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Abstract. We discuss a mechanism of primordial black hole (PBH) formation that does
not require specific features in the inflationary potential, revisiting previous literature. In
this mechanism, a light spectator field evolves stochastically during inflation and remains
subdominant during the post-inflationary era. Even though the curvature power spectrum
stays small at all scales, rare perturbations of the field probe a local maximum in its potential,
leading to non-Gaussian tails in the distribution of curvature fluctuations, and to copious
PBH production. For a concrete axion-like particle (ALP) scenario we analytically determine
the distribution of the compaction function for perturbations, showing that it is characterized
by a heavy tail, which produces an extended PBH mass distribution. We find the ALP
mass and decay constant to be correlated with the PBH mass, for instance, an ALP with
a mass ma = 5.4 × 1014 eV and a decay constant fa = 4.6 × 10−5MPl can lead to PBHs
of mass MPBH = 1021 g as the entire dark matter (DM) of the universe, and is testable
in future PBH observations via lensing in the NGRST and mergers detectable in the LISA
and ET gravitational wave detectors. We then extend our analysis to mixed ALP and PBH
dark matter and Higgs-like spectator fields. We find that PBHs cluster strongly over all
cosmological scales, clashing with CMB isocurvature bounds. We argue that this problem
is shared by all PBH production from inflationary models that depend solely on large non-
Gaussianity without a peak in the curvature power spectrum and discuss possible remedies.
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1 Introduction

The phenomenon of cosmic inflation predicts the existence of primordial curvature pertur-
bations, explaining the origin of the temperature fluctuations in the cosmic microwave back-
ground radiation (CMBR) and the large-scale structure (LSS) formation in the Universe.
We know that the primordial curvature perturbation ζ is already present when the large
cosmological scales enter the Hubble horizon in the early Universe. But when it is outside
the Hubble horizon, the Fourier components ζk (k being the wavenumber) become time-
independent, setting initial conditions for the CMB and LSS formation in the Universe.
Usually the vacuum fluctuations of a scalar (or vector [1]) field are generated ζk when they
exit the horizon during cosmic inflation (that is, when k = aH ≡ ȧ where a(t) is the scale
factor of the FLRW metric). This scalar field can either be the inflaton itself, as is the case
for the single-field inflation, or it can be a spectator field, like in the case of the well-known
curvaton scenario [2–7]. In the latter, the curvaton’s contribution to the energy budget of the
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Universe is usually negligible during inflation, and ζ is generated only after inflation, when
the curvatonic component becomes important.

From the observations of the CMB scale [8], the amplitude of typical curvature pertur-
bations is of the order 10−5 compared to the homogeneous background, while larger curvature
perturbations may exist at smaller scales and may lead to high-density regions that collapse
to primordial black holes (PBHs), see e.g., [9–28]. PBHs may contribute to supermassive
black holes [29, 30] and the stellar-mass black hole merger events observed by gravitational
wave (GW) detectors [31, 32]. The formation of stellar mass PBHs may induce GW sig-
natures that fall within the reach of current Pulsar Timing Array (PTA) experiments (see
e.g., [33–41]), in the nano-Hz frequency range, where PTA experiments (NANOGrav [42],
CPTA [43], PPTA [44], EPTA [45], etc.) recently reported evidence for a stochastic common
process. At larger frequencies, LISA [46] would be able to observe the imprints of asteroid
mass PBH formation (see e.g., [47–50]). These PBHs, with masses of 1017–23g, are a favorable
candidate for dark matter (DM) [51–54].

In single-field inflation, large curvature perturbations are generated when the inflaton
rolls through a flat Section of its potential in so-called ultra-slow-roll inflation, see e.g., [55?
–58]. These scenarios typically involve a lot of fine-tuning, as discussed in detail in [59], first
to obtain a peak in the curvature power spectrum of order 10−2 and then to adjust the peak
for exactly the desired PBH abundance. In recent years, it has been shown that curvaton
models1 can also produce large perturbations responsible for PBH generation [62–76].

In this paper, we will investigate a mechanism involving a light curvaton field or spec-
tator field in general. The spectator field or the curvaton field may have a variety of micro-
scopic origins and field theoretical properties since they generic in various high-energy physics
frameworks such as supersymmetry (SUSY), supergravity (SUGRA), grand unified theories
(GUT), string theory, extra-dimensional models, etc [77]. Because the spectator field is light,
the exact shape of its potential is somewhat irrelevant for its inflationary evolution, during
which the field fluctuations are dominated by its quantum fluctuations. This evolution we
will encapture in non-perturbative framework by a stochastic computation. However, the
potential becomes relevant after inflation, when the field starts to evolve classically. Eventu-
ally, the curvaton decays, transferring its fluctuations into curvature perturbations. In our
setup, the typical curvature perturbations produced this way are small, below the observed
CMB amplitude, which we assume to originate from other fields. However, in rare regions of
space, the spectator’s inflationary motion leaves it in a flat section of its potential, leading
to a significant change in the local expansion history before decay and a strong curvature
fluctuation. PBHs are produced later, when these fluctuations re-enter inside the Hubble
radius and collapse gravitationally.

The observed primordial perturbations follow a Gaussian distribution to a high accuracy
[78]. However, PBHs form from strong, rare fluctuations far in the tail of the distribution,
where non-Gaussianities may be important, see e.g., [79–81]. Some non-Gaussianity arises
from the transformation between the curvature perturbations and the PBH-forming density
perturbations, see e.g. [82–84]; some non-Gaussianity may be already present in the primor-
dial curvature perturbations. Primordial non-Gaussianity is also present in the curvaton sce-
nario [85–99], and it is usually treated perturbatively, described by the local non-Gaussianity
parameter fNL and its higher-order counterparts. They describe small deviations from Gaus-
sianity. As mentioned above, we do not have a peak in the curvature power spectrum, so

1Also dynamics of spectator fields like the waterfall during hybrid inflation may lead to significant PBH
formation Refs. [60, 61].
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the PBH-forming perturbations must be far from Gaussian. For this reason, we solve the
non-Gaussianities non-perturbatively, using the δN formalism [100–103], without resorting
to an fNL expansion.

In [104–107], the authors considered a similar PBH production mechanism. However
in their setup, the curvaton dominates over radiation in the PBH-forming patches, whereas
we will see that even a sub-dominant curvaton may be enough for PBH formation. We
obtain an analytical formula for the PBH density, depending on a few key parameters of our
example model. We also show how phase transitions can introduce a natural lower cutoff in
the PBH mass spectrum, and the clustering of PBHs formed through such mechanisms is
also discussed.

As a specific example, we study an axion-like particle (ALP) as the curvaton [63, 66,
70, 99], with a sinusoidal potential whose maxima can produce PBHs through the above-
described mechanism. The axion-like field is the angular component ϑ of a generic complex
scalar field Φ = φeiϑ charged under a U(1)PQ symmetry. Historically, the so-called Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [108, 109] (for reviews, see [110–116]) was developed to address
the strong CP problem of quantum chromodynamics (QCD). It predicts the existence of a
light pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson, the famous QCD axion [117, 118]. Non-perturbative
effects generate a mass for the QCD axion mass which must be less than O(10) meV to
satisfy the current astrophysical observational bounds [119–121]. Going beyond QCD, axion-
like particles arise in string theory [122] and can solve other open questions in the Standard
Model of particle physics (SM) such as the hierarchy problem [123], be responsible for non-
thermal dark matter (DM) via vacuum misalignment mechanism [124–126], and may also
account for the dark energy of the Universe [127–130] and lead to baryogenesis as a solution
to the matter antimatter asymmetry puzzle [131, 132]. It has also been recently considered
in the context of axion-driven kination which is like a stiff equation of state in pre-BBN era
[133–137].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we discuss PBH formation in curvaton
scenario and the curvaton’s dynamics during and after inflation. In Section 3, we discuss
the ALP model, and in Section 4, we develop the analytical treatment of the ALP curvaton
dynamics. In Section 5, we discuss the parameter space through benchmark points. Section 6
is reserved for extended scenarios and PBH clustering, and Section 7 contains a discussion
and conclusions. Unless otherwise noted, we use natural units with c = ℏ = kB =MPl = 1.

2 Primordial black holes and curvaton models

The curvaton is a scalar field that is subdominant during inflation but contributes to curva-
ture perturbations after inflation has ended. The curvaton scenario was introduced in [2–4]
to “liberate’ the inflaton field from being responsible for producing curvature fluctuations at
large CMB scales (see e.g., [138]). Curvaton models enlarge the set of inflationary scenarios
whose predictions are compatible with data, and improve fine-tuning issues affecting several
inflationary setups. Moreover, after their introduction, these models led to the development
of several interesting ideas based on the dynamics of spectator fields during inflation (see
e.g., [139] for a review).

A perspective related to the curvaton mechanism has been recently developed in [105,
106] in the context of PBH model building (see also [104, 140, 141] for related constructions).
The authors consider inflationary models where the dynamics of a spectator field during
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inflation leads to controllable PBH production in the early Universe, with reduced fine-
tuning in the parameters. This favourable condition can be obtained by exploiting the strong
non-Gaussian tails of curvature perturbations, induced by the spectator field dynamics after
inflation ends.

In this Section, we describe the ideas at the basis of the PBH-curvaton scenario of
[104–107], focusing on the dynamics of cosmological perturbations. The perturbations in
the curvaton field, created during inflation, are translated into curvature perturbations after
inflation ends. Calculations can be carried out in a transparent way by means of the δN
approach [100]. Different parts of the Universe expand by different amounts, as the curvaton
field—denoted by ψ(x)—rolls through its potential towards a final hypersurface of fixed
energy density. If the potential has localised features, the small-scale curvature perturbations
arising around the features get amplified, acquiring pronounced non-Gaussian statistics. This
leads to PBH formation at small scales. We aim to build a curvaton PBH scenario where
the effects of the curvaton ψ are negligible at large cosmic scales, hence CMB and LSS
observations are not affected.

Following [105, 106], we start by considering our observable Universe at a very early
time, when its size is of the order of the Hubble radius. We measure time during inflation in
terms of e-folds of expansion, call them N , normalized so that at this initial time N = 0. We
denote the (average) curvaton field value in our Hubble patch at this initial time with ψ0.

As time proceeds forward, cosmic expansion stretches the patch that corresponds to our
observed Universe: soon it covers many Hubble-sized sub-regions. Each of these regions can
be treated as a “separate Universe’ [102] with its own, locally homogeneous field value. In
each patch, the curvaton’s classical motion is frozen, due to the Hubble friction associated to
the background expansion. However, the curvaton field experiences stochastic-type diffusion,
due to new modes constantly produced by quantum effects of the Universe’s expansion (see
e.g. [142]). During inflation, the local curvaton ψ then follows a stochastic equation of motion

dψ = σN
√
dNξN , σN ≡ H∗

2π
, ⟨ξNξN ′⟩ = δ(N −N ′) , (2.1)

where H∗ is the Hubble parameter during inflation, which we take to be approximately
constant2, while ξN is a white, Gaussian noise controlled by the quantum effects mentioned
above. Assuming inflation is driven by a single field separate from the curvaton, CMB results
on the tensor-to-scalar ratio 8PT /Pζ < 0.036 and scalar power spectrum As ≈ 2.1 × 10−9

[143, 144] imply

H∗ < Hmax = 4.7× 1013GeV . (2.2)

Solving Eq. (2.1), we deduce that the curvaton field in a given Hubble patch at time N
obeys a Gaussian probability distribution

P (ψ,N) =
1√

2πΣN
e
− (ψ−ψ0)

2

2Σ2
N , Σ2

N ≡
∫ N

0
dN ′σ2N ′ =

H2
∗

4π2
N . (2.3)

2In [105–107], the Hubble parameter has a mild scale dependence during inflation, compatible with the
CMB spectral tilt. We expect such a scale dependence to only have a small effect in our considerations, hence
for simplicity we omit it.
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Equation (2.3) can be interpreted as the probability distribution for the coarse-grained cur-
vaton ψ containing all Fourier modes up to a scale k ∝ eNH∗ [145]. In position space3, ψ
represents the average of the field in a patch of comoving size r. These scales are related by

d ln r = −d ln k = −dN , r =
1

k
=

1

k∗
eN∗−N . (2.4)

We fix the proportionality at the CMB pivot scale k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1. Taking the comoving
size of the observable Universe to be the inverse of the Hubble parameter today, and choosing
H0 = 70 km/s/Mpc, we obtain N∗ ≈ ln k∗/H0 ≈ 5. Below, we use the quantities N , k, and
r interchangeably without ambiguities. Each scale also corresponds to a specific PBH mass,
as we will discuss in Section 5.1.

