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This paper explores the generation of primordial black holes (PBHs) and scalar-induced gravita-
tional waves (SIGWs) from the inflation potential with a tiny bump. We propose a Lorentz function
that makes a tiny bump characteristic of the inflation model potential. This property makes the scalar
field move locally ultra slowly, which not only makes the primordial curvature power spectrum have
O(10−2) peaks at a small scale but also satisfies observational constraints of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) on a large scale. Specifically, we calculate the abundances of PBHs for different
mass ranges in this model, where PBHs with mass 10−12M⊙ can make up almost all dark matter and
PBHs with mass 10−5M⊙ can explain OGLE ultrashort-timescale microlensing events. Moreover,
we find that SIGWs accompanying the PBHs can be tested by the Square Kilometre Array (SKA),
TianQin, Taiji, Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA), and DECIGO. As for the parameter set
I, the consequent SIGWs can explain the NANOGrav 12.5yrs signal.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of gravitational waves (GWs) has
played a pivotal role in cosmology and astrophysics since
the formulation of the theory of general relativity in the
20th century. The Laser Interferometer Gravitational-
Wave Observatory (LIGO) achieved a historic mile-
stone by successfully detecting GW signals originating
from binary black hole mergers [1]. Subsequently, the
LIGO/Virgo collaborations extended this achievement
to encompass mergers involving black holes and neutron
stars, ushering in a new era of multi-messenger astronomy
[2]. Notably, the emergence of GW signals from such
events has spurred heightened interest in primordial black
holes (PBHs) as they are posited to explain binary black
hole mergers [3, 4].

Several astrophysical observations provide credible evi-
dence that dark matter (DM) is the non-negligible element
of our universe [5–7]. As viable candidates of cold DM,
PBHs have also attracted lots of attention [8–15]. A large
number of different types of cosmological and astronomical
observations have been made on the abundance of primor-
dial black holes as dark matter in many mass ranges Limit
is given[16–23]. However, the abundances of PBHs at the
mass windows of 10−17−10−15M⊙ and 10−14−10−12M⊙
are largely unconstrained by observations and specific
assumptions, and can be explained almost all elements
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of the DM [24], and PBHs with planetary masses can
explain the ultrashort-timescale microlensing events in
the OGLE data[25].

There are many PBH formation mechanisms, the most
popular one is the overdense region gravitational collapse
inside a Hubble horizon, where the density exceeds the
threshold value [26]. Many situations can form the over-
dense region, such as enhancement of curvature perturba-
tion [27–29], accumulation of topological defect [30–33],
and postponed false vacuum decay during first-order tran-
sition [34, 35]. Beyond PBHs, these perturbations also
contribute to the production of scalar-induced gravita-
tional waves (SIGWs)[36–41], which can be tested by
space-based GW detectors, such as the Laser Interfer-
ometer Space Antenna (LISA) [42], Taiji [43], TianQin
[44], and Deci-hertz Interferometer Gravitational-Wave
Observatory (DECIGO) [45] in the future. To produce
a sufficient abundance of PBHs as DM and detectable
SIGWs, we need a sufficient large-density perturbation
at a small scale.

The traditional single-field and multi-field inflation
models can enhance curvature perturbations by fine-
tuning the parameters [46–50]. The form of perturba-
tion of the potential function is not unique[51, 52]. Some
people use Gaussian and Lorentz functions to construct
antisymmetric perturbations[48, 53]. In this paper, we
propose a tiny bump in the form of a Lorentz function as
a local correction of the basic inflation potential Vb(ϕ),
which can create a perfect platform in the inflation po-
tential function to bring inflation into the ultra-slow roll
(USR) phase, and it exhibits good symmetry in the USR
region for ϕ0. Nevertheless, we find that this property
does not affect the inflation potential to satisfy the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) observation constraints on
a large scale, but also leads to peaks in the curvature
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power spectrum. We use three sets of parameters to nu-
merically calculate the corresponding peaks of the power
spectrum of the primordial curvature perturbations, and
find that they all reach O(10−2) on a small scale. It is
worth noting that the enhancement of the curvature per-
turbations corresponding to different scales also promotes
the generation of PBHs with different masses and SIGWs
with different frequencies.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we
propose a bump function and calculate the slow-roll pa-
rameters In section III, we numerically calculate the power
spectrum of the primordial curvature perturbations, ns,
r and the abundance of PBH. In section IV, we study the
energy density spectrum of SIGWs. Finally, we draw our
conclusion and discussion in section V.

