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We show that resonant processes during multi-field inflation can generate a large curvature pertur-
bation on small scales. This perturbation naturally leads to the formation of primordial black holes
that may constitute dark matter, as well as to the production of stochastic induced gravitational
waves in the deci-Hz band. Such waves are within reach of future space-based interferometers such
as LISA, DECIGO and BBO. In addition, primordial black hole binaries formed at late times pro-
duce merger gravitational waves that can be probed by the resonant cavity experiments in addition
to DECIGO and BBO.

I. INTRODUCTION

In several multi-field inflationary scenarios, the Universe undergoes multiple-field transitions during inflation, anal-
ogous to phase transitions. Identifying the role of these transitions through observations could provide decisive
information about the ultimate theory to describe the early Universe.

In some of these models, interactions between fields can cause resonant field excitations during inflation. A classical
example is the so called “Trapped Inflation” [1, 2]. But resonances during inflation and their impact on the primordial
perturbation had been studied even earlier, for example, in Ref. [3-5] (for some later works see Ref. [6-9]). Many of
the works are based on the mechanism suggested in Ref. [1], where moduli fields of string theory are stabilised by the
backreaction of resonantly produced particles. As moduli field(s) pass through or close to (in the case of multi-field
inflation) a critical point in field space, some real scalar field x is rendered massless. Thus, this point was naturally
denoted by the name “Enhanced Symmetry Point” (ESP) in Ref. [1]. Around ESP the effective mass of x is changing
non-adiabatically, which induces resonant excitations. The excitations backreact onto the motion of the inflaton,
modifying its dynamics.

In this work we consider a somewhat modified scenario. Instead of the field y becoming massless at the critical
point, we allow it to become tachyonic, i.e. it’s mass squared to become negative. Hence, for some parameter values
the resonance resembles the one studied in Ref. [10], which they called “Tachyonic Resonance”. To emphasise this
difference, we name the critical point as the “Symmetry Breaking Point” (SBP). The idea for such a scenario is
inspired by the tachyonic trap mechanism, employed to provide an alternative method of reheating for non-oscillatory
potentials and to prevent the scalar field of the quintessential inflation scenario from reaching superplanckian values
11, 12].

The current scenario is explored in the context of the supersymmetry-inspired multi-field running-mass model [13].
Augmenting the running-mass-inflation (RMI) with the tachyonic trap mechanism provides a concrete scenario by
which inflation can end in a form similar to hybrid inflation [14, 15]. The current treatment, however, differs from
the usual considerations of hybrid inflation. First, we take the waterfall phase, i.e. the evolution in the x direction
in field space, to last more than 10 e-folds, which requires a very flat potential. In such a setup, the tachyonic trap
becomes essential to redirect the field evolution from the RMI direction into the waterfall one, at least for parameter
ranges considered in this work.

The tachyonic resonance at SBP has another important effect: it generates a sharp peak in the spectrum of the
primordial perturbation P at small scales. The amplitude of that peak can be enhanced by several orders of magnitude
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relative to the slow-roll result. Combined with the large spectral running of RMI, the spectrum can reach as high
values as Pe ~ 1071 [13, 16-22].

Later, upon horizon reentry in the early Universe, the large curvature perturbation can trigger gravitational collapse,
leading to the formation of the primordial black holes (PBHs). As argued in Ref. [23] (for reviews, see also Refs. [24-
26]), PBHs with masses in the range 1017 g [27] — 1023 g [28, 29] can serve as dark matter candidates. This scenario
can be constrained or confirmed by future gamma-ray observations and related astrophysical probes [23].

Second, the same perturbations generate stochastic induced gravitational waves (SIGWs) through nonlinear second-
order effects [30-38]. These SIGWs, peaking in the deci-Hz band, provide promising targets for future gravitational-
wave detectors such as LISA, DECIGO, and BBO. In the current analysis, we incorporate recent refinements account-
ing for the dissipation of small-scale fluctuations [39], yielding state-of-the-art predictions for the SIGW spectrum.

Third, PBHs formed in the early Universe can assemble into binaries through many-body gravitational interac-
tions [40-42]. The mergers of these binaries also generate a stochastic background of gravitational waves. Remarkably,
such merger signals may be detectable not only by DECIGO and BBO but also through resonant cavity experiments
exploiting the inverse Gertsenshtein effect [43, 44], originally proposed in the context of axion searches.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we outline the general framework of trapped
inflation. Sec. III applies it to the running-mass model in supersymmetry. Sec. IV describes the trapping mechanism
in details, and Sec. V quantifies the trapping duration during the second stage of inflation. Sec. VI reviews the
basics of primordial curvature perturbations, and Sec. VII derives the PBH mass function. Sec. VIII presents the
calculation of induced gravitational waves, while Sec. IX addresses gravitational waves from PBH binary mergers.
Sec. X summarizes our conclusions. Technical details are collected in three appendices: in Appendix A, Primordial
perturbations in the flat gauge, in Appendix B, Stochastic induced GWs, and, in Appendix C, Binary PBH merger

GWs. We use the units where c=h =1, mp; = (87TG)71/2 and G is the Newton’s gravitational constant.

II. THE MODEL

We study a multi-field model of inflation. The basic setup is reminiscent of the hybrid inflation scenario [14, 15]
with some essential modifications. First, we consider the potential in the direction of the inflaton ¢ to be completely
flat at tree level. The slope is generated by radiative corrections. Such models are known by the name "Running-
Mass-Inflation" (RMI) [45-47]. At one loop level, the shape of the potential is given by

Vi(g) = Ve[l +U(9)] (1)
where V. is constant and U (¢) is defined by
1 ¢2 A
V) = 5o By 8
2mpy (1+alnmipl>2

The shape of U (¢) for several values of a, A and B parameters is shown in Fig. 1.
In analogy to hybrid inflation scenario we add an additional field x. The potential in the x direction is of the hilltop
type [48]. The simplest form of such a potential can be written as

1
V() = —5m*x*+ M (3)
The crucial piece for this scenario is the interaction part of the Lagrangian, which we take to be [11, 12]

Vit (0, x) = %QQX2 (¢ — dspp)” - (4)

¢spp denotes the critical value at which Vi, vanishes. We choose to call this point a "Symmetry Breaking Point"
and denote it by ¢spp in order to make the relation to the mechanism discussed in Ref. [12] more suggestive, but
also to emphasise that our scenario somewhat deviates from the standard hybrid inflation scenario.

The main role of the y field in hybrid inflation scenarios is to terminate inflation. It is called the waterfall field. In
our scenario the main function of x is to trap ¢ at the ¢spp value. This is achieved by the backreaction of resonantly
produced x particles [1, 12], hence we also sometimes call x as the “trapping field”. Another difference, as compared
to the traditional hybrid scenario, is that the “waterfall” phase in this scenario lasts many e-folds. This is needed to
extend inflation sufficiently long after ¢ = ¢gpp is reached, so that the horizon and flatness problems of Hot Big Bang
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Figure 1. Rescaled RMI potential U (¢) in Eq. (2) for several a, A and B values.

