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Abstract: In recent years, the formation of primordial black holes (PBH) in the early
universe inflationary cosmology has garnered significant attention. One plausible scenario
for primordial black hole (PBH) formation arises during the preheating stage following
inflation. Notably, this scenario does not necessitate any ad-hoc fine-tuning of the scalar
field potential. This paper focuses on the growth of primordial density perturbation and
the consequent possibility of PBH formation in the preheating stage of the Starobinsky
model for inflation. The typical mechanism for PBH formation during preheating is based
on the collapse of primordial fluctuations that become super-horizon during inflation (type
I) and re-enter the particle horizon in the different phases of cosmic expansion. In this
work, we show that there exists a certain range of modes that remain in the sub-horizon
(not exited) during inflation (type II modes) but evolve identically to type I modes if they
fall into the instability band, leading to large density perturbation above the threshold and
can potentially also contribute to the PBH formation. We detail the conditions determining
the possible collapse of type I and/or type II modes whose wavelengths are larger than the
Jeans length we derive from the effective sound speed of scalar field fluctuations. Since the
preheating stage is an ’inflaton’ (approximately) matter-dominated phase, we follow the
framework of the critical collapse of fluctuations and compute the mass fraction using the
well-known Press-Schechter and the Khlopov-Polnarev formalisms, and compare the two.
Finally, we comment on the implications of our study for the investigations concerned with
primordial accretion and consequent PBH contribution to the dark matter.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBH) were first proposed in 1967 by Zeldovich and Novikov
[1] and, independently, by Hawking and Carr in a series of articles [2–4]. Soon after, the
possibility that PBH could account for at least a part of the Dark Matter (DM) became an
evident curiosity and possibility [5, 6]. Since PBH are supposed to form before nucleosyn-
thesis, they can be considered non-baryonic DM candidates and therefore do not interfere
with constraints on the baryonic abundance. Also, because of that, they can be formed
with any mass. Those with masses below ∼ 1015g have probably evaporated via Hawking
radiation [7] by now if we do not take into account the mere possibility of early clustering
and accretion of small mass PBH into the heavy ones. [8–11]. PBH with masses bigger
than ∼ 1015g are typically proposed as DM candidates, as generators of structure in the
universe [6, 12] or even as seeds for the formation of supermassive black holes in the center of
galactic nuclei [13, 14]. See [15, 16] for recent reviews on PBH. The PBH of small masses of
range 0.1g−109g, which can form from various mechanisms in the early Universe, might al-
ready evaporated by now (neglecting any primordial accretions). Specific processes of their
evaporation might also be partly responsible for the abundant particle production in the
early Universe, including the generation of matter-antimatter asymmetry observed in the
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Universe [17–20]. Any early evaporation of PBH can leave their imprints via gravitational
waves and it is also a possibility, motivated by several quantum gravity-based proposals,
that there could still exist stable PBH remnants contributing to the present dark matter
density [21–24]. The broader view is that PBH open new doors of investigations to probe
physics at high energy or fundamental scales via numerous astrophysical and gravitational
wave observations.

Since the inflationary phase constitutes the most important phase of the primordial
Universe [25–27], it is vital to understand if the PBH formation gets significant contribution
within the scope of inflationary cosmology. Since the latest observations from cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) from Planck data [28] strongly favor the single-field inflationary
scenario, it is adequate to restrict ourselves to the detailed study of primordial Universe with
a single-field setup. Based on the available Planck data, Starobinsky and Higgs inflationary
scenarios have become the favorite models as they fit so far, with the spectral index and
tensor-to-scalar ratio constraints. The success of Statobinsky inflation, in particular, has
gained a lot of attention because it is the first model of inflation in the modified gravity con-
text, which has emerged from the foundations of quantum gravity [25, 29]. After the release
of Planck data, Starobinsky-like models have become a basis for building UV-completions
around them because exponentially flat potentials happen to explain more naturally the
observation of near scale invariance of the CMB power spectra [29, 30]. To have PBH
formation, in the framework of single field inflation, the most explored scenario considers
abrupt power spectrum enhancements in the last 30-40 e-folds of the regular 50-60 e-folds of
initial expansion, which only happen if the inflationary potential contains several contrived
slopes [16, 31]. However, most of these studies are primarily based on phenomenological
considerations, since the theoretical motivation for specific shapes of the inflaton poten-
tial, which can accommodate PBH formation, is still elusive [32]. Another context in which
PBH have been extensively investigated is during the stage of reheating and later epochs of
radiation and matter-dominated phases [16, 33]. However, right after the end of inflation,
there exists a brief period of preheating, dominated by inflaton matter, a common feature in
almost every single field model of inflation. This phase has been recently explored and pro-
jected to give small-scale PBH formation [34–37]. The studies, as mentioned earlier, so far,
only consider the possible collapse of (type I) modes that are superhorizon during inflation.
Later, they can give rise to resonance instabilities during the preheating stage. The fate of
the modes that experience preheating instabilities, entering from the sub-horizon evolution
during inflation, is argued to be highly quantum mechanical. Thus, their contribution to
PBH formation is an open question. We call these modes type II modes, and our primary
aim here is to study all the fluctuations that can experience preheating instabilities, which
can potentially collapse and form PBH. The relevance of quantum-to-classical effects in
generating preheating instabilities and collapse dynamics is important to mention. In the
preheating stage, we may have a situation where classical modes can coexist with quantum
ones. Whether quantum modes can trigger instabilities and contribute to classical collapse
is a broader and non-trivial question. Without any indication that this can be the case,
one valid approach would be to ignore them. However, we choose not to do so to estimate
the impact of type II modes for several quantities related to PBH formation.
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We identify a subclass of type II modes that, for all purposes, behave exactly as
type I ones by growing and seeding instabilities during the preheating phase. To be more
precise, our focus is on all the modes that can become unstable and lead to the universal
growth of density perturbations. Therefore, one motivating idea of this investigation is to
revisit the preheating stage carefully and explore these type I and type II modes that evolve
identically during preheating despite their evolution history during inflation. We choose the
framework of Starobinsky inflation to study the preheating instabilities. Overall, the study
of preheating in association with PBH is significant because this phase precedes reheating,
radiation, and regular matter-dominated eras where PBH formations have been widely
investigated so far [38].

For an ideal matter-dominated universe, the effect of the pressure in stopping the
collapse is not as important as in the radiation-dominated case [39]. In the context of
inflationary preheating, understanding the effect of small non-zero pressure is crucial [40–
42]. This stems from the fact that non-negligible pressure results in the non-zero effective
sound speed for preheating density perturbations, which causes Jeans length to play a role
in collapse dynamics. Another factor that comes into play in this case is the presence of
non-spherical effects that would stop the collapse. Khlopov and Polnarev [43–46] pioneered
the study of PBH production in a matter-dominated universe in the 80’s in the context of
grand unification, which was later refined in [47, 48] where essentially it was found that
for a perturbation to collapse, it needs to be almost spherically symmetric, which indeed
restricts the probability of formation. In the literature, the PBH formation has often been
addressed in the contexts of perfect fluids with constant equation of state. The advantage
of fluid approximations with the constant equation of state w is that one can implement
a critical collapse framework to study the over-densities above a threshold value δc(w)

[16]. For example, in [49] an analytical expression for the threshold as a function of w is
found and it is supported by the numerical results in [50] for w ≪ 1. In the context of
inflationary preheating [51, 52] studied the production of PBH during an exact matter-
dominated phase of preheating after inflation, showing that a Tachyonic preheating could
enhance the production of PBH. However, the preheating phase is approximately matter-
dominated with an average equation of state ⟨w⟩ ≪ 1 due to oscillating inflaton.

In our investigation, we closely follow [37], where PBH during preheating instabilities
has been studied in the context of chaotic inflation. It is found that the formation of PBH
gets halted as preheating ends. That is when the inflaton field starts to decay into other
particles, producing more radiation. Moreover, since this collapse is not instantaneous,
when this collapse time is greater than the time available until the end of preheating, one
can obtain a lower bound for the density contrast. In this work, we use this criterion and
compute the scale-dependent threshold δc(k) to determine PBH masses from the critical
collapse framework. Furthermore, we work with scalar field dynamics during preheating
without perfect fluid approximations. Afterward, we evaluate the mass fraction for PBH
during the preheating stage of Starobinsky inflation using the Press-Schechter and Khlopov-
Polnarev methods.

