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The abundance of primordial black holes changes in the presence of local non-Gaussianity. A positive
non-linear parameter fNL increases the abundance while a negative one reduces it. We show that in
non-attractor single-field models of inflation which enhance the curvature power spectrum and may
give rise to primordial black holes, fNL is always positive, when computed in correspondence of the
peak of the curvature power spectrum where the primordial black hole abundance has its maximum.
This implies that the interpretation of the recent pulsar timing arrays data from scalar-induced
gravitational waves generated at primordial black hole formation may not be supported by invoking
non-Gaussianity within non-attractor single-field models.

Introduction. Very recently the NANOGrav [1, 2],
EPTA [4–6], PPTA [7–9] and CPTA [10] collaborations
have provided evidence for a stochastic background of
Gravitational Waves (GWs) detected through the pulsar
timing arrays. One immediate question is under which
circumstances such GWs can be associated to the for-
mation of Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) during which
GWs are inevitably generated at second-order [11]. Their
amount is proportional to the the square of the ampli-
tude of the dimensionless curvature perturbation power
spectrum PR, ΩGW ∼ P2

R. The abundance of PBHs is
exponentially sensitive to the same amplitude, fPBH ∼
exp(−1/PR), where fPBH is the PBH abundance with re-
spect to the total dark matter. The problem is that the
observed stochastic GW background is explained by a
relatively large values of PR, which has been claimed to
lead to a too large PBH abundance [12–16]. While this
negative conclusion may be invalidated by the recent ob-
servation that corrections from the non-linear radiation
transfer function and the determination of the true phys-
ical horizon crossing decrease the PBH abundance [17],
one can also rely on the introduction of some local Non-
Gaussianity (NG) in the curvature perturbation

R = Rg +
3

5
fNL

(
R2

g − 〈R2
g〉
)

, (1)

where Rg is the Gaussian component1. The short-scale
power spectrum PS responsible for the PBH formation
is modulated by the presence of a long mode RL. The
threshold Rc for the formation of the PBHs is shifted
approximately by [18]

1 We are adopting this quadratic expansion to be model indepen-

dent, even though in general the exact relation between R and

Rg can be worked out model by model. However, since typically

fNLRg
∼
< 1, the quadratic expansion is justified.

Rc ≃ Rg
c

(
1 − 3

5
fNLRg

c

)
, (2)

compared to the threshold Rg
c in the Gaussian theory.

Therefore, around peaks of the power spectrum of the cur-
vature perturbation, a positive fNL increases the abun-
dance of the PBHs, while a negative fNL has the opposite
effect, thus helping the agreement with the recent pulsar
timing array observations. This remains true even when
calculating the abundance through a more correct vari-
able, the averaged density contrast [19, 20].

Under general assumptions, in this paper we will show
that the sign of fNL at the peak scale of the power spec-
trum, where PBHs are mostly formed, is always positive
in non-attractor single-field models. This no-go result
is intimately related to the fact that fNL measures the
response of the short-scale power spectrum PS to the
presence of a long mode and the sign of the NG is deter-
mined by the rate of growth of PS . The latter is positive
if PBHs needs to be produced and this sets the sign of
fNL. Our findings automatically imply that NG may not
help non-attractor single-field models to relax the tension
between the observed stochastic GW background in pul-
sar timing arrays and the overproduction of PBHs.

Non-attractor single-field models and the sign of NG. In
attractor single-field models the curvature perturbation
is constant on superhorizon scales and is equivalent in
the spatially flat gauge to a field fluctuation R = −δφ/φ′,
where primes denote derivatives with respect to the num-
ber of e-folds. The phase-space trajectory of the long
mode perturbation follows that of the background itself.
Short-scale modes evolving in a long mode perturbation
then follow the phase-space trajectory of the background,
with the only difference being the local e-folds which de-
termines the relation between the comoving and the phys-
ical wavenumbers. The NG is therefore proportional to
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the variation of the short-scale power spectrum due to
the long-wavelength mode

PS(x) = PS

[
1 − d ln PS

d ln kS

RL(x)

]

=

[
1 +

12

5
fNLRL(x)

]
. (3)

This modulation is zero at the peak of the short-scale
power spectrum and corresponds to a dilation of scales
rather than an amplitude enhancement.

