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In this paper, we investigate scalar-induced gravitational waves (GWs) generated in the post-
inflationary universe to infer new limits on warm inflation. We specifically examine the evolution of
primordial GWs produced by scalar perturbations produced during the radiation-dominated epoch.
For this purpose, we assume a weak regime of warm inflation under the slow-roll approximation,
with a dissipation coefficient linearly dependent on the temperature of the radiation bath. We then
derive analytical expressions for the curvature power spectrum and the scalar index, in the cases
of chaotic and exponential potentials of the inflationary field. Subsequently, we compare the theo-
retical predictions regarding the relic energy density of GWs with the stochastic GW background
signal recently detected by the NANOGrav collaboration through the use of pulsar timing array
measurements. In so doing, we obtain numerical constraints on the free parameters of the infla-
tionary models under study. Finally, we conduct a model selection analysis through the Bayesian
inference method to measure the statistical performance of the different theoretical scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic inflation stands as the most widely accepted
theory for addressing the puzzles of homogeneity, flat-
ness, and the monopole problem within the framework
of the hot Big Bang model [1–4]. Additionally, the in-
flationary mechanism serves as the foundation for the
initial seeds of all large structures in the universe. The
standard inflationary paradigm is strictly connected to a
dynamical scalar field, known as the inflaton, which rolls
down its potential during the exponential expansion of
the very early universe. During inflation, the motion of
this field is slowed down due to the coupling with the
background spacetime. At the end of inflation, the uni-
verse is left in a highly cooled state due to the absence
of radiation production during the inflationary era, as a
result of the non-interaction of the inflaton with other
fields. Therefore, the issue of the transition from infla-
tion to the radiation-dominated epoch is referred as to
the graceful exit problem. The first solution to the lat-
ter was achieved by considering, right after inflation, a
reheating phase during which couplings with other fields
would result in an oscillatory behavior of the inflaton
field, giving rise to particle production [5–7].

Among the several alternatives to the original cold in-
flation picture, the warm inflation scenario is perhaps one
of the most attractive [8–14]. Warm inflation represents
an attempt to provide consistent inflationary dynamics
from a quantum field theory perspective. In this case,
the graceful exit problem is solved by the presence of ra-
diation during inflation, allowing for a smooth transition
to the radiation-dominated era without the need for a
distinct reheating phase. Contrary to the standard cold
inflation picture, in the warm inflation scenario, the pres-
ence of interactions between the inflaton and other fields
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during the inflationary phase leads to dissipation effects
and fluctuations. Eventually, the vacuum energy of the
inflaton is released to the other fields resulting in par-
ticle production that contributes to the next radiation-
dominated epoch [15].

The quantum field theory realization of warm inflation
was investigated in Refs. [16–18], where the dissipation
effects and fluctuations were linked to the overdamped
evolution of the inflaton field. Such overdamped behav-
ior is expected to take place in an adiabatic regime where
microscopic phenomena happen much faster compared
to the Hubble expansion and the evolution of the infla-
ton. An effective challenge in constructing warm infla-
tion models lies in dealing with thermal and quantum
corrections to the inflaton that could produce strong de-
viations from a flat potential and, hence, inhibit infla-
tion itself. To circumvent this issue, supersymmetric ap-
proaches and the introduction of couplings between the
inflaton and heavy intermediate fields were considered
in the earlier works [15, 19]. Also, more recent analy-
ses have shown that corrections to the inflaton potential
can be efficiently regulated by relying only on symmetry
properties [20–22].

Typically, maintaining a nearly thermal bath during
warm inflation is possible under significant dissipation.
This dissipation should be strong enough to enable the
conversion of a portion of the energy stored in the infla-
ton into radiation. Strong dissipation regimes of warm
inflation have demonstrated potentially appealing within
the context of effective field theory [23–25]. On the other
hand, in the weak regime of warm inflation, where the
dissipation effects are sub-dominant in the evolution of
the inflaton field during inflation, thermal fluctuations
constitute the predominant contributor to the creation
of the initial perturbations, and the resulting thermal
bath proves sufficient to warm up the universe after the
inflationary phase [26, 27]. Moreover, the weak dissipa-
tion scenario provides a natural explanation to a major
challenge of quintessential inflation models, in which the
inflaton field survives until the present day and cannot
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account for the reheating process [28].
A comprehensive review of the latest advancements in

warm inflation is available in Ref. [29], where several ap-
plications of dissipative dynamics are discussed to ad-
dress some of the cosmological issues typical of cold in-
flation. More recently, warm inflation has been revisited
in Ref. [30] through a numerical Fokker-Planck approach
to test monomial potentials with current CMB bounds.