The contents in this paper are organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we review the dynamics
of the inflaton field during inflation and the consequent generation of curvature and density
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perturbations. Sec. 3 describes the numerical procedure used to compute the background
and perturbations equations, exploring some range of comoving wavenumbers k meaningful
to the density perturbations amplification. The process of PBH formation is explained
in Sec. 4 where, for the Starobinsky potential, we present numerical estimations of the
PBH mass fraction and associated mass. Conclusions and outlook are presented in Sec. 5.
Appendix A shows the computation of the averaged equation of state for an oscillating
scalar field during preheating, respectively. Appendices B and C give details on how the
initial conditions for the field and the perturbations are computed.

Throughout the paper, we followed the metric signature (−+++) and reduced Planck
mass MPl =

1√
8πG

with units of ℏ = c = 1.

2 Inflation and preheating dynamics

Let us begin with the background dynamics. In flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) spacetime, the inflationary dynamics for the inflaton and the gravitational
are given by the field equations

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+
dV (ϕ)

dϕ
= 0 , (2.1)

H2 =
V (ϕ) +

ϕ̇2

2
3M2

Pl

Ḣ = − ϕ̇2

2
, (2.2)

Here, MPl is the reduced Planck mass and H = ȧ
a the Hubble parameter, with a the scale

factor of the universe and a dot meaning derivation with respect to cosmic time. The
inflaton potential, according to Starobinsky’s R+R2 theory, is

V (ϕ) = V0

(
1− e

−
√

2
3

ϕ
MPl

)2

, (2.3)

where V0 = 3
4M

2M2
Pl is related to the ’scalaron’ mass M ∼ 1.3 × 10−5MPl, in the Jordan

frame, and ϕ is also expressed in units of Planck mass, MPl. Potential (2.3) is depicted in
Fig. 1. The scalar (density) perturbations evolution is controlled by the so-called Mukhanov-
Sasaki variable vk, whose equations motion is given by [53, 54]

v′′k +

[
k2 − z′′

z

]
vk = 0 . (2.4)

In this expression, a prime denotes derivative with respect to conformal time η, defined as
dt = adη, z ≡

√
2ϵ aMPl, where ϵ ≡ − Ḣ

H2 is the first slow-roll parameter and the suffix k

denotes Fourier component. For practical reasons, working in cosmic time t will be more
efficient. Therefore, using the relation between cosmic and conformal time, Eq.(2.4) is now
given by:

v̈k +Hv̇k +

[
k2

a2
+

d2V

dϕ2
− 2H2 +

2ϕ̇

HM2
Pl

dV

dϕ
+

7ϕ̇2

2M2
Pl

− ϕ̇4

2H2M4
Pl

]
vk = 0, (2.5)
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Figure 1: Plot of the potential (2.3), with V0 = 1.14× 10−10. This is normalized to match the amplitude
of the power spectrum at the pivot scale, Pζ(kpivot) = 2.2 × 10−9 [28], where kpivot is given by kpivot =

0.05Mpc−1 = 1.33× 10−58MPl.

which is known as the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation. The reason behind this change is that
all the terms in this equation remain non-singular after the end of inflation, when ϕ, ϕ̇ and
ϵ periodically vanish as the field oscillates around the bottom of the potential. Once we
have solved for vk, the Fourier component of the comoving curvature perturbation Rk is
related to the Mukhanov variable by

Rk =
1

M2
Pl

vk

a
√
2ϵ

. (2.6)

This is a very useful quantity since it allows us to compute the dimensionless power spectrum
of curvature perturbations as

PR(k) =
k3

2π2
|Rk|2. (2.7)

Let us see now how to compute the fractional energy density perturbations or density
contrast, δk = δρk/ρ, where δρk is the Fourier component of the density perturbation and
ρ = 3H2M2

Pl is the background energy density. To do so, we will start with the perturbed
Einstein equations in cosmic time [54]:

3H(Ψ̇ +HΦ) +
k2

a2

[
Ψ+H(a2Ė − aB)

]
= − δρ

2M2
Pl

, (2.8a)

Ψ̇ +HΦ = − δq

2M2
Pl

(2.8b)

Ψ̈ + 3HΨ̇ +HΦ̇ + (3H2 + 2Ḣ)Φ =
1

2M2
Pl

(
δp− 2

3
k2δΣ

)
, (2.8c)

(∂t+ 3H)(Ė −B/a) +
Ψ− Φ

a2
=

δΣ

M2
Pl

, (2.8d)

where δq is the momentum density, δp is the pressure perturbation, δΣ is the anisotropic
stress and Ψ, Φ, E and B are the scalar metric perturbations, defined as

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + 2aB,idx
idt+ a2

[
(1− 2Ψ)δij + 2E,ijdx

idxj
]
. (2.9)
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Figure 2: a) The equation of state obtained numerically from (2.12) b) The effective equation of state
(A.9) as a function of e-folds.

The comoving curvature perturbation is related to those quantities as [54]

R = Φ− H

ρ+ p
δq. (2.10)

Using the perturbed Einstein equations, concretely the momentum constraint, which cor-
responds to (2.8b), we obtain the following relation between the metric potentials Φ and Ψ

and the comoving curvature perturbation

R =
2

3

H−1Ψ̇ + Φ

1 + w
+Ψ, (2.11)

where w is the equation of state, defined as

w =
p

ρ
=

ϕ̇2

2 − V (ϕ)

ϕ̇2

2 + V (ϕ)
. (2.12)

Fig. 2a shows the equation of state for the Starobinsky model. During inflation, it reaches
a constant value of w = −1. However, during preheating, it oscillates around zero, and one
needs to define an effective equation of state. In Appendix. A, we show the computation
procedure of the effective equation of state (see Eqn. (A.9)), which is plotted in Fig. 2b.
This shows that preheating is nearly a matter-dominated stage due to the smallness of the
effective equation of state. From now on, we will work in the Newtonian gauge to take
E = B = 0. Moreover, since we are dealing with a scalar field, the anisotropic stress
vanishes and, therefore, (2.8d) implies that Φ = Ψ. Using this into (2.11) we have

Rk =
2

3

H−1Φ̇k +Φk

1 + w
+Φk. (2.13)

If we now take (2.8a) and divide it by 3H2 we obtain

δk = −2

3

(
k2

a2H2
+ 3

)
Φk − 2

Φ̇k

H
, (2.14)
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where, again, the Fourier component has been considered. In this expression we express
the density perturbation δk in terms of the perturbation Φk, which is obtained by solving
the differential equation (2.13), where Rk is given by (2.6) and (2.5).

Equation (2.13) can be solved numerically, which requires some suitable initial condi-
tions for Φk. These are obtained by considering the behavior of the curvature perturbation
Rk in two different regimes of k. The first one (type I modes) is defined by the modes
that exited the horizon during inflation (and, therefore, enter the particle horizon during
preheating). The second (type II modes) involves wavenumbers that have never exited the
horizon but become relevant as type I when they enter the particle horizon during preheat-
ing. For the former ones, we can define the last scale to enter the Hubble radius during
preheating, kmin, which, using the Hubble radius crossing condition, can be computed as

kmin = a(trh)H(trh), (2.15)

where trh is the time at which preheating ends. Since the preheating duration depends
on the inflaton coupling to matter fields and its decay process, we will consider various
arbitrary periods of preheating. Numerically, this means to choose a sufficiently small kmin

such that it never crosses the horizon during preheating, and thus we can study all modes
that enter the horizon during this phase. Also, the last scale to exit the horizon during
inflation, kend, is defined as

kend = a(tend)H(tend), (2.16)

where tend is the time at which inflation ends which we consider to be at N = 60 and
same followed throughout the rest of the paper. These type I modes belong to the interval
k ∈ [kmin, kend]. Type II modes are those wavenumbers bigger than type I and never exit the
horizon during inflation. These modes are not considered in the literature because of their
sub-horizon (quantum-mechanical) evolution during inflation. Since they never leave the
horizon during inflation, it is usually considered that those modes are still in the quantum
regime. Our investigation reveals that despite their history, a subclass of type II modes
during preheating gets amplified like type I. The collapse of type I modes is considered
as they enter the particle horizon and fall into the instability band during preheating.
Meanwhile, the subclass of type II modes never exits the horizon during inflation but
can still fall into the instability band and get amplified. Therefore, both type I and II
modes are on equal footing (in the instability band). Thus, we find both types I and II
equally contribute to the PBH formation, as explained in the later part of the section. For
illustration, in Fig. 3, we have plotted the evolution of the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable vk
and the density contrast δk for a type I and a type II mode, both real and imaginary parts.
We assumed the standard Bunch-Davies initial conditions described in Appendix C. The
question of the quantum aspects of these modes that could potentially collapse remains, we
nonetheless explore all the modes classically in this work leaving the quantum treatment
for future investigations.