Hubble friction freezes the curvaton perturbations after they leave the Hubble horizon.
We denote the frozen super-horizon value of the curvaton field by ψ̃. Coarse-grained over a
distance r, its probability distribution P (ψ̃, r) is given by Eq. (2.3) with the identification
(2.4). Curvaton perturbations start to evolve again during the post-inflationary radiation-
dominated epoch. In [104–107], the authors consider a scenario where the curvaton briefly
becomes the dominant energy density component. In our work, instead, we focus on scenarios
where the curvaton contribution to energy density is always subdominant with respect to
radiation. There maybe several instances where such a sub-dominant curvaton or spectator
field field could be interesting: firstly it does not decay this may remain itself as the dominant
component the dark matter of the Universe [147, 148]. Moreover sub-dominant curvaton
naturally leads to larger non-Gaussian tails which means significant PBH formation at small
scales [87]. Finally there ar several well motivated particle physics based scenarios where
the inflationary reheating is left over with sub-dominant energy desnity in the dark sector
(assuming inflationary reheating transfers its energy density into visible sector), (see Ref.
[149] and references there-in). Nevertheless, even when this condition is satisfied, its impact
on the expansion of the Universe becomes non-negligible during radiation domination. During
this post-inflationary epoch, we denote with Np the expansion e-folds (setting Np = 0 at
ρr = ρdec, see below); the equations of motion governing the curvaton evolution are

ψ′′ +

[(
3− 1

2
ψ′2
)
− 2

3

ρr
H2

]
ψ′ +

V ′

H2
= 0 , H2 =

V + ρr

3− 1
2ψ

′2 , ρr = ρdece
−4Np , (2.5)

where a prime denotes a derivative with respect to Np, and ρr is the radiation energy density4.
The evolution of the curvaton field and its energy density depends on the curvaton potential
V (ψ). We solve these equations starting from a given curvaton value with vanishing initial
velocity. We follow the system evolution up to a hypersurface of constant total energy density,
ρ = ρdec, corresponding to the stage of curvaton decay. The e-fold number when the process
completes is given by a function Ñ(ψ̃), relating each initial, perturbed curvaton value ψ̃ to an
e-fold value Ñ . The δN formalism connects the curvature perturbation in a patch of space
to ψ̃ as [100–103]

ζ = Ñ(ψ̃)− N̄ , N̄ ≈ Ñ(ψ0) . (2.6)

3To obtain the white-noise stochastic equations (2.1), the coarse graining is performed in terms of a
step function in Fourier space. In real space, the corresponding window function oscillates with a decaying
amplitude. We omit this complication for simplicity and make the identification r = 1/k. For a more accurate
treatment, see e.g. [146].

4In [105–107], the ψ′ dependence in the H2 term is neglected. For completeness, we include its contribution
in our analysis.
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Figure 1. The curvaton power spectrum contribution (2.7) for model A from Table 1 (blue), compared
to the CMB observations [143] (dashed red) and the Gaussian PBH formation threshold of Pζ ∼ 10−2

(shaded).

For a coarse-grained ψ, we interpret the quantity ζ above as a coarse-grained curvature
perturbation.5

In the limit of small, linear perturbations, we can Taylor expand Eq. (2.6) around the
value ψ̃ = ψ0, obtaining

6 ζ ≈ Ñψ0δψ̃. The curvature power spectrum associated with the
curvaton field is then

Pζ,ψ(k) = Pψ(k)Ñ2
ψ0

=
H2(k)

4π2
Ñ2
ψ0
, (2.7)

where in the second equality we use the curvaton statistics arising from the process (2.1).
Hence, the properties of the curvature power spectrum depend on the first derivative of the e-
fold number along the direction of the curvaton in field space. Note that the power spectrum
is scale-independent due to the scale-independence of Eq. (2.1). We make it subdominant to
the inflaton contribution, so it does not affect the CMB constraints. See Fig. 1 for a pictorial
representation of the situation we are considering.

Conventionally, an analysis of PBH formation is developed in terms of conditions on
the power spectrum Pζ , demanding that it becomes larger than a threshold of order 10−2

at small scales, where the scale is related to the PBH mass, see e.g., [56]. Since PBHs form
from large fluctuations in the distribution’s tails, non-Gaussianities are often important; a
more careful analyses sometimes work with the local value of the curvature perturbation ζ
computed beyond Gaussian order, see e.g., [151]. However, it has been argued [152] that one
should consider only the local value of ζ, subtracting the effect of long-wavelength modes,
since these do not affect the gravitational collapse. In [105], the authors took this route and
considered an “inner’ perturbation in ζ on top of the local background. We follow the same
route, but we connect the “inner” perturbation to the perturbation compaction function.

5For coarse-grained, super-Hubble quantities, it would arguably be more accurate to make a comparison to
the average Ñ that the field takes in all the Hubble-sized sub-patches, see e.g., [150]. However, this complicates
the computation considerably, and we prefer not to follow this route.

6We use lower indices to indicate derivatives, so that Nψ̃ ≡ dN/dψ̃, and, in a slight abuse of notation,

Ñψ0 ≡
(
dN/dψ̃

) ∣∣
ψ̃=ψ0

.
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Numerical studies show that PBH formation is best estimated in terms of the perturba-
tion compaction function [153–155], the mass excess inside a region of space divided by the
radius:

C ≡ 2δM

R
. (2.8)

If this quantity is of order one, the mass is sufficiently concentrated (essentially, inside the
corresponding Schwarzschild radius) for a black hole to form. In the super-Hubble limit,
assuming spherical symmetry, the compaction function can be written in terms of the radial
derivative of the curvature perturbation,

C =
2

3

[
1−

(
1 +

dζ(r)

d ln r

)2
]
. (2.9)

The collapse threshold is Cth ≈ 0.4 (we neglect, for simplicity, the shape-dependence of
the threshold). For convenience, we define the “linear” (and rescaled) compaction Cl ≡
dζ(r)/d ln r; the collapse criterion can equivalently be written as Cl < Cl,th ≈ −0.37.

To estimate the radial derivative in Eq. (2.9), we consider e-fold variations of order one,
the typical time-scale of evolution during inflation, and thus set |dN | = d ln r = 1. Using the
δN approach, we compute dζ ≈ Ñψdψ̃, see Eq. (2.6), where dψ̃ has a Gaussian distribution
with zero mean and variance σ2N , as per Eq. (2.1). The derivative Ñψ̃ depends on the local

value of ψ̃. Hence, to build a probability distribution for Cl, we integrate over all possible
values of the local curvaton field [105]:

P (Cl, r) =
∫

dψ̃P (ψ̃, r)
1√

2πσr|Ñψ̃|
e
− C2l

2σ2rÑ
2
ψ̃ . (2.10)

The result is, in general, non-Gaussian in Cl. Such non-Gaussianity plays an important role
in our analysis. To obtain the PBH abundance, denoted with β, we integrate the distribution
over the collapse region Cl < Cl,th:

βN =

∫ Cl,th

−∞
dCl P (Cl, N) . (2.11)

This is sensitive to the non-Gaussian tails of the probability function P (Cl, N).

These are the general formulas we use below to study example models. The scale-
dependence of the perturbations is important: the models must both produce PBHs at small
scales and at the same time not violate the CMB constraints at large scales. To see how
this is possible with the distribution (2.10), note that if the variance Ñ2

ψ̃
is large, high values

of |Cl| become likely, triggering PBH production. As we will see below, Ñψ̃ grows near a
local hilltop in the curvaton potential. With the correct initial conditions, the probability
distribution P (ψ̃, r) supports such field values only for small r, leaving large scales and the
CMB untouched. We also need to avoid generating too many small-mass PBHs, which would
lead to an excessive amount of Hawking radiation and violate the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis
bounds, see e.g., [156]. Below, we will see how to address these issues, and restrict the PBHs
into a specific mass window, such as the asteroid mass scale.
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3 Axion-like fields

As our example model, we consider cosmological aspects of ALPs (see e.g., [114] for a review)
as curvaton candidate. An ALP arises from a complex scalar field Φ, whose potential only
depends on the modulus |Φ|. At some high energy scale denoted by fa, the potential develops
a minimum at |Φ| = fa, and the U(1) symmetry related to the phase shifts of Φ (called the
Peccei–Quinn symmetry) is spontaneously broken.7 We decompose the field as

Φ(x) =
1√
2
[fa + σ(x)] eiψ(x)/fa . (3.1)

The modulus σ has a large mass mσ ∼ fa and can be integrated out, while the angular
part ψ becomes the massless pseudo-Nambu Goldstone boson. We assume fa > H∗, so that
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry is broken before inflation starts; ψ evolves stochastically and
becomes the curvaton of the previous Section. This is the “pre-inflationary axion” scenario.8

After inflation, at a lower energy Λa, the U(1) symmetry gets explicitly broken by non-
perturbative effects, and the ALP ψ obtains a periodic potential, which we take to be of the
standard form [116, 157]9

V (ψ) = Λ4
a

[
1− cos

(
NDWψ

fa

)]
, (3.2)

see Fig. 2. The domain wall number NDW denotes the number of distinct vacua as ψ changes
from 0 to 2πfa. If NDW > 1, domain walls may form. If the walls extend over long distances,
they may spoil early Universe cosmology by becoming dominant [116]. If they only form
around rare, closed patches of space, they form bubbles that may form primordial black
holes on their own right [158]. We take NDW = 1 below, avoiding such issues.

The ALP mass at the potential minimum is m2
a = V ′′(0) = Λ4

a/f
2
a . To be more pre-

cise, as we approach the energy Λa, the ALP mass develops in a manner dependent on the
temperature T of the Universe,

ma(T ) ≃


Λ2
a

fa

(
Λ

T

)Q
for T > Λa ,

Λ2
a

fa
for T < Λa ,

(3.3)

with a positive power Q of order unity given by non-perturbative estimations in the strongly
coupled regime [116]. For simplicity, we always use the T < Λa limit. The ALP potential is
then fully described by any two of the three quantities Λa, fa, and ma.

Potential (3.2) has all the desired properties mentioned at the end of Section 2. We
take ψ to start its stochastic inflationary evolution on the potential slope at 0 < ψ0 < πfa
(this is called the misalignment mechanism); rare fluctuations at large N , or small length
scales, push ψ to the hilltop at ψ = πfa, activating PBH production. As we will explain in
Section 5.1, small length scales correspond to small PBH masses. Note, however, that the
PBH production can only activate after the ALP potential has developed. This provides a
lower cutoff in PBH masses, circumventing the problem of excessive Hawking radiation.

7This symmetry breaking creates axion strings. In our setup, they are diluted by inflation.
8Contrary to this study, most of the early works considering axion or ALP as the curvaton either used σ

as the curvaton, or used ψ but only considered the small-field regime [63, 66, 67, 75, 92, 94, 100].
9In case of the QCD axion, it is this explicit symmetry breaking which solves the strong CP problem.
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Figure 2. A sketch of the axion-like potential (3.2).