In non-attractor single-field models, the attractor con-
dition δφ′ = (φ′′/φ′)δφ is violated. In fact, during an
Ultra-Slow-Roll (USR) phase, the curvature perturbation
grows like R ∼ a3, being a the scale factor, and therefore
in the spatially flat gauge δφ = −φ′R = constant, imply-
ing that δφ′ = 0. Because of the the dependence of the
background evolution on the initial kinetic energy, the
perturbation may not be mapped into a change in the
background clock along the same phase-space trajectory.
The long mode perturbations carry no corresponding δφ′

and so they shift the USR trajectory to one with a dif-
ferent relationship between φ and φ′. In other words, a
local measurement is sensitive to φ′ as different observers
provide different measurements of the short-scale power
spectrum depending on their relative position in the long-
wavelength mode. This implies that in USR models the
corresponding value of fNL can be large, even at the peak
of the short-scale power spectrum.

We consider single field models of inflation with the
potential V (φ) for a canonically normalized scalar field
with the sound speed of perturbations being equal to the
speed of the gravitational waves perturbations. To be
general, we do not specify the form of the potential. We
assume that inflation has multiple stages, containing at
least three distinct phases. The first stage is a conven-
tional slow-roll (SR) phase in which the observed large
scales, such as the CMB scales, leave the horizon. The
power spectrum of these perturbations are fixed by the
CMB observations [21] to be PR ≃ 2×10−9 with R being
the curvature perturbations. The second phase is when
the power spectrum experiences a rapid growth with a
prime peak in power spectrum to generate PBHs [22–26].
A common mechanism for the enhancement of the power
spectrum may be the USR setup where the potential is
flat [27, 28]. However, we consider a general case and for
this purpose, we may call this intermediate non-attractor
phase as a “USR-type” phase. All we require from the
form of the potential to be such that the power spectrum
to increase monotonically during the second phase. The
final phase is an attractor SR regime which is extended
towards the end of inflation. The transitions between the
stages can be either sharp or mild. We present our results
for a three-phase setup SR → non-attractor → SR, and
the extension of the results to higher multiple phases is

straightforward. We do not consider the stochastic ran-
dom motion of the background field so the behaviour of φ
is monotonic. The non-attractor phase is extended in the
region φe < φ < φs during the time interval ts < t < te

and we are interested in the growth of power spectrum
for the modes which leave the Hubble radius during the
non-attractor phase.

For PBH formation, we are interested in the short-scale
power spectrum and in particular the PBH mass function
will be dominated by the PBHs forming when the scale
kpk corresponding to the peak of the power spectrum will
re-enter the Hubble radius. Let us consider therefore the
effect of the long mode kL ∼< kpk ∼ kS . Notice that
long mode is itself suffering a period of USR phase, but
it has exited the Hubble radius earlier than the scale kS .
The measurements of the power spectrum and the bis-
pectrum are made at the end of inflation t = tf when
the modes are frozen. The effects of the long mode on
the short modes can be viewed as the modulation of the
background quantities at the end of non-attractor phase
t = te. As in separate universe approach, one can view
the effects of the long mode as affecting nearby patches
slightly differently. Consequently, different patches ap-
proach the final attractor phase with slightly different
initial conditions modulated by the long mode at the end
of non-attractor phase. With this picture in mind the bis-
pectrum for two short modes under the modulation of a
long mode can be written as

〈
Rf

LRf
SRf

S

〉
≃
〈

Rf
L

〈
Rf

SRf
S

〉

Re

L

〉
(4)

in which RS and RL represent the short and long modes
while the superscript f and e indicate the corresponding
values at t = tf and t = te, respectively. The assumption
of having a single-field setup is essential in writing the
above relation. If there are extra light fields, then one
has to include the modulations by them in the right-hand
side of Eq. (4) as well.