Now, for the type II modes, we fix an upper limit kmax (based on our numerical
evaluation of density perturbations for the Starobinsky model), given by

kmax = 10−30MPl, (2.17)
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Figure 3: a) Time evolution of the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable for a type I mode (k ≃ 0.7kend). Vertical
gray lines mark the points where the mode exits the horizon during inflation (left one) and where it reenters
back (right one). b) The same but for a type II mode (k = 1.35kend). Vertical gray line marks, in this case,
the point where the mode enters the resonance band, and thus, it starts to amplify. c) Time evolution of
the density contrast for the same type I mode. d) Time evolution of the density contrast for the same type
II mode.

where the density perturbations typically reach the non-perturbative regime, at least for the
Starobinsky model, see Fig. 9. These type II modes belong to the interval k ∈ [kend, kmax].
In Fig. 4, all these scales are represented for different periods of the preheating stage, as
well as the Hubble radius H−1. Bear in mind that H−1 is a physical scale (in contrast to
the conformal scale (aH)−1) and, therefore, when plotted together with the scales k, those
scales must be physical too. We define physical scales as

kphys =
kcom

a
, (2.18)

where kcom is the comoving wavenumber, whose values for the scales of interest are given
by Eqns. (2.15)-(2.16). Now, before solving (2.13) it is worth mentioning the effect of
parametric resonance. This will help us to have a better picture of how the curvature per-
turbations behave during preheating. Since, during this phase, the inflaton field oscillates
around the bottom of the potential (2.3), one can approximate it by a quadratic one, that
is, V ∼ M2

2 ϕ2. Doing so makes it possible to rewrite the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (2.5)
as a Mathieu-like equation of the type.

d2ṽk
dz2

+ [Ak − 2q(z) cos (2z)] ṽk = 0, (2.19)
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Figure 4: Physical scales of interest (see (2.18)) for the Starobinsky model as well as the physical Hubble
radius H−1 as a function of the number of e-folds from the beginning of inflation. The small oscillations
in H−1 after N = 60 are part of the solution, not an artifact. The number inside the parenthesis in kmin

indicates the number of e-folds at which they re-enter the horizon. The Blue shaded area corresponds to
the type I modes, whereas the orange shaded area corresponds to the type II modes.

.

where ṽk = a1/2vk is the re-scaled Mukhanov-Sasaki variable, z = Mt + π/4 and the
parameters Ak and q depend on the background solution [36, 37]. Now, since q ≪ 1 we are
in the narrow resonance regime, and the first resonance band (RB) is given by the condition
1− q < Ak < 1 + q, which corresponds to

0 <
k

a
<

√
3HM

Mϕend√
6HendMPl

. (2.20)

If we now consider physical scales (in length units) and the fact that the mode has to be
inside the horizon so that causality applies, we have that for a mode to be in the RB means
the following

1

H
>

a

k
>

1√
3HM

√
6HendMPl

Mϕend
≃ 1√

3HM
. (2.21)

The important thing here is the fact that for the modes satisfying (2.21), the re-scaled
Mukhanov-Sasaki variable grows as ṽk ≃ e

∫
µ(z)dz ≃ a3/2, where µ(t) ∼ q(z)

2 is the so-called
Floquet exponent. All this is equivalent to vk ≃ a. This implies a constant curvature per-
turbation by the definition of (2.13). That is: modes satisfying (2.21) (inside the resonance
band) have a constant curvature perturbation. Fig. 6 confirms numerically this fact. We
depict the resonance band in Fig. 6a with some examples of physical scales. In Fig. 6b,
we depict the curvature perturbation associated with those physical scales as a function
of the number of e-folds. For the type I mode labeled as k1, the curvature perturbation
decays during inflation until it exits the horizon and gets fixed to a constant value even
after entering the horizon (or, equivalently, entering the RB). We also observe the curva-
ture perturbation for type II modes k2 and k3, which enter the resonance band at different
times. The mode k2 decays until the end of inflation, and as it enters the resonance band

– 9 –



Quadratic approximation

Numerical

10-36 10-35 10-34 10-33 10-32 10-31 10-30
10-8

10-7

10-6

10-5

10-4

k(MPl)

R
k

Figure 5: Comparison between the quadratic approximation V ∼ M2

2
ϕ2 using Floquet theory and the

numerical solution of the full Starobinsky potential (2.3) when computing the curvature perturbations.
Evaluation is made at N = 65, which is 5 e-folds after the end of inflation at N = 60. Although the modes
that get excited are the same, the Floquet exponents are not.

at this point, it evolves towards constant value. On the other hand, the mode k3 decays
until approximately N = 62, then it enters the RB and eventually approaches a constant
value. It is important to mention that approximating the potential (2.3) by a parabola
reflects the true behavior of the Starobinsky model for prolonged preheating stages. How-
ever, during the first moments of preheating, the Starobinsky potential differs from the
quadratic one (see Fig. 17 for high values of ϕ). Besides, we can notice that the expression
for the resonance band (2.21) accurately reflects the modes that become unstable. To bet-
ter understand the importance of not considering the Starobinsky potential as a parabola,
we have followed the steps of [36, 37]. We have computed the Floquet exponents for the
quadratic potential V ∼ M2

2 ϕ2, with M being the scalaron mass of the Starobinsky model1.
Using these exponents, one can compute the curvature perturbation Rk. The results are
displayed in Fig. 5, where we show the comparison between the computation of the curva-
ture perturbation using the parabola approximation for the potential together with Floquet
theory vs. the numerical computation using the full expression (2.3). Evaluation is made at
N = 65, and one can notice that the approximation does not seem to reproduce the numer-
ical results accurately. This is mainly because, during the early stages of preheating, the
Floquet exponents for the quadratic approximation are higher than those computed using
the full potential. We, therefore, remark on the importance of considering the higher order
terms than the quadratic in this computation2. For a detailed computation of Floquet’s
exponents, including higher order terms than the quadratic one, see [57]. For more details
about the computation of perturbation, see the following sections. Now that we have
specified the two ranges of k and understood the behavior of the curvature perturbation

1Notedly the mass of the inflaton in the quadratic inflation is 10 times smaller than the scalaron of
Starobinsky model [55]. Due to this, we see few differences in our results of resultant PBH masses compared
to those obtained in [36, 37] in the context of chaotic inflation.