(HBB) are solved. Finally, as can be witnessed from Eq. (4), the ¢—x interaction includes a trilinear term. Trilinear
interactions can be found in the A term of SUGRA models [49], but it can also be generated by fermion condensation

[50].
Adding all these components together, the full Lagrangian of the model can be written as
1 1
L= —50u0)" =V (0) = 5(0x)" =V () = Vim (6:) (5)

The dynamics evolves over three stages. Initially the inflaton ¢ is displaced far away from the critical value,
¢ > ¢spp. This makes the trapping field x very heavy and anchored at the origin. During the first phase, while
¢ rolls down towards the origin, the dynamics can be well approximated by slow-roll. Once ¢ approaches ¢gpp the
second phase starts. The motion of ¢ induces a non-adiabatic change in the effective mass of the trapping field via
the interaction term in Eq. (4). This results in resonant excitations of y, which backreact onto the motion of ¢ and
anchors it at ¢sgp. In the final phase, the y field rolls down the potential in Eq. (3), which is chosen to be sufficiently
flat, so that inflation lasts for an additional ~ 10 e-folds in this phase. Bellow we discuss these phases in more detail.

III. RUNNING-MASS-INFLATION

Let ¢, be the inflaton field value when the pivot scale exits the horizon during inflation. CMB observations allow us
to constrain the primordial spectrum roughly 10 e-folds around this value. The first task is to find regions in («, A, B)
parameter space where the model generates the primordial perturbation that is consistent with CMB observations.

Generically we take ¢spp < ¢4, which, according to Eq. (4), makes the yx field heavy and anchored at the origin,
leading to an effectively single field inflation, at least within the 10 e-folds mentioned above. Another important
consequence of y being heavy is that the isocurvature perturbation is suppressed at CMB scales, which makes the
observational bounds on this parameter [51] easily satisfied.

One of the features of the RMI potential in Eq. (1) is that it becomes ever flatter as ¢ field approaches the origin.
This makes the inflaton dynamics eventually dominated by the kinetic energy rather than by the slope of the potential.
In other words, inflation enters the ultra-slow-roll regime [52-55| if not terminated earlier. To investigate this issue
we solved the homogeneous equations of motion numerically. One such solution is shown in Fig. 2.

As can be seen from Fig. 2, at larger inflaton values slow-roll provides a good description of the dynamics. During
this period the inflaton equation of motion can be approximated by

Ve

where V is given in Eq. (1) and the index denotes the derivative with respect to the field ¢. In this approximation
the Hubble parameter is dominated by the potential energy

3mp H? = V(9) = Ve, (7)

¢ ~
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Figure 2. The numerical solution of homogeneous RMI equations (“Exact”). At the pivot scale, on the RHS of the plot, inflation
is well approximated by slow-roll (cf. Eq. (6)), but eventually it enters the ultra-slow-roll regime (cf. Eq. (9)). Conventionally
this transition is taken at n = 1 (vertical gray line).

where V. is defined in Eq. (1). This slow-roll approximated solution is denoted by the dashed curve in Fig. 2.

As ¢ decreases, eventually inflation enters the ultra-slow-roll regime. In this regime the slope of the potential can
be neglected, and we obtain an approximate equation of motion of the form

¢ ~ —3H¢, (8)

where H ~ const. and its value can be computed using the same approximate expression in Eq. (7). It is easy to show
that the approximate solution of the above equation is

¢ ~ ¢o—3H (¢ — o) - 9)

The ultra-slow-roll approximated solution is represented by the dotted curve in Fig. 2.

The approximate location in the potential, where slow-roll gives way to ultra-slow-roll, is conventionally taken to
be nn = 1, where 7 is the second slow-roll parameter defined bellow in Eq. (11).

To choose viable models, which do not contradict CMB constraints, we calculate the properties of the scalar
perturbation spectrum and the amplitude of the tensor mode. Because slow-roll approximates the inflaton dynamics
sufficiently well when CMB scales exit the horizon, we use the well known relations between the slow-roll parameters
and the shape of the primordial spectrum. These parameters are defined in terms of the potential V (¢) and its
derivatives as

2 2
mp, (U
_ 1
‘ 2 (U+ 1> ’ (10)
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n = ml%’IUi¢17 (11)
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where U (¢) is given in Eq. (2) and the indices denote derivatives with respect to the inflaton ¢. The spectral
properties of the primordial scalar perturbation are related to the above parameters by the following expressions (see
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Figure 3. Parameter regions for several different o values where the running mass inflation models are compatible with the
CMB constraints on the primordial spectrum at the pivot scale k. = 0.05Mpc™" (Egs. (18)—(21)). We also impose two other
conditions: ¢. < mp; when the pivot scale exits the horizon and that the energy scale of inflation is larger than the Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN) scale.

e.g. Ref. [48] or [56])

dln Ag

ng = d?nk = 1—6e+2n, (14)
dl

as = dlr;zs = 16en — 24€2 — 2¢2, (15)
d?Inng 3 2 2 2 2 3

Bs = e = —192¢” + 192¢°n — 32en” — 24€£” + 2nE° + 2w” | (16)

where ng, ag and (G5 are the scalar spectral index, its running and the running-of-the-running respectively. All of these
quantities are to be computed when the pivot scale exits the horizon. Analogously, tensor-to-scalar ratio can also be
related to the slow-roll parameter ¢ by

r = 16€. (17)

To find models that are compatible with observations we scan over the parameters o, A and B and look for regions
of ¢, values that result in the primordial spectrum with values in the range

n, = 0.9743 +0.0034 , (18)
a, = 0.0062 + 0.0052 (19)
Bs = 0.0104+0.013. (20)

The errorbars correspond to 1o constraints for ng [57], a5 [58] and B [51]. To constrain the tensor-to-scalar ratio we
adopt the upper bound in Ref. [59]

r < 0.036. (21)

The final PBH abundance is not very sensitive to the precise values of these parameters. They only determine which
model in the (o, A, B) plane will be used to represent the inflaton direction. The result of the scan over this parameter
space is shown in Fig. 3 for several values of «.

Usually all the constraints in Eqgs. (18)—(21) can be satisfied only for a small range of ¢ values, if at all. For such
models we choose ¢, to correspond to the value that is closest to the central value of the constraints. Once ¢, is
fixed, we can compute the energy scale of inflation V. from the amplitude of the scalar spectral index Ag, given by

v

A= —
24m3,e

(22)



The value of A; is fixed by the Planck normalisation, As = 3.044 [51].
Initially ¢ follows the slow-roll equation of motion in Eq. (6). As the potential flattens out the dynamics becomes
well approximated by ultra-slow-roll in Eq. (9). The latter equation is solved by

¢ x a3, (23)

One of the consequences of the flattening of the potential is the rapid increase in the amplitude of the curvature
perturbation Ps. On superhorizon scales it can be written as

2
P (k) = (I;) 66w, (24)

where d¢y, (¢) is the Fourier mode of the field perturbation d¢ (x,t). We can see that as ¢ decreases, P¢ rapidly
grows. We must make sure that the first phase of inflation is terminated before P¢ reaches the value of 1. Otherwise
perturbations become non-linear, which is in conflict with observations [60, 61].