The current era of gravitational wave (GW) astron-
omy has provided us with novel tools for investigating
cosmology and fundamental physics [31–41]. In this re-
spect, a crucial role is played by primordial scalar pertur-
bations, acting as a source for second-order tensor fluc-
tuations. These scalar-induced GWs are generated when
the primordial perturbations re-enter the horizon in the
post-inflationary era, offering unique insights into the fi-
nal stages of inflation and encoding valuable information
about the composition of the early universe [42–45]. In
particular, scalar-induced GWs have been considered as
a potential cosmological interpretation of the GW back-
ground signal observed by the NANOGrav collaboration
through the use of pulsar timing array (PTA) measure-
ments [46–51]. Here, we examine the implications of such
observations on the curvature power spectrum of scalar-
induced GWs within the framework of warm inflation.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we recall
the fundamentals of the warm inflation background dy-
namics and perturbations, emphasizing the main differ-
ences with respect to the standard cold inflation scenario.
In Sec. III, we explore the propagation of scalar-induced
GWs during the radiation-dominated epoch, as well as
the associated relic energy density. In Sec. IV, we obtain
the shape of the primordial curvature power spectrum for
two classes of inflationary potentials, namely chaotic and
exponential models, under the weak dissipation regime
of warm inflation. In Sec. V, we test our models through
the most recent release of NANOGrav data of PTAs. Ad-
ditionally, we compare our results with the predictions of
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies.
Finally, in Sec. VI, we summarize our findings and out-
line the possible future perspectives of our work.

Throughout this study, we adopt units of c = ℏ = 1,
and denote the reduced Planck mass as MP ≡ 1/

√
8πG.

II. WARM INFLATION SCENARIO

We consider the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaître-
Robertson-Walker metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2δijdx
idxj , (1)

where a(t) is the scale factor as a function of cosmic time,
t. The background dynamics in the warm inflation sce-
nario is described by the first Friedmann equation

H2 =
1

3M2
P

(ρr + ρϕ) , (2)

where H ≡ ȧ
a is the Hubble parameter, while ρr and ρϕ

are the energy density of radiation and the inflationary
field, respectively. The evolution of the cosmic fluid is
given by the following system [52]:

ρ̇r + 3H(ρr + pr) = Γ(ρϕ + pϕ) , (3)
ρ̇ϕ + 3H(ρϕ + pϕ) = −Γ(ρϕ + pϕ) , (4)

where the dot indicates the derivative with respect to t,
and Γ(ϕ, T ) is the dissipation coefficient, which can gen-
erally depend on the inflaton field and the temperature
of the radiation bath, T . Moreover, pr = ρr

3 is the ra-
diation pressure, where ρr = π2

30 geffT
4, with geff being

the effective degrees of freedom of relativistic species and
T is the temperature of the radiation bath. Also, for a
canonical inflationary field, we have ρϕ = ϕ̇2

2 + V (ϕ) and
pϕ = ϕ̇2

2 − V (ϕ), where V (ϕ) is the inflaton potential.
Hence, Eqs. (3) and (4) take the form

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = Γϕ̇2 , (5)

ϕ̈+ (3H + Γ)ϕ̇+ V,ϕ = 0 , (6)

where the comma indicates the partial derivative with
respect to the subsequent quantity.

In the slow-roll regime, namely ρ̇r ≪ 4Hρr ,Γϕ̇
2 and

ϕ̈ ≪ 3Hϕ̇ , V,ϕ, the background equations can be approx-
imated as

3H2 ≃ M−2
P V , (7)

4ρr ≃ 3Qϕ̇2 , (8)

3H(1 +Q)ϕ̇+ V,ϕ ≃ 0 , (9)

where the parameter Q ≡ Γ/(3H) measures the effective-
ness of warm inflation. In particular, the strong regime
of warm inflation is described by the condition Q ≫ 1,
while the weak regime occurs when Q ≪ 1. One can then
define the following slow-roll parameters [53]:

ϵV =
M2

P

2

(
V,ϕ

V

)2

, (10)

ηV = M2
P

(
V,ϕϕ

V

)
, (11)

βV = M2
P

(
Γ,ϕV,ϕ

ΓV

)
. (12)

The slow-roll approximation is valid as long as the con-
ditions ϵV ≪ 1 + Q, ηV ≪ 1 + Q and βV ≪ 1 + Q are
satisfied. We remark that the parameter βV is distinctive
of the warm inflation scenario, and quantifies the possible
dependence of Γ on the amplitude of the inflaton.

The occurrence of warm inflation relies on the condi-
tion T > H. Under such circumstances, thermal fluc-
tuations of the inflaton field become dominant, implying
that fluctuations in radiation’s temperature are transmit-
ted to the inflaton in the form of adiabatic curvature fluc-
tuations. This differs significantly from the cold inflation
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picture, in which the initial seeds for structure formation
originate from quantum fluctuations. As a consequence,
in the case of an explicit dependence of the dissipation
coefficient on the temperature, it can be shown that the
curvature power spectrum is given as [54]

PR =

(
H2

⋆

2πϕ̇⋆

)2
[
1 + 2nBE +

(
T⋆

H⋆

)
2π

√
3Q⋆√

3 + 4πQ⋆

]
F(Q⋆) ,

(13)
where the subindex ‘⋆’ refers to the quantities evalu-
ated at the horizon crossing, i.e., when k = aH. Here,
nBE = (eH⋆/T⋆ − 1)−1 refers to the Bose-Einstein distri-
bution of the inflaton under a thermal equilibrium of the
radiation bath. Additionally, the function F(Q⋆) mea-
sures the growth of perturbations of the inflaton cou-
pled with radiation and can be determined numerically.
Specifically, assuming Γ ∝ T , one finds [18, 55]

F(Q⋆) ≃ 1 + 0.335Q1.364
⋆ + 0.0185Q2.315

⋆ . (14)