2Worth to note here that the quadratic potential approximation becomes even more inaccurate for a
more general class of potentials like α− attractors [56, 57] .
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Figure 6: a) Resonance band (red shaded area) (2.21) as well as some examples of physical scales during
the end of inflation and the beginning of preheating. b) Curvature perturbation for the physical scales
selected. The vertical purple dashed line marks the end of inflation. The ϵ parameter is set to ϵ = 3/2 for
visual purposes due to its high oscillating behavior.

during preheating, we can solve (2.13) analytically. For type I, since the modes exit the
horizon during inflation, the curvature perturbation becomes and remains nearly constant
even when the mode re-enters the particle horizon during preheating since it enters the RB,
see Fig. 6. We can thus fix the value of Rk to Rhc

k ∼ Rend
k , the magnitude it had when it

crossed the Hubble scale (hc stands for Hubble crossing). Therefore, (2.13) can be solved
analytically to give

|Φk| =
3

5
|Rend

k |+ C1(k)
(aend

a

)5/2
, (2.22)

where C1(k) is a constant of integration. Ignoring the decaying mode, we see that the
perturbation Φk also remains constant during preheating in this interval. To obtain (2.22),
we have considered that H ∼ 2

3t and that weff ∼ 0 during preheating, where the angular
brackets mean averaging over one period of oscillation. See Appendix A and Fig. 2 for a
discussion of how the averaged equation of state is computed. Regarding the derivative
of Φk, by direct inspection of Eqn. (2.13) one can deduce that |H−1Φ̇k| ≪ |Φk|, so that
|Φk| = 3

5 |R
end
k | applies. Using this into (2.14) (ignoring the decaying term), we have that

the density perturbation during preheating and for the type I modes is given by

|δIk| ∼
2

5

(
k2

a2H2
+ 3

)
|Rend

k |. (2.23)

If the mode is super-Hubble, the term k2/a2H2 is negligible, and the density perturbation
is constant. However, once the mode enters the particle horizon during preheating, this
term grows as

k2

a2H2
∼
(

k

kend

)2( a

aend

)
, (2.24)

which implies the growth of density perturbation as δk ∼ a [37]. This increase will depend
on both the value of k with respect to kend and a with respect to aend. For example, if
the mode enters the particle horizon at the beginning of preheating, then k ∼ kend, and
therefore the increase will be maximum. However, if the mode enters the particle horizon by
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the end of preheating k ≪ kend, then the increase will be minimal. Therefore, what one can
say here is that among the type I modes, those that enter the particle horizon k ≈ kend are
likely to create overdense regions that can potentially collapse and form PBH. We can call
these type I modes those that experience instability and are the modes partly studied earlier
[36]. Not all overdensities in the preheating stage can collapse contrary to the assumptions
made earlier [36]. We shall discuss later in detail that the threshold energy density and
Jeans instability criterion plays a crucial role in pinning down the modes likely to collapse.
These considerations suggest we revisit the previous estimates of PBH formation during
the preheating instabilities [36].

Let us now study type II modes. In this case, the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable is still
approximately given by the vacuum solution during inflation (see Appendix C or equation
(3.5)). Suppose the modes enter into the resonance band during preheating. In that case,
the curvature perturbation remains constant (see [36, 37] for details), and we retrieve so-
lutions (2.22) and (2.23) again. This would be the case of mode k2 in Fig. 6, the mode k3
after N ∼ 62 or, in general, any type II mode that falls into the RB. That is, the density
perturbation grows as

|δIIk | ∼ 2

5

(
k2

a2H2
+ 3

)
|Rend

k |. (2.25)

The modes that are of interest to us are the type I and type II modes that fall into the RB

δIIk ∼ δIk ∼ a. (2.26)

Type II modes outside the RB3 are unimportant as their possible collapse is halted by Jeans
criterion.

3The curvature perturbation (2.6) decays as ∼ a−1 if the mode is outside the RB (see Fig. 6 for mode
k3 before N ∼ 62). This means it can be expressed as

|Rk| ∼
(aend

a

)
|Rend

k |. (2.27)

Using (2.27) into (2.13) and solving for Φk we obtain

|Φk| ∼
(aend

a

)
|Rend

k |+ C2(k)

(
3H

2

)5/2

, (2.28)

where again C2(k) is a constant of integration. Now, by looking at Eqn. (2.13) we see that H−1Φ̇k+Φk ≃ 0,
which implies Rk ≃ Φk (Eqn. (2.28)). Using this into (2.14) and ignoring the term decaying as ∼ H5/2, the
density perturbation in this interval and for the modes whose curvature perturbation decays as a−1 (that
is, modes outside the RB) is approximately given by

|δIIk | ∼ 2

3

k2

a2H2

(aend

a

)
|Rend

k | ∼ 2

3

(
k

kend

)2

|Rend
k |, (2.29)

In the last step, we have used (2.24). Equation (2.29) tells us that the density perturbations corresponding
to the type II modes outside the RB remain constant. It is fixed by the value of curvature perturbation at
the end of inflation and the quantity (k/kend)

2. For k ≫ kend, the value of δk can be so much larger that we
require to go beyond the linear regime. We then exclude these values of δk, as stated before. Furthermore,
in the later sections we show that the modes with very small wavelengths (high k) fall shorter than the
Jeans length and eventually unimportant for collapse dynamics.
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Now that we know the relation between Rk and δk we can use (2.23) and (2.25) to
obtain the density perturbations. This is done by numerically solving for Rk, shown in the
next section.

3 Numerical approach

In this section, we present the numerical procedure for dealing with the background
and, subsequently, with perturbations equations. Initial conditions and their justification
can be found in Appendices B and C.

3.1 Background

First, the background equations have to be solved. Usually, one substitutes (2.2) into
(2.1) so that there is just one second-order ordinary differential equation at the end. This
kind of equation needs two initial conditions to be completely solved, one for ϕ and one for
ϕ̇. We will derive the initial conditions from the slow-roll approximation. For the quadratic
model, the expressions are given by

ϕ ≃ 2
√

NinfMPl ,
dϕ

dN
≃ − MPl√

Ninf
, ϵ ≃ 1

2Ninf
, (3.1)

where Ninf stands for the total number of e-foldings of the scale factor during inflation.
To translate derivatives with respect to N to time derivatives, we can use the relation4:
dN = d ln a = Hdt. We will choose Ninf = 60, as it is usually done. For the Starobinsky
model with potential given by (2.3) instead, we have the following expressions

e

√
2
3

ϕ
MPl ≃ 4Ninf

3
,

dϕ

dN
≃ −

√
2

3

MPl

Ninf
, ϵ ≃ 3

4N2
inf

. (3.2)

See Appendix B for a complete derivation of these expressions. We can now use Eqns.(3.1)
and (3.2) as initial conditions for the background equations (2.2) and (2.1). Even though
our computations are made in cosmic time, it is more intuitive to make the plots with
respect to the number of e-folds. Therefore, we use the following relation

N(t) = ln
a(t)

a0
, (3.3)

where a0 is the scale factor at the beginning of inflation. This is evaluated by using the
Hubble-cross condition at the pivot scale (kpivot = 0.05Mpc−1 = 1.33× 10−58MPl), that is:

a0 =
kpivot

H(t0)
, (3.4)

4This means that we need to multiply by H when translating from N time to t time. The Hubble
rate H has to be evaluated also at N = Ninf (or equivalently at t = ti), which can be obtained from the
normalization of the power spectrum at the pivot scale

Pζ(kpivot) ≃ 2.2× 10−9 ≃ H2

8π2M2
Plϵ(Ninf)
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Figure 7: Comparison between quadratic and Starobinsky model during preheating.

Where t0 is the time corresponding to 60 e-folds before the end of inflation. Notice that we
should not confuse t0 with the initial time ti5, considered in our computations. If this cosmic
time is expressed in Planck mass units, it is enough to take ti = 105M−1

Pl to be accurate, but
numerically there is no difference so that we can take ti = 1M−1

Pl as initial computational
time. The scale factor a(t) can be obtained by solving Friedmann equation (2.2) with an
arbitrary initial condition. After that, it is just a matter of defining a rescaling using (3.4)
at t0. Fig. 7 shows for comparison both quadratic and Starobinsky models during the end
of inflation and preheating, showing that in the latter case, the field decays faster than for
the former one.

3.2 Perturbations

As previously explained, we study perturbations by using the Mukhanov-Sasaki equa-
tion written in cosmic time (2.5). Following [58], it is better (for numerical purposes) to
solve this equation separately for the real and imaginary parts of the Mukhanov variable.
This means we must specify real and imaginary initial conditions when solving Eqn.(2.5).
For the scalar perturbations case, a common choice of initial conditions is given by the
Bunch-Davis vacuum, which amounts to

lim
k/(aH)→+∞

vk(η) =
1√
2k

e−ikη , (3.5)

when the mode is deep inside the Hubble radius (k ≫ aH). Since we are working in cosmic
time, these initial conditions must also be changed. The result is:

Re [vk(ti)] =
1√
2k

, Re [v̇k(ti)] = 0, Im [vk(ti)] = 0, Im [v̇k(ti)] = −1

a

√
k

2
,

(3.6)
5The times ti and t0 do not necessarily need to coincide. Imposing initial conditions from the slow-roll

approximation gives an approximate (but somewhat accurate) estimation of the initial conditions for the
field and seldom produces exactly 60 e-folds of inflation. This means that imposing initial conditions at ti
can give more or less than 60 e-folds, but then we normalize the scale factor at t0 so that from t0 to the
end of inflation, we have exactly 60 e-folds.
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Figure 8: Averaged values of curvature perturbation as a function of the comoving wavenumber k evaluated
from N = 60 (darker blue) to N = 65 (lighter blue) and normalized using the factor k3/2. The vertical grey
line at kend separates the type I from the type II modes. This plot is entirely evaluated numerically.