When the axion-curvaton starts to evolve in the post-inflationary Universe, it oscillates
around the minimum of its potential, until it decays to SM degrees of freedom. ALPs typically
interact with the SM through a Lagrangian term of the form

Lint =
α

8π

ψ

fa
FµνF̃

µν , (3.4)

where α is the dimensioless coupling between the ALP ψ and a CP-violating Chern-Simons–
like term of the electromagnetic field strength F . At temperatures below Λa, the associated
decay width is

Γa ≈
α2

256π3
Λ6
a

f5a
. (3.5)

We assume instantaneous decay when H = Γa, at energy density ρdec = 3MPlΓ
2
a introduced

in Eq. (2.5). Adjusting α in Eq. (3.5) lets us set ρdec freely.
10 In Section 6, we briefly consider

a scenario where the ALP does not decay.

In the next Section, we analyse the ALP’s post-inflationary dynamics in detail to com-
pute the model’s PBH statistics.

4 Analytical solution for axion-like particles

We discussed in Section 2 the general ideas and formulas at the basis of our PBH curvaton
scenario, while in Section 3, we outlined a possible realization of these ideas in terms of ALPs.
In this Section, we explicitly solve the curvaton evolution equations in the case of ALPs, and
we analyze their ramifications for the statistics of the compaction function. Consequences
for PBH production are discussed in Section 5.

10In the benchmark models of Table 1, α is large, many orders of magnitude above one. This is a consequence
of the large separation between Λa and fa. A perturbative treatment of the decay is questionable in this case.
We choose to remain agnostic of the details of the decay process and treat ρdec as a free parameter in our
model. See also [116].
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In order to handle more easily the evolution of the ALP, we define the rescaled variables

θ ≡ ψ

fa
, g(θ) ≡ 1− cos(θ) =

V (ψ)

Λ4
a

, R ≡ ρr
Λ4
a

, q ≡ H∗
2πfa

. (4.1)

Similarly, we write θ̃ ≡ ψ̃/fa for the frozen super-Hubble θ. In terms of these rescalings, the
stochastic equations (2.1), (2.3) become

dθ = q
√
dNξN , P (θ,N) =

1√
2πNq

e
− (θ−θ0)

2

2q2N . (4.2)

The post-inflationary equations (2.5) become

θ′′ +

(
3− 1

2
θ′2f2a

)([
1− 2

3

R

R+ g(θ)

]
θ′ +

g′(θ)

[R+ g(θ)]f2a

)
= 0 , R = Rdece

−4Np . (4.3)

We follow the normalization of the post-inflationary e-fold number Np introduced in Eq. (2.5),
defining the rescaled quantity Rdec ≡ ρdec/Λ

4
a.

The curvature power spectrum (2.7) reads

Pζ,ψ(k) = q2Ñ2
θ0 , θ0 ≡

ψ0

fa
. (4.4)

The non-Gaussian probability distribution for the linear compaction function Cl (2.10) results
in

P (Cl, N) =
1

2πq2
√
N

∫
dθ̃

|Ñθ̃|
exp

(
−(θ̃ − θ0)

2

2q2N
−

C2
l

2q2Ñ2
θ̃

)
. (4.5)

We now proceed to solve Eq. (4.3) analytically in different regimes.

4.1 Near the hilltop

We solve Eq. (4.3) in the limit θ → π near the hilltop of the curvaton potential, focusing
on the case of radiation domination, R ≫ g(θ). In doing this, our aim is to explore the
high-Cl tail of the probability distribution (4.5). Defining the new variable φ ≡ π− θ, we get
g(θ) ≈ 2− 1

2φ
2, and so

φ′′ + φ′ − 3φ

f2aRdec
e4Np ≈ 0 . (4.6)

We start around the hilltop with zero field velocity, dropping the non-linear θ′ contribution
in Eq. (4.3). We can further scale away the effects of the fa and Rdec parameters by defining
the new time variable

n ≡ −1

4
ln[R(Np)f

2
a ] = Np −

1

4
lnRdec −

1

2
ln fa . (4.7)

Hence, we obtain
φ′′ + φ′ − 3φe4n ≈ 0 . (4.8)

This equation is solved in terms of the Bessel functions, imposing the initial conditions φ→ φ̃,
φ′ → 0 at n→ −∞:

φ(n) = φ̃×
√
2

31/8
Γ

(
5

4

)
e−

n
2 I1/4

(√
3

2
e2n

)

≈ φ̃×
√

2

π

1

33/8
Γ

(
5

4

)
exp

(√
3

2
e2n − 3n

2

)
.

(4.9)
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The last approximation applies specifically to the large-n limit. In this large-n regime,
though, our approximations start to break down: the curvaton leaves the region of the
hilltop and starts to oscillate around the minimum of its potential. We can approximate this
transition to occur sharply, at the point the expression (4.9) satisfies φ(nosc) = π (in other
words, θ crosses zero). 11 Using the second line of Eq. (4.9), this condition gives for the
initial oscillation time

φ̃ ≈ π3/233/8√
2Γ
(
5
4

) exp(−√
3

2
e2nosc +

3nosc
2

)
⇔ (4.10)

nosc ≈ −2

3
ln

(
π3/233/8√
2φ̃Γ

(
5
4

))− 1

2
W−1

(
−
25/3

[
φ̃Γ
(
5
4

)]4/3
3π2

)
, (4.11)

where W−1 is the (−1) branch of the Lambert W function. 12 Note that nosc is a function
of φ̃ only : we have scaled away all other parameter dependence.

The curvaton decays when the total scaled energy density of the Universe equals Rdec.
We aim to solve for Ñ , i.e., the number of e-folds at decay as defined in Eq. (2.6). After the
curvaton starts to oscillate, its energy density scales as cold matter, ∝ e−3Np , so we solve
equation

R(Ñ) + g(θ̃)e−3(Ñ−Np,osc) ≈ Rdec . (4.12)

We take θ̃ = π − φ̃, and note that g(θ̃) ≈ 2 near the hilltop. Converting Np to the time
variable n, Eq. (4.12) becomes

e−4Ñ +
2f

3/2
a

R
1/4
dec

e−3(Ñ−nosc) = 1 . (4.13)

This is a fourth-order polynomial equation in e−Ñ ; it can be solved analytically, but the
result is quite complex. In our scenario, the curvaton is subdominant at the time of the

decay, so we can expand to leading order in both Ñ and f
3/2
a /R

1/4
dec to obtain

Ñ ≈ f
3/2
a

2R
1/4
dec

e3nosc . (4.14)

Together with Eq. (4.11), this condition provides the function Ñ(θ̃).
What is its asymptotic behaviour of Eq. (4.14) for small φ̃, or equivalently, large nosc

and Ñ? According to Eq. (4.10), φ̃ behaves roughly like the double logarithm of nosc—that
is, it changes slowly. At least locally, we may expect

Ñ = a− b ln φ̃ , (4.15)

where a and b are constants and b > 0. Hence, Ñφ̃ = −b/φ̃. Below, we are going to need the
value of b around the point that satisfies Ñθ̃ = −Ñφ̃ = |Cl,th|/q (for reasons explained below,

11Note that the onset of curvaton oscillation for our non-quadratic potential differs from the definition used
in some papers, such as Ref. [92]. However, Fig. 3 demonstrates that our analytical approximation closely
matches the numerical data.

12Since we focus on the hilltop, the argument of the Lambert W function in Eq. (4.11) is between −1/e
and 0, so the W−1 branch gives a real and positive result. See, e.g., [159] for the detailed properties of the
Lambert W function.
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we call the corresponding field value θ̃pk). It can be obtained by keeping only the leading
exponential term in the exponent of Eq. (4.10) and differentiating both sides with respect to
φ̃. We also differentiate both sides of Eq. (4.14). We solve this pair of equations with the
added condition of Ñθ̃ = |Cl,th|/q and obtain

b = φ̃Ñθ̃ =
31/4f

3/2
a

2
√
2R

1/4
dec

×

√√√√−W−1

(
−
3F 6

a q
4Γ
(
5
4

)4
2C4

l,thπ
6Rdec

)
for Ñθ̃ =

|Cl,th|
q

. (4.16)

The parameter dependence of b is dominated by the prefactor ∝ f
3/2
a R

−1/4
dec ; the Lambert W

function is typically of order one, and its dependence on the argument is mild (approximately
logarithmic).

Figure 3 shows the behaviour of the scalar field and the radiation bath, and compares the
analytical approximations of this Section to a numerical solution of Eq. (4.3) in an example
case. The solutions for θ(Np) agree very well up to the point θ = 0. The energy density
approximation, obtained by switching from a constant density to a matter-like scaling at the
epoch nosc, is able to reproduce the numerical solution with adequate precision.

Figure 4 represents the functional form of Ñ(θ̃) in a representative example, comparing
it to Eqs. (4.14) and (4.15). Due to the slight inaccuracy of the nosc approximation (also
apparent in the lower left panel in Fig. 3) there is a shift between the numerical result and
Eq. (4.14) in the θ̃ → π tail; however, this is not relevant for our results for Cl below, which
depend mainly on the derivative Ñθ̃. As the right panel of Fig. 4 shows, this derivative is
captured well by the b factor in Eq. (4.16).

4.2 Away from the hilltop

We can also analytically solve the equations well away from the hilltop, in the regime of
small θ, and do it here for completeness. In the small θ limit, the potential is quadratic,
g(θ) ≈ 1

2θ
2. The field variable θ follows an evolution equation analogous to Eq. (4.8):

θ′′ + θ′ + 3θe4n ≈ 0 , (4.17)

whose solution is

θ(n) = θ̃ ×
√
2

31/8
Γ

(
5

4

)
e−

n
2 J1/4

(√
3

2
e2n

)
. (4.18)

At early times, the solution is frozen at θ = θ̃. At late times, the solution oscillates around
the minimum of the potential, with

θ(n) ≈ θ̃ × 23/2

33/8
√
π
Γ

(
5

4

)
e−

3n
2 cos

(√
3

2
e2n − 3π

8

)
. (4.19)

During the oscillations, the energy density scales as ∝ θ2 ∝ e−3n, mimicking cold matter as
already noted above. From the envelope of the oscillations, setting the cosine to one and
solving the condition θ(nosc) = θ̃ from the ensuing equation, we obtain

nosc = −2

3
ln

(
33/8

√
π

23/2Γ(5/4)

)
≈ −0.029 (4.20)
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Figure 3. Evolution of θ and its energy density, together with the energy density of radiation, from the
initial value θ̃pk, in model A from Table 1. The numerical curves correspond to solutions of Eq. (4.3).
The analytical solution for θ follows Eq. (4.9) up to Nosc given by Eq. (4.11). The analytical solution
for the scalar energy density is frozen at g(θ̃pk) until Nosc, and then starts to scale as non-relativistic
matter. Such a behaviour slightly overestimates the late-time energy density.

as the effective “start time of oscillations”. |nosc| is a small constant independent from θ̃.
Comparing to Eq. (4.7), we see the oscillations start when Rf2a ≈ 1, giving 3H2 ≈ ρr =
RΛ4

a = m2
a—that is, when H ∼ ma, a well-known result widely adopted for a quadratic

curvaton, see, e.g., [2–4].
To obtain Ñ , we start again from Eq. (4.12). This time, g(θ̃) = 1

2 θ̃
2 instead of the

hilltop value of 2. We thus get

e−4Ñ +
θ̃2f

3/2
a

2R
1/4
dec

e−3(Ñ−nosc) = 1 , hence Ñ ≈ θ̃2f
3/2
a

8R
1/4
dec

e3nosc . (4.21)

We can use this result to gain insight into the power spectrum Pζ,ψ when θ0 is small. Naively,
the result (4.4) implies that Pζ,ψ → 0 as θ0 → 0, since then Ñθ̃ → 0 (see Fig. 4)13, providing

13Fig. 4 shows a different shape for the first derivative Ñθ̃ compared to Fig. 6 in [92], Fig. 1 in [160], and
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Figure 4. The function Ñ(θ̃) for model A from Table 1. The numerical line arises from numerically
solving Eq. (4.3). The analytical curve is given by Eq. (4.14). It is shifted in the y-direction, due
to the inaccuracy of approximating nosc by Eq. (4.10). The fit is given by Eq. (4.15), with b from
Eq. (4.16) and a chosen to coincide with the numerical result at θ̃ = θ̃pk.

an easy way to fulfill the CMB constraints. However, in this limit, the approximation (4.4)
breaks down: Ñθ̃ is no longer a constant for the “typical” perturbations, which have a finite

width q
√
N . To estimate the power spectrum in this limit, we can instead use the more

general definition (see e.g., [161])

Pζ,ψ(k) =
d
〈
Ñ2(N)

〉
dN

, (4.22)

based on the fact that
〈
Ñ2(N)

〉
equals the integral over the power spectrum up to the scale

N , as per the δN formalism. Indeed, the spectrum in Eq. (4.4) can be derived from Eq. (4.22)

by approximating Ñ ≈ Ñθ̃dθ̃ and using
〈
dθ̃2
〉
= q2N .