It is worth noting that Eq. (13) reproduces the standard
cold inflation expression for (n, T,Q) → 0. Then, adopt-
ing the usual definition in the framework of cold inflation,
one can obtain the scalar spectral index as [11]

ns − 1 ≡ lim
k→k0

d lnPR

d ln k

≃ 1

1 +Q

{
− 4ϵV + 2

(
ηV − βV +

βV − ϵV
1 +Q

)
− A

1 +A

[
6 + (3 + 4π)Q

(1 +Q)(3 + 4πQ)
(βV − ϵV )

+
2ηV + βV − 7ϵV

4

]}
, (15)

where k0 is the pivot scale, and we have defined

A ≡
(
T

H

)
2π

√
3Q√

3 + 4πQ
. (16)

The standard cold inflation expression, ns = 1 − 6ϵV +
2ηV , is recovered in the limit (T,Q) → 0.

On the other hand, the dissipation effects of warm in-
flation have a negligible impact on the primordial tensor
perturbations of the metric. Therefore, the tensor power
spectrum can be written as in the case of cold inflation:

PT = 2

(
H⋆

πMP

)2

. (17)

Analogously to the scalar spectral index, we obtain the
tensor spectral index as

nT ≡ lim
k→k0

d lnPT

d ln k
= −2ϵV . (18)

Finally, the tensor-to-scalar ratio is given by

r ≡ PT

PR
=

16ϵV
(1 +Q)F(Q)

[
1 + 2n+

(
T

H

)
2π

√
3Q√

3 + 4πQ

]−1

.

(19)

Notice that all the spectral quantities are intended to
be evaluated at the horizon crossing, as follows from
Eq. (13).

III. SCALAR-INDUCED GW POWER
SPECTRUM

To evaluate the spectrum of primordial GWs induced
by scalar perturbations, we write down the perturbed
FLRW metric in the Newtonian gauge [56]:

ds2 = a(η)2
{
−(1 + 2Φ)dη2 +

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj

}
(20)

where η ≡
∫

dt
a is the conformal time, and hij are second-

order tensor perturbations. Here, we neglected vector
perturbations and the anisotropic stress, and Φ is the
first-order Bardeen potential. In the Fourier space, one
has

hij(η,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
[
h+
k (η)e

+
ij(k) + h×

k (η)e
×
ij(k)

]
eik·x ,

(21)
where the transverse, traceless polarization tensors have
been introduced:

e+ij(k) ≡
1√
2
[ei(k)ej(k)− ēi(k)ēj(k)] , (22)

e×ij(k) ≡
1√
2
[ei(k)ēj(k)− ēi(k)ej(k)] , (23)

with ei(k) and ēi(k) being orthonormal basis vectors that
are orthogonal to the comoving momentum k. Moreover,
k ≡ |k| and λ = {+,×} is the polarization index which
will be dropped in the following1. The evolution equation
for the amplitude of the scalar-induced GWs is given by

h′′
k(η) + 2Hh′

ij(η) + k2hk(η) = Sk(η) , (24)

where H ≡ aH is the conformal Hubble parameter, and
the prime denotes the derivative with respect to η.

In the case of adiabatic perturbations2 in a universe
dominated by relativistic matter with an equation of
state p = wρ, the evolution equation for the gravitational
potential reads [57]

Φ′′
k +

6

η

(
1 + w

1 + 3w

)
Φ′

k + wk2Φk = 0 , (25)

whose solution is

Φk = η−ν
[
c1Jν(kη

√
w) + c2Yν(kη

√
w)
]
, (26)

1 Under parity invariance, both polarizations give the same result.
2 In the absence of entropy, the pressure fluctuations are given by
δp = c2sδρ, where c2s = w is the squared adiabatic speed of sound.
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with ν ≡ 5+3w
2(1+3w) . Here, c1 and c2 are arbitrary con-

stants, while Jν and Yν are ν-order Bessel functions.
Hence, the source term Sk(η) can be written as [58, 59]

Sk =
4eij(k)

(2π)3/2

∫
d3q qiqj

[
2Φk−qΦq

+
4

3(1 + w)

(
H−1Φ′

k−q +Φk−q

) (
H−1Φ′

q +Φq

) ]
. (27)

The solution for hk(η) can be found by using the
Green’s function method. Specifically, one has

hk(η) =
1

a(η)

∫ η

dη̃ Gk(η, η̃)a(η̃)Sk(η̃) , (28)

where Gk(η, η̃) satisfies the following equation:

G′′
k(η, η̃) +

[
k2 − a′′(η)

a(η)

]
Gk(η, η̃) = δ(η − η̃) . (29)

Then, the power spectrum Ph of the induced GWs is
defined as

⟨hk(η)hk1(η)⟩ =
2π2

k3
δ(k + k1)Ph(k, η) . (30)

Following the calculations detailed in [58–60], one finds

Ph(k, η) = 4

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1 + v2 − u2)2

4uv

]2
× I2(v, u, y)PR(kv)PR(ku) , (31)

where u ≡ |k − k1|/k, v ≡ k1/k and y ≡ kη. Here,

I(v, u, y) =

∫ y

0

dỹ
a(ỹ)

a(y)
kGk(y, ỹ)f(v, u, ỹ) , (32)

and

f(v, u, ỹ) =
3(1 + w)(1 + 3w)2

(3w + 5)2
ỹ2Φ′(vỹ)Φ′(uỹ)