II. A TINY BUMP IN POTENTIAL AND SLOW
ROLL INFLATION

In this paper, we study single-field inflation, and its
corresponding action is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
R− 1

2
gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
. (1)

Our model of a small local perturbation forming PBH is
based on potential with the general form [51]

V (ϕ) = Vb(1 + f(ϕ)). (2)

We have considered this general form of the potential
as a phenomenological model. Where Vb is the base
inflation potential responsible for generating quantum
fluctuations compatible with the CMB constraints, Here
f(ϕ) represents a tiny local bump, so here it’s a small
quantity much smaller than 1.
Of the numerous inflation models, the Starobinsky in-

flation model is almost the most well-known one and it
is well-aligned with current CMB measurements [54, 55].
Thus, we choose the base potential Vb in Eq.(2) is associ-
ated with this inflation model

Vb =
3

4
m2
(
1− e−

√
2
3ϕ
)2

, (3)

where m = 1.13× 10−5mp, denotes the mass parameter.
Here, we adopt the reduced Planck mass as mp = 1√

8πG
=

1. We suggest a new function form of this local bump as

f(ϕ) = bL(
√
c(ϕ− ϕ0)) =

b

1 + c(ϕ− ϕ0)2
, (4)

where L(
√
c(ϕ−ϕ0)) is a Lorentz function, which Lorentz

function acts as a local bump in the potential function,
and to ensure that the potential function can enter a
relatively flat platform, the value of c should be much
larger than 1 to ensure that the width of the peak is
relatively large. ϕ0 controls the bump position of the
potential function, which is also a field value in inflation,

and b represents the amplitude, and the nature of the
small perturbations causes b to be limited to a range of
0 < b ≪ 1. Notably, when b = 0, the model reduces to the
Starobinsky inflation model for the Eq.(2). This feature
of the local bump will cause the inflation potential to
enter the USR phase near the ϕ0, and we will introduce
slow rolling inflation below.
In the context of a spatially flat homogeneous and

isotropic universe with FLRW metric ds2 = −dt2 +
a(t)δijdx

idxj , the Friedmann equation and dynamical
equations of the inflation field ϕ are as follows [27]

3H2 =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ),

Ḣ = −1

2
ϕ̇2,

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ Vϕ(ϕ) = 0. (5)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor, and H = ȧ/a represents the
Hubble parameter. For the homogeneous background, the
inflation field is only time-dependent, ϕ = ϕ(t). During
the inflation epoch, the scalar field’s movement is char-
acterized by extreme slowness, with the potential energy
being the dominant contributor to the scalar field’s energy.
The scalar field adheres to the slow-roll condition, which
entails 1

2 ϕ̇
2 ≪ V (ϕ) and |ϕ̈| ≪ 3H|ϕ̇|. The dynamics

equations to approximate [28, 50]

3H2 ≃ V (ϕ), 3Hϕ̇ ≃ −Vϕ(ϕ). (6)

The slow-roll parameters are defined as

ϵH = − Ḣ

H2
, ηH = − ϕ̈

Hϕ̇
. (7)

The ϵH ≪ 1, |ηH | ≪ 1 during inflation, the end of inflation
condition is ϵH = 1. In this paper, we choose the initial
value time of inflation ϕ∗ = 5.42, which makes ϵH(ϕ∗) ≈
10−4 satisfies the slow-roll condition, and we can obtain
ϕend = 0.614 by ϵH(ϕend) = 1. Therefore, the parameter
ϕ0 of the bump function has a range value of 0.614 <
ϕ0 < 5.42. According to the above constraints of b and
c, we choose an optimal set of parameters, b = 4× 10−4,
c = 10013.8, ϕ0 = 5.1, and they are brought into Eq.(4) to
satisfy f(ϕ) ≪ 1. The evolution of the potential function
containing a bump for ϕ as shown in Fig.1, It is not
difficult to see that the potential function changes very
little near ϕ0, which will also lead to The number of e-
folds is superimposed during inflation, according to the
formula of number of e-folds