IV. THE TRAPPING PHASE

To the best of our knowledge there is no detailed discussion in the literature of a mechanism to end the RMI phase
and provide the remaining e-folds of inflation. Usually it is implicitly assumed that hybrid inflation or some related
mechanism terminates the RMI stage before P (k) becomes too large. Unfortunately, a simplistic implementation of
hybrid inflation is difficult to realise. After observable scales — where P, (k) is fixed to satisfy CMB bounds — exit
the horizon, the maximum value of P, (k) must be reached in about 30-35 e-folds. Only then the masses of PBHs
created by a large curvature perturbation are such that they can explain the observed DM abundance (see Fig. 7).
But 30-35 fall short from the expected 50-60 e-folds of inflation, which are required to solve the flatness and horizon
problems of HBB (see section V for a more detailed discussion). Therefore, to solve these problems inflation must last
for an additional ~ 10 e-folds in the waterfall phase. A long waterfall phase can be achieved if the potential in this
direction is flat enough. But we found that for a too flat potential the ¢ field just zips through the critical (Symmetry
Breaking) point without destabilising the waterfall field .

Fortunately, as we show, this problem can be circumvented by another effect. For some parameter values the passage
of ¢ through the Symmetry Breaking Point ¢gpp induces resonant excitations of the x field. This field backreacts
onto the motion of ¢ by making it effectively heavy and stopping it from rolling down the potential. This is the basic
scenario of the tachyonic trap mechanism discussed in Refs. [11, 12]. In this work we make use of the tachyonic trap
mechanism to terminate RMI at the value of P, that results in the production of PBHs with masses that can explain
Dark Matter [23]. A schematic depiction of our scenario is provided in Fig. 4.

A. The Tachyonic Trap

In Refs. [11, 12], where the tachyonic trapping mechanism is analysed, the metric perturbations are ignored. These
simplifications can no longer be employed for the current model, where such perturbations play the central role.
Nevertheless, before discussing the model in full detail, including the metric perturbation, bellow we summarize the
basic ideas behind the tachyonic trap mechanism.

For the most part of the RMI stage of inflation the trapping field x is very heavy. This is the case if the value of
the coupling constant g in Eq. (4) is not too small, so that g2 (¢ — qﬁsBp)2 > H?, where H is the Hubble parameter
during inflation. This makes the homogeneous component of the y field anchored at the origin. The perturbations
dx of the x field obey the following equation of motion:

S¥k + 3HOX, + (wi + 12X (x*)) 6xx =~ 0, (25)

where

k2
wp = P m? + g% (¢ — ¢SBP)2 (26)

We can rewrite the above equation in the canonical form by defining

X = axk (27)



Figure 4. Schematic depiction of our scenario. At stage 1 the field rolls down along the RMI direction (blue curve). At tree
level, the linear potential (red curve) does not exist. Once the field reaches SBP (stage 2) it resonantly excites the x field.
Excitations backreact onto the motion of the field, which can be effectively described by a steepening linear potential. At
this stage the trapped ¢ field oscillates around ¢spp with an exponentially decreasing amplitude. Eventually the amplitude
becomes too small to excite the x field. At that point the evolution enters the 3rd stage, in which the field rolls down solely in
the direction of the sufficiently flat waterfall potential (brown curve) with ¢ remaining being fixed at ¢spp. During stage 2 the
metric perturbation is also resonantly amplified for scales which exit the horizon at that time.

and using the conformal time d7 = dt/a. This gives
X+ (WE +12xa® (x*) X = 0, (28)
where primes denote derivatives with respect to 7 and

a//

W? = d®wi — —. (29)
a
Initially, as field ¢ is far away from SBP, the effective mass of the trapping field satisfies

m2g = g% (¢ — dspp)’ — m* = g% (¢ — ¢spp)” > 12X (x*) (30)

and Eq. (28) reduces to the equation of a harmonic oscillator with an adiabatically changing mass. We can thus
impose the adiabatic vacuum initial conditions, which, at the lowest order, are given by

1 .
Xivac () = QWke—lekdn_ (31)

Up to the same order, the occupation number can be computed using the expression

+ |Xk|2] - % (32)

_ W | 1X)
2 | W2

The 12\a? <X2> term consists of the Hartree approximation to account for self-interactions, where the expectation
value <X2> can be computed using the equation

<X2> _ a—2 <X2> _ 7 dk ]i)2 |:Xk|2 _ 1:| . (33)



As the ¢ field moves towards the origin and comes close to ¢gspp the effective mass squared mgff vanishes and then
becomes negative. Moreover, within some interval of ¢ values the change of m?; is rendered to be non-adiabatic [11, 12].
This causes two effects. First, the non-adiabaticity of m?; results in the resonant excitations of the x field, as described
in Ref. [62]. Second, as mZ; becomes negative, it can lead to an additional amplification of y field perturbations via
the process known as the tachyonic resonance [10, 63].

Which of the two effects dominates, depends on model parameters [12]. But in both cases, due to ¢—x interactions,
the exponential growth of <X2> backreacts onto the motion of the ¢ field by creating an effective contribution to its
mass term. Indeed, from Eq. (4) we find the effective equation of motion of the homogeneous component of the ¢
field to be

¢+3HO+V (¢,X), = 0, (34)
where

Vi(gx) g = VU + 7> (x*) (¢ — dsBp) (35)

and V, and U are defined in Egs. (1) and (2) respectively. Once the second term in the above expression becomes large
enough, ¢2 <x2> > H?, the field becomes heavy and stops running towards the origin, but rather oscillates around
¢spp with a decaying amplitude.

This process is somewhat similar to the one described in Ref. [1], where the resonant excitations of the x field traps
the ¢ field at SBP. In contrast to that work, we take x to be tachyonic. This way the trapping of ¢ at ¢sgp initiates
the symmetry breaking phase by releasing the x field from the origin and allowing it to roll towards the vacuum value.
This gives the name for the subscript ¢gpp, as in “Symmetry Breaking Point” and the name “tachyonic trap” for the
mechanism [12].

There is another crucial difference in the current model as compared to both Ref. [1] and [12]. The resonance
and the trapping in the latter references are assumed to happen in a non-accelerating spacetime. In the current
application, we make use of the tachyonic trap during inflation. The idea of resonant field excitations during inflation
is not new. We can find such discussions in, for example, Refs. [3, 8, 64, 65| and many others. But here again, in
contrast to those works, we consider x to be tachyonic. This allows for the x field to play the role of the waterfall
field a la hybrid inflation.