Where ti is the initial computational cosmic time. See Appendix C for a complete derivation
of these formulae and initial time ti. Using (3.6) as initial conditions for (2.5) allows us to
solve for the Mukhanov variable vk and then for the curvature perturbation Rk, defined
in (2.6). Fig. 8 shows the evolution of the comoving curvature perturbation for the two
types of modes. In figures 8 and 9, time grows from the curve marked as N = 60 to the
curve N = 65. Also, all quantities represented in the figures are averaged and normalized
with the factor k3/2 [53]. We can observe in Fig. 8 how, for type I modes, the curvature
perturbation is constant (the curves are superposed). This happens because those modes
have exited the horizon during inflation. Therefore, the value of the curvature perturbation
is frozen, thus remaining nearly constant even after they enter the particle horizon during
the preheating stage (since when they enter the particle horizon, they also enter the RB)(See
(2.22)). Furthermore, for type II modes, the curvature perturbation decays as a−1 (2.27)
(but as they enter the RB, they become a constant value). Once we have Rk computed,
we can obtain the density perturbations using (2.23) and (2.25). Results are displayed in
Fig. 9.

We observe that δk grows proportionately with the scale factor for type I modes as
they enter the particle horizon, which agrees with (2.23) (see also (2.24)). As discussed
before, the smaller k, the less time the mode will spend inside the horizon. Therefore, its
amplification will be minimum, in contrast to the modes whose k is close to the last scale to
exit the horizon, kend (vertical grey line in Fig. 9). Those modes are sub-Hubble for more
time, so their amplification will last longer. For type II modes, the smaller wave numbers
also get amplified since the curvature perturbation is almost constant, as they are inside
the resonance band during preheating. However, as k increases, they remain approximately
constant in time (since they are outside the resonance band), which agrees with (2.25).
Fig. 10 shows the behavior of Rk, Φk and δk for two particular modes: A type I mode with
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Figure 9: Averaged values of density perturbations δk as a function of the comoving wavenumber k

evaluated from N = 60 (darker blue) to N = 70 (lighter blue). The vertical grey line at kend separates the
type I from the type II modes. This plot is made numerically up to N = 65. Then, since at this point the
potential (2.3) is well approximated by a quadratic one, we have used the parametric instability described
in [36] to extrapolate the evolution of the density perturbations by using the definition of resonance band.
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Figure 10: a) Evolution of Rk, Φk and δk during the end of inflation and preheating for a type I mode
with comoving wavenumber kI = 3× 10−33MPl. b) Evolution of Rk, Φk and δk during the end of inflation
and preheating for a type II with comoving wavenumber kII = 10−31MPl.

wavenumber kI = 3× 10−33MPl, and a type II mode with kII = 10−31MPl. For the former
one (Fig. 10a), we see that both the curvature perturbation Rk and the perturbation Φk

remain constant in contrast to δk, which grows as ∼ a−1. On the other hand, for the type
II mode (Fig. 10b), both R and Φk decays as ∼ a while the density perturbation δk remains
almost constant.

4 Numerical characterization of PBH formation

In this section, we give an account of PBH formation in the Starobinsky model,
employing numerical calculations. First, we discuss the Press-Schechter (PS) formalism
[59] and, subsequently, compute the mass fraction. We evaluate the threshold values of
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density fluctuations for each scale using the method proposed in [36] i.e., whether the time
the mode spends in the instability band is larger the the time needed to collapse and form
PBH. Then, for comparison, we compute the mass fraction using the Khlopov-Polnarev
(KP) [43–45, 47, 60] formalism. Finally, we compute the PBH masses using the critical
scaling method [50, 61–65] for both formalisms.

4.1 Press-Schechter formalism

Typically, to compute the fraction of collapsed objects into PBH, one uses the mass
fraction βk, which finds a precise definition in the Press-Schechter (PS) formalism [59].
Under this formalism, we assume a Gaussian statistics P for the density perturbations,
P (δ), where the variance is typically given by the power spectrum of density perturbations,
σ2(k) ≃ Pδ(k). Then, the PBH mass fraction is expressed as [49, 59]

βk =
dΩPBH(k)

d lnM
= 2

∫ δmax

δc

P (δ)dδ ≃ erfc

[
δc√

2Pδ(k)

]
− erfc

[
δmax√
2Pδ(k)

]
, (4.1)

where erfc is the complementary error function and δmax is the maximum value for the
density perturbation. We will take δmax = 1 to avoid the formation of PBH in the non-
perturbative regime, where Pδ ≫ 1 [66]. Therefore the enhanced perturbation modes will
not contribute to increasing the mass fraction as we go to high values of k. The power
spectrum for the density perturbations, Pδ(k), is defined as

Pδ(k) =
k3

2π2
|δk|2, (4.2)

We evaluate the above quantity at the end of preheating for each mode. As previously said,
we will explore different preheating spans. The factor of 2 in the last equality comes from
the Press-Schechter theory.

Regarding the threshold values, as stated in the introduction, from the original anal-
ysis by Carr [4] (see also [40, 67–69]), one can obtain an estimation given by δc ≃ w, which
is based on Jeans instability argument. The general idea is that the size of the over-density
(considered as half the physical wavelength of the perturbation) at maximum expansion
time must be more significant than the Jeans length, RJ , but also smaller than the particle
horizon, RH = H−1 so that causality is preserved. There have been later refinements of this
estimation, such as the one in [49], where the authors obtained an analytical formula for
the threshold as a function of w. In [70] where the effect of the full shape of the compaction
function during the collapse is considered. However, all this is valid just for a perfect fluid
formulation. Since our context is a scalar field, we will use the formulation given in [36],
based on time assumptions, to estimate the threshold. In a nutshell, the time a perturbation
δk needs to collapse into a PBH is given by

∆tcoll =
π

H[tbc(k)]δ
3/2
k [tbc(k)]

, (4.3)

where tbc(k) is the time at which each mode (type I or II) enters the instability band.
Now, requiring that this time is equal to the time the mode is inside the instability band,

– 17 –



∆tin = tr − tbc(k), where tr is the end of preheating, one can obtain an estimation for the
threshold, the minimum value of δk that can produce a PBH.

We are interested mainly in scales inside the horizon (k > aH) during the preheating
phase. Since the effect of pressure is negligible, we can perform Newtonian perturbation
theory, and the density contrast obeys the following differential equation [71–73]

δ̈k + 2Hδ̇k +

(
c2sk

2
p −

ρ

2M2
Pl

)
δk = 0. (4.4)

Here, c2s is the (effective) speed of sound, and kp = k/a is the physical wavenumber. This
last is related to a physical wavelength by λp = 2π/kp. For a perfect fluid we have c2s = w

since w is constant [74, 75]. However, for a scalar field (Appendix A), the equation of state
w is not constant in general. Therefore, the computation of the speed of sound is no longer
trivial and must be done carefully. Following [42] (see also [41]), the (effective) speed of
sound for a general single-field case is

c2s =
⟨δp⟩
⟨δρ⟩

=
⟨k2
a2
ϕ− V ′(ϕ) + V ′′(ϕ)ϕ⟩

⟨k2
a2
ϕ+ 3V ′(ϕ) + V ′′(ϕ)ϕ⟩

. (4.5)

To obtain a simple expression for c2s, we will expand the Starobinsy potential around ϕ = 0

and up to fourth order, as done in Appendix A. Then, we average the field using (A.7) and
finally arrive at the expression

c2s =
k2

4M2a2
+ λ

4M2 ⟨ϕ2
0⟩

k2

4M2a2
+ 1 + 3λ

8M2 ⟨ϕ2
0⟩
, (4.6)

we can see that in the limit of high k, the speed of sound reaches c2s = 1. In Fig. 11,
we depict the speed of sound as a function of N for different values of k. In (4.4) we see
that for a physical wavelength greater that λp > λJ =

√
8πcs√
ρ the perturbations will grow by

gravitational collapse and perturbations with λp < λJ will develop acoustic oscillations [76].

k = kmin

k = kend

k = 5kend

k = kmax
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Figure 11: The speed of sound as a function of N for different k.
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Figure 12: Time evolution of Jeans length for two modes (left panel corresponds to a type I mode while
the right panel corresponds to a type II mode.