N =

∫ ϕin

ϕ∗

1√
2ϵH

dϕ, (8)

where ϕin is scalar field values in inflation. Fig.2(a) visu-
ally represents that the value change of the inflation field
is very small and the number of e-folds increases around
∆N ≈ 10 e-folds near the ϕ0 ≈ 5.1. However, it will not
make the total number of e-folds by the end of inflation
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too large, when the ϕin closer to ϕend can keep the total
number of e-folds N around 60, that satisfy the CMB
constraints. This implies that the slow-roll parameter ϵH
will have a minimum value in the corresponding region, as
shown in Fig.2(b). The ϵH satisfies the inflation condition
ϵH ≪ 1 during inflation and ϵHmin ∼ 10−10, that provides
favorable conditions for the calculation of the primordial
curvature power spectrum.

1 2 3 4 5

2.×10-11

4.×10-11

6.×10-11

8.×10-11

V
(

)

5.090 5.095 5.100 5.105 5.110 5.115 5.120

9.281×10-11
9.282×10-11
9.283×10-11
9.284×10-11
9.285×10-11
9.286×10-11
9.287×10-11

FIG. 1: The evolution of the potential function containing
a bump for ϕ. The small figures show the behavior of the
potential around the ϕ0, and the parameters are b = 4× 10−4,
c = 10013.8, ϕ0 = 5.1.

The well-known slow-roll approximation formula for
the power spectrum of primordial scalar perturbation is
given by [27, 28]

Pζ =
H2

8π2ϵH
. (9)

It is inversely proportional to the slow-roll parameter ϵH ,
and due to the flattening of the potential energy near ϕ0,
the Hubble parameter H can be approximated as constant
from Eq.(6). The ϵHmin ∼ 10−10 near ϕ0, signifying a
reduction of six orders of magnitude compared to the
initial value of ϵH(ϕ∗). Thus, we obtain the approximated
results of the power spectrum is O(10−3), which does not
reach O(10−2). In addition, although when entering an
ultra-slow roll period, the ϵH ≪ 1 implies inflation does
not end. But the |ηH | is greater than 1 for a short period
which seems to violate the slow roll condition as shown
in Fig.2(c). Therefore, Eq.(9) cannot be used to calculate
the power spectrum [28, 50], we will calculate the power
spectrum numerically in the next section.

III. THE POWER SPECTRUM AND
PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

In this section, we first investigate the behavior of the
power spectrum for primordial curvature perturbation to
ensure it satisfies the constraints of CMB observations.
By numerically solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation

[56, 57]

d2vk
dη2

+

(
k2 − 1

z

d2z

dη2

)
vk = 0, (10)

where the conformal time dη = dt/a, the quantum canoni-

cal field vk = zζk and z = aϕ̇/H, we can obtain the scalar
power spectrum

Pζ =
k3

2π2

|vk|2

z2
. (11)

In this work, we use three suitable sets of parameters
I, II, and III in Table I, and numerically calculate the
power spectrum. We find that three sets of parameters
can not only eliminate the contingency of the single set of
parameters model but also broaden the peak scale kpeak
range corresponding to the peak of the power spectrum
Ppeak. In Fig.3, we show the power spectrum results of
numerical calculation for models I, II, and III with blue,
red, and black lines, respectively. We find the peak values
of the power spectrum to reach the order of O(10−2) at
the scales kpeak ∼ 105Mpc−1, kpeak ∼ 108Mpc−1 and
kpeak ∼ 1012Mpc−1 as shown in Table I.
The local bump of the potential function causes the

power spectrum to have a peak, and the effect on large-
scale cosmic microwave background (CMB) is discussed
below. Compared with Planck 2018 CMB observation
constraints with a pivot scale of k = 0.05Mpc−1, which
provide constraints such as the scalar spectral index
ns = 0.9649± 0.0042 (68% CL) and tensor-to-scalar ratio
r0.05 < 0.06 (95% CL) at large scale [58, 59]. The relevant
CMB parameters, ns and r are [50]

ns = 1 +
d lnPζ

d ln k
≃ 1 + 2ηH − 4ϵH ,

r =
PT

Pζ
≃ 16ϵH . (12)