B. The Metric Perturbation

As it is well known in the literature of preheating, see e.g. Refs. [3, 8, 66—69], resonant processes also affect the
metric perturbation. The current model is not an exception. In order to estimate these effects and to compute the
final spectrum of the primordial curvature perturbation we employ semi-analytic computations. To that goal several
simplifications are made. First of all, we will only solve linearised equations. It is likely that such an approximation
provide sufficiently accurate results. In contrast to the preheating scenarios, perturbations during inflation must
remain linear. This also justifies using the Hartree approximation to estimate the effects of non-linear terms. Due
to the smallness of perturbations, we would expect non-linear k-mode interactions of the metric perturbation to not
change the picture significantly.

At the linear level, we perform the computations in the Newtonian and flat gauges. The two gauges are used in
order to check the consistency of our numerical code. We present Newtonian gauge equations in this section and
analogous expressions in the flat gauge in Appendix A. The line element in the former takes the form

ds? = —(1+2®)dt? +a? (¢) (1 + 2V) §;;da’da? . (36)
Since this is a two scalar field model in General Relativity, the anisotropic stress vanishes and the two metric pertur-
bation variables are related by W = —®. Therefore we can drop ¥ in favour of ®.
Scalar fields ¢ and x are also perturbed such that
¢(x,t) = 6 (t)+0¢ (1) (37)
and
X (x,t) = x(t)+ox(z,1) . (38)

In the case of the ¢ field we have ¢ > d¢, therefore the separation into the homogeneous value ¢ and the perturbation
d¢ is unambiguous. In regards to the x field, an analogous separation is more subtle. Initially x is heavy and its VEV
vanishes. Hence, we define y by

X =V, (39)



where <X2> is given in Eq. (33) and we take dx to be of the same perturbation order as d¢. Finally, because we have
no use of the full fields ¢ (x,t) and x (x,t), we will drop the overbars from the homogeneous fields and denote them
just by ¢ and x in the remaining part of the text.

The homogeneous components follow the equations

¢+3Hp+ V=0, (40)
9'('+3H>.(+V:X:07 (41)
where the Hubble parameter is given by
o Ll 1.,
and V denotes the full potential
V=V(¢)+V(x)+ Vint (6, X) - (43)

In regards to perturbations, the full system of equations in the Newtonian gauge is given by

. . k2 ..
Séw + 3HO¢y, + <aQ + V,¢¢> S =2 (2¢<I>k - V,¢<I>k) = VxOXk , (44)
. . k? s
650k + BHOX + ( = + Vi ) Xk = 2 (241 — Vi@ ) = Vign 9, (45)
. 1/. )
by + HO) = 5 <¢5¢>k + X5Xk) , (46)

where d¢k, dxi and @ represent the Fourier modes of perturbation variables §¢, dx and ® respectively. We use
Eq. (46) in the integral form to inspect numerical solutions. In this form the equation can be written as

Oy = % / a (¢35¢k + x(st) dt . (47)

In addition, the perturbed Einstein equation results in a constraint equation
‘9 9 k? . ..
<¢ +Xx° - 2a2> Qp = @dgr + XXk — PIPr — XOXk - (48)

Similarly to Eq. (25), using the Hartree approximation we replace x? with <x2> whenever such a term appears in
Egs. (44)—(46). For example,

Vix = 9% (6 — ¢spp)” — m? + 12X (x?) . (49)

Eq. (46) makes it clear that @, is directly sourced by the trapping field perturbation dx. Hence, if dxy is resonantly
amplified, one expects that it also amplifies the metric perturbation. As we will see bellow, this is exactly what happens
during the resonance.

The ultimate goal of solving these equations is to compute the primordial curvature perturbation {. In terms of
the Newtonian metric perturbation it is given by

i 1k
&, + HPy, <1+ 3a2H2)

(= Pr +2H - - 50
¢ +X* 0
The power spectrum of (i is then computed using
(k) = 2 Jaf? (51)
< T oopz kL

Since we consider the two field model, inevitably the isocurvature perturbation is also generated at some level. Such
a perturbation can be computed using the following expression [70]

ooV (3 (62 +32) + V] + [0065 + 50 — s (82 +32) | V
3 (62 +52) [3H (2 +52) + 2]

Sk , (52)
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Figure 5. The allowed range of the energy scale of inflation (green shaded region). Orange and blue lines represent bounds in
Eqgs. (56) and (58) respectively. The red dot marks the value of the model specified in section VI.

where 6V =V 40¢ + V,.0x. Similarly to Eq. (51) we define the spectrum of the isocurvature perturbation to be

k3 9
Ps (k) = pys) Sk - (53)

Because the y field is heavy when the pivot scale exits the horizon, Sy is negligible on those scales (see Fig. 6 for an
example). On smaller length scales, for modes exiting the horizon during the trapping phase, this is no longer true.
As it is well known (see for example Ref. [70]) a non-zero isocurvature perturbation can source the curvature one,
even on superhorizon scales. But this depends on the reheating scenario and other factors. Since we assume prompt
reheating for the purpose of this work, we do not include the contribution from Sy to {; during the post inflationary
evolution. The study of these effects and their consequences for the mass distribution of PBHs is left for future work.

Furthermore, as pointed out in [71], the stochastic effect may become dominant in hybrid inflation with a waterfall
under certain conditions. Therefore, we compare the classical effects, m#,V,,/V and m$,V,/V, in the Friedmann
equations with the quantum effect, H/2m [72]. We calculated the ratios defined as Ay = HV/2rm3,V, and A, =
HV/2rm#%,V. In the case of our hybrid inflation potential, both A, ~ 107!% and A, ~ 107!5 were found to be
small, indicating that the stochastic effect is negligible and a classical treatment is justified.

V. THE SECOND STAGE AND THE TOTAL DURATION OF INFLATION

One of the traditional issues related to RMI is its large spectral running [17, 22|. Usually it takes only a few tens
of e-folds of inflation before perturbations become non-linear. Such a short inflation is not sufficient if it is to solve
the horizon and flatness problems. The duration of inflation can be enlarged if the V () part of the potential is flat
enough, so that the waterfall phase can provide the missing number of e-folds. This is in contrast to the standard
picture of hybrid inflation [14, 15], where the waterfall phase is assumed to be completed within less than an e-fold.

For this purpose we consider a hilltop type potential in Eq. (3), which consists of two free parameters m and .
Only these two terms are assumed to be significant during the waterfall. Higher order terms can be added to stabilise
the potential, but they are taken to be inconsequential for the dynamics of inflation.