Using Eq. (4.21), we obtain〈
Ñ2
〉
=

f3a

64R
1/2
dec

e6nosc

〈
θ̃4
〉
=

3f3a

64R
1/2
dec

e6noscq4N2 , (4.23)

where we made use of the Gaussianity of θ̃. We finally get

Pζ,ψ(k) = q4
3Nf3a

32R
1/2
dec

e6nosc . (4.24)

This is essentially Eq. (4.4) evaluated at the “typical” values of θ̃ ∼ q
√
N . Even for small θ̃,

the power spectrum can not be smaller than this value.
After deriving these analytic results on the dynamics of the curvaton field in different

regimes, we proceed to study their consequences for PBH production.

Fig. 6 in [76]. This is due to different conventions: when varying θ̃, we keep constant the energy density at
curvaton decay, rather than the energy ratio, as done in previous studies.
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4.3 Compaction function distribution

We are now ready to compute the probability distribution of Cl from Eq. (4.5). At small |Cl|,
the result may be Gaussian, or instead a more sharply peaked distribution, depending on the
value of θ0, as we show in Appendix A. In order to study PBH production, we are interested
in the tail of the distribution at large |Cl|.

When |Cl| is large, the first term in the exponent in Eq. (4.5) is subleading. Eq. (4.15)
tells us that the main contribution to the integral arises from values of θ̃ close to π, where
Ñθ̃ grows sharply. We approximate the integral using the saddle point method, writing

1

Ñθ̃

exp

(
−

C2
l

2q2Ñ2
θ̃

)
≡ exp

[
−f(θ̃)

]
≈ exp

[
−f(θ̃pk)−

1

2
f ′′(θ̃pk)(θ̃ − θ̃pk)

2

]
,

f(θ̃) =
C2
l

2q2Ñ2
θ̃

+ ln Ñθ̃ , f ′(θ̃pk) = 0 ⇔ Ñθ̃(θ̃pk) =
|Cl|
q
,

f ′′(θ̃pk) = 2
q2

C2
l

Ñθ̃θ̃(θ̃pk)
2 .

(4.25)

The quantity θ̃pk can be obtained once the function Ñ is known. The Gaussian integral over
θ̃ can then be performed, to yield

P (Cl, N) ≈ 1

2q2
√
NπÑθ̃θ̃(θ̃pk)

e
− (π−θ0)

2

2q2N
− 1

2 =
b

2
√
NπC2

l

e
− (π−θ0)

2

2q2N
− 1

2 , (4.26)

where we approximated θ̃ ≈ π in the first term in the exponent in Eq. (4.5) and used (4.15)
to substitute Ñθ̃θ̃(θ̃pk) = Ñ2

θ̃
(θ̃pk)/b.

The functional form of Eq. (4.26) is noteworthy: the distribution has a “heavy” tail that
declines as 1/C2

l , much slower than a Gaussian one. In fact, the decline is even slower than the
exponential behaviour often encountered for the curvature perturbation ζ in PBH-producing
single-field models (see e.g., [145, 162–164]; however, compare also with [165, 166], where
the authors obtain sizeable tails for the statistics of ζ). We reproduce such an exponential
behaviour for ζ for our model in Appendix C. The difference highlights the importance of
using Cl instead of ζ for the collapse criterion: in our benchmark cases below, we reach the
threshold Cl = Cl,th ∼ 0.4 for values of ζ that are smaller by one or more orders of magnitude.

Fig. 5 compares the analytical approximation (4.26) to the full result in a specific exam-
ple. For the full result, we first solve Eq. (4.3) numerically to obtain Ñ and then numerically
integrate Eq. (4.5). The match between numerical and analytical results is excellent. We no-
tice the same behaviour for all of the benchmark scenarios we are going to discuss in Section
5.

To evaluate the PBH abundance, we must then integrate P (Cl, N) over the tail:

βN =

∫ Cl,th

−∞
dCl P (Cl, N) . (4.27)

To handle this equation, instead of starting from the result (4.26), we find it more convenient
to begin again from Eq. (4.5). We perform the Cl integral first, yielding

βN =
1

2q
√
2πN

∫ π

−π
dθ̃ exp

[
−(θ̃ − θ0)

2

2q2N

]
erfc

(
|Cl,th|√
2q|Ñθ̃|

)
. (4.28)
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Figure 5. The tail of the probability distribution of Cl in point A from Table 1. The numerical result
is integrated numerically from Eq. (4.5). The analytical result is Eq. (4.26).

We restrict the domain of integration to θ̃ ∈ [−π, π] and note that the integral is dominated
by the region θ̃ ∼ π.14 To evaluate the integral, we can further restrict the domain close to
θ̃ ≈ θ̃pk from Eq. (4.25), in other words, to the region where the error function has significant
support. We can then use formula (4.15) to obtain

βN ≈ b

2π
√
N |Cl,th|

exp

[
−(π − θ0)

2

2q2N

]
, (4.29)

where we again approximated θ̃ ≈ π in the exponent.15 The result depends on the model
parameters θ0, q, fa, and Rdec through Eq. (4.16), but it is most sensitive to the factor
q through the exponent. The result has a simple interpretation: the Gaussian factor in
Eq. (4.29) gives the probability for the field to drift to the hilltop, and the b factor gives the
width of the field interval around the hilltop. The hilltop is responsible for producing the
PBHs. Notice that this result does not directly depend on the ALP energy scale given by
ma or Λa, though this scale determines the mass of the PBH, as we will see in Section 5.1.

4.4 Comments on the approximations made

Before moving on to discuss benchmark cases, we comment on the approximations made so
far. Below Eq. (2.9), using the result (4.2), we approximated the linear compaction function
as

Cl = − dζ

dN
= −Ñθ̃

dθ̃

dN
= −

qÑθ̃√
dN

ξN . (4.30)

14For θ̃ > π, the curvaton ends up on the other side of the hilltop and rolls to the minimum at θ̃ = 2π,
leading to the formation of a domain wall. We will briefly discuss such a scenario in Section 7. Neglecting the
domain wall dynamics, we may expect the integral (4.27) to receive similar contributions from the domains
θ̃ ≲ π and θ̃ ≳ π by symmetry (while the contributions away from θ̃ ∼ π are exponentially suppressed)—
increasing the final result by a factor of 2. Such an order one correction goes beyond the accuracy of our
computation, and we omit it for simplicity.

15Integrating our previous result (4.26) directly yields a similar result, but with a prefactor e−1/2/(2
√
π) ≈

0.17 instead of 1/(2π) ≈ 0.16.
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We then set dN = 1. This is a conventional choice—an e-fold is the typical scale of change
during inflation—but, ultimately, dN is a free parameter in our method. Setting dN to some
other value corresponds to replacing Cl with Cl ×

√
dN in all formulas such as Eq. (4.5),

and the same for Cl,th in Eq. (4.29). A smaller dN thus enhances the PBH abundance—it
corresponds to changes over smaller distances, giving higher radial derivatives, leading to a
higher Cl.

There is a motivation for us to consider smaller dN values. In Eq. (4.30), we considered
Ñθ̃ as approximately a constant over the relevant field range dθ̃ ∼ q

√
dN . In reality, Ñθ̃ grows

for perturbations that move θ̃ towards π, enhancing PBH production—until the perturbations
become large enough to take the field over the potential maximum and to the other side,
where |Ñθ̃| starts to rapidly decline (by symmetry). In order to avoid such complications, we
need dN ≲ b/|Cl,th|.16 In practice, this tends to be some orders of magnitude below the unit
value, as we will see for our benchmark points below.

To resolve the dependence on dN , a more detailed analysis will be needed, taking into
account the full C profiles (as done for example in [146] for a single-field inflection-point
model), but this is challenging and likely requires demanding numerics. We note, though,
that our PBH abundance βN depends on dN only polynomially—dN does not affect the
exponential factor in Eq. (4.29), which drives the PBH statistics. We thus set dN to the
conventional value of 1, and assume the results to give an indicative—if not completely
accurate—estimate of PBH production.

5 Benchmark points for PBH production

In this Section, focusing on the benchmark scenarios summarized in Table 1, we discuss
consequences of our previous results for the production of PBHs.

5.1 PBH mass and abundance

As explained above, after inflation, a Hubble-sized region may collapse into a black hole if the
energy density is sufficiently large, as described by our collapse criterion C > Cth. The mass
of the black hole approximately equals the total energy within the Hubble patch (ignoring
critical collapse, see e.g., Refs. [167, 168])17:

MPBH =
4π

3
H−3ρ =

4πM2
Pl

H
=

4
√
3πM3

Pl√
ρ

. (5.1)

Larger PBHs form at later times, when the Universe’s energy density ρ is smaller. The
collapse starts when the perturbations’ characteristic scale re-enters the Hubble radius. Dif-
ferent scales then correspond to different Hubble radii and different masses. They follow the
relation [169]

MPBH ≈ 1.11× 1049 g × e−2(N−N∗) . (5.2)

As above, N here is the inflationary number of e-folds, N∗ ≈ 5 is the CMB pivot scale, and
the corresponding wavenumber k and comoving length r are given in Eq. (2.4).

16This estimate arises from Ñθ̃θ̃(θ̃pk)q
√
dN ≲ Ñθ̃(θ̃pk), or equivalently from q

√
dN ≲ π − θ̃pk, where

q
√
dN ∼ dθ̃ is the typical variation for the final kick that procudes Cl at θ̃ = θ̃pk.

17For easier tracking of dimensions and magnitudes, we restore MPl to the equations in this Section and in
other observationally relevant results below.
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After the PBHs form, they behave like cold dark matter, and their energy density
fraction grows relative to the surrounding radiation. Taking this property into account, the
PBH energy density fraction today is [169]

ΩPBH = 4.09× 1014 × β

(
MPBH

1020 g

)−1/2

, (5.3)

where β is the fraction of PBHs at formation.
PBHs form at many different scales, over a range of masses. The PBH mass spectrum

is conventionally described as

fPBH ≡ 1

ΩDM

dΩPBH

d lnMPBH
. (5.4)

Here ΩDM is the total dark matter energy density today; we use the value ΩDM = 0.264,
taken from [170]. The second factor of Eq. (5.4) is not a derivative; dΩPBH is the PBH
fraction, given by Eq. (5.3), in a logarithmic mass bin of width d lnMPBH. The total fraction
of dark matter in the form of PBHs is then

fPBH,tot ≡
∫

d lnMPBHfPBH . (5.5)

We notice here a subtlety related to the bin width d lnMPBH in Eq. (5.3). Below
Eq. (2.9), we considered changes in the curvature ζ over a step of dN = 1. We identify
this step with the PBH bin width, so that βN in Eq. (4.29) is the initial abundance of
PBHs between scales N − 1

2 and N + 1
2 . When computing fPBH with Eq. (5.4), we replace

dΩPBH → ΩPBH from Eq. (5.3) and use there β → βN from (4.29); then, by Eq. (5.2), we
must also replace d lnMPBH → 2|dN | = 2.18

Both the N -dependence of βN in Eq. (4.29), and the explicit MPBH-dependence in
Eq. (5.3), lead to a PBH spectrum which increases towards smaller masses. However, the
validity of the formalism in Section 4 requires that PBHs form after the curvaton decays into
radiation. Using relation (5.1), we find that the lowest PBH mass we can consider is

Mdec ≡
4
√
3πM3

Pl

R
1/2
decΛ

2
a

. (5.6)

Since low masses dominate fPBH, we take Mdec to be the representative PBH scale for our
benchmark points.