We consider Jeans length as half of the physical wavelength above which perturbations can
collapse, i.e., RJ = λJ

2 , Using eqn. (4.6) we find the following expression for Jeans length

RJ =

(
2

3

k2

4M2a2
+ λ

4M2 ⟨ϕ2
0⟩

k2

4M2a2
+ 1 + 3λ

8M2 ⟨ϕ2
0⟩

)1/2

πRH , (4.7)

where we have used ρ = 3H2M2
Pl and λ is given in (A.3). Using this, we have that

perturbations collapse if the following is satisfied

RJ <
λp

2
< RH =⇒ RJ

π
<

a

k
< RH . (4.8)

This condition means the only modes that can potentially collapse are those with physical
wavelengths two times larger than the Jeans length, and this is what is called Jeans insta-
bility. This gives us a lower bound on the wavenumbers we must consider, which might
collapse during the preheating. In Fig. 12, we show the evolution of RJ/π as a function of
the number of e-folds for two different wavenumbers k in the Starobinsky inflationary sce-
nario. We observe that for modes with small k, Jeans length is unimportant since it is too
small for them, and thus, as soon as they enter the horizon, they can potentially collapse.
However, as we increase k, we see that it takes some time for the mode to grow and be
able to collapse. We can notice from Fig. 12 that the Jeans length grows at a smaller rate
than H−1. This makes some type II modes take some time before they grow enough and
can collapse (see Fig. 12), which provides a physical mechanism to separate the non-linear
regime induced by the smallest scales (high k) from our considerations.

Using the PS formalism from (4.1) we have computed in Fig. 13 the mass fraction
of collapsed objects. We have taken the threshold defined through time constraints using
(4.3), and only modes that satisfy (4.8) have been selected. Evaluation is made at different
numbers of e-folds, from N = 71 to N = 73. As can be seen, as we increase the duration of
preheating, the mass fraction increases since the modes have more time to collapse. Vertical
dashed lines correspond to the smallest scale able to collapse for each duration of preheating
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Figure 13: Mass fraction of collapsed objects for different durations of preheating, computed using PS
formalism. The threshold is obtained through time constraints with (4.3), and only modes that satisfy (4.8)
have been selected. Vertical dashed lines correspond to the smallest scale able to collapse at each evaluation
step (with the same color code), computed using Jeans length argument.

and are computed using Jeans length argument. The vertical gray line marks the last scale
to exit the horizon during inflation, kend. We see that for k < kend, we recover the results of
[36]. However, in our case, a shorter preheating is enough to obtain a similar mass fraction
because of the contribution from type II modes.

4.2 Khlopov-Polnarev formula

Khlopov and Polnarev pioneered the study of PBH formation in a matter-dominated
era [43–45], where the effect of non-sphericity in the gravitational collapse plays a crucial
role. They found that the fraction of collapsed objects could be expressed approximately as
βk ≃ 0.02σ5(k) for σ(k) ≪ 1. This was refined by considering that if σ(k) has a high value,
the rise of density produces a pressure gradient that could prevent PBH formation. This
added a factor of σ3/2(k) and therefore the mass fraction is now given by β ≃ 0.02σ13/2(k).
Later on [47] refined this criterion, obtaining the following semi-analytic formula

βk(σ < 0.01) ≃ 0.05556σ5(k), (4.9)

where the effect of the increasing pressure gradient is not considered since it heavily relies
on the matter model. This formula (4.9) agrees with numerical simulations. However, for
0.01 < σ(k) < O(1), the numerical production rate seems to be higher than this power-law
formula (see Fig.1 of [47]) and thus (4.9) must be replaced by [60]

βk(σ > 0.01) ≃ 1

2

[
1− Erf

(
0.11√
2σ(k)

)]
. (4.10)

Therefore, we use (4.9) and (4.10) to compute the mass fraction for the values of σ(k) ≶ 0.01

and σ(k) < 1, respectively. The estimates are depicted in Fig. 14, where we plot the
estimates from KP formalism using both approaches (4.9) (continuous) and (4.10) (dahsed).
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Figure 14: KP formalism evaluated for different lengths of preheating. Vertical dotted-dashed lines
correspond to the comoving Hubble radius (left) and smallest scale able to collapse (right), computed using
Jeans length argument. The color code is the same as for the time steps.

We can notice in Fig. 14 that the KP formalism is very sensitive to the preheating number
of e-folds. The mass fraction drastically increases as we increase the number of e-folds
during the preheating. It is worth noting that the KP formula only applies to the exact
matter-dominated era, and the preheating cannot be strictly taken as that. However, given
the smallness of the effective equation of state during preheating (see Appendix A), we get
estimates subjected to negligible effects of non-zero pressure, providing reasonable bounds
of PBH formation using the KP formalism. We can see in Fig. 15 that for lower values
of σ(k) the KP formula (4.9) (blue) gives a higher estimate than the PS formalism (4.1)
(orange continuous). However, as σ(k) increases, this last has a higher estimate for the
PBH abundance, unless the expression for high σ(k), eqn. (4.10) is used (orange dashed).

4.3 PBH associated mass

Let us turn to determining the mass associated with these PBH. For δk ≥ δc, and
δk ≃ δc, the PBH mass follows a scaling relation with δk given by

MPBH(k) = MHκ(δk − δc)
γ , (4.11)

where κ, γ are constants (γ being dependent on the equation of state parameter w), and
MH is the horizon mass at the time of PBH formation, which is given by

MH =
4π

3
ρH−3 ≃ 4π

3
ρenda

3
end

(
1

aH

)3

. (4.12)

We have used the fact that the energy density, during matter-domination, decays as

ρ ≃ ρend

(
a

aend

)−3

. (4.13)
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Figure 15: Comparison between Press-Schechter formalism (blue) and Khlopov-Polnarev for small σ(k)
(orange continuous) and for high σ(k) (orange dashed). The vertical grey line is at kend, marking the
limit between type I and II modes. The vertical grey dashed line is at the smallest scale and can collapse,
following Jeans length argument.

References [50, 61–65] present a vast account of numerical studies where (4.11) was derived.
Parameter κ ranges from κ ≃ 2.4 to κ ≃ 12 [62]. We will consider κ = 4 to estimate the
mass. Regarding the exponent γ, the scenario where w = 0 corresponds to a singular
point, in the sense stated in [61]. However, in the present case, γ seems to approach a non-
vanishing value when w → 0. This situation was first analyzed in [65], where a γ = 0.1057

was obtained. We will use this value in our numerical evaluation of the PBH-associated
mass, accounting the smallness of our effective equation of state weff (see App. A).

In Fig. 16, we represent the mass fraction as a function of the PBH mass, which is
obtained using (4.11) for the PS and KP frameworks. The modes selected to produce this
plot have to fulfill two requirements. First, only modes with δk ≳ δc are considered so that
(4.11) can be used. Second, we have to keep up with the requirement of Jeans instability,
which means satisfying the inequality (4.8). The mass fraction has a peak centered close
to the horizon mass at each evaluation step. One can notice in Fig. 16, the mass fraction
over MPBH is somewhat broadly distributed with PS, compared with KP formalism. From
Fig. 15 and Fig. 16, we can learn how modes spanning a range of k contribute to the
formation of different PBH mass ranges and how this depends mainly on the duration of
preheating. As we expand the preheating duration, the PBH’ mass increases since horizon
mass grows in time; see (4.12). However, the shape of βk does not seem to change. Finally,
the effect of the threshold is not very important for PBH formation with masses close to
the horizon but tends to increase its effect when we consider smaller PBH. We conclude
that the PBH formation is higher than the previous estimates [36] by more than 5 orders
of magnitude even with a reduced preheating duration. This is because of the additional
non-negligible contribution from the type II modes, and it is also somewhat expected in [36].
Thus, our study brings a quantitative estimate of all modes that can potentially collapse
and form PBH with preheating instabilities.
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Figure 16: Mass fraction of collapsed objects evaluated at different points after inflation for the two
estimations under consideration, Press-Schechter (4.1) (a) and Khlopov-Polnarev (4.10) (b). Thresholds
are obtained by imposing time constraints by (4.3), and only modes that satisfy (4.8) have been selected.
The vertical dotted lines represent the horizon mass at the evaluation time, following the same color code
of the mass fractions.

