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We revisit the hybrid inflation model within the framework of the Grand Unified Theory (GUT), focusing
on cases where the waterfall phase transition extends over several e-foldings to dilute monopoles. Con-
sidering the stochastic effects of quantum fluctuations, we demonstrate that the waterfall fields (i.e., GUT
Higgs) maintain a nonzero vacuum expectation value around the waterfall phase transition. By accurately
accounting for the number of degrees of freedom of the GUT Higgs field, we establish that these fluctua-
tions can produce observable gravitational waves without leading to an overproduction of primordial black
holes. The amplitude of these gravitational waves is inversely proportional to the degrees of freedom of the
waterfall fields, thereby providing a unique method to probe the representation of the GUT Higgs.

Introduction. — The Grand Unified Theory (GUT) is a com-
pelling candidate for extending the Standard Model (SM)
of particle physics [1–7]. It notably offers a straightfor-
ward framework for hybrid inflation associated with GUT
phase transitions. It is important to note that ’t Hooft–
Polyakov monopoles [8, 9] arise during spontaneous sym-
metry breaking (SSB) per unit correlation volume, poten-
tially leading to a monopole overproduction problem [10].

To circumvent the issue of monopole overproduction,
one might consider a symmetry-breaking pattern that does
not result in monopole generation [11], such as flipped
GUT [12–15]. This can occur through the SSB of SO(10), as-
sumed to take place prior to inflation, thereby sufficiently
diluting any monopoles [16, 17]. Another approach involves
monopole production at an intermediate scale, as seen with
SU(4)×SU(2)×SU(2) [18] or the elimination of monopoles
by domain walls [19, 20]. In Ref. [21], a coupling between
the inflaton and GUT Higgs was explored, stabilizing the
GUT Higgs at the SSB minimum. Smooth hybrid inflation,
where the GUT symmetry breaks spontaneously before in-
flation, has also been considered [22–25]. A related, yet dis-
tinct mechanism is subcritical hybrid inflation, where infla-
tion extends for more than 60 e-folds post-waterfall phase
transitions to dilute monopoles [26, 27]. Additionally, the
potential role of the GUT Higgs as the inflaton, which would
involve breaking the GUT symmetry during inflation, has
been discussed [28, 29].

This study explores scenarios with substantial e-folding
following during the waterfall phase transition, under the
assumption of a relatively flat potential for the inflaton near
the critical point. Given that the GUT symmetry is sponta-
neously broken and monopoles are produced around this
phase transition, their abundance can be significantly re-
duced. However, careful attention is needed for the non-
trivial dynamics of the GUT Higgs field during the extended
waterfall phase due to large quantum fluctuations induced
by stochastic effects (see Refs. [30–39] for the first papers on
the stochastic effect in inflation).

Inflaton potentials similar to those discussed here have
been considered in different contexts in Refs. [40–42]. The
role of quantum fluctuations in numerous waterfall fields
has been analyzed, with varying degrees of accuracy in han-
dling stochastic effects [43, 44]. We extend the concept
to multiple waterfall fields charged under gauge symmetry.
Such stochastic behavior is critical around the potential’s
origin, namely the symmetry-enhancement point, where
the Higgs potential is primarily quadratic. At this juncture,
all degrees of freedom contribute to the dynamics, except
for the modes absorbed into the massive gauge field. The
stochastic dynamics are particularly pronounced for a large
number of waterfall fields, that is, a large representation of
GUT Higgs [44].

The phase transition during inflation generate large cur-
vature perturbations on a small scale, resulting in observ-
able induced gravitational waves (GWs) [45, 46]. Our model
and calculations, which are applicable to all GUT groups,
predict varying amplitudes for these induced GWs, thus
providing a novel method to probe the representation of the
GUT Higgs field.

Note added: As we were finalizing our paper, a related
study [47] was published on arXiv. It discusses a similar
approach to GUT hybrid inflation to address the monopole
overproduction issue, focusing on a specific GUT model but
without considering stochastic effects.