+
6(1 + 3w)(1 + w)

(3w + 5)2
[ỹΦ′(vỹ)Φ(uỹ) + ỹΦ(vỹ)Φ′(uỹ)]

+
6(1 + w)

3w + 5
Φ(vỹ)Φ(uỹ) , (33)

where we considered Φk = Φ(kη)φk, with Φ(kη) being
the transfer function, and φk are the primordial values
of the fluctuations before entering the horizon. The latter
obey the relation

⟨φkφk1
⟩ = 2π2

k3

(
3 + 3w

5 + 3w

)2

δ(k + k1)PR(k) . (34)

The power spectrum can be related to the GW energy
density. In particular, for subhorizon modes we have

ρGW =

(
MP

4a

)2

⟨hij,khij,k⟩ , (35)

where the bar indicates the average over oscillations.
Therefore, we can calculate the GW energy density as

ΩGW(k, η) ≡ ρGW(η, k)

ρcr(η)
=

1

24

(
k

a(η)H(η)

)2

Ph(k, η) ,

(36)

where ρcr = 3M2
PH

2 is the universe’s critical density.

A. Radiation-dominated era

We shall consider GWs produced during the radiation-
dominated era. In this case, one has w = 1/3, a ∝ η and
H = η−1. Therefore, the general solution of Eq. (25) is

Φ(y) =
1

y2

{
c1

[
sin(y/

√
3)

y/
√
3

− cos(y/
√
3)

]

+ c2

[
cos(y/

√
3)

y/
√
3

+ sin(y/
√
3)

]}
, (37)

Requiring the gravitational potential to approach unity
at early times (y → 0), we select the solution

Φ(y) =
9

y2

[
sin(y/

√
3)

y/
√
3

− cos(y/
√
3)

]
. (38)

On the other hand, solving Eq. (29) yields

Gk(y, ỹ) =
1

k
sin(y − ỹ) . (39)

From Eq. (36), we then obtain [59]

ΩGW(k) =
1

12

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1− u2 + v2)2

4uv

]2 [
3(u2 + v2 − 3)

4u3v3

]2{[
(u2 + v2 − 3) ln

∣∣∣∣3− (u+ v)2

3− (u− v)2

∣∣∣∣− 4uv

]2
+ π2(u2 + v2 − 3)2Θ(u+ v −

√
3)

}
PR(kv)PR(ku) , (40)

where Θ is the Heaviside theta function. Finally, the present amount of scalar-induced GWs is
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given by [46]

ΩGW,0(k) = Ωr,0

(
geff(k)

geff,0

)(
geff,s0

geff,s(k)

)4/3

ΩGW(k) ,

(41)
where Ωr,0

geff,0
≃ 2.72 × 10−5 is the current radiation den-

sity per relativistic degrees of freedom. Here, geff and
geff,s are the effective number of relativistic degrees of
freedom contributing to the energy and entropy densi-
ties, respectively, whose values are taken from Ref. [61].
Additionally, geff,s0 ≃ 3.93 indicates the present amount
of the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom
contributing to entropy.

IV. ANALYSIS OF INFLATIONARY
POTENTIALS

In the following, we specialize our study on chaotic and
exponential potentials to obtain the analytic form of the
curvature power spectrum. To evaluate the integral in
Eq. (40), we follow the strategy adopted in Ref. [59] and
we look for a power-law spectrum of the form

PR = As

(
k

k⋆

)ns−1

. (42)

Here, the amplitude As and the scalar spectral index ns

are dependent on specific potential models, while k⋆ is the
pivot scale. A similar approach has been recently used
in Ref. [46], where the power spectrum is modeled by a
Dirac delta function, Gaussian peak and a box function in
logarithmic k space. In this way, Eq. (40) can be readily
computed, and one can compare the predictions of warm
inflation directly with the CMB-Planck results [62].

A. Chaotic potentials

Let us start by considering the chaotic inflationary po-
tential [63, 64]

V (ϕ) =
λM4

P

α

(
ϕ

MP

)α

, (43)

where α = 2k, with k ∈ Z+, and λ is a dimensionless
constant measuring the degree of flatness in the potential.
Combining Eqs. (7) and (9) in the slow-roll regime we
then get (

H2

2πϕ̇

)2

≃ λ(1 +Q)2

12π2α3

(
ϕ

MP

)2+α

. (44)

Additionally, from Eq. (8) and recalling the temperature
dependence of the radiation energy density, we find

T

H
≃
[

135Qα3

2π2geffλ(1 +Q)2

]1/4(
MP

ϕ

) 2+α
4

. (45)

Given the potential (43), one can also calculate the
expressions of the slow-roll parameters. In particular,
Eq. (10) reads

ϵV =
1

2

(
αMP

ϕ

)2

. (46)

The condition ϵV ≃ 1 + Q provides us with an estimate
of ϕ at the end of inflation:

ϕend ≃ αMP√
2(1 +Q)

. (47)

On the other hand, the value of ϕ at the horizon cross-
ing can be obtained from the number of e-folds:

Ne =

∫ tend

t∗

H dt ≃ − 1

M2
P

∫ ϕend

ϕ∗

V

V ′ (1 +Q) dϕ , (48)

where Eqs. (7) and (9) have been used in the last equality.
Therefore, for the potential (43), we find