5 Conclusions

The possibility of PBH formation during the inflationary preheating precedes the
later stages of radiation and matter-dominated eras. Since any inflationary model with
a graceful exit to reheating constitutes the preheating stage, it is vital to understand the
details of the possible collapse of these primordial modes. Even though these PBH, which
could potentially get formed during preheating, are rather not large enough to survive until
now to act as dark matter, they would most likely contribute to the large PBH at a later
time due to the primordial clustering [8, 11, 77]. Given this, we revisit the PBH formation
criteria during the preheating stage and extend the study made previously in [36] by also
considering the type II modes. Furthermore, contrary to the usual assumption to discard
any pressure effects on PBH formation during preheating, we carefully consider the effects
of small non-zero pressure and explore the consequences of the collapse of primordial modes.
To carry out this program, we have numerically computed the evolution of curvature and
density perturbations during inflation and the subsequent oscillatory period of preheating.
We worked in the framework of Starobinsky inflation, which is the most realistic in the
context of recent observational consistency of the model [28]. Therefore, our preheating
PBH study contains results that extend the study performed in the context of the chaotic
inflationary model, which is ruled out by observations [36]. We categorize the primordial
modes as type I and type II, depending on whether the modes exit the horizon during
inflation. Type I modes are the ones mainly considered in earlier studies [36], corresponding
to those that exit the horizon during inflation and enter the particle horizon later in the
preheating stage and fall in the window of RB (See Fig. 6a and (2.21)). However, in this
paper, we further studied type I modes in the context of Jeans instability. Type II modes,
a new element of our investigation, remain sub-horizon during inflation but quickly evolve
to create over-densities in the preheating stage. Among these type II modes, a sub-class
of them that enter the RB (c.f. Fig. 4 and 2.21) evolves very similarly to type I, as their
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density perturbation grows linearly with the scale factor. The remaining type II modes
that do not fall under RB have their density perturbation almost constant (See (2.25)).
By considering type II modes, one can achieve faster formation of PBH. Since these modes
grow faster, they need less time to collapse. We have shown that in the context of relatively
short periods of preheating (i.e., 1-5 e-folds after the end of inflation), type II modes are
more dominant ones to experience Jeans instability and eventually collapse to form PBH,
compared to type I modes. In the context of more extended periods of preheating (i.e.,
around 10 e-foldings after the end of inflation), we found that both type I and type II
modes comparably contribute to the mass fraction of PBH which can be seen in Fig. 9.
To compute the mass fraction of collapsed objects, βk, we have used the Press-Schechter
formalism (4.1) [49, 59] and Khlopov-Polnarev formulae (4.9) and (4.10) [43–45, 47], which
suits best to estimate the collapse structures during the inflaton matter-dominated universe.
Results are shown in Figs. 13 and 14, where both formalisms are compared. In the case of
applying PS formalism in our study, we have calculated the threshold of density contrast
for each mode by equating the duration of the collapse with the time each perturbed mode
resides in the instability band. Further, we used effective sound speed for scalar field
fluctuations to evaluate Jeans length. Our results concerning KP formalism are limited
to the assumption of an exact matter-dominated phase. Since, in our case, the effective
equation of state during the preheating is nearly zero, we can neglect the effects of pressure.
However, We defer detailed studies involving the role of non-zero pressure as a subject of
future investigation. One can see that, for Press-Schechter formalism, the formation of
PBH is enhanced compared to the Khlopov-Polnarev case when the density contrast is
high unless we take into account (4.10). With a low-density contrast, the semi-analytical
formula (4.9) provides a better fit than the numerical solution. Finally, Fig. 16 shows the
mass fraction as a function of the mass of the PBH formed for both formalisms. One can
see that as the preheating goes on, more and more PBH form with higher probability and
mass since they form close to the critical point where δk ≃ δc. It is interesting that both
PS and KP formulations give comparable estimates as we increase the number of e-folds of
the preheating. KP formalism, in particular, is very sensitive to the preheating duration,
which is expected because of the way mass fraction βk scales according to σ(k) in (4.9) and
(4.10). In any case, the peak of the mass fraction is constrained by the horizon mass at
the time of formation. Our study opens new doors for investigating PBH formation during
the preheating stage. We explored the wide range of density perturbations that experience
Jeans instability and collapse and addressed the problem in Starobinsky inflation. In future
work, we aim to expand our study and methodology to more general models like α-attractors
[56]. Moreover, our study gives more precise estimates for the mass fraction of PBH during
the inflaton-like matter-dominated era, and it is essential to extend our analysis in the
scope of primordial clustering of PBH to decipher the PBH’s role as dark matter now fully.
Also, the PBH of masses 109g to 1012g we predict (see Fig. 16), in the context of different
durations for the preheating period, could act as primordial seeds for the supermassive
black holes we see today [8, 9, 11, 14].
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Figure 17: Comparison between quadratic inflation (V = M2

2
ϕ2) in blue, the series expansion (A.2) of

the Starobinsky potential in black and the full version of it (eqn. (2.3)) in dashed green.

A Effective equation of state

In this section, we give an analytical parametrization of the equation of state. We
call this the effective equation of state, weff. The main reason to do this is because the
universe does not behave as purely matter-dominated just right after the end of inflation.
There is some transition period from inflation into matter-domination. In [78], the effective
equation of state was derived using a potential of the form V (ϕ) = m2

2 ϕn, just after the end
of inflation, giving

weff =
n− 2

n+ 2
. (A.1)

For n = 2, we immediately see that weff = 0, and thus, the universe is perfectly approx-
imated by a matter-dominated one after inflation. However, as we will see, this is not
the case for the Starobinsky model. Let us consider, for example, the potential (2.3). By
making a series expansion around ϕ = 0 up to the fourth order, we obtain

V (ϕ) ≃ M2

2
ϕ2 +

λ3

3
ϕ3 +

λ

4
ϕ4, (A.2)

where M is the scalaron mass, to be normalized with CMB observations, and the parameters
λ3 and λ are defined as

λ3 = −
√

3

2
M2 λ =

7

9
M2. (A.3)

Both of these parameters cause the potential to be different from the purely quadratic
one (see Fig. 17 for illustration). Multiplying the Klein-Gordon equation (2.1) by ϕ and
averaging over one period of oscillation, we obtain the following for the potential (A.2)

⟨ϕV ′(ϕ)⟩ ≃ M2⟨ϕ2⟩+ λ3⟨ϕ3⟩+ λ⟨ϕ4⟩, (A.4)

where we have applied the virial theorem ⟨ϕV ′(ϕ)⟩ ≃ ⟨ϕ̇2⟩. Using this, the background
energy density can be written as

⟨ρ⟩ ≃ ⟨ϕ̇2⟩
2

+ ⟨V (ϕ)⟩ ≃ M2⟨ϕ2⟩+ 5

6
λ3⟨ϕ3⟩+ 3

4
λ⟨ϕ4⟩, (A.5)
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and the background pressure as

⟨P ⟩ ≃ ⟨ϕ̇2⟩
2

− ⟨V (ϕ)⟩ ≃ λ3

6
⟨ϕ3⟩+ λ

4
⟨ϕ4⟩. (A.6)

Now, the evolution of the field ϕ is parameterized by [78]

ϕ(t) ≃ ϕ0(t)T (t), (A.7)

where ϕ0(t) = ϕend
(
aend
a

)3/2 encodes the decaying amplitude of the field due to the redshift
of the universe and T (t) is an oscillatory periodic asymmetric function (due to the λ3

coefficient). Its average value can be computed as ⟨T (t)n⟩ ≃ 2
n+2 for n even. Following [42],

for n odd, the sinusoidal resulting function oscillates around zero and is suppressed by the
averaging. Thus, we will only consider the average of even powers. Using the averaging of
⟨T (t)n⟩ and (A.7) into the background energy and pressure we get

⟨ρ⟩ ≃ ⟨V (ϕ0)⟩

⟨P ⟩ ≃ λ

12
⟨ϕ4

0⟩.
(A.8)

Now, the effective equation of state can be computed as

weff =
⟨P ⟩
⟨ρ⟩

≃ λ

12

⟨ϕ4
0⟩

⟨V (ϕ0)⟩
=

λ
6M2 ⟨ϕ2

0⟩
1 + λ

2M2 ⟨ϕ2
0⟩
. (A.9)

Here, we can see that after the end of inflation, the effective equation of state is not exactly
zero. It starts with small positive values and approaches zero as preheating continues,
reaching the approximated matter-dominated stage. In Fig. 2, we observe the effect of
these extra terms in the expansion of the Starobinsky potential, where the effective version
is compared with the numerical one, obtained from (2.12).