GUT hybrid inflation. — We consider the hybrid inflation
model, where inflation ends with the waterfall phase tran-
sition at a critical point φc for the inflaton field φ. The
waterfall phase transition is identified as the spontaneous
symmetry breaking of the GUT symmetry, and the waterfall
fields are identified as the GUT HiggsΨ. The analysis in this
study can be applied to any GUT model, but depends on the
total number of real degrees of freedom for the GUT Higgs,
N . Let us first review the representation of the GUT Higgs
in representative GUT models to determine a typical value
of N .

In the simplest SU(5) model, the SU(5) gauge sym-
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metry is spontaneously broken into the SM gauge group
GSM by 24H . One may extend the model to address the
doublet-triplet splitting problem using for example, the
missing partner mechanism, in which case the GUT sym-
metry may be spontaneously broken by 75H [48–52]. In
the SO(10) GUT model, one can consider the symmetry-
breaking pattern of, for example, SO(10) (or spin(10)) →
SU(4)c×SU(2)L×SU(2)R using 54H or 210H at the GUT
scale [53, 54]. Two GUT Higgs can be introduced to com-
plement Higgs with real representations [55]. In addition,
in supersymmetric models, one may have to introduce two
Higgs to cancel the gauge anomaly. In general, higher or
many representations for the GUT Higgs can be introduced;
however, one should consider a Landau pole to ensure per-
turbativity above the GUT scale. Therefore, we expect the
number of degrees of freedom for the GUT Higgs to be N ∼
100.

For illustrative purposes, let us briefly consider the Higgs
fieldΨ in the adjoint representation under SU(5), such that

V (Ψ) =Λ4 − 1

2
m2 TrΨ2 + 1

4
λ1 TrΨ4 + 1

4
λ2

(
TrΨ2)2 + 1

3
A TrΨ3 .

(1)

During the waterfall phase transition, the self-interaction
terms can be neglected because 〈Ψ〉≪ vGUT, where vGUT (∼
1016 GeV) represents the GUT scale. Consequently, the rel-
evant term in the scalar potential is reduced to a quadratic
term, which is universal for any gauge symmetry. Therefore,
we can generically consider the following potential:

V (Ψ) ≃Λ4 − 1

2
m2

∑
i
ψ2

i , (2)

whereψi (i = 1,2, . . . ,N ) represents each component of the
GUT Higgs field. The following discussion is based only
on the quadratic term of the Higgs potential, which gener-
ally exhibits approximate O(N ) symmetry in the absence of
gauge symmetry. Therefore, our scenario can be applied to
GUT Higgs with any representation for any GUT model.

As an order of magnitude estimation, the GUT scale is
given by v2

GUT = 〈∑ψ2
i 〉 ∼ m2/λ, whereλ represents a typical

value of λi . The potential energy at the origin of the poten-
tial V0 is determined such that the potential energy at the
potential minimum vanishes. This implies Λ ∼ m/λ1/4 ∼
λ1/4vGUT.

To realize the waterfall phase transition, we introduce a
coupling between the inflaton φ and GUT Higgs Ψ, e.g.,∑

i ψ
2
i φ

2, such that the GUT Higgs remains at the origin
of the potential for φ > φc and has a tachionic mass for
φ<φc. We are interested in the dynamics around the water-
fall phase transition φ = φc. The potentials for the inflaton
and waterfall fields can be represented as

V (φ,ψ) =Λ4

[
1+2

(
φ2 −φ2

c

φ2
c

) ∑
i ψ

2
i

M 2 + φ−φc

µ1
− (φ−φc)2

µ2
2

+ . . .

]
,

(3)

where we define M 2 ≡ 4Λ4/m2 (∼ v2
GUT). The dots represent

higher-order terms for the inflaton potential as well as other
potential terms for the waterfall fields that are negligible for
the dynamics around the waterfall phase transition. We de-
note

∑
i ψ

2
i =ψ2

r by defining the radial direction in the field
space of waterfall fields as ψr .

Inflaton dynamcis. — First, we consider the dynamics
along the inflaton direction φ, which can be analyzed with-
out considering the stochastic dynamics. The potential en-
ergy around the critical point is almost constant, and is ap-
proximated as follows: V ≃ Λ4. The Universe then experi-
ences inflation with the Hubble parameter H ≃Λ2/(

p
3MPl),

where MPl is the reduced Planck mass. The potential cur-
vature along the waterfall fields vanishes at φ = φc, which
we call the critical point for the waterfall phase transition
and denote its e-folding number from the beginning of in-
flation as Nc. The time evolution of the inflaton is given by
φ ≃ φc − M 2

Pl(N − Nc)/µ1 for N ≈ Nc, where N denotes the
forward e-folding number as a time variable.