To estimate the minimum number of e-folds of inflation that is required to solve the flatness and horizon problems
of HBB we assume prompt reheating at the end of inflation. In this approximation we can write [48]

2 106 Gev 1. 109 GeV
N:56—§ln p1/4 —gln T (54)

where N is the number of e-folds defined by N = lna/ay, pi/ *is the energy scale of inflation when the pivot scale
leaves the horizon in units of GeV and T}y, is the temperature at reheating, also in GeV. We can invert this expression
and write

Tren 7 3(N—56 mi
~ 1.7 x 107 &3( ) _EL 55
MoV e Vi (55)
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Figure 6. Left panel: the primordial curvature perturbation spectrum P¢ (k) (see Eq. (51)). The red curve indicates numerical
results. For comparison we also show (the blue curve) the spectrum computed using the slow-roll approximation (see Eq. (60)).
This curve terminates at the scales that exit the horizon when ¢ = ¢spp. Right panel: the spectrum of the isocurvature
perturbation Ps (k) (see Eq. (53))

where V; is defined in Eq. (1) and we used the fact that U (¢) < 1. There are (at least) two conditions that
this equation must satisfy. First, the reheating temperature must be larger than the temperature of the Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis, which is Tgpn ~ 1 MeV [73-75]. It follows from the above equation that the upper bound on the
energy scale of inflation must be

Ve < 3x 101 . e8N=56) 4 (56)

On the other hand, for a given duration and the energy scale of inflation, one must make sure that blindly applying
Eq. (55) does not lead to the energy density pren at reheating to become larger than the energy scale at the end of
inflation. For this estimate it will be sufficient to assume constant energy density during inflation and use the relation
of the thermalised radiation

720 4
30
where g, is the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom. At temperatures 7' > 100 GeV this number is

g« = O (100). Thus, we find from Eq. (55) that the condition Veng > pren, where Venq is the energy scale at the end
of inflation, leads to the inequality

Preh = Teh ’ (57)

2g. 3
Vo> 1071 [ =) N0yl (58)
30
where we took (V. /Vend)% ~ 1.
Putting Egs. (56) and (58) together and taking g. = 150 for concreteness and a rough estimate, we find
5x 107194V =56) ¢ V <3 x 101 . SINV=56) (59)
mp,

This bound is easier to appreciate looking at Fig. 5. When searching for a viable parameter space of this model, the
above condition, together with Egs. (18)—(21), needs to be satisfied.

The effects of radiative corrections to the dynamics of the waterfall field [76] are ignored in this study. We don’t
expect such corrections to change the picture qualitatively. But their effect on the space of allowed parameter values
should certainly be studied, which we plan to do in the future.

VI. THE PRIMORDIAL CURVATURE PERTURBATION

To find models that are compatible with observations and provide large enough primordial perturbation on small
scales, we perform numerical simulations. To do that, we first estimate the spectrum using slow-roll approximation
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for all models in the allowed regions shown in Fig. 3. This narrows down the set of models which are likely to produce
the correct amplitude of the spectrum at the required scales.

We next perform numerical simulations of the exact linear equations Eqs. (40)—(46) applied to this narrowed down
set of models. Our goal is to find models that give the spectrum with a sharp peak of amplitude P¢ (kmax) ~ 10715 at
around 35 e-folds after the pivot scale exits the horizon. Such values are likely to lead to the correct mass distribution
of PBHs, as discussed in sec. VII.

The parameters of one such model, which we continue using for the rest of the paper, are a = 0.005, A = 4.849,
B = 5.859. We found that for this model CMB constraints in Eqgs. (18)—(21) are best satisfied when the inflaton field

value is ¢, = 3.89 x 1072 mp;. Consequently, this leads to the energy scale of inflation Vcl/4 =10"%°mp;. N =35
e-folds later the inflaton reaches ¢spp = 6.02 x 10713 mp;. At this moment the trapping field is resonantly excited and
rendered unstable. We ran a number of simulations to search for parameter values of the waterfall potential that give
the right value of P¢ and guarantee a long enough waterfall phase. One such possible model resulted in the trapping
field mass m = 3.3 x 10~ ®mp; and g2 = 0.81. The quartic self-coupling strength X is chosen such that the vacuum
energy vanishes, i.e. A =5/24-m*/V (¢.) = 1.14 x 10724,

The duration of inflation from the moment the pivot scale exits the horizon to the end of inflation is N = 41.5
e-folds in this model. It is somewhat shorter than the conventional range from 50 to 60 e-folds. Nevertheless this
value is sufficient to solve HBB problems, as detailed in section V. Indeed, the discussed model falls within the green
region of Fig. 5.

The numerically computed spectrum is shown in the left panel of Fig. 6. In that plot we also provide the spectrum
(the blue curve) computed using slow-roll approximation [48]

1 V

B = — —  ©
Pe (k) 24m2mi, € o

(60)

where € is defined in Eq. (10) and the index ‘%’ indicates that € and V values must be evaluated at the horizon crossing.
As one expects, this expression provides a good approximation of the spectrum for small k, but it starts deviating
from the more accurate, numerically computed spectrum once the resonant production of x particles commences.

In the right panel of Fig. 6 we also show the spectrum of the isocurvature perturbation. As one can see, it is
negligible on the CMB scales (small k values), which is required in order to satisfy the tight bounds on this mode
from Planck constraints [51].

In addition to the Newton gauge expressions, we also perform the same simulations for perturbations in the flat
gauge (see Appendix A), which provides a check of our computations. The results of the latter are not shown, because
they are virtually indistinguishable from the Newtonian gauge ones.

VII. MASS DISTRIBUTION OF PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

In this section we calculate the mass function (i.e., the mass distribution) of PBHs as predicted by the current
model. Roughly speaking we need the curvature perturbation to be of order P¢ (k) ~ O(107!5), so that during
radiation domination PBHs are produced via gravitational collapse. Then, the relation between the mass of PBHs
and the wave number k can be written by

k —2
m ~10%° () ) 61
et S\ 101Mpe? (61)

This corresponds to N ~ 35 e-folds after the pivot scale exits the horizon.
Having the spectrum of the primordial curvature perturbation P, (see Fig. 6) we can compute the abundance of
PBHs following, for example, Ref. [22].

First, let us define the fraction of the energy density of PBHs relative to that of Cold Dark Matter (CDM) evaluated
at present time

JpBH = ; (62)

where pppy and pcpMm denote energy densities of PBHs and CDM respectively. Then the mass function per logarithmic
bin in mass dfppu(mepn)/dIn(mepr) ~ feeu(mppn) can be expressed as

Qm g*(T) g*,s(Teq) T(mPBH)
QCDM g*(Teq) g*,s(T) Teq

feeu(MmpBH) = vB(mpBH) | (63)
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where we used the fraction S of the energy density of PBHs pppy relative to the total energy density pior at the
formation epoch, 8 = pppu/prot- In the above expression, Q, and Qcpy denote cosmological density parameters of
matter and CDM respectively. For these parameters we adopt the values reported by the Planck team in Ref. [51].
Also, g«, g« s denote the number of relativistic degrees of freedom that contribute to the energy and entropy densities
respectively. We use their concrete time-dependent values as reported in Ref. [77]. Temperatures T (mppn) and Teqy
are evaluated at the formation of PBHs and at the matter-radiation equality respectively, while constant v denotes
the ratio between the mass of the PBHs mppg and the horizon mass My = %’T% given by

mppu = YMu, (64)

where the energy density p is computed using the Friedmann equation, p = 3m3,H?, and H is the Hubble parameter
evaluated at the time of PBH formation. According to a simple analytic formula, the value of v is estimated to be
v =(1/v/3)% ~ 0.2 [78].