For masses below Mdec, the curvaton perturbations are an isocurvature component,
and they induce a time-dependent, growing curvature perturbation. The standard formalism
for PBH formation from adiabatic perturbations does not directly apply; see [171, 172] for
studies of such a set-up. We make a simplistic estimate of the PBH abundance at these scales,
by computing the curvature perturbation and the value of Cl at the time the scales re-enter
within the Hubble radius. The formalism of Section 4 can then be applied as if the curvaton
decays at the moment of re-entry. The parameter Rdec becomes a function of MPBH:

Rdec =
48π2M6

Pl

M2
PBHΛ

4
a

. (5.7)

18In Section 4.4, we considered different step lengths dN . Decreasing the step also decreases the bin width,
increasing fPBH,tot. However, the formalism here assumes that the collapse probabilities from different bins
are independent; for small dN , this assumption breaks down, presumably stabilizing fPBH,tot.
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In Eq. (4.29), we then have βN ∼ b ∝ R
−1/4
dec ∝ M

1/2
PBH. This cancels the explicit MPBH

dependence in Eq. (5.3)—we are converting the oscillating curvaton perturbations into the
form of PBHs, but since both quantities scale as cold dark matter, the timing of the conversion
makes no difference. There is still an implicit scale dependence in our formulas through the
quantity N in Eq. (4.29)—but it is milder than in the post-decay case.

The isocurvature regime does not extend to arbitrarily small PBH masses. Indeed, when
ρ≫ Λ4, the ALP potential does not exist, and neither do the curvature perturbations. The
corresponding mass cutoff is

MΛ ≡
4
√
3πM3

Pl

Λ2
a

. (5.8)

Another cutoff scale is given by the time the curvaton starts to oscillate: before this epoch,
the curvaton is frozen and its energy density is constant. The latter is more and more
subdominant with respect to the radiation bath as we move backwards in time, leading to a
negligible curvature perturbation. In Section 4.2, we learned that the curvaton oscillations
typically start when ρ ∼ m2

aM
2
Pl, giving the mass cutoff19

Mosc ≡
4
√
3πM2

Pl

ma
. (5.9)

5.2 Fitting the parameters

We are now in the position to make and motivate a choice of benchmark points for interesting
scenarios leading to curvaton PBH production. We describe the criteria we follow to make
our selection.

To build our benchmark points, we choose values for the following quantities: the PBH
mass scale MPBH; the PBH dark matter fraction fPBH, as obtained from this mass scale;
the inflationary Hubble parameter H∗ (which should satisfy Eq. (2.2)); the curvaton ψ-
contribution to the CMB power spectrum Pζ,ψ(k∗) (which should be subdominant to the
measured amplitude of 2.1× 10−9); and finally, the initial field value θ0.

Choosing these quantities uniquely fixes all the model parameters, through the following
considerations: The PBH mass corresponds to a given inflationary e-fold number N , and with
fPBH and Eqs. (5.3), (5.4), this quantity also sets the initial PBH fraction β. The values of

Pζ,ψ and θ0 fix the parameter combination qf
3/2
a /R

1/4
dec by means of Eqs. (4.4) and (4.14).

Substituting β, qf
3/2
a /R

1/4
dec , θ0, and N into Eq. (4.29) with Eq. (4.16) gives us a condition

that we can use to obtain q. The definition of q in Eq. (4.1), together with H∗, gives us the

value of fa, and using this quantity and the value for qf
3/2
a /R

1/4
dec , we obtain Rdec. Setting

MPBH =Mdec in Eq. (5.6) we can solve for Λa and, hence, for ma.

Some additional comments are in order, with respect to our choice of benchmark points.
The PBH fraction fPBH is predominantly determined by the exponent in Eq. (4.29), which
has to be of order ten for ensuring fPBH ∼ 1. For typical values of θ0 − π ∼ 1, N ∼ 10,
this conditions sets q ∼ 0.01 . . . 0.1. Larger q values lead to PBH overproduction, while

19Below, we will see that reasonable models have fa < MPl. From this, we see thatMΛ/Mosc =MPlma/Λ
2
a =

MPl/fa > 1. In priciple, this means that the curvaton starts to oscillate before the potential has reached its
final form, and we should use a temperature-dependent potential with a mass given by Eq. (3.3). In practice,
this temperature dependence increases the factor of n in the exponents of Eqs. (4.8) and (4.17) at early times.
This modifies nosc slightly, but we do not expect the modification to change the qualitative properties of the
model.
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Benchmark points

A B C

Input parameters

MPBH 1021 g 1019 g 1029 g

fPBH 1 1 0.005

Pζ,ψ(k∗) 10−10 10−15 10−12

H∗/Hmax 1 1 0.1

θ0 0.2 1.5 0.5

Model parameters

fa 4.6× 10−5MPl 7.6× 10−5MPl 3.8× 10−6MPl

ma 5.4× 1014 eV 1.6× 109 eV 1.2× 108 eV

q 0.0667 0.0403 0.0809

Λa 7.8× 109GeV 1.7× 107GeV 1.0× 106GeV

Rdec 8.6× 10−17 0.036 2.6× 10−17

PBH distribution

βN 4.1× 10−15 4.1× 10−16 2.0× 10−13

fPBH,tot 0.59 0.66 3.0× 10−3

MΛ 9.3× 1012 g 1.9× 1018 g 5.1× 1020 g

Inflation

NPBH 37.7 40.0 28.4

r 0.036 0.036 3.6× 10−4

Hilltop characteristics

b 9.6× 10−3 6.1× 10−6 3.5× 10−4

π − θ̃pk 1.7× 10−3 6.7× 10−7 7.8× 10−5

ζ(θ̃pk) = Ñ(θ̃pk)− Ñ(θ0) 0.054 7.3× 10−5 2.9× 10−3

Table 1. Parameter values for benchmark points. Points A and B give PBH dark matter in the
asteroid mass window and are optimized for large b and large Rdec, respectively. Point C produces
subdominant dark matter of heavier black holes.

lower q values produce a negligible abundance of PBHs. The value of θ0 does not affect the
results excessively, but it has to be of order one in order to produce reasonable values for
Pζ,ψ. θ0 can not be too close to the hilltop at θ = π; on the other hand, if it is too close
to zero, the approximation (4.4) breaks down, and we need to use the results of Section 4.2,
leading to an effective value of order θ0 ∼ q

√
N ∼ 0.1 (the last approximation is based on

the considerations above for q and N). Benchmark point A is chosen to saturate this limit.

With q fixed and θ0 ∼ 1, the power spectrum Pζ,ψ depends mainly on the combination

f
3/2
a /R

1/4
dec—essentially, the quantity b from Eq. (4.16). To suppress Pζ,ψ, b has to be small.
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By the arguments of Section 4.4, this is not what we wish: we would like to have b be at least
of order 0.1 for our computation to be reliable with a bin width of dN ∼ 1. Unfortunately, we
can not reach such a value. The example point A is tuned to produce a large b by increasing
Pζ,ψ and decreasing θ0. Still, we only get b ∼ 0.01. A large b implies either a low Rdec or
a high fa. Note that a low Rdec implies a large separation between the mass scales Mdec

and MΛ. As discussed above, this region is not well described by our computation, and we
would like to minimize it—rather than lower Rdec, we would like to increase fa. However,
for q ≳ 0.01, the H∗ bound (2.2) gives an upper bound for fa:

fa ≲
Hmax

2π × 0.01
= 3.1× 10−4MPl = 1.3× 1015GeV . (5.10)

To make the quantity fa as large as possible, we choose H∗ = Hmax for benchmark points
A and B. For point A, the resulting Rdec ∼ 10−17 is still considerably low. The only way to
rise Rdec would be to decrease the value of Pζ,ψ, and accept a small value for b. Benchmark
point B is optimized to do this.

Furthermore, we also make a number of consistency checks that the benchmark points
satisfy. We demand that: The Peccei–Quinn symmetry gets broken before the onset of
inflation, that is, q < 1; the scale fa is sub-Planckian; the linear approximation for the
power spectrum is reliable at the CMB scales, that is, Ñ does not vary much at those scales:
|Ñθ̃θ̃(θ0)|q

√
N∗ ≲ |Ñθ̃(θ0)|; the process of PBH formation starts below the inflationary Hubble

scale: 3H2
∗M

2
Pl > Λ4

a; the PBH-forming scalar field perturbations from θ̃pk already start to
oscillate by the epoch of scalar decay: nosc(θ̃pk) < −1

2 ln fa −
1
2 lnRdec (using the definition

of n); and the perturbations are still subdominant compared to the background radiation
at the decay time: 4Ñ(θ̃pk) < ln 2 (from Eq. (4.13)). Most of these conditions are satisfied
automatically as per our discussion above.

5.3 PBH mass spectra

We now discuss the PBH mass spectra obtained in our scenario. Figure 6 shows the mass
distributions fPBH(M) of our benchmark points. The solid lines correspond to the reliable
region of masses aboveMdec, while the dashed lines are the continuations into smaller masses,
down to MΛ. Since the standard formalism does not apply in such small-mass regime, the
dashed lines are uncertain. Furthermore, since they are characterized by higher values of
Rdec, they correspond to lower values of b, and suffer also from the low-b problems described
in Section 4.4. Realistic PBH abundance may be suppressed at these small-mass scales. For
these reasons, we neglect such mass scales in this work. In particular, we compute the total
PBH energy density fraction fPBH,tot in Eq. (5.5) only considering PBH masses larger than
our reference scaleMPBH, integrating over the shaded regions in Figure 6. We notice that the
shaded portions of the spectra in Figure 6 satisfy current observational constraints; points A
and B produce all dark matter in the asteroid mass window, while point C gives a subleading
dark matter population at larger masses, testable by upcoming GW and gravitational lensing
experiments.

5.4 Estimate of fine-tuning

Single-field PBH models of inflation are usually highly fine-tuned [59] (though a double-well
potential or a potential with a step-like feature may alleviate this somewhat [183, 184]). As
already emphasized in [105], a spectator field model like ours may avoid such fine-tuning.
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Figure 6. Benchmark mass distributions fPBH plotted against dominant PBH bounds. The upper
shaded regions are excluded by PBH evaporation, microlensing observations, gravitational wave con-
straints, and accretion limits. The constraints are adapted from Figure 4 of [173]; the data is available
at [174]. The projected sensitivities of the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope (NGRST) [175], LISA
[176–180], and Einstein Telescope (ET) [181] are plotted as dot-dashed lines, see Figure 5 in [175].
The constraints are for monochromatic PBHs, and the comparison to our mass functions is approxi-
mative; for details, see [182].

Following [59, 185], we quantify the level of fine-tuning in an observable O with respect to a
parameter p as

ϵO ≡ d lnO
d ln p

. (5.11)

Small values of ϵO correspond to less fine-tuning. We are interested in the observable fPBH,
computed via Eqs. (5.4) and (4.29). It depends on most model parameters in a power law-
like manner, fPBH ∼ pn, giving ϵfPBH

= n, where n is of order one. There is no considerable
fine-tuning with respect to these parameters. Interestingly, the collapse threshold Cl,th is
among them.