For a sufficiently large µ1, inflation can last a few e-
foldings even after φ reaches the critical point. We define
the end of inflation as

∣∣VψψM 2
Pl/V

∣∣ = 1 or (φc −φend)/φc ≃
M 2/(8M 2

Pl) (≪ 1). The e-folding number between the crit-
ical point for the waterfall phase transition and the end of
inflation ∆NPT is calculated as

∆NPT ∼ Π
2

8
, (4)

where we define [42]

Π≡ M
√
µ1φc

M 2
Pl

≃ 8

(
M

1016 GeV

)(
µ1

4×106MPl

)1/2 (
φc

MPl

)1/2

, .

(5)

As we will see shortly, we are interested in the case where
Π=O (10) to dilute monopoles enough.

The observed amplitude of the curvature perturbations at
the pivot scale k∗ (= 0.05Mpc−1) is given by PR(k∗) ≃ 2.1×
10−9 [56]. In our case, the corresponding scale exits the hori-
zon before the waterfall phase transition, and the amplitude
is calculated from PR = H 2

inf/(8π2ϵM 2
Pl) with ϵ≃ M 2

Pl/(2µ2
1).

We therefore require Λ ≃ 2.7×1013 GeV/
√
µ1/(4×106MPl).

The spectral index is calculated as ns ≃ 1−4M 2
Pl/µ

2
2. We as-

sume µ2 ≃ 10MPl to explain the observed spectral index of
ns = 0.9649±0.0042 [56].

Stochastic dynamics for waterfall fields. — When the pa-
rameter Π2 is as large as or larger than O (10), the stochastic
effects of quantum fluctuations during inflation becomes
important for waterfall fields. Owing to the Goldstone Bo-
son Equivalence Theorem, the longitudinal mode of gauge
bosons in the Higgs phase is equivalent to a massless scalar
in the high-energy limit. Therefore we can consider the
stochastic effect in these fields to be similar to the case of
global symmetry, at least when the gauge boson mass is
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considerably lower than the Hubble parameter during infla-
tion [57, 58]. We can thus use the formalism of the stochas-
tic effects for multiple light fields explained in Ref. [44] in
the regime of gψr ≪ H , where g (< 1) is the gauge coupling
constant at the GUT scale.

In the regime where the mass of the waterfall field is small
and gψr ≪ H , the Langevin equation for the radial direction
ψr is

∂Nψr =−4ψr M 2
Pl

M 2

(
φ2 −φ2

c

φ2
c

)
+ 1

2

(
H

2π

)2 N −1

ψr
+ H

2π
ξψr (N ) ,

(6)

where the second term on the right-hand side represents
the effective centrifugal force in the radial direction in the
field space ψi due to the stochastic noise. The noise term
obeys 〈ξψr (N )ξψr (N ′)〉 = δ(N −N ′). Using φ≃φc −M 2

Pl(N −
Nc)/µ1, we obtain the evolution equation for 〈ψ2

r 〉 such that

d〈ψ2
r 〉

dN
=

(
4

Π

)2

(N −Nc)〈ψ2
r 〉+N

V

12π2M 2
Pl

. (7)

We should note that this expression for 〈ψ2
r 〉 holds only

when the Higgs is light enough, i.e.,
∣∣VψψM 2

Pl/V
∣∣ ≲ 1. We

therefore set an initial condition of 〈ψ2
r 〉 = 0 at N − Nc =

−∆NPT and use the above equation for N −Nc ≥−∆NPT.
Once gψr becomes significantly larger than H , the gauge

fields gain mass and can be integrated out for our purposes.
Subsequently, the effective degrees of freedom for the Higgs
field, N , should be replaced by N ′ in the Langevin equa-
tion, where N ′ (≤ N ) denotes the number of degrees of
freedom that takes into account the reduction due to the
absorption into the massive gauge boson. Although the
details in the intermediate regime remain unclear, we an-
ticipate that these two limiting regimes are smoothly con-
nected around gψr ∼ H . Specifically, we propose that the
curvature perturbations for the waterfall fields are calcu-
lated using multifield stochastic equations with N ′, partic-
ularly for the e-foldings around N ∼ Nc.