Assuming that the density perturbation follows Gaussian distribution, we can compute 3 using the Press Schechter
theory [79], which gives

e i B S S

As it is clear from the above, ( is a function of the PBH mass, similarly to Eq. (63). Here Erfc denotes the
complementary error function. The threshold §. represents the critical value for PBH formation. The analytical
expression for this quantity was computed in Ref. [80]. In this work, we adopt the value é. = 0.45 [81]. The density
perturbation that exceeds this threshold value undergoes gravitational collapse when it re-enters the Hubble horizon,
leading to the formation of PBHs.

Furthermore, applying the asymptotic expansion of the complementary error function in Eq. (65), we obtain

O’(mpBH) |: 7(52 :|
o)~ ex , 66
B(o) s, P | 2% (monm) (66)
where o is the coarse-grained density perturbation given by
& 101+ weos)® ()4
a2k:/ dlngw? (L) 22T Weos) (93 "p (), 67
W= (1) G () 7@ (67)

and wees denotes the equation of state parameter, which is defined by weos = p/p, while W denotes the window
function, which is taken to be W (k) = exp(—k?/2).

Putting all together, the PBH abundance reaches the value fpgy ~ O(1) in the current model. Moreover, the mass
of the PBHs peaks at mppy ~ 101 g which is within the asteroid-mass range (10'7g < mppn < 10?3g) where the
observational upper limits (see the colored curves in Fig. 7) still allow for the possibility of PBHs being 100% of CDM.

VIII. INDUCED GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

The large amplitude of the curvature perturbation P on small scales, which is responsible for the formation of
PBHs, is also responsible for the (stochastic) induced gravitational waves (SIGWs) that are generated via nonlinear
second-order effects. In this section, we calculate the spectrum of such GWs that are produced during the radiation-
dominated epoch. For the computation we follow the method detailed in Refs. [37, 40, 95] and adapt it to the current
model. The detailed calculation is presented in Appendix B, where the present day spectrum is found to be

_paw(mk) 1 k e
Qew(n k) = prot(n) 24 <a(n)H (n)) Pr(n.k). (68)

In this expression 7 denotes the conformal time, and the wave number £ is related to the frequency f by k = 2w f. The
quantity pgw (1, k) denotes the energy density of GWs per logarithmic interval of the wave number, and the overline
Pr indicates the oscillation average of the tensor perturbation power spectrum Pr(n, k). This quantity is defined as

o 1+v 2 — 02 — 2 2\ 2
Pr(n, k) :4/0 dv/l_ S (4 (L+ ) ) (0, u, 2)Pe (ko) Pe (ku), (69)

1 dvu
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Figure 7. The mass distribution of PBHs (black curve) calculated by the spectrum given in Fig. 6 as a function of the PBH
mass. The vertical axis indicates the energy fraction of PBHs to the CDM (fpsu). The colored curves represent observational
upper bounds on fpgu [23, 27]. The blue curve corresponds to constraints from the evaporation of the PBHs, including the
extragalactic v-ray background (EGB) [23, 27], the Voyager positron flux (V) [82], and annihilation-line radiation from the
Galactic Centre (GC) [83]. The orange curve shows constraints from gravitational lensing, including those from supernovae
(SN) [84], the M31 stars observed by Subaru/HSC [29], the Magellanic Clouds by EROS and MACHO (EM) [85, 86|, and the
Galactic bulge by the OGLE (O) [87]. The green curve shows the constraints from accretion, including X-ray binaries (XB) [8§]
and the spectral distortions of the CMB measured by Planck (PA) [89]. The purple curve represents the dynamical constraints,
including those from wide binaries (WB) [90], star clusters in Eridanus II (E) [91], halo dynamical-friction (DF) [92], galaxy
tidal-distortions (G) [93], heating of stars in the Galactic disk (DH) [92], and the CMB dipole (CMB). The cyan curve indicates
constraints from large-scale structure formation [92, 94].

where z is the dimensionless variable z = kn, while u = |k — k|/k and v = k/k are integration variables representing
the momentum configuration. The function (v, u,x) is an oscillating function from the source information. From the
expression for GWs, the spectrum includes the scalar perturbations through the source term of the tensor perturbation.
The mean free path of weakly interacting light particles such as neutrinos damps the scalar field perturbations on small
scales during the radiation-dominated epoch. Therefore, it also affects induced gravitational waves [39, 96, 97]. Next,
we present the kernel function for the case with dissipative effect and discuss the expression of the kernel function
without dissipation in Appendix B, which is shown by the black dashed curve in Fig. 8. The effect on the oscillating
function I of the source term is given by

O ;Zg(z:z; o) (1 L CZ(E;J %) feeil(1 — e — )] & ceil(] + 5 (u— ) (70)
—cei[(1 — es(u 4+ v))] — cei[(1 + cs(u + U))H) ,
2 (2 10? 2
10 = ( 8Sc(g5u31—;’ D) (Sei{(1 = e — 0))] + Seil(L + s (u — )
— Sei[(1 — ¢s(u+v))] — Sei[(1 + cs(u + v))]) , (71)

where the subscript j and y denote that the oscillating function is divided into terms of the spherical Bessel function
of order zero. Furthermore, the superscript (0) on I denotes the term separated by the order of differentiation of
F = (kp(7)/kp(7.))~2, which is normalized by the damping scale kp(7.) at the pivot scale. The functions cei and
Sei are given by

o0

d

cei(y) = /0 ?me—(u2+v2)n2DF[x/z*] [1 — cos(yx)], (72)
> d

Sei(y) = / %e*(“ﬂvz)n%ﬂi/w*] sin(yzx), (73)
0
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Figure 8. Energy density of gravitational waves Qawh?® as a function of the frequency f in units of Hz, where h is the
dimensionless Hubble constant. The black dashed curve represents the spectrum of SIGWs, the black solid curve shows GWs
with the dissipation, and the pink curve marks the approximate amplitude of primary GWs. Other colored curves show the
sensitivities of various gravitational wave observatories [98]. They are the International Pulsar Timing Array (IPTA) (red) [99—
102], the Square Kilometre Array (SKA) (grey) [103—-105|, the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) (cyan) [106, 107],
the Deci-Hertz Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (DECIGO) (green) [108-111], the Big-Bang Observer (BBO)
(brown) [111-114], the Hanford-Livingston-Virgo (HLV) (yellow) [115-117], the Hanford-Livingston-Virgo-KAGRA (HLVK)
(purple) [118, 119], the Einstein Telescope (ET) (blue) [120-123|, and the Cosmic Explorer (CE) (orange) [124, 125].

where ¢2 = 1/3 is the sound speed, and kp = k/kp(7s) is the dimensionless k& normalized by the damping scale at
the pivot scale.