The black hole fraction depends more strongly on the parameters in the exponent in
Eq. (4.29), namely, θ0 and, in particular, q, which we already noted to be the determining
factor in PBH formation.20 We have

q : ϵfPBH
=

(π − θ0)
2

q2N
, θ0 : ϵfPBH

=
(π − θ0)θ0
q2N

. (5.12)

These are both still comparable to the exponent in β, which in turn must be approximately
of order ten to not suppress the PBH abundance too much. The exact numbers for our

20Since θ0 is an initial condition rather than a fundamental model parameter, one may argue its value is
set anthropically, but this does not remove the issue of fine-tuning [105].

– 22 –



A B C

q : ϵfPBH
51.7 41.5 37.5

θ0 : ϵfPBH
3.5 37.9 7.1

Table 2. Fine-tuning for the benchmark points of Table 1.

bencmark points are given in Table 2. These numbers show that the model is not very
fine-tuned, especially compared to the values of 104 . . . 109 discussed in [59] for the case of
single-field inflationary scenarios. Indeed, the PBH abundance does not go through the usual
mechanism of a highly-tuned enhanced curvature power spectrum; instead, we only need to
guarantee that the quantum diffusion scale q is comparable to the field shift π − θ0 needed
to reach the potential hilltop.

6 Extensions of the analysis

While our work so far focussed on PBH production in the axion-like curvaton model, it can
also find interesting applications in related areas. We discuss them in this Section.

6.1 Mixed PBH and ALP dark matter

Until now, we have assumed that the spectator scalar field decays into radiation after inflation
ends, converting its fluctuations into adiabatic curvature perturbations as in a standard
curvaton setup. However, we can also consider a case where the conversion is not complete,
and the ALP survives to these days, constituting (a fraction of) dark matter. See e.g.
[114, 116] for reviews of this possibility21. Let us briefly discuss this case.

First of all, if the ALP field does not completely decay into radiation, we need to be
mindful of the isocurvature perturbation it induces [147, 186],

S = −
δρψ
ρ̄ψ

, (6.1)

where ρψ is the scalar field energy density, δρψ is its perturbation, and ρ̄ψ is its mean. The
quantity S stays constant at super-Hubble scales, until the scalar field starts to oscillate. It
corresponds, up to an order one factor, to the contribution of the scalar field to the curvature
power spectrum, in a phase when the ALP dominates the energy density. Hence, it is
important during recombination, when matter density is comparable to radiation density.

To compute the value of S in Eq. (6.1), we use the formalism of Section 4. We write ρψ at
time N , assuming the rescaled field is frozen at θ̃ during inflation (compare with Eq. (4.12)):

ρψ(θ̃, Np) = g(θ̃)Λ4
ae

−3[Np−Np,osc(θ̃)]

⇒
δρψ
ρ̄ψ

≈
ρψ(θ̃, Np)− ρψ(θ0, Np)

ρψ(θ0, Np)
≈
[
g′(θ0)

g(θ0)
+ 3N ′

p,osc(θ0)

]
δθ̃ ,

(6.2)

21We only consider here a leftover ALP condensate arising from the misalignment mechanism, omitting
ALP production from other channels, such as the decay of topological defects and interactions with other
particles [114].
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where we expanded θ̃ = θ0 + δθ̃ to leading order around the mean value θ0. This condition
gives the isocurvature power spectrum

PS =

∣∣∣∣g′(θ0)g(θ0)
+ 3N ′

p,osc(θ0)

∣∣∣∣2Pδθ = ∣∣∣∣g′(θ0)g(θ0)
+ 3N ′

p,osc(θ0)

∣∣∣∣2q2 . (6.3)

At low θ0, we have g(θ0) ≈ 1
2θ

2
0, so the first term in the sum is 2/θ0, which grows as θ0 goes to

small values. As θ0 → π, instead, the second term starts to grow, as discussed in Section 4.1.
The combination appearing in Eq. (6.3) then reaches a minimum in the middle region when
θ0 is of order one. We thus obtain PS ≳ q2. In scenarios in which the oscillating scalar field
constitutes all of the dark matter, CMB constraints require [116, 143]

PS < 0.040PR(k∗) ≈ 8.3× 10−11 , (6.4)

which translates into the condition q ≲ 10−5.

Let us then consider PBH production. As discussed in Section 5.1, our PBH formalism
does not apply when the scalar has not decayed, the scenario we are considering here. How-
ever, we can use the estimate outlined around Eq. (5.7), making Rdec a function of the scale
under consideration. We then recover our previous limit q ≳ 0.01 for significant PBH produc-
tion. Comparing this to the above limit of q ≲ 10−5, this implies that the ALP field scenario
can not simultaneously provide significant fractions of both particle dark matter and PBH
dark matter. The same conclusion holds for other scalar field models with similar potentials,
see the analysis in Appendix B.

If the ALP only constitutes a small fraction of the dark matter, its contribution to
effective isocurvature perturbations is weighted by this fraction squared. Setting q = 0.01 for
significant PBH production22 and using the bound (6.4), we obtain the following bound for
this fraction:

Ωψ
ΩDM

≲ 10−3 . (6.5)

In this formula, the quantity Ωψ can be expressed as

Ωψ =
ρψ,osc

3H2
0M

2
Pl

×
(
gs0T0
gsTosc

)3

= 7.0× 10−7

(
MΛ

g

)−1/2( fa
GeV

)3/2

θ20 . (6.6)

The quantity ρψ,osc = V (θ0) ≈ Λ4
a
2 θ

2
0 is the scalar field energy density when it starts to

oscillate, and the associated radiation temperature Tosc is obtained from the relation ρr,osc ≈
m2
aM

2
Pl =

gπ2

30 T
4
osc (see our discussion below Eq. (4.20)).

We use T0 ≈ 2.7K, H0 ≈ 70 km/s/Mpc, gs = g = 106.75 (the Standard Model degrees of
freedom), and gs0 = 3.909 (the entropy degrees of freedom today). We also express the model
parameters in terms of the mass MΛ from Eq. (5.8), which we take to be the characteristic
(minimum) PBH scale in the absence of decay. Taking θ0 ∼ 1 and ΩDM = 0.264, Eqs. (6.5)
and (6.6) give constraints for a curvaton PBH scenario with a leftover ALP field. The

22Note that even though the scalar field causes the PBH formation, the PBH abundance can be much higher
than the scalar field DM abundance, since the PBH mass consists mostly of visible matter, which dominates
during the PBH collapse.
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constraints can be expressed in many ways:

MPBH > MΛ ≳ 7× 10−6 g ×
(

fa
GeV

)3

,

MPBH > MΛ ≳ 1030 g ×
(ma

eV

)−3/4
,

ma ≲ 8× 1046 eV ×
(

fa
GeV

)−4

.

(6.7)

We expressed the constraints in forms that are easy to compare to experimental axion
searches, see e.g. Ref. [116, 187] for reviews. We can do the same for MΛ, and, for complete-
ness, for Mosc from Eq. (5.9):

MΛ = 5.6× 1041 g ×
(ma

eV

)−1
(

fa
GeV

)−1

, Mosc = 2.3× 1023 g ×
(ma

eV

)−1
. (6.8)

Taken together with the constrain fa ≲ 1.3× 10−15GeV given in Eqs. (5.10), (6.5) and (6.7)
characterize the parameter space for significant PBH production in a scenario where the
ALP does not decay. Note, in particular, that for the QCD axion, m2

af
2
a = (75MeV)4 [116],

giving MΛ = 49M⊙. This coincidence between the QCD scale and solar mass PBHs has also
been noted before—the QCD phase transition softens the equation of state momentarily,
enhancing PBH formation at these scales in models with a wide perturbation spectrum, see
e.g. [188, 189]. Our setup offers another way to capitalize on this relationship to produce
solar mass PBHs.

6.2 Higgs-like models

Besides the ALP-scenario, we may consider other curvaton setups with a local maximum in
their potential. A well-motivated example are Higgs-like models with a potential of the form

V (ψ) =
λ

4

(
ψ2 − v2

)2
. (6.9)

Just like the ALP potential, Eq. (6.9) has a quadratic maximum (at ψ = 0) close to a
quadratic minimum (at ψ = ±v). We assume the field freezes in-between during inflation.
After inflation, the field starts to oscillate around the minimum. PBHs form from patches
where the field froze near the maximum.

The analytical computation of the PBH fraction β is then analogous to the ALP case,
with the identifications

fa ∼ v , ma ∼ λv2 , Λ4
a ∼ λv4 . (6.10)

Due to slight differences in the potentials, there are order one corrections to some of the
formulas of Section 4. We present the details in Appendix B, where we work out the general
case of a curvaton with a quadratic hilltop. The results are qualitatively similar to the ALP
case; for example, we can reproduce close equivalents of the benchmark points of Table 1.
For strong PBH formation, we still need q ∼ H∗/v ∼ 0.01. This implies either low-scale
inflation or a high value of v. The value of λ can then be used to set the PBH mass scale,
and must typically be small, as we will see below.

In the Higgs-like case, we need to be careful about the lower cutoff of the PBH mass.
For the ALP, we argued this is set by the potential scale Λ, since at higher energies, the ALP
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potential is flat. Arranging such a mechanism in the Higgs-like case is not straightforward.
However, we can instead take the lower cutoff to be Mosc from Eq. (5.9), the scale where
3H2 ≈ m2 = 2λv2 and the field starts to oscillate, since before this, all field values are frozen
and their contribution to the Universe’s evolution is small and almost independent of the
field value, suppressing the ζ derivative in Eq. (2.9). For large v, the difference between the
two scales is not big. For the Higgs, we have

Mosc = 6.7× 1020 g ×
(

λ

10−50

)−1/2( v

MPl

)−1

,

MΛ = 3.8× 1021 g ×
(

λ

10−50

)−1/2( v

MPl

)−2

.

(6.11)

It is noteworthy, however, that if the field is coupled to the surrounding thermal bath, the
potential may obtain thermal corrections. In particular, a thermal mass mT ∼ T 2 is always
larger than H2 ∼ T 2 × (T/MPl)

2, implying oscillations from the very beginning. This not
only removes the PBH mass cutoff, but also drowns the hilltop in the potential, making
the scenario unviable. To avoid this problem, the field must either be decoupled from the
thermal bath before it decays, or it must be protected from thermal corrections by some
other mechanism.

6.3 PBH Clustering

We now discuss the effect of clustering in our PBH scenario. Let us consider two patches
of space with sizes N1 and N2, separated by a different, longer scale Nc. We denote the
length and mass scales related to the PBHs by r1, r2, M1, and M2, and the length scale
related to Nc by r; the conversions are done by Eqs. (2.4) and (5.2). We would like to answer
the following question: if the first patch collapses into a black hole, what is the probability
that the second patch also collapses (denoted below by pc)? This gives a measure of the
initial black hole clustering, a phenomenon important for early structure formation, PBH
microlensing constraints, and black hole merger rate. The merger rate further affects the
final PBH mass distribution and the gravitational wave signal. For a review of the effects of
PBH clustering, see [190].

To answer the question, we note that the final, small patches of space were part of
the same larger patch for the first Nc e-folds. Their stochastic evolution is identical in the
beginning, and they develop independently only after Nc e-folds. For each stochastic path
that forms a PBH in the first patch, we need to sum the probabilities of all paths that deviate
from the original path at Nc but still form a PBH in the second patch.

The probability P (θ,N) to find the field at value θ at time N is given by Eq. (4.2).
Generalizing Eq. (4.29), the probability to form a PBH at scale Nb when starting from θ at
Na (where Na < Nb) is

β(Nb;Na, θ) =
b

2π
√
Nb −Na|Cl,th|

exp

[
− (π − θ)2

2q2(Nb −Na)

]
. (6.12)

Then, by basic rules of probability, the conditional probability we are looking for is

pc(N1, N2;Nc) =

∫∞
−∞ dθc P (θc, Nc)β(N1;Nc, θc)β(N2;Nc, θc)

β(N1; 0, θ0)
,

=
b

2π|Cl,th|

√
N1

N1N2 −N2
c

e
− (π−θ0)

2

2q2
(N1−Nc)

2

N1(N1N2−N2
c ) .