Here we note the e-folding number at which the GUT
symmetry is spontaneously broken. We expect that the GUT
symmetry will not be restored at a later epoch once the typ-
ical amplitude of each component,

∣∣ψi
∣∣, exceeds H/2π. Ac-

cording to the Langevin equation, this occurs when (N −
Nc) = O (1). (Although the amplitude of the radial direc-
tion becomes as large as

p
N H/2π, the typical amplitude

of each component of the Higgs field, ψi , is of the same or-
der as its fluctuations for every Hubble time.) Therefore, we
conclude that the GUT symmetry is spontaneously broken
at the e-folding number N ∼ Nc.

Monopole abundance. — Inflation stretches the correla-
tion length for the field value of the GUT Higgs. The cor-
relation length of the GUT Higgs is given by ζH−1

I , where
ζ ≃ e∆NSSB at the end of the inflation period and we man-
ifest the Hubble scale HI during inflation by the subscript
I . After the GUT symmetry breaking, a monopole is ex-
pected to be produced per unit correlation volume, and its

number density at the end of inflation is estimated to be
nM ∼ 4πζ−3H 3

I /3. The monopole number density over the
current entropy density is then given by

nM

s
≃ πζ−3TRHHI

3M 2
Pl

. (8)

Here, TRH is the reheating temperature after inflation, which
depends on the GUT model but has an upper bound such
that TRH ≲ 8.4×1013 GeV

√
HI /1010 GeV, where we use g∗ ≃

106.75 for the effective relativistic degrees of freedom at the
end of reheating. In the simplest GUT model, the GUT Higgs
can quickly decay into the light Higgs, and the reheating
temperature is expected to be comparable to the maximum
value.

Several experiments and observations place the upper
bound on the monopole abundance or flux, including the
Parker bound [59–62], the monopole track search in an-
cient mica [63], the MACRO experiment [64], nucleon-decay
search experiments [65–70], the upper bound of the neu-
trino flux from the sun [71], and other astrophysical con-
straints [72–78] (see Ref. [79] for details). If one adopts
the constraint from Ref. [71], it requires nM /s ≲ 10−39 or
ζ ≳ 109 ≃ e21 for Hinf = 1010 GeV from Eq. (8). This im-
plies that the GUT symmetry should be spontaneously bro-
ken about ∆Nmono ≃ 21 e-foldings before the end of infla-
tion. If the extended Parker bound is instead adopted, it can
be addressed by ∆Nmono ≃ 15. To address the monopole
overproduction problem, we require ∆NPT ≳ ∆Nmono or
Π≳ 11(∆Nmono/15)1/2.

Induced gravitataional waves. — The stochastic fluctua-
tions of waterfall fields result in large curvature perturba-
tions on a small scale. This phenomenon has been analyzed
both analytically and numerically in Ref. [44], including the
dependence on the number of waterfall fields. The peak
amplitude and the number of e-foldings are given by

P
(peak)
R

≃ 0.0057

(
NPT

15

)(
N ′

10

)−1

, (9)

∆NPT ∼ 15

(
Π2

115

)1/2

. (10)

Note that the latter quantity is consistent with the above an-
alytic estimation within a 10% precision.

Importantly, the peak amplitude is reduced by a factor
of 1/N ′ for a large representation of the GUT Higgs field.
This occurs because the Langevin equation, Eq. (6), intro-
duces a type of centrifugal force in the field space when
N ′ ≥ 2, resulting in relatively smaller perturbations relative
to the overall field value amplitude. This suppression fac-
tor is crucial for phenomenology. Without this factor, the
peak amplitude could reach as high as 0.04, which would
predict an excessive formation of primordial black holes
(PBHs) from collapsing overdense regions in a radiation-
dominated epoch. It should also be noted that the abun-
dance of PBHs can be as large as that of dark matter in cases
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FIG. 1. Spectrum of curvature perturbations generated by
the GUT hybrid inflation model for cases: (N ′,Π2) = (10,115)
(blue solid curve), (10,225) (green dotted curve), and (50,115) (red
dashed curve).

where N ′ ∼ 5 and Π2 ∼ 100, with the corresponding PBH
mass being around 1020 g.