The result is shown in Fig. 8. The black solid curve in that figure represents the spectrum of the induced GWs
that are generated by scalar perturbations at second order in perturbation theory and are computed above, while the
dashed black curve is the same without disspiation effect. As pointed out in Ref. [39, 96, 97], these effect is also found
to dissipate the peak and the low-frequency tail of GWs. The pink line shows an approximate spectrum of primary
GWs that are generated by vacuum fluctuations during inflation. Other colored curves indicate sensitivity bounds of
future planned GW observations (see the caption of Fig. 8 for details). The figure shows that it becomes evident that
our model predicts GWs which fall within the detectability limits of LISA, DECIGO and BBO future observatories.

IX. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES FROM MERGING BINARY PBHS

There is one more source of GWs. As binary PBHs merge they also induce a stochastic GW background [40-42].
We compute the spectrum of such GWs in this section.

Details of the calculation are provided in Appendix C, where it is shown that the spectrum obeys the following
relation

(merger) . f Foup R(Z) dE(fs)

In this expression p. denotes the critical energy density of the Universe. z is the redshift and 2y is the upper limit of
integration, which is computed as zq., = f3/f — 1, where f3 is the cutoff frequency of GW at the end of the ringdown
phase of BH merger [40].

R(z) represents the PBH merger rate and dE(f5)/d fs denotes the energy spectrum of the gravitational wave emitted
from the source. Detailed expressions of these functions are provided in Appendix C.

As shown in Fig. 7, the abundance of PBHs in our model exhibits a pronounced peak at mppg ~ 3 x 10'%g with
feeu ~ O(1). The GW spectrum that is produced by mergers of such PBHs is shown in Fig. 9. As can be seen in
the figure, GW spectrum falls within the sensitivity region of resonant cavity detectors [43, 44].



16

Resonant Cavities

1078

10711

gerhg

GW

10~

mer;

Q

—17
10 BB

1072()k
—— MPBH — 3 X 1019.(]

10723 —

10 107 0 10° 108 107 1%

f1H7]

Figure 9. The spectrum of GWs generated by PBH mergers (black curve). Other coloured curves are the same as in Fig. 8 in
addition to the resonant cavity experiment [43, 44] (dark purple curve).

X. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work we study a multi-field inflation scenario with a tachyonic trap in the context of supersymmetric running-
mass-inflation models. The scenario is reminiscent of hybrid inflation with some modifications. Initially the inflaton
field rolls down the running-mass potential. When the critical point ¢sgp is reached, which we called the symmetry
breaking point, the waterfall field is resonantly excited. Such excitations backreact onto the motion of the inflaton
field anchoring its value at ¢sgp. The remaining number of e-folds of inflation are generated during the waterfall
phase. To make this phase long enough, the potential in the waterfall direction must be sufficiently flat.

The proposed scenario enables us to model running-mass-inflation from the time when observable scales exit the
horizon to the end of inflation. It also allows us to compute the spectrum of the curvature perturbation for the
full duration of inflation. We find that the spectrum exhibits a sharp peak, corresponding to the scales which exit
the horizon around SBP. The enhancement of the spectrum at these scales is due to the shape of the running-mass
potential. Additionally the resonance amplifies the amplitude of the spectrum by several orders of magnitude more.

Such a large perturbation gives rise to PBHs with masses in the range 10'7 g — 10?3 g, which are viable dark matter
candidates. The same perturbation also sources induced gravitational waves in the deci-Hz range, providing a natural
signal for upcoming space-based interferometers such as LISA, DECIGO, and BBO. Furthermore, PBHs formed in
this scenario can subsequently assemble into binaries, whose mergers generate gravitational waves observable both
in resonant cavity experiments via the inverse Gertsenshtein effect and in future space-based detectors. Although
we have not explicitly addressed the effects of stochastic noise on the motion of the inflaton in this work, for the
parameter ranges considered, we estimate such effects to remain subdominant, which justifies neglecting them.
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Appendix A: The Primordial Perturbation in the Flat Gauge

In the flat gauge the scalar part of the spatial curvature perturbation vanishes. This allows us to write the perturbed
line element as

ds? = — (1 +2a)dt® — 2a8,dz'dt + a* (6;; + 20;0;7) da*da? (A1)
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where « is the perturbation of the lapse, 3 is the scalar part of the perturbation of the shift and ~y is a scalar function.
In this gauge the equations for the field perturbation can be written as [48]

2 3
d¢rr + 3HoQrr + %&Pkl + Visdp) = G_B% (CIZJ?I@J) Sepl (A2)
where repeated indices imply summation and for brevity we used the notation ¢; = (¢,x) and similarly for the
perturbation. The potential V (¢, x) is provided in Eq. (43). For the homogeneous value of the x field, we used the
same expression as in Eq. (39).
Due to spatial homogeneity of the background FRW metric perturbation variables 8 and v come in the combination
given by [126]!

v, = a(ﬂk +a1k) . (A3)

This variable satisfies the equation

k? L. ; o597

In terms of these variables the curvature perturbation on the uniform density slice ¢ is given by
: I, 2k
H (@15% + 5(72‘1/’6)
prot '
In order to check our numerical computations we run the simulations in the Newtonian and flat gauges independently
and then check if they give consistent results. To perform the comparison we need the expressions that relate the
various quantities in the two gauges. The final result for ¢ can be checked by comparing Eq. (A5) above with Eq. (50).

But we also compare intermediate quantities. For example, the Newtonian curvature perturbation ®; in Eq. (36) and
U in Eq. (A3) above are related by

G = — (A5)

®, = HY,,. (A6)

We checked numerically that ®; computed solving Newtonian gauge equations coincide exactly with the flat gauge
solution of Wy, after performing the conversion of the latter to @ using the above equation. Similarly, we can compare
the scalar field perturbations.

Similar conclusions hold for the field perturbations too. Such perturbations in the two gauges are related by

6(‘0£ ‘Newt = 6<‘0£ ’ﬂat B (‘blq]k’ . (A7)

Again, the LHS of this equation, as computed from Egs. (44) and (45), coincides with the RHS, as computed using
Egs. (A2) and (A4).