In non-attractor single-field models RL and ṘL are
to be treated as independent variables [29]. Expanding〈
Rf

SRf
S

〉
Re

L

to leading order yields

〈
Rf

LRf
SRf

S

〉
≃
〈

Rf
L

(
Re

L

∂

∂Re
L

〈Rf
SRf

S〉

+ Ṙe
L

∂

∂Ṙe
L

〈Rf
SRf

S〉
)〉

. (5)

An implicit assumption in performing the above expan-
sion is that R and Ṙ to be continuous across the tran-
sition. This is the usual assumption that one needs to
impose for the continuity of the metric and the extrinsic
curvature across the transition. Having said this, we do
not impose any assumption on the potential V (φ) and
its derivatives, as long as R and Ṙ are continuous across
the transition.
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Expressing the left hand side of Eq. (5) in terms of
the usual non-Gaussianity parameter fNL and defining
the power spectrum in Fourier space as

〈
Rk1

Rk2

〉
=

(2π)3δ3(k1 + k2)P (k1) and discarding the trivial factors
of (2π)3δ3(k) which matches automatically from the mo-
mentum conservation, we obtain

12

5
fNLP f

LP f
S ≃ 〈Rf

LRe
L

〉 ∂P f
S

∂Re
L

+
〈
Rf

LṘe
L

〉 ∂P f
S

∂Ṙe
L

, (6)

in which P f
S and P f

L represents the power spectrum at the
end of inflation for the short and long modes respectively.

From the above expression we have to calculate corre-
lations like

〈
Rf

LRe
L

〉
for the long mode perturbations at

two different times te and tf . As explained before, this is
because the long mode at the end of non-attractor phase
modulates the power spectrum of the short modes which
are measured at the end of inflation.

Since the long mode is far outside the horizon at the
end of non-attractor phase, we can treat it as classical
and relate

〈
Rf

LRe
L

〉
to P f

L via the ratio of the mode func-
tions at these two times:

〈
Rf

LRe
L

〉
=

(
Re

L

Rf
L

)
P f

L , (7)

and similarly

〈
Rf

LṘe
L

〉
=

1

2

(
Rf

L

Re
L

)
dP e

L

dt
. (8)

Plugging the above relations into Eq. (6) yields

12

5
fNL =

(
Re

L

Rf
L

)
∂ ln Pf

S

∂Re
L

+
1

2

(
Rf

L

Re
L

)
Ṗe

L

Pf
L

∂ ln Pf
S

∂Ṙe
L

,

(9)

in which the dimensionless power spectrum PR is related
to the power spectrum via

PR ≡ k3

2π2
PR. (10)

We should now trade the two independent variables
(RL, ṘL) with two other variables in which then partial
derivative has a more transparent meaning. From the
point of view of a local observer within a region of size
∼ 1/kS , the long mode perturbation evolves with time,
but with negligible spatial gradients so the metric takes
the following form

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)e2RL(t)dx
2, (11)

We can absorb the long mode into the scale factor via
ã ≡ aeRL and the corresponding Hubble rate will change
as H̃ = H + ṘL. Consequently

d ln ã = dRL (12)

and

dH̃ = dṘL. (13)

Eqs. (12) and (13) are two differential relations that can

be used to relate (dR, dṘ) to (d ln ã, d ln H̃). More specif-
ically, we have

d ln PS =
∂ ln PS

∂RL

dRL +
∂ ln PS

∂ṘL

dṘL

=
∂ ln PS

∂ ln ã
d ln ã +

∂ ln PS

∂H̃
dH̃. (14)

Using the relations between (d ln ã, dH̃) and (dR, dṘ),
from the second line of the above equation we obtain

d ln PS =
∂ ln PS

∂ ln ã
dRL +

∂ ln PS

∂H̃
dṘL. (15)

Comparing this differential equation with the first line of
Eq. (14) we obtain

∂ ln PS

∂RL

=
∂ ln PS

∂ ln ã
(16)

and

∂ ln PS

∂ṘL

=
∂ ln PS

∂H̃
. (17)

Now, plugging the above relations into formula (9) and
replacing ã and H̃ simply by a and H yields

12

5
fNL =

(
Re

L

Rf
L

)
∂ ln Pf

S

∂ ln ae

+

(
Rf

L

Re
L

)
Ṗe

L

2H2
e Pf

L

∂ ln Pf
S

∂ ln He

.

(18)

One can think of Eq. (18) as an extension of Malda-
cena’s consistency condition [30] to the non-attractor se-
tups (see also [31, 32]). The importance of this consis-
tency condition is that we can read off the value of fNL

from the properties of the power spectrum and without
the need to calculate the bispectrum using either δN or
in-in formalisms for higher orders perturbation theory.