The detailed spectrum for curvature perturbations is de-
picted in Fig. 1: the blue curve represents the case of N ′ =
10 and Π2 = 115, and the green dashed curve represents
Π2 = 225. We also plot the case of N ′ = 50 and Π2 = 115
as the red dashed curve. Constraints from the CMB ob-
servations are shown in the lightly shaded region for k ≲
104 Mpc−1 [80–86]. Constraints from the overproduction of
PBHs are indicated by the dashed curve in the upper re-
gion [87–99] (see Ref. [100] for details).

Large scalar perturbations induce GWs through second-
order effects [45, 46] (see also Refs. [101, 102] for useful an-
alytic formulas and Ref. [103] for a recent review). Current
constraints from PTA experiments [104] and direct GW de-
tection experiments [105] are shown in the figure as densely
shaded regions. Future sensitivity curves for upcoming GW
detection experiments are presented in lighter shaded ar-
eas, including SKA [106], LISA [107], DECIGO [108, 109],
BBO [110], Einstein Telescope (ET) [111, 112], Cosmic Ex-
plorer (CE) [113], and aLIGO+aVirgo+KAGRA (LVK) [114,
115]. We anticipate that our predictions will be testable by
these GW experiments. In particular, the value of N ′ can
be determined from observations of the GW spectrum, as
its peak frequency depends on ∆NPT and the peak ampli-
tude on both ∆NPT and N ′. This offers a novel method to
verify the representation of the GUT Higgs field through GW
detection experiments.

Discussion and conclusions. — We have revisited a GUT
hybrid inflation model, considering the stochastic effects on
the GUT Higgs field. During inflation, the field value of the
GUT Higgs tends to be larger for a larger representation of
the GUT Higgs due to quantum fluctuations. The stochas-
tic effect leads to large curvature perturbations on a small
scale. Employing a stochastic equation for a single waterfall
field would result in curvature perturbations so large that
they lead to an overproduction of PBHs. Based on our re-

cent study, we have correctly accounted for the effect of a
large number of degrees of freedom for the GUT Higgs field,
showing that the PBH abundance is significantly reduced
and consistent with observations.

Furthermore, we have demonstrated that induced GWs
from large scalar perturbations can be within the observ-
able range for future GW detection experiments. The am-
plitude of these GWs is inversely proportional to the degrees
of freedom of the GUT Higgs, providing a unique method to
verify the representation of the GUT Higgs field. Moreover,
since the relevant number of degrees of freedom N ′ is al-
most uniquely determined for each GUT model, we can also
determine the gauge group of the GUT model.

Motivated by recent observation of stochastic GWs by
pulsar-timing array (PTA) experiments [116–119], scenarios
involving metastable cosmic strings have been extensively
considered in the literature [120–136]. (See also Refs. [137–
139] for cosmic superstring interpretation of PTA data.) Our
scenario of GUT hybrid inflation naturally realizes cosmic
string formation post-inflation without a monopole over-
production problem.

Other interesting signals are imprinted in the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) temperature anisotropies via
a mechanism known as the cosmological collider [140–
143]. The waterfall fields possess a time-dependent effec-
tive mass around the pivot scale, which provides a charac-
teristic signature in the bispectrum [144, 145].

Finally, we comment on the effect of the cubic term on
the waterfall field and the domain wall problem. If we do
not impose Z2 symmetry, then a cubic term for the GUT
Higgs (similar to the last term in Eq. (1)) may be introduced.
Its effect on the curvature of the potential is of the order
of Λ4ψr /M 3. Since this is much smaller than H 2 during
the waterfall phase transition, our calculations were not af-
fected by this cubic term for the parameter of interest. Later,
the cubic term became effective and biased the vacuum en-
ergy to address the domain-wall problem. To address this
issue, we did not need to fine-tune the cubic term.
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