(6.13)
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The first β factor gives the probability of a PBH forming in the first patch; it acts as the
weight for the second β factor, the probability of another PBH forming in the second patch.
The factor in the denominator ensures the correct normalisation. In particular, when Nc → 0,
we have P (θc, Nc) → δ(θ0 − θc), and

pc(N ; 0) = β(N2; 0, θ0) = βN2 , (6.14)

that is, the result from Eq. (4.29)—PBH formation in the second patch is at the background
(Poissonian) level, independent of the first patch, which is far away.

In the opposite limit, pc grows as Nc approaches the scales N1 and N2. The excess
near Nc ∼ N1, N2 indicates clustering: there is an increased probability to find PBHs next
to each other. If N1 = N2, the result (6.13) diverges in this limit; for N1 ̸= N2, pc → 0 as
Nc →

√
N1N2, but it exhibits a large peak before plummeting to zero. The peak may exceed

unit value, which is not allowed by basic properties of a probability distribution (see [191] for
a similar argument). This happens because our approximation for β(Nb;Na, θ) breaks down
when Nb → Na: Eq. (6.12) assumes that θ is far from π and that the stochastic motion takes
it there only after the Nb − Na e-folds. Hence, Eq. (6.13) becomes unreliable in this limit.
Notice also that we have neglected the cloud-in-cloud problem: the PBHs can not form so
close to each other that they would overlap. For these reasons, we force pc ≤ 1 by hand, and
we also set pc(N1, N2;Nc) = 1 for Nc ≥ N1 or Nc ≥ N2.

23

Instead of pc, clustering is often given in terms of ξPBH, the excess contribution over the
Poissonian one, see e.g. [192, 193]. This quantity is also dubbed the two-point correlation
function. In our case, it reads

pc(N1, N2;Nc) = β(N2; 0, θ0)× [1 + ξPBH(N1, N2;Nc)]

⇒ ξPBH(N1, N2;Nc) =

√
N1N2

N1N2 −N2
c

e
(π−θ0)

2Nc(2N1N2−N2Nc−N2Nc)

2q2N1N2(N1N2−N2
c ) − 1 .

(6.15)

Note that this only depends on the model parameters q and θ0. Since pc has a more trans-
parent physical interpretation than ξPBH, we use the former quantity below.

Figure 7 depicts pc for our model A from Table 1 for two PBHs of equal massM1 =M2 =
1021 g, as a function of the comoving distance r. Right above the PBH radius r1 = r2 = rPBH,
the function quickly decreases to ∼ 10−3, indicating relatively strong clustering. This scale
is essentially set by the prefactor of Eq. (6.13) (the exponent is close to zero), dominated
by b ≪ 1. Moving further out, pc decays towards the background value of β ∼ 10−15. The
decay is notably mild: even though the absolute value of pc is small, it stays well above the
background value over a wide range of scales.

Starting from pc, we can compute the expected density of PBHs of mass M2 at distance
r from the first PBH, assuming the additional PBHs are not correlated with each other. The
number density in a logarithmic r interval is

nPBH(r) =
1

d ln r

[comoving volume between r and r + d ln r]

[comoving size of one PBH]
× pc(N1, N2;Nc(r))

= 3

(
r

r2

)3

× pc(N1, N2;Nc(r))

(6.16)

23Often (see e.g. [192, 193]), pc is taken to be zero at small separations with the interpretation that a PBH
can not form inside another PBH. With this convention, the corresponding quantity ξPBH in Eq. (6.15) equals
−1 in this limit. We adopt pc = 1 in this regime instead, since it matches the growing behaviour of pc. In
our interpretation, the probability to find a PBH is one at small distances, since we start by assuming the
existence of a PBH there.
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Figure 7. Clustering of PBHs for point A from Table 1, in terms of the comoving distance. The
lower cutoff rPBH = 1.9× 10−13 Mpc corresponds to the PBH mass scale M = 1021 g.

for r > max(r1, r2), and zero for r ≤ max(r1, r2). If the PBH density is small, as long as∫ r
0 d ln r′ nPBH(r

′) ≪ 1, this is practically equal to the probability density for the distance
to the closest PBH neighbour of mass M2. The distance at which

∫ r
0 d ln r′ nPBH(r

′) = 1
gives, roughly, the expected distance to this nearest neighbour. In practice, the integrand
changes quickly with the geometric r3 factor; the nearest-neighbour radius is reached when
the integrand itself is of unit value. For our example model from Figure 7, M1 = M2 =
1021 g, this is reached very close to the PBH, around r ≈ 2 × 10−12Mpc, only one order of
magnitude larger than the PBH radius. The radius is essentially given by—up to an order
one factor—by r ∼ r2 × [b/(2π|Cl,th|)]−1/3. In comparison, the Poissonian limit pc = βN2

gives r ≈ 10−8Mpc ∼ r2 × β
−1/3
N2

, five orders of magnitude larger than the PBH radius.

In fact, the PBH density in the clusters is so high that it quickly grows to dominate the
local Universe. The local PBH fraction within radius r can be estimated as pc(r)×a/aformation,
where the redshift factor takes into account the relative dilution of PBHs versus radiation.
Evaluated at Hubble re-entry, this becomes pc(r) × r/rPBH, a growing function of r that
exceeds unity at r ≈ 2 × 10−8Mpc. On larger scales, the local Universe becomes matter-
dominated before the scale’s Hubble re-entry. The evolution of the thus-formed matter-
dominated clusters is highly non-linear, and it can affect e.g. PBH mergers and subsequent
PBH formation in non-trivial ways that go beyond the standard analysis [194, 195]. Analysing
the evolution of PBH clusters is beyond the scope of this paper.

Fig. 7 indicates that strong clustering extends all the way to the CMB pivot scale
r∗ = 20Mpc and beyond. This poses a problem: clustered PBHs constitute isocurvature
perturbations with a power spectrum roughly given by PS(k) ∼ ξPBH(r = 1/k), giving
PS(k∗) ∼ ξPBH(r∗) ≈ 600 in our model, breaking the observational bound (6.4) if PBHs
constitute all dark matter. The probability of finding another PBH at distance r∗ is of order
600, far exceeding the observed small CMB perturbations. In fact, we expect such behaviour
to be generic to PBH models with a flat power spectrum like ours, including those considered
in [105–107]: all scales contribute equally to the final field perturbation that produces the
PBHs, and thus clustering is strong over all scales, with a two-point function that grows in a
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power-law fashion as distance decreases.24 To be compatible with observations, the stochastic
evolution of the curvaton ψ must start later during inflation, when the CMB scales have
exited the horizon, to decouple the CMB from the PBH statistics. This can be achieved, for
example, by adding an inflaton-dependent mass to the curvaton field, large at early times
to keep the curvaton stationary, but becoming smaller later, to allow for the curvaton’s
stochastic evolution. In the formulas of this paper, this corresponds to shifting the origin
of the e-folds N to the later, post-CMB time, and imposing a cutoff there. While affecting
the details, such a shift does not alter the qualitative conclusions of this paper. Even with
these measures, the PBHs may induce sizeable isocurvature perturbations at scales below
the CMB, possibly altering the late-time formation of PBHs and leading to GW production.
Again, such complications are beyond the scope of this paper.

If the underlying perturbations were Gaussian, the PBH distribution would be Poisso-
nian, with ξPBH(r) = 0 at r > rPBH [191]. Extra clustering induced by non-Gaussianities
has been studied before in e.g. [80, 196–198]25, in a perturbative setup characterized by the
parameter fNL and its higher-order counterparts. These studies have shown that stronger
non-Gaussianity implies a stronger coupling between the different scales and, thus, higher
clustering. Our setup goes beyond a perturbative expansion and computes ξPBH(r) from
first principles. As is clear from the above discussion, the clustering in our model is stronger
than in typical setups considered in the literature. Nevertheless, our conclusions concerning
non-Gaussianity agree with the literature: In Appendix C, we estimate the perturbative pa-
rameter fNL,tot in our model, showing that it grows for large values of the parameters b and
q. By Eq. (6.13), large b and q imply a high value of pc that decreases slowly as a function
of distance. Thus, high perturbative non-Gaussianity is correlated with strong clustering.

Before us, clustering with non-perturbative non-Gaussianity was studied in [192]26,
where the authors considered single-field models of inflation and used a PBH formation
criterion based on a threshold for the curvature perturbation. They found the exponential
tails of the curvature distribution to factorize the clustering profile ξPBH so that it does not
depend on the collapse threshold. Our model also produces an exponential tail for the cur-
vature perturbation, see Appendix C, and while we study PBH formation in terms of the
compaction function instead of the curvature amplitude, our result (6.15) again does not de-
pend on our threshold Cl,th. This strengthens the hypothesis of a universal clustering profile
in the presence of non-Gaussianity.

7 Discussion and Conclusions

In this work, we investigated a mechanism of primordial black hole production that does
not require a large amplitude for the curvature power spectrum, extending ideas proposed in
[104–107]. In Section 2, we considered the early Universe dynamics of a light spectator field,
curvaton, whose energy density remains subdominant during and after inflation. Rare field
fluctuations probe a maximum of the spectator potential, leading to non-Gaussian tails in the
induced curvature fluctuations. Such tails are responsible for PBH formation, a process best
studied in terms of the statistics of the fluctuations’ compaction function C. In Sections 3 and

24In models with a peaked power spectrum, the scales outside the peak contribute less, presumably limiting
the clustering range.

25Such can leave its imprints on scalar-induuced Gravitational Waves as shown in Refs.[199, 200].
26See also [201], where the authors consider non-Gaussian clustering of supermassive PBHs in a simple

threshold model.
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4, we applied our formalism to a specific realisation based on the dynamics of axion-like parti-
cles (ALPs), analytically solving the evolution equations and deriving analytical formulas for
the compaction function distribution (4.26) and the PBH abundance (4.29). In Appendix B,
we generalized the computation to other hilltop potentials. This framework requires reduced
fine-tuning of the parameters to produce PBHs compared to more conventional scenarios of
single-field inflation.

In Section 5, we studied in detail three benchmark points, see Table 1 and Fig. 6,
showing in the first two cases that they lead to PBH populations in the asteroid-mass window
1017 . . . 1022 g comprising all of the dark matter, while the third case leads to a subdominant
PBH dark matter component of larger masses ∼ 1029 g, testable by upcoming experiments.
Interestingly, we find a correlation between the ALP mass and decay constant, versus the
PBH mass. For instance, ALP with mass ma = 5.4 × 1014 eV and decay constant fa =
4.6 × 10−5MPl leads to PBHs of mass MPBH = 1021 g as the entire DM candidate of the
universe, while ma = 1.2× 108 eV and decay constant fa = 3.8× 10−6MPl leads to PBHs of
mass MPBH = 1029 g, testable in future PBH observations via lensing in NGRST telescope
and mergers detectable in Gravitational Waves (GW) detectors like LISA and ET (see Fig.6).
In Section 6, finally, we studied further developments of our set-up. We considered mixed
ALP and PBH dark matter scenarios, the dynamics of spectators with Higgs-like potentials,
and the phenomenon of PBH clustering after formation. The latter process turns out to
be particularly important for the phenomenology of our set-up: we find that PBHs cluster
strongly over all cosmological scales, clashing with CMB isocurvature bounds. This problem
is shared by all inflationary PBH models that depend on strongly non-Gaussian cosmological
fluctations, without a peak in the curvature power spectrum. We then outlined possible
improvements in model building for preventing this issue.