Appendix B: Detailed computations of induced gravitational waves

In this section, we introduce the detailed computations of the spectrum of induced gravitational waves in the
radiation-dominated epoch [36, 37, 95|, which were only summarized in Section VIII. Here we do not consider non-
gaussian perturbation for simplicity [127-129]. As given in Eq. (68), the spectrum of induced gravitational waves is
expressed to be

awn, =7~ "o i\ T T\, k),
prot(n) 24 \a(n)H(n)
where 7 is the conformal time, the wave number k is related to the GW frequency f via k = 27 f, and pgw(n, k) is
the energy density of gravitational waves per logarithmic wave number. The overline denotes the oscillation average.
Pr(n, k) is the power spectrum of the tensor perturbation 7" which is expressed by

14v V2 — 02 — u2)? 2
Pr(n, k) 24/0 dv/ljl du (4 (L+ ) ) 12 (v, u, ) Pe (kv)Pe (ku), (B2)

1 dou

1 The ¥ symbol here should not be confused with the metric perturbation in the Newtonian gauge in Eq. (36).
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where z is the dimensionless variable 2 = k7. The variables u and v are defined by u = |k — k|/k and v = k/k,
respectively. The function I(v,u, ) is an oscillating kernel function encoding the source information given by

= ’ f@ n)f(v,u,x
M) = [ asSkG (v, u.2), (53)

where G, is the Green’s function, defined by the solution to the differential equation

Gi(n.m) + (k* = a"(n)/a(n)) Gr(n,7) = 6(n — 1), (B4)

with primes denoting derivatives with respect to 1. The function f(v,u,Z) represents the source term constructed
from second-order scalar perturbations. Since the kernel function I with dissipation has been presented in Sec. VIII,
this Appendix provides the expression for the kernel function without dissipative effect, which is shown by the black
dashed curve in Fig. 8. To evaluate the spectrum of GWs observed at present, we take the late-time limit 7 — oo, or
equivalently x > 1. In addition, if we take the oscillation average in this limit, we obtain

3— (u+v)? 2
3—(u—0v)? )

RBp(v,u,z — 00) = 1 (3(u2+v2—3)> <<—4uv + (u? +v* - 3)log
4712 (u? + v - 3)?0(v 4+ u — \/g)) ) (B5)

2 4udvdy

where © denotes the Heaviside theta function. Furthermore, as pointed out in Ref. [37], due to the symmetry under
the exchange of v and v, we can perform a change of variables from (u,v) to (¢,s) witht =u+v—1 and s =u — v.
Under this transformation, the oscillation-averaged kernel function becomes

IZp(t, s,z — 00) =

288(—5 + s2 + t(2+1))? <7r2

20 s T8 e e (g (AT HH2 )6~ (V3-1))

2
+ (—(t—s+1)(t+s+1) + ;(—5+82+t(2+t))10g’_2;—t(i;t)’> ) . (B6)

Rewriting the power spectrum of the tensor perturbations Pr(n, k) in terms of the new variables s and ¢, one obtains

Pr(n, k) = 2/000 dt /11 ds l( H2+1) (s~ 1) 212(15,3,3; — 00)P¢ (kt_SH> P (kt+$+1> ) (B7)

1—s+t)(1+s+1) 2 2

Appendix C: Detailed computations of gravitational waves from merging binary PBHs

In this section, we discuss the details of the computations of the gravitational wave spectrum emitted from merging
binary PBHs [40-42] which was only summarized in Section IX. The spectrum of gravitational waves from the PBH
mergers is given by Eq. (74), which we write here again

(merger) _ i Zeup R(Z) dE(fb)
SR A e BT )

where the Hubble parameter is given by H(z) = Ho[Q:(1 4+ 2)* + Qu(1 + 2)% 4+ Q4] ?with Q, and Qy =1 —Q, — Oy,
being the Q parameters of radiation, and the present-day cosmological constant, respectively. The quantity R(z)
denotes the rate of the mergers for the binary PBHs per comoving volume for a PBH mass mpgy, given by

freaQCDMPC AP
_ — 2
R(z) = frmionupe 4, (2)

where dP;/dt is the probability distribution for a PBH merger occurring at time ¢, given by

3/37 3/8
t ) I

ar; 3 (Tpcr Tpor (t <te)

— = =5 X 3/8 —29/56 —29/8 )
dt 58t () ((i) (4mtpe ) —1) (t> 1)

(C3)
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Figure 10. GW spectrum generated by PBH mergers. The horizontal axis represents the frequency f in units of Hz, while the
vertical axis corresponds to the energy density of the gravitational waves originating from PBH mergers, denoted by Qg&w=""h?,
where h is the dimensionless Hubble parameter. The black curve represents the spectrum of the gravitational waves from
mergers of PBH with 10'7g(dashed), 10'g(solid), 10*'g(dot-dashed), and 10**g(dashed) respectively within the sensitivity
range of resonant cavities of axion. Furthermore, the signal from PBHs with 10*3g (dotted line) can be observed within
the sensitivity of reach not only the resonant cavities of axion but also DECIGO and BBO. The pink curve approximately
corresponds to the spectrum of primary gravitational waves. The other colored curves indicate the sensitivity curves of future
planned gravitational-wave observatories [98], and resonant cavities for the axion detection [43, 44].

with t. defined by t. = (47 fpeu/ 3)37/ 3Tper and Tpe, given by

729
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where zqq is the redshift at the epoch of matter-radiation equality. The typical time ¢ at which mergers occur is given
by

o0 dZ/
=] weme “

In Eq. (74), the GW energy spectrum of a non-spinning PBH binary from the source, dE(f5)/dfs, is modeled as

fsfl/ 3 for fs < f1; inspiral phase
AB(f)  (GreEea |l for fi < fu < fo; merger phase »
df, 3 wQ@ for fo < fs < f3; ringdown phase (C6)
0, for f3 < fs

where fs = (1 + z)f denotes the frequency emitted at the source, G is the Newton’s gravitational constant and M,
is the chirp mass defined by MCE‘/3 = mpBH,1MpPBH,2/ (MPBH,1 + mpBH72)1/3. The parameters w, and wy are fitting

coeflicients chosen to ensure the continuity of the spectrum, given by wy = f; Land wy = f1r ! fo 473, f1, f2, f3, and
o are given

aM, f1 = (1 — 4.455 4 3.521) + 0.6437n — 0.058221> — 7.09273 (C7)
TM;fo = (1 —0.63)/2 4 0.14691 — 0.02497> 4 2.3257° (C8)
M, f3 = 0.3236 — 0.1331n — 0.2714n> + 4.9227° (C9)
mM;o = (1 —0.63)/4 — 0.4098n + 1.829n? — 2.87n>, (C10)

where the total mass M; = MPpBH,1 T MPBH,2 and the symmetric mass ratio n = mPBH’lmpBHQ/(mpBH,l + mPBH,2)2.
We now consider the asteroid-mass range (10'7g < mppy < 10?%g), in which an abundance fpgg ~ O(1) is allowed
under observational constraints to become the 100% CDM. Within this mass range, we choose four benchmark values,
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10'7g, 10%g, 10%'g, and 10%3g, and compute the corresponding spectra of the gravitational waves from the PBH
mergers. These plots are shown as the black curves in Fig. 10.
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