ϕ⋆ ≃ MP

√
α(α+ 4Ne)

2(1 +Q⋆)
. (49)

The latter can be used to express Eqs. (44) and (45) at
the time of horizon crossing. Specifically, we obtain(

H2
⋆

2πϕ̇⋆

)2

≃ 5(1 +Q⋆)
1−α/2

8π4geff x4
α

, (50)

and

T⋆

H⋆
≃

√
3
[
Q⋆(1 +Q⋆)

α/2−1
]1/4

xα , (51)

where we have introduced the auxiliary variable

xα ≡
[

15α2−α/2 2α/2

π2geffλ(α+ 4Ne)1+α/2

]1/4
. (52)

To express the dissipation parameter in terms of the
inflationary model, we assume a weak regime of warm
inflation (Q ≪ 1), and set Γ = c1T , with c1 being a
dimensionless constant [20]. In so doing, we can expand
Eq. (51) up to the first order and use the relation Q = c1T

3H
to obtain

Q⋆ ≈
(
c41 x

4
α

9

)1/3

. (53)

Inverting the above relation to express xα in terms of
the dissipation parameter, from Eqs. (50) and (51) we
obtain, respectively,(

H2
⋆

2πϕ̇⋆

)2

≈ 5c41(1 +Q⋆)
1−α/2

72π4geff Q3
⋆

, (54)

and

T⋆

H⋆
≈ 3Q⋆

c1
. (55)
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Therefore, the amplitude of the curvature power spec-
trum reads

As ≈
5c41F(Q⋆)(1 +Q⋆)

1−α
2

72π4geff Q3
⋆

[
coth

(
c1
6Q⋆

)
+

6π
√
3Q2

⋆

c1
√
3 + 4πQ⋆

]
.

(56)

Moreover, in the weak dissipation limit, Eq. (15) can
be approximated as

ns ≈ 1− 6ϵV + 2ηV

+ 2Q⋆

[
4ϵV − βV − ηV − π

4

T⋆

H⋆
(9βV + 2ηV − 15ϵV )

]
.

(57)

Using Eqs. (10)–(12) for the potential (43), with the help
of Eqs. (53) and (55), we obtain

ns ≈ 1 +
1 +Q⋆

2c1(α+ 4Ne)

[
8c1(1 + α)Q⋆ − 4c1(2 + α)

+ 3π(4 + 11α)Q2
⋆

]
. (58)

Notice that, in the limit Q⋆ → 0, the above result yields

ns ≈ 1− 2 + α

2Ne
, (59)

consistently with the predictions of cold inflation [52].

1. Quadratic potential

In the case of α = 2, Eq. (52) reads

x2 =

√
2

π(2 + 4Ne)

(
15

geffλ

)1/4

, (60)

so that, from Eq. (53), one finds

Q⋆ ≈
[

5c41
3π2geffλ(1 + 2Ne)2

]1/3
. (61)

The latter can be used to compute the amplitude and
the spectral index of the power spectrum. Specifically,
Eq. (56) and (58) become, respectively:

As ≈
5c31F(Q⋆)

72π4geff Q3
⋆

[
c1 coth

(
c1
6Q⋆

)
+

6π
√
3Q2

⋆√
3 + 4πQ⋆

]
,

(62)

ns ≈ 1 +
(1 +Q⋆)

[
39πQ2

⋆ + 4c1(3Q⋆ − 2)
]

2c1(1 + 2Ne)
. (63)

2. Quartic potential

For α = 4, Eq. (52) becomes

x4 =
1

2
√
π

[
15

geffλ(1 +Ne)3

]1/4
, (64)

and, from Eq. (53), we have

Q⋆ ≈ 1

1 +Ne

(
5c41

48π2geffλ

)1/3

. (65)

In this case, the amplitude of the power spectrum reads

As ≈
5c31F(Q⋆)

72π4geff Q3
⋆(1 +Q⋆)

[
c1 coth

(
c1
6Q⋆

)
+

6π
√
3Q2

⋆√
3 + 4πQ⋆

]
,

(66)
while the scalar index is given by

ns ≈
18πQ2

⋆(1 +Q⋆) + c1 [Ne − 2 +Q⋆(2 + 5Q⋆)]

c1(1 +Ne)
.

(67)

B. Exponential potential

As a second class of inflationary potentials, we consider
the exponential model [65–67]

V (ϕ) =
λM4

P

α
e
−β

(
ϕ

MP

)α

, (68)

where {α, β} ∈ R, with β > 0. It is worth noting that
the α > 1 cases are characterized by the absence of the
graceful exit problem even in the conventional cold in-
flation picture. Moreover, for α = 1, one would obtain
an excessively red-tilted spectrum in the warm inflation
scenario [68]. Therefore, we shall study the cases where
α > 1 in the following.