We numerically calculate the scalar spectral index ns and
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r as shown in Table I, which
satisfy the constraints of Planck 2018 CMB observations.
The significance and richness of the primordial curvature
perturbation power spectrum peak results indicate that
the dark matter abundance of primordial black holes
should have corresponding significant results.
Next, we explore the abundance of PBHs within the

context of the model. PBHs could form due to the am-
plification of small-scale curvature perturbations during
the inflation process, and they can emerge if the density
perturbations exceed a certain threshold. We have ig-
nored non-Gaussian effects in our analysis for simplicity.
As previously mentioned, the comoving curvature pertur-
bation in our model is assumed to follow the Gaussian
distribution. The most simple method to estimate β is to
use the Press-Schechter formalism, the fractional energy
density of PBHs of the universe is [28, 63]

β =
ρPBH

ρtot
≈ erfc

(
9 δc

4
√

2Pζ

)
≈
√

2

π

√
Pζ

µc
e

(
− µ2

c
2Pζ

)
,

(13)
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FIG. 2: (a) shows the evolutions of e-folds number N . (b) shows the evolutions of the first slow-roll parameter ϵH . (c) shows
the evolutions of the second slow-roll parameter ηH .

TABLE I: Model parameters and the numerical results

set b(10−4) c ϕ0 N ns r kpeak/Mpc−1 Pζ(peak)
Mpeak

M⊙
Y peak
PBH fc/Hz

I 4 10013.8 5.1 67 0.967906 0.003023 3.13× 105 0.018 37.51 0.00059 4.84× 10−10

II 4.1 16824 4.89 62 0.967879 0.003024 5.57× 108 0.015 1.186× 10−5 0.026 8.61× 10−7

III 4.4 34131.8 4.63 61 0.967876 0.003024 1.42× 1012 0.013 1.83× 10−12 0.862 2.19× 10−3

10 1 102 105 108 1011 1014 1017 1020

k/Mpc 1

10 12

10 10

10 8

10 6

10 4

10 2

100

Planck

-distortion

BBN EPTA I
II
III

FIG. 3: The scalar power spectrums in the models, are en-
hanced to O(10−2) on small scales. The dashed line represents
the power spectrum, and the shaded regions represent the
observation constraint [58, 60–62].

where ρtot and ρPBH represent the energy density of the
cosmic background and PBHs, respectively. The erfc(x )
is the complementary error function and µc = 9δc/4 in
the radiation-dominated period [28]. The threshold of
density perturbation for the formation of the PBHs can
be δc = 0.4 [64].
The PBHs abundance is given as [13, 28]

YPBH =
β

3.94× 10−9

( γ

0.2

) 1
2
( g∗
10.75

)− 1
4

×
(

0.12

ΩDMh2

)(
MPBH

M⊙

)− 1
2

. (14)

In this equation, the numerical factor γ = 0.2, the effective
degrees of freedom g∗ = 107.5 for T > 300GeV and
g∗ = 10.75 for 0.5MeV < T < 300GeV [65], Planck
measurements provide the following value for the dark
matter abundance ΩDMh2 = 0.12 [66], h = H/100 =
0.6727km · s−1 ·Mpc−1, which measures the Hubble rate
in units of 100, and MPBH and M⊙ are the mass of PBHs
and solar mass, respectively.
The relationship between mass and scale of PBHs is

given by

MPBH = 3.68
( γ

0.2

)( g∗
10.75

)− 1
6

(
k

106Mpc−1

)−2

M⊙.

(15)

Combine the numerical results of the power spectrum
and Eq.(13) and Eq.(15), we can obtain the peak mass
of PBHs, as shown in Fig.4 and Table I. We find that
the three sets of parameters we choose make the peak
scale kpeak cover more ground, and also have the wider
mass range of the PBHs. In other words, PBHs with
different masses correspond to different peak scales kpeak,
which will give our results a wider scope of application
to explain the PBHs theory. Specifically speaking, for set
I, PBHs with the stellar mass of approximately 30M⊙
can be generated. These PBHs might be explained to
the LIGO events [3, 4]. For set II, our model produces
PBHs with the massMPBH ∼ 10−5M⊙, which can explain
OGLE ultrashort-timescale microlensing events[25]and be
interpreted as Planet 9 that a hypothetical outer solar
system object used to explain the anomalous orbits of
trans-Neptunian objects [67]. For set III, PBHs with
masses around 10−13 − 10−11M⊙ make up almost all
Dark Matter, and the peak abundance is approximately
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FIG. 4: The abundances of PBH produced by models. The
dashed line represents the PBH abundance, and the shaded
regions represent the constraints on PBHs from various
observations[14, 16–23, 25]