B Initial conditions for inflation

This appendix provides a general procedure to obtain initial conditions for a given
single-field model with potential V = V (ϕ). It is based on the slow-roll approximation,
and therefore, the resulting equations are only valid for small slow-roll parameters, that is,
at the beginning of the inflationary era. Let us start with Friedmann equations written in
cosmic time:

H2 =
1

3M2
Pl

(
ϕ̇2

2
+ V

)
, (B.1)

Ḣ +H2 = − 1

3M2
Pl

(
ϕ̇2 − V

)
. (B.2)

Substituting (B.1) into (B.2), we obtain the following relation for the derivative of the
Hubble factor

Ḣ = − ϕ̇2

2M2
Pl

. (B.3)
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Now, the first slow-roll parameter ϵ is defined in terms of the Hubble factor as:

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
. (B.4)

Using (B.3) together with (B.4) we have

H

ϕ̇
=

1√
2ϵMPl

. (B.5)

The number of e-folds can be expressed as dN = Hdt = H
ϕ̇
dϕ. Thus, substituting this into

(B.5) we have

dN =
1√

2ϵMPl

dϕ. (B.6)

Another common way of defining the first slow-roll parameter regarding the potential is
there. We call it ϵV , and it is computed as

ϵV =
M2

Pl

2

(
V,ϕ

V

)2

, (B.7)

where the subscript “ ,ϕ” refers to derivation with respect to the field ϕ.. During inflation,
the slow-roll parameters can be approximated, ϵ ≃ ϵV , so substituting (B.7) into (B.6) gives
us a relation between the field and the number of e-folds, that is:

N = − 1

M2
Pl

∫ 0

ϕ

(
V

V,ϕ′

)
dϕ′. (B.8)

Usually, the number of e-folds is counted backward; N = 60 marks the beginning of inflation,
and N = 0 the end. The number of e-folds in our code is counted forward, but this is just
for numerical purposes. To obtain ϵ(N), we have to go back to (B.5) and use the relation
dN = Hdt again to transform the derivative with respect to t to a derivative with respect
to N . Then, using (B.6) we obtain

ϵ(N) =
1

2M2
Pl

(
dϕ

dN

)2

=
1

2

(
V,ϕ

V

)2

. (B.9)

Here, in the last step, we have used (B.7) as an additional way to compute ϵ(N). Depending
on the model, one way will be better than the other. Let us finally see how to obtain dϕ

dN .
Using the Klein-Gordon equation (2.1), neglecting ϕ̈ and transforming ϕ̇ into a derivative
with respect to N we have

dϕ

dN
= −

V,ϕ

3H2
. (B.10)

Now, using (B.1) to substitute H2 and using the slow-roll approximation (V ≫ ϕ̇2) we
obtain:

dϕ

dN
= −M2

Pl

V,ϕ

V
. (B.11)
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C Initial conditions for perturbations

This section explains how we choose the initial conditions to solve (2.5). We impose
the initial conditions for all the fluctuations during inflation when the modes are deep inside
the horizon k ≫ aH. The Mukhanov-Sasaki variable is usually expanded as

v̂(η,x) =
∫

d3k

(2π)3/2

[
akvke

ik·x + a†kv
∗
ke

−ik·x

]
(C.1)

where ak, a
†
k are the creation and annihilation operators that satisfy the canonical commu-

tation relations. The general solution of the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (2.4) during the
inflationary de Sitter phase is

vk(η) =
Ak√
2k

(
1− i

kη

)
e−ikη +

Bk√
2k

(
1 +

i

kη

)
eikη (C.2)

where Ak, Bk are the Bogoliubov coefficients. The canonical commutation relation of the
MS field leads to [53]

vkv
∗′
k − v∗kv

′
k = i (C.3)

which yields conditions on the coefficients

|Ak|2 − |Bk|2 = 1 (C.4)

The Bunch-Davies vacuum is
Ak = 1, Bk = 0 . (C.5)

The Bunch-Davies vacuum corresponds to the positive energy state when the mode is sub-
horizon k ≫ aH

vk

∣∣∣∣∣
k≫aH

=
1√
2k

e−ikη (C.6)

The (C.6) can be written in a trigonometric form as:

vk(η) =
1√
2k

[cos (kη)− i sin (kη)] . (C.7)

This complex oscillatory function has a constant amplitude given by 1/
√
2k. Let us define

the following two conditions:

i) Real and imaginary parts must be synchronized, in the sense that

cos (kη)2 + sin (kη)2 = 1,

so that the amplitude does not get affected.
ii) The initial computational time must be such that we let the mode evolve for a sufficient

number of e-folds before the freezing (Hubble-crossing) point is reached.
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Figure 18: Evolution of the Mukhanov variable for two different choices of conformal time and for k =

10−34MPl. Hubble-crossing occurs at approximately 54 e-folds. In blue, conformal time is set to zero at the
end of inflation η(tend) = 0 and in orange η(tend) =

π
4
. In a) the real part is plotted, in b) the imaginary

part, and in c) the modulus |vk|. In this last plot, both plots are superimposed, showing that the choice
of conformal time does not affect |vk|, but indeed, it affects the real and imaginary parts. vk is rescaled to
have unitary amplitude while sub-Hubble.

As long as these two conditions apply, then the choice of initial computational time (con-
formal or cosmic) should have no impact on the final result for the modulus of Mukhanov’s
variable |vk| (see Fig. 18 for details). This is because the freezing point acts as an attractor
and always occurs at the same time and with the same amplitude, provided conditions i)
and ii) are satisfied and that we refer to |vk|. We will choose the following simple initial
condition6 for all modes:

vk(ti) =
1√
2k

. (C.8)

This, of course, satisfies condition i) (see footnote 6) and, if ti is such that it lets the mode
evolve for some e-folds, then also condition ii). Following [58, 80], the starting time for the
computations can be set for each mode to just a few e-folds before Hubble crossing, usually
2 or 3. This is because, at this point, the mode is still well described by the Bunch-Davies
vacuum. Also, in doing so, we avoid the computation of unnecessary oscillations that the
mode does. This consumes memory, which translates into more waiting time.

Let us see now how to obtain the initial condition for v̇k. Using the definition of
conformal time we have

dη =
dt

a(t)
→ η̇(t) = a(t)−1. (C.9)

Differentiating (3.5) with respect to cosmic time and using (C.9) we have

d

dt
vk(η(t)) = − ik

a(t)
vk(η(t)). (C.10)

Evaluating again at the same initial time ti than in (C.8) we have, for all modes, that

v̇k(ti) = − i

a(t)

√
k

2
e−ikη(t). (C.11)

6In essence, this is like setting ti such that kη(ti) = 2nπ, with n ∈ N. This fully satisfies condition i).
We can always do that since conformal time is defined up to a constant and therefore is rather arbitrary
[79].

– 29 –



Therefore, from Eqns. (C.8) and (C.11) we have the following real and imaginary initial
conditions

Re [vk(ti)] =
1√
2k

, Re [v̇k(ti)] = 0, Im [vk(ti)] = 0, Im [v̇k(ti)] = −1

a

√
k

2
.

(C.12)
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