Under the slow-roll approximation, we get(
H

2πϕ̇

)2

≃ λ

3α

(
1 +Q

2παβ

)2(
ϕ

MP

)2(1−α)

e
−β

(
ϕ

MP

)α

,

(69)
and

T

H
≃
[

135Qα3β2

2π2geffλ(1 +Q)2

] 1
4
(
MP

ϕ

) 1−α
2

e
β
4

(
ϕ

MP

)α

. (70)

At the end of inflation, one has

ϵV =
α2β2

2

(
ϕ

MP

)2(α−1)

≃ 1 +Q , (71)

leading to

ϕend ≃ MP

[
2(1 +Q)

α2β2

] 1
2(α−1)

. (72)

Additionally, inverting Eq. (48) for the potential (68), we
find the value of the inflaton at the horizon crossing:

ϕ⋆ ≃ MP ξ
1/α
1 , (73)

where α ̸= 2, and

ξ1 ≡
{
αβ(α− 2)Ne + (αβ)

2−α
1−α
[
2(1 +Q⋆)

] α−2
2(1−α)

} α
2−α

.

(74)
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Hence, one gets:(
H2

⋆

2πϕ̇⋆

)2

≃ λ

3α

(
1 +Q⋆

2παβ ξ
1−1/α
1

)2

e−βξ1 , (75)

T⋆

H⋆
≃

[
135α3β2Q⋆ ξ

2−2/α
1 eβξ1

2π2geffλ(1 +Q⋆)2

]1/4
. (76)

In the weak dissipation regime, for Γ = c1T , we obtain

Q⋆ ≈
(
5c41 α

3β2

6π2geffλ

)1/3

ξ
− 2

3 (
α−1
α−2 )

2 e
β
3 ξ

α
2−α
2 , (77)

where3

ξ2 ≡
(
αβ√
2

) 2−α
1−α

+ αβ(α− 2)Ne . (78)

The amplitude of the power spectrum is then

As ≈
λ(1 +Q⋆)

2F(Q⋆)

12π2α3β2 ξ
2− 2

α
1 eβξ1

coth

1
2

(
2π2geffλ(1 +Q⋆)

2

135α3β2 Q⋆ ξ
2− 2

α
1 eβξ1

) 1
4

+
3√

3 + 4πQ⋆

[
120π2α3β2 Q5

⋆ ξ
2− 2

α
1 eβξ1

geffλ(1 +Q⋆)2

] 1
4

 ,

(79)

while the spectral index is given by

ns ≈ 1 +
αβ

8
ξ

α−2
α

1

16− 8α(2 + βξ1) + 16Q⋆[α(1 + βξ1)− 1] +Q⋆[α(4 + 11βξ1)− 4]

[
1080π2α3β2Q⋆ ξ

2− 2
α

1 eβξ1

geffλ(Q+ 1)2

] 1
4

 .

(80)

It can be shown that Eq. (80) recovers the cold inflation
expression in the limit Q⋆ → 0.

V. NANOGRAV CONSTRAINTS

To test the aforementioned warm inflation models, we
use the NANOGrav 15-yr dataset including the timing of
pulses from 68 millisecond pulsars, measured as time of
arrivals [46, 69]. For our purposes, we utilize the ceffy
suite [70] and the package PTArcade [71] to conduct a
Bayesian analysis on the NANOGrav dataset. The poste-
rior distributions are thus obtained via the Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) numerical integration using the
PTMCMCSampler software [72]. Specifically, we evaluate
the integral in Eq. (40) through the parametrization

ΩGW(f) = Q(ns)A
2
s

(
f

f⋆

)2(ns−1)

, (81)

where f ≡ k
2π is the present GW frequency, and f⋆ is

the frequency corresponding to the pivot scale. Here, the
function Q(ns) is computed numerically using the values
provided in Table 1 of Ref. [59].

In the following, we present our numerical results for
Ne = 60, in agreement with the Planck predictions [62].

3 Notice that ξ1 → ξ2 in the limit Q⋆ → 0.

Quadratic potential. In the case of the quadratic
potential, we assume uniform priors in the logarithmic
scale [−16,−2], [−8,−2] and [−16,−2] for the param-
eters λ, c1 and f⋆, respectively. In Fig. 1, we show
the 1σ and 2σ contour plots obtained from the anal-
ysis of the GW background alone, and from the com-
bination of the GW background and the astrophysical
signal from inspiraling supermassive black hole binaries
(SMBHBs). In the first row of Table I, we report the
2σ limits on the values of the c1, λ and f⋆ parame-
ters. In particular, the best-fit values are log10 λ =
−12.0+2.5

−2.8 (−11.1+6.3
−5.3), log10 c1 = −2.44+0.92

−1.10 (−3.9+2.4
−3.6)

and log10(f⋆/Hz) = −13.4+1.5
−1.5 (−10.6+7.1

−4.5) for the GW
background (GW background + SMBHB) signal.