IV. SCALAR-INDUCED GRAVITATIONAL
WAVES

In this section, to investigate the energy density of
SIGWs, we shed light on the production of SIGWs. The
primordial scalar perturbation starts to evolve after re-
entering the event horizon, and its transverse traceless
component induces a stochastic gravitational wave back-
ground that can be observed by different detectors when
the small-scale density perturbation is large enough. Here,
we consider the perturbed metric in Newtonian gauge in
the cosmological background which reads [68]

ds2 = −a2(η)(1 + 2Φ)dη2

+ a2(η)

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj , (16)

where a(η) is the scale factor of the universe. The scalar
perturbation Φ is of the first order, and the transverse
traceless part hij is the second-order tensor mode. In the
following, in the evaluations of SIGWs, first, we briefly
analyze the well-known results on hij . The Fourier com-
ponent equation of hij can be expressed as

hij(η,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
[
e+ij(k)h

+
k (η) + e×ij(k)h

×
k (η)

]
eik·x,

(17)

where the polarization tensors are defined as [50, 68]

e+ij(k) =
1√
2
[ei(k)ej(k)− ēi(k)ēj(k)], (18)

e+ij(k) =
1√
2
[ei(k)ēj(k) + ēi(k)ej(k)], (19)

with ei(k) and ēi(k) being normalized vectors orthogo-
nal to each other and to k. Satisfying ei(k) · ēi(k) =
ei(k) · k = ēi(k) · k. From perturbation of the Einstein’s
field equations Gµν = 8πGTµν to the second order, the
Fourier component equation of the second order tensor
perturbation hk is [68–70]

h′′
k(η) + 2Hh′

k(η) + k2hk(η) = 4Sk(η), (20)

where, ′ denotes d
dη , η is conformal time η =

∫
dt/a(t),

and the conformal Hubble parameter is H = a′/a, and
the source term is [68]

Sk =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
eij(k)qiqj

[
2ΦqΦk−q+(

H−1Φ′
q +Φq

) (
H−1Φ′

k−q +Φk−q

) ]
. (21)

During the radiation-dominated era, the scalar pertur-
bation satisfies the following equation of motion in Fourier
space to be expressed as

Φ′′
k + 4HΦ′

k − k3

3
Φk = 0, (22)

where Φk is the Fourier component of the gravitational
potential, and it can be related to its primordial value ϕk

by the transfer function

Φk = Φ(kη)ϕk. (23)

The transfer function for the radiation-dominated period
is given by

Φ(kη) =
9

(kη)2

(
sin(kη/

√
3)

kη/
√
3

− cos(kη/
√
3)

)
, (24)

and its two-point correlation function is determined by
the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation

⟨ϕkϕk′⟩ = δ(k+ k′)
2π2

k3

(
3 + 3w

5 + 3w

)2

Pζ(k). (25)

The power spectrum of induced gravitational waves can
be written as

⟨hλ
k(η)h

λ′

k′(η)⟩ = δλλ′δ(3)(k+ k′)
2π2

k3
Ph(k, η), (26)

where λ, λ′ = +,× represents the polarization index,
which we omit in the following. We solve the tensor
Eq.(20) by employing the Green’s function method, we
obtain hk(η) is expressed as

hk(η) =
4

a(η)

∫ η

dη̄Gk(η, η̄)a(η̄)Sk(η̄), (27)

during the radiation-dominated period, the Green’s func-
tion of GW is

Gk(η, η̄) =
sin[k(η − η̄)]

k
. (28)
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The fraction of the GW energy density is [68, 71]

ΩGW(k, η) =
1

24

(
k

a(η)H(η)

)2

Ph(k, η). (29)

Substituting the solution Eq.(27) into Eq.(26), Then
the calculated the power spectrum for the SIGWs Ph

is brought into Eq.(29) to obtain the fraction of energy
density [68, 72]

ΩGW(k) =
1

6

(
k

aH

)2 ∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du (30){[

4v2 − (1− u2 + v2)2

4uv

]2
×I2R(u, v, x → ∞)Pζ(kv)Pζ(ku)