So far our analysis was general relying only on the
assumption of a single-field inflation model undergoing
non-attractor phase(s) during inflation. The working as-
sumption is that the power spectrum experiences rapid
growth until it reaching a peak associated to the nar-
row scale where PBHs are formed. For the modes which
leave the Hubble radius during the non-attractor phase
and near the peak, the power spectrum locally has the
following form in momentum space

PS = f(ae)

(
kS

aeHe

)nR−1

, (19)

in which nR is the spectral index and f(a) is a func-
tion of the background which controls the rapid growth
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of the power spectrum. Technically speaking, the factor
f(a) comes from the fact that the first slow-roll parame-
ter ǫ ≡ −Ḣ/H2 falls off rapidly during the non-attractor
phase so the the power spectrum P ∝ ǫ−1 experiences
a rapid growth during the non-attractor phase. For ex-
ample, in the conventional USR phase ǫ ∝ a−6 and cor-
respondingly f(a) = a6. In our analysis, we do not rely
on the particular type of the transition and the form of
f(a) and all we assume is that f(a) is a growing func-
tion of a to ensure the rapid growth of PR during the
non-attractor phase. We emphasize again that the form
of power spectrum given in Eq. (19) is valid only locally
near the peak which is followed by a rapid increase in
power spectrum. The general form of the power spec-
trum in k-space is more complicated and may not be
even described by a power law behaviour. For example,
it can have oscillatory features after the prime peak as in
conventional USR setup [22–26]. However, since we are
interested in power spectrum slightly prior and around
the peak associated to the narrow scales where the PBHs
are formed, then the ansatz (19) is physically justified.

From Eq. (19) we infer

∂ ln Pf
S

∂ ln He

= −d ln Pf
S

d ln kS

= 1 − nR. (20)

Near the peak of the power spectrum by definition (nR −
1) ≃ 0 and correspondingly we obtain

fpk
NL =

5

12

(
Re

L

Rf
L

)
∂ ln Pf

S

∂ ln ae

. (21)

We note that the prefactor (Re
L/Rf

L) appears because the
mode function in general evolves after the non-attractor
phase. This is because the transition from the non-
attractor phase to the final attractor phase may be mild
so the mode keeps evolving in time until it reaches its fi-
nal attractor value [33]. The long mode is far outside the
horizon after the peak, evolving from its initial value Re

L

at t = te to its final value Rf
L at t = tf . Therefore, Rf

L is
in phase with Re

L in k-space. However, as the background
quantities such as the slow-roll parameters are evolving
during a mild transition, the mode function may change
sign so the ratio (Re

L/Rf
L) may become negative. On the

other hand, if the transition is mild, then the peak in
power spectrum will not be significant as the power spec-
trum evolves in subsequent evolution so it is not a viable
model for PBHs formation in the first place. Therefore,
in what follows, we make an implicit assumption that
the transition from the intermediate non-attractor phase
to the final attractor phase is sharp enough such that
(Re

L/Rf
L) remains positive. Since the power spectrum is

an increasing function of time during the intermediate
non-attractor phase, we conclude that

fpk
NL > 0. (22)

While our conclusion about the sign of fpk
NL is general

(with the implicit assumption of a sharp enough transi-
tion), let us examine it for some non-trivial examples. Let
us consider a setup in which a USR phase is followed by
an attractor SR phase in which the transition to the final
attractor phase can be either sharp or mild. Defining the
slow-roll parameter associated to the derivative of the po-
tential at the final attractor phase by

√
2ǫV ≡ Vφ/V , the

sharpness of the transition from the intermediate USR
phase to the final attractor phase is determined by the
parameter h given by [33]

h ≡ −6

√
ǫV

ǫe

, (23)

in which ǫe is the value of the slow-roll parameter at the
end of USR phase. Note that in this convention h < 0.
For a very sharp transition |h| ≫ 1 while for a mild
transition h may be comparable to slow-roll parameters.
In order to have sharp enough transition such that the
ratio (Re

L/Rf
L) remains positive, we assume ηV → 0 in

which ηV is the second slow-roll parameter given by ηV =
Vφφ/V .