Quartic potential. For the quartic potential, we as-
sume the uniform priors log10 λ ∈ [−16,−2], log10 c1 ∈
[−7,−2] and log10(f⋆/Hz) ∈ [−15,−2]. Then, in Fig. 1,
we show the 1σ and 2σ contour plots and the posterior
distributions from the analysis of the GW background
and the GW background + SMBHB signal. The 95%
confidence level (C.L.) limits on λ, c1 and f⋆ param-
eters are presented in the second row of Table I. In
particular, we obtain λ < 1.23 × 10−14 (3.9 × 10−8),
log10 c1 = −2.51+0.47

−0.49 (−3.2+1.3
−2.5) and log10(f⋆/Hz) =

−8.0+2.9
−2.8 (−7.9+2.8

−2.9) for the GW background (GW back-
ground + SMBHB) signal. Our constraints are com-
patible with the theoretical limits λ <∼ 10−8 required to
achieve a successful inflation scenario [73].
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Potential α log10 β log10 c1 log10 λ log10(f⋆/Hz)

Quadratic 2 - −2.44+0.92
−1.10 (−3.9+2.4

−3.6) −12.0+2.5
−2.8 (−11.1+6.3

−5.3) −13.4+1.5
−1.5 (−10.6+7.1

−4.5)

Quartic 4 - −2.51+0.47
−0.49 (−3.2+1.3

−2.5) < −13.91 (−7.40) −8.0+2.9
−2.8 (−7.9+2.8

−2.9)

Exponential 3.9+1.2
−1.3 (4.2

+1.7
−1.8) −1.7+1.3

−1.2 (−2.0+1.9
−1.9) −2.8+1.1

−1.0 (−2.7+1.2
−1.2) −12.9+3.3

−3.0 (−12.3+4.1
−3.8) −9.2+3.4

−1.9 (−8.2+3.0
−2.7)

TABLE I. Summary of our constraints on the warm inflationary models. The best-fit values and 2σ uncertainties are provided
for the quadratic, quartic and exponential potential parameters. The values in parentheses indicate the results obtained when
the SMBHB signal is added to the GW background.

15 10 5
log10

15

10

5

lo
g 1

0
(f H

z)

8

6

4

2

lo
g 1

0
c 1

8 6 4 2
log10 c1

15 10 5
log10 ( f

Hz )

V 2 + SMBHB
V 2

FIG. 1. Marginalized 68% and 95% C.L. contours, with pos-
terior distributions, for the free parameters of the quadratic
potential model. The dashed lines indicate the 95% C.L. lim-
its, while the black dot corresponds to the maximum likeli-
hood values for the GW background signal only.

Exponential potential. In the case of the exponen-
tial potential, we assume the priors to be uniform in
the following intervals: log10 λ ∈ [−16,−2], log10 c1 ∈
[−4, 0], α ∈ [1, 5], β ∈ [10−4, 1] and log10(f⋆/Hz) ∈
[−12,−5]. The best-fit values and 1σ uncertainties we
obtain are listed in the last row of Table I. Additionally,
in Fig. 3, we display the 1σ and 2σ contour plots, and
the posterior distributions, for the GW background alone
and the GW background + SMBHB signal.

A. Model selection

To evaluate the statistical performance of the different
models, we make use of the Bayesian inference method
[74]. Given a dataset D, the posterior probability distri-

15 10
log10

12

10

8

6

4

lo
g 1

0
(f H

z)
6

5

4

3

2

lo
g 1

0
c 1

6 5 4 3 2
log10 c1

10 5
log10 ( f

Hz )

V 4 + SMBHB
V 4

FIG. 2. Marginalized 68% and 95% C.L. contours, with pos-
terior distributions, for the free parameters of the quartic po-
tential model. The dashed lines indicate the upper 95% C.L.
limits, while the black dot corresponds to the maximum like-
lihood values for the GW background signal only.

bution for a model M characterized by a set of parame-
ters θ can be written as

P (θ|D,M) =
P (D|θ,M)P (θ|M)

P (D|M)
, (82)

where P (D|θ,M) and P (θ|M) are the likelihood and the
prior probability distributions, respectively. Here,

P (D|M) =

∫
dθ P (D|θ,M)P (θ|M) (83)

is the marginalized likelihood, i.e. the Bayesian evidence.
Thus, two models M1 and M2 can be compared through
the Bayes factor, defined as

B1,2 =
P (D|M1)

P (D|M2)
. (84)
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15 10
log10

10

5

lo
g 1

0
(f H

z)

4

2

0

lo
g 1

0

2

4

6
4
3
2
1

lo
g 1

0
c 1

4 2
log10 c1

2 4 6 4 2 0
log10

10 5
log10 ( f

Hz )

V e  + SMBHB
V e

FIG. 3. Marginalized 68% and 95% C.L. contours, with pos-
terior distributions, for the free parameters of the exponential
potential model. The dashed lines indicate the 95% C.L. lim-
its, while the black dot corresponds to the best-fit values for
the GW background signal only.

The Bayes factor’s value indicates whether the model M1

is favored or opposed compared to the model reference
M2, according to the Jeffrey scale [75]: for log10 B1,2 <
0, M1 is disfavored, while log10 B1,2 ∈ [0, 0.5], [0.5, 1],
[1, 1.5] [1.5, 2] and [2,∞) mean weak, substantial, strong,
very strong and decisive evidence for M1, respectively.

In our case, we choose the quadratic potential as the
reference model. Then, we obtain log10 B = −0.01, 0.1
for the quartic and exponential potentials, respectively.
This means that the exponential model is slightly fa-
vored, while the quartic potential model performs sta-
tistically as well as the quadratic potential scenario.

Finally, in Fig. 4, we compare the GW spectrum in-
ferred from the different inflationary potentials under in-
vestigation with the NANOGrav data. In particular, the
curves are obtained using the maximum likelihood values
for the parameters of the chaotic potentials and the best-
fit values for the parameters of the exponential potential.

