B. Famaey, O. Hahn and R. Ibata, Exploring the effects of
primordial non-Gaussianity at galactic scales, 2209.15038.
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