}
,

where u = |k− k̃|, v = k̃/k, x = kη, and IR is kernel
function. The current frequency f and wave number k
of the induced gravitational wave satisfy the following
equation [73]

f = 1.546× 10−15 k

1Mpc−1
Hz. (31)

The fractional energy density of SIGWs today

ΩGW,0(k) =
Ωr,0(k)

Ωr(k)
ΩGW(k) (32)

where Ωr,0(k) = 9.17 × 10−5 is the current fractional
energy density of radiation, and we choose Ωr(k) = 1
during the radiation domination[50, 74]. By substituting
the numerical results of the power spectrum into Eq.(32),
we obtain the energy density ΩGW,0 of the SIGWs for
the corresponding model and the peak frequencies fc
of these SIGWs are shown in Table I, we see that the
peak frequencies of the SIGWs are nHz, µHz and mHz,
respectively.
In this part, we show the predictions of the energy

density spectrum of GWs for the above-mentioned param-
eters in Fig.5 and compare them with the constraints and
future sensitivity curves for the GW observatories. As for
the parameter set I, the consequent SIGWs (blue) can
explain the NANOGrav 12.5yrs signal and can be tested
by SKA. The model with parameter set III can be tested
by LISA/Taiji/TianQin/ DECIGO.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we focus on the generation of PBHs and
SIGWs within an inflation potential bump. We propose
a simple Lorentz function form of bump as a local cor-
rection of the base inflation potential, which can show
good symmetry about ϕ0 in the USR region. At the
same time, Our numerical results for the scalar spectral

10−10 10−8 10−6 10−4 10−2 100 102

f/Hz

10−14

10−12

10−10

10−8

10−6

10−4

Ω G
W
,0
h2

SKA
LISATianQin

Taiji
EPTA

PPTA

NANOGrav 12.5

DECIGO

I
II
III

FIG. 5: The energy density spectrum of SIGWs. The curves
show the sensitivity of current and future GW observatories.
The black dashed curve, the green dot-dashed curve, and
gray dotted curve denotes the EPTA limit [75–79], PPTA
[80] and the SKA limit[81], respectively. The other limits
from the TianQin [44], Taiji [43], the DECIGO[45], the LISA
[42] and the aLIGO [1, 2], respectively. The blue region is
the observational result from the North American Nanohertz
Observatory for Gravitational Wave (NANOGrav) 12.5-year
data[82]

index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r predicted by this
model align with the Planck 2018 results. Furthermore,
our inflation mechanism enhances the power spectrum
of the primordial curvature perturbation to O(10−2) at
the scales kpeak ∼ 105Mpc−1, kpeak ∼ 108Mpc−1 and
kpeak ∼ 1012Mpc−1, that satisfies the prerequisites for
generating PBHs.

Subsequently, we derive that the abundances of PBH
with stellar mass, planetary mass, and 10−12M⊙ are
O(10−4), O(10−2), and approximately 1, respectively.
The PBHs with mass 10−12M⊙ can make up almost all
dark matter, and PBHs with mass 10−5M⊙ can explain
OGLE ultrashort-timescale microlensing events and can
be explained to Planet 9. As is widely recognized, PBHs
originate from matter collapse triggered by high-density
perturbations in the early universe. It is important to
note that the process of PBH formation is concomitant
with the generation of SIGWs. Leveraging the PBHs
mass distribution and the primordial curvature power
spectrum, we have extracted the characteristics of the
gravitational wave signal, focusing on the frequency and
amplitude. Promisingly, we get these SIGWs that can
be tested by gravitational wave observatories like SKA,
Tianqin, Taiji, LISA, and DECIGO. As for the parame-
ter set I, the consequent SIGWs (blue) can explain the
NANOGrav 12.5yrs signal.

We give a new function form of the local correction
term of the inflation model, this function does not depend
on the concrete form of the model, and we can try to
apply it in more models. In addition, we have ignored
non-Gaussianity and quantum stochastic effects in our
analysis for simplicity, which is to be examined in the
future. Future studies could include these effects to obtain
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more precise results for PBH formation with our bump
potential[83–86]. The different calculation methods of
PBH mass fraction β often lead to different final results.
We have used the Press-Schechter (PS) theory to calculate
in our present study. Hence, it will be challenging and
meaningful work to use other theories such as peak theory
[87, 88] to calculate β in this model and compare it with
the results of the PS theory. These questions deserve
further investigation in future research.
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