B. Comparison with CMB observations

We here discuss our findings in light of the predictions
from the CMB measurements by the Planck collabora-
tion. For this purpose, we use the maximum likelihood
values for the free parameters of the inflationary models
under study (see Table I) to estimate the dissipation coef-
ficient, which in turn allows us to obtain the scalar spec-
tral index. In particular, we find Q⋆ = {0.08, 0.04, 0.04}
for the quadratic, quartic and exponential models, re-

FIG. 4. The gray regions indicate the posteriors of a
Hellings-Downs correlated free spectral reconstruction of the
NANOGrav signal, while the solid lines refer to the GW back-
ground spectrum inferred from the warm inflationary models.
The curves are obtained from the best-fit values of the free
parameters of the inflationary potential models under study.

spectively. This is consistent with the working hypothesis
of a weak dissipation regime of inflation.

As a consequence, we obtain ns = {2.01, 1.61, 1.74}
for the quadratic, quartic and exponential models, re-
spectively. Our results indicate a blue-tilted spectrum
that is in tension with the Planck-CMB estimate [76].
This effect is generally expected as GWs produced by
cosmic inflation could be observed at nHz frequencies in
the case of a blue-tilted spectrum [77]. A similar behav-
ior is known to occur for scalar-induced GWs produced
during inflation [45].

Furthermore, we repeat our MCMC analysis to take
into account the lower bound on the e-fold number con-
sidered by Planck [76], namely Ne = 50. The correspond-
ing results are summarized in Table II. We notice no sub-
stantial differences compared the case with Ne = 60, as
all the constraints on the model parameters are consis-
tent within 1σ C.L. with the results reported in Table I.

VI. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVES

In this work, we examined the warm inflationary sce-
nario within a spatially flat FLRW background. We in-
vestigated the primordial universe where the cosmic fluid
is made of radiation and a canonical scalar field respon-
sible for the inflationary dynamics. Specifically, we as-
sumed an energy exchange between thermal fluctuations
and the inflaton field, resulting in dissipation effects that
facilitate a smooth transition to the radiation-dominated
era. We thus took into account corrections to the cur-
vature power spectrum with respect to the cold inflation
picture, under the assumption of a linear dependence of
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Potential α log10 β log10 c1 log10 λ log10(f⋆/Hz)

Quadratic 2 - −2.51+0.98
−1.1 (−4.0+2.5

−3.7) −11.9+2.6
−2.9 (−10.8+6.1

−5.6) −13.5+1.5
−1.5 (−10.2+6.5

−4.6

Quartic 4 - −2.62+0.47
−0.49 (−3.3+1.3

−2.5) < −13.11 (−7.00) −8.2+2.7
−2.9 (−8.0+2.9

−2.8)

Exponential 4.4+1.6
−1.6 (4.4

+1.8
−1.8) −1.5+1.6

−1.8 (−1.9+1.9
−2.0) −2.7+1.1

−1.0 (−2.7+1.5
−1.2) −12.9+3.0

−2.7 (−11.4+7.5
−4.6) −7.6+2.9

−3.4 (−7.9+2.8
−2.9)

TABLE II. Summary of the results from the analysis similar to that in Table I for Ne = 50.

the dissipation coefficient on the temperature of the ra-
diation bath.

In particular, we focused on second-order tensor per-
turbations, sourced by scalar fluctuations that reentered
the horizon after inflation. Thus, we computed the en-
ergy density of scalar-induced GWs in terms of a power-
law parametrization of the primordial curvature power
spectrum. We obtained analytical expressions for the
latter under the slow-roll approximation by assuming a
weak dissipation regime of warm inflation. To this end,
we considered two classes of inflationary models, based
on chaotic and exponential potentials of the inflaton.

Then, we tested the theoretical predictions for the
present amount of GW energy density with the recent
observations of a stochastic GW background signal from
PTA measurements. For this aim, we performed an
MCMC numerical analysis of the latest dataset released
by the NANOGrav collaboration. We obtained 95% C.L.
bounds on the free parameters of the inflationary models
under investigation and the pivot scale of the PTAs, by
considering both the GW background signal alone and
the combination of the GW background with the astro-
physical signal from an SMBHB population. We found
that our constraints are in agreement with the theoretical
limits necessary to achieve successful inflation. Based on
the results of the MCMC analysis, we conducted a model
selection study to assess the statistical performance of
the different inflationary scenarios. Specifically, we found
that the exponential potential model is slightly preferred,
while the quadratic and quartic models are statistically
indistinguishable.

Furthermore, we discussed and compared the outcomes
of the present study with the most recent CMB obser-
vations by the Planck collaboration. In particular, we
showed that our results indicate a blue-tilted power spec-
trum, consistently with previous nHz frequency obser-
vations of GWs produced during inflation. Finally, we
examined the impact of the e-fold number in our numer-
ical analysis by taking into account the lower bound of
Ne = 50 as considered by Planck. In this case, we found
no substantial discrepancies with respect to the results
obtained by assuming the concordance value of Ne = 60.

Future perspectives of our work include extending the
current analysis to different functional forms of the dis-
sipation coefficient, such as Γ ∝ T 3, and exploring al-
ternative inflationary potentials. Moreover, further in-
sights into warm inflation could be inferred by investi-
gating whether the present results are confirmed in the
strong dissipation regime, i.e., for Q ≫ 1.
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