The mode function for the modes which leave the hori-
zon during the USR phase is given by [33]

Rf
k =

(
1 +

√
ǫV

ǫe

)
H√

4ǫV k3
. (24)

Since during the USR phase the slow-roll parameter falls
off like a−6, then ǫe ∝ a−6

e . Taking the derivative with
respect to ae we find

d ln Pf

d ln ae

= 6

√
ǫV

ǫe

(
1 +

√
ǫV

ǫe

)−1

=
6h

h − 6
. (25)

On the other hand, the ratio Re
L/Rf

L yields an additional
factor

Re
L

Rf
L

=

√
ǫV

ǫe

(
1 +

√
ǫV

ǫe

)−1

=
h

h − 6
. (26)

We see that the ratio (Re
L/Rf

L) is positive as expected.
Using Eqs. (25) and (26) in our formula (21) yields

fpk
NL =

5h2

2(6 − h)2
> 0. (27)

For an infinitely sharp transition with h → −∞ in which
the mode function is frozen immediately after the tran-
sition with Re

L = Rf
L, from Eq. (27) we obtain the ex-

pected result fpk
NL = 5/2. The expression Eq. (27) agrees

with the result for fNL obtained in [33] where the power
spectrum is scale-invariant as well.

As a second example, now suppose we extend the above
setup such that there is an upward shift ∆V in the po-
tential at the end of non-attractor phase, followed by the
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final SR phase. As in Ref. [34], suppose the upward
step in the potential is instantaneous, yielding to a sud-
den change in inflaton’s velocity. Imposing the conserva-
tion of energy, the inflaton velocity at the end of upward
transition πd is related to the velocity at the end of no-
attractor phase πe via

πd = −
√

π2
e − 6

∆V

V
, (28)

in which π ≡ φ′ with a prime denoting the derivative
with respect to the number of e-folds. The linear mode
function is given by [34]

Rf
k =

(
1

g
+

√
ǫV

ǫe

)
H√

4ǫV k3
, (29)

in which g ≡ πd/πe with 0 < g < 1. Correspondingly,
this yields

d ln Pf

d ln ae

=
6hg4 + 36g2 − 36

g2(g2h − 6)
, (30)

in which the sharpness parameter h is now defined as
h ≡ −(6/g)

√
ǫV /ǫe. In addition, the ratio of the mode

functions is given by

Re
L

Rf
L

=
hg2

hg2 − 6
> 0. (31)

Note that if we set g = 1 so ∆V = 0, Eqs. (31) and (30)
reduce to Eqs. (26) and (25) respectively. Now plugging
Eqs. (31) and (30) into our master formula Eq. (21)
yields

fpk
NL =

5h(hg4 + 6g2 − 6)

2(g2h − 6)2
, (32)

in exact agreement with [34] for a scale-invariant power
spectrum. If we set g = 1, corresponding to no bump
in potential, then Eq. (32) reduces to Eq. (27). Noting

that h < 0 and 0 < g < 1, one can check that fpk
NL > 0

for all allowed values of (h, g) as our theorem predicts.
Note that the above value of fNL was calculated in [34]
using the δN formalism to second order in perturbation
theory. However, in our approach based on consistency
condition, we only need to calculate the linear mode
function without the need to go to higher orders in
perturbation theory.

As a corollary, our theorem implies that in the setups
where the power spectrum experiences a suppression go-
ing through a minimum, then fNL < 0 at the minimum
as was observed in a specific setup in [35].

Conclusions. In this note we have shown that the non-
linear parameter fNL in single-field non-attractor mod-
els is always positive if calculated for the peak of the

enhanced power spectrum. This result implies the NG
always increases the PBH abundance. The sign of the
NG is fixed by the response of the short-scale power spec-
trum to the presence of a long mode. If PBHs need to be
form, the short-scale power spectrum needs to grow and
this set the sign of fpk

NL uniquely. This logic implies that
our no-go result does not hold in the case in which the
NG is generated after the inflationary phase, e.g. in the
presence of a spectator field. Indeed, one can generate
PBHs within a spiky model where the comoving curva-
ture power spectrum is enhanced at small scales through
a spectator isocurvature field [36]. This isocurvature per-
turbation will then subsequently decay into radiation per-
turbation and become a curvature mode after inflation.
In such a case the long mode cannot be reabsorbed by
a redefinition of the scale factor and therefore the sign
of the NG is not defined. As a consequence, fNL can be
negative in models with extra fields. We comment that
our conclusion about the sign of fpk

NL requires an implicit
assumption that the transition from the non-attractor
phase to the final attractor phase be sharp enough so the
mode function keeps its original sign. Physically, this is
the relevant case for PBHs formation since if the transi-
tion is not sharp enough, then the peak is not prominent
and PBHs may not form in the first place.
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