There are a number of things to keep in mind regarding our analysis. In particular,
our analytical approximations are valid for sharp features in the profile of the curvature
perturbation, and it is not clear whether such features would appear in a more comprehensive
analysis. Instead, perturbations we classify as black holes may lead to patches of space where
the curvaton is pushed off the potential maximum to its other side. Such patches may still
form PBHs or other bound structures, especially if the field gets stuck in a false vacuum
on the other side of the maximum. They may also produce topological defects, which later
lead to PBH production [26, 190, 202]. In addition, our analysis is uncertain for PBHs that
form after the field has started to oscillate but before it decays. A detailed analysis of this
isocurvature regime is beyond the scope of this work.

Besides further theoretical developments needed in model building, there are several
avenues for further investigations. The correlations between ALP properties and the mass of
the PBHs suggest a synergy between cosmological and astronomical searches for PBHs and
laboratory experiments aimed to ALP detection. When it comes to gravitational waves, our
set-up does not generate a sizeable amount of induced gravitational waves at second order
in perturbations, since the curvature power spectrum has a small amplitude at all scales.
Nevertheless, given the strong PBH clustering effects we find, we expect significant GW
signals from PBH mergers, whose properties warrant further investigation.
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A Compaction function distribution at small Cl

How does the compaction function probability distribution P (Cl, N) of Eq. (4.5) behave at
small Cl values? To approach this question, let us first compute the variance of Cl:

〈
C2
l

〉
=

∫ ∞

−∞
dCl C2

l P (Cl, N) =
q√
2πN

∫ ∞

−∞
dθ̃Ñ2

θ̃
exp

[
−(θ̃ − θ0)

2

2q2N

]
≈ q2Ñ2

θ0 = Pζ,ψ . (A.1)

The approximation follows from the fact that the Gaussian factor only has support around

θ̃ = θ0. It is accurate if Ñθ̃ behaves regularly enough. However, around θ̃ ∼ π, Ñ ∼ ln
(
π − θ̃

)
(and similarly around other potential maxima), see Eq. (4.15), and the integral actually
diverges. Result (A.1) still describes the distribution at its bulk, at not-too-large Cl, if
the asymptotic tails are disregarded. Since the observable Universe is finite, we expect
cosmological observations not to probe the tails far enough to affect

〈
C2
l

〉
, and Eq. (A.1)

applies. It is essentially a linear perturbation theory result, as suggested by the appearance
of the power spectrum Pζ,ψ.

A reasonable guess for P (Cl, N) at small Cl is a Gaussian with a variance given by
Eq. (A.1):

P (Cl, N) =
1√

2πqÑθ0

exp

(
−

C2
l

2q2Ñ2
θ0

)
=

1√
2πPζ,ψ

exp

(
−

C2
l

2Pζ,ψ

)
. (A.2)

This can be obtained from Eq. (4.5) by assuming the first term dominates in the exponent
and integrating over it—the opposite of how we computed the tail in Eq. (4.26).

Fig. 8 plots the approximation (A.2) together with a numerically integrated P (Cl, N)
for two of our benchmark points. We see that for point B, the match is reasonable: there is
visible non-Gaussianity even near the peak, but a general shape with the expected variance
appears. However, for point A, the fit is not good; instead, P (Cl, N) appears to diverge for
small Cl. This is due to the small θ0 value: for point A, θ0 = 0.2, and q

√
N ≈ 0.4 is large

enough for the distribution to probe the θ̃ = 0 region, where Ñθ̃ approaches zero and the

1/Ñθ̃ factor in Eq. (4.5) grows. The first term in the exponent of Eq. (4.5) is not sharp

enough to dominate the integrand for small Cl; instead, the Ñθ̃ factors start to play a role.

We can try to tackle the problem like we did for large Cl values in Section 4.3, with the
saddle point approximation (4.25). Indeed, the Ñθ̃ factors form a peak at small θ̃. However,

the integrand is much wider in this region than near the hilltop, with a 1/Ñθ̃ ∼ 1/θ̃ tail, see
Eq. (4.21), so the Gaussian approximation of Section 4.3 doesn’t work well. Instead, we can

estimate the exp
[
−C2

l /(2q
2Ñ2

θ̃
)
]
factor as a step function that kills the integrand at |θ̃| < θ̃pk
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Figure 8. The probability distribution P (Cl, N) near Cl = 0 for the benchamrk points A and B from
Table 1. The Gaussian approximation refers to Eq. (A.2); the logarithmic approximation refers to
Eq. (A.3)

and is one elsewhere. Using Ñ from Eq. (4.21) and taking θ̃ − θ0 ≈ −θ0 in the first term in
the exponent, we get

P (Cl, N) =
4R

1/4
dec

πq2
√
Nf

3/2
a

exp

(
−3nosc −

θ20
2q2N

)∫ π

θ̃pk

dθ̃

θ̃

=
4R

1/4
dec

πq2
√
Nf

3/2
a

exp

(
−3nosc −

θ20
2q2N

)
ln
πf

3/2
a qe3nosc

4|Cl|R
1/4
dec

,

(A.3)

where we used the symmetry in θ̃ ↔ −θ̃. As in Section 4.3, we also restricted the integration
to |θ̃| < π. The result diverges at Cl → 0, but the variance

〈
C2
l

〉
is still finite. The approx-

imation (A.3) is compared to the numerically integrated result in Fig. 8. The match is not
perfect, but the qualitative behaviour matches: instead of a wide hilltop, we obtain a sharp,
diverging peak.

B PBHs from a general hilltop curvaton

In Section 4, we solved the initial PBH fraction β in the axion-like curvaton model. An
analogous computation applies to any curvaton ψ with a potential V that has a quadratic
minumum of zero at some ψbottom and a quadratic maximum at some ψtop. In this appendix,
we generalize the results of Section 4 to such a model. Without loss of generality, we take
ϕbottom < ϕ < ϕtop.

Let us start by fixing the notation and rescaling the variables, analogously to Eq. (4.1)
:

∆ψ ≡ ψtop − ψbottom , ϕ ≡ ψ

∆ψ
, f(ϕ) ≡ V (ψ)

Vtop
, R̃ ≡ ρr

Vtop
,

Q ≡ H∗
2π∆ψ

, Vtop ≡ V (ψtop) , µ2 ≡ −V ′′(ψtop) , m2 ≡ V ′′(ψbottom) .

(B.1)
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For convenience, some of these scalings differ from the ALP case slightly; we comment this
further below. In general, the indices “top’ and “bottom’ refer to the hilltop and mimum of
the potential, respectively.

Analogously to Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4), the equation of motion for the scaled field ϕ is

ϕ′′ +

(
3− 1

2
ϕ′2∆ψ2

)[1− 2

3

R̃

R̃+ f(ϕ)

]
ϕ′ +

f ′(ϕ)[
R̃+ f(ϕ)

]
∆ψ2

 = 0 , R̃ = R̃dece
−4Np ,

(B.2)
and its power spectrum contribution is

Pζ,ψ(k) = Q2Ñ2
ϕ̃
(ϕ0) , ϕ0 ≡

ψ0

∆ψ
, (B.3)

where Ñ(ϕ̃) is the time to the curvaton decay surface starting from ϕ̃, as above. When

ϕ̃ is near the hilltop, we can again define the new time variable n ≡ 1
4 ln

µ2

R̃(N)Vtop
, so that

Eq. (B.2) becomes, approximately,

ϕ′′ + ϕ′ − 3(ϕ− ϕtop)e
4n = 0 (B.4)

with the solution

ϕtop − ϕ(n) = (ϕtop − ϕ̃)×
√
2

31/8
Γ

(
5

4

)
e−

n
2 I1/4

(√
3

2
e2n

)
. (B.5)

We approximate the oscillations to start when ψ = ψbottom, that is, ϕtop − ϕ(n) = 1. This
gives

nosc ≈ −2

3
ln

( √
π33/8√

2(ϕtop − ϕ̃)Γ
(
5
4

))− 1

2
W−1

−
25/3

[
(ϕtop − ϕ̃)Γ

(
5
4

)]4/3
3π2/3

 , (B.6)

analogously to Eq. (4.11). Similarly to Eq. (4.14), noting that f = 1 on the hilltop, we can
use this to write

Ñ ≈ 1

4R̃
1/4
dec

(
Vtop
µ2

)3/4

e3nosc . (B.7)

We can again approximate

Ñ(ϕ) = a− b ln
(
ϕtop − ϕ̃

)
, (B.8)

now with

b = (ϕtop − ϕ̃)Ñϕ̃ =
31/4V

3/4
top

4
√
2µ3/2R̃

1/4
dec

×

√√√√−W−1

(
−

3q4V 3
topΓ

(
5
4

)4
32|Cl,th|4µ6π2Rdec

)
for Ñϕ̃ =

|Cl,th|
q

.

(B.9)
Analogously to Eq. (4.29), this helps us integrate over the tail of the Cl distribution, yielding

βN ≈ b

2π
√
N |Cl,th|

exp

[
−(1− ϕ0)

2

2q2N

]
. (B.10)
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To reconnect with the ALP model, we identify

∆ψ = πfa , ϕ =
θ

π
, f(ϕ) = 1− cos(πϕ) , Q =

H∗
2π2fa

=
q

π
,

R̃dec =
1

2
Rdec , Vtop = 2Λ4 , m2 = µ2 = m2

a =
π2

2

Vtop
∆ψ2

.

(B.11)

Note, in particular, the slight differences in ∆ψ and fa, Q and q, and R̃dec and Rdec (arising
from comparing the energy densities to Vtop instead of Λ4

a = Vtop/2). Importantly, in the
ALP model, the parameters ∆Ψ, Vtop, and ma are linked together so that only two of them
can be set freely.

For the Higgs-like field of Section 6.2, we have

∆ψ = v , f(ϕ) = (ϕ2 − 1)2 , Q =
H∗
2πv

,

Vtop =
λ

4
v4 , m2 = 2λv2 = 8

Vtop
∆ψ2

, µ2 = λv2 =
1

2
m2 = 4

Vtop
∆ψ2

.
(B.12)

The only difference between the models is the slight difference in the shape of the f function,
reflected in the different (order one) coefficients between Vtop/∆ψ

2, m2, and µ2, which are
still related to each other. The PBH behaviour is essentially the same.

In general, PBH abundance is still mostly regulated by Q, as above, and b still has to be
small to make Pζ,ψ small. If we want b to be as large as possible without violating the Pζ,ψ
bound, we had to go to small Rdec above, since our fa ∼ qH∗ was capped by the maximum
allowed value of H∗. This limitation still applies for our ∆ψ, but now b is instead related
to the ratio Vtop/µ

2, which can, at least in principle, be independent of ∆ψ. In particular,
making µ small increases b without the need to push Rdec down. This corresponds to a very
wide hilltop, necessitating a sharp drop towards the minimum at distance ∆ψ, suggesting a
plateau-type model.

C Probability distribution of the curvature perturbation

As discussed around Eq. (2.6), the curvature perturbation is given by the δN formalism as

ζ = ∆N = Ñ(θ̃)− Ñ(θ0) , (C.1)

in terms of the field value θ̃. The field’s probability distribution at N inflationary e-folds,
P (θ̃, N), is given by Eq. (4.2). From this, we get a probability distribution for ζ:

P (∆N,N) =
P (θ̃(∆N), N)

∆Nθ̃(θ̃(∆N))
, (C.2)

where the functional dependence between ∆N and θ̃ arises from Eq. (C.1).

In the tail of the distribution, near θ̃ → π and large ∆N , we can use Eq. (4.15),
redefining the coefficient a:

∆N = ∆N1 − b ln
π − θ̃

π − θ1
, (C.3)
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A B C

fNL 2.8× 104 1.3× 106 1.5× 105

Table 3. The non-Gaussianity parameter fNL from Eq. (C.6) for the benchmark points of Table 1.

where ∆N1 ≡ ∆N(θ1) must be fixed numerically. In this Section, we don’t care about its
exact value; we’re only interested in the qualitative asymptotic behaviour of Eq. (C.2), which
is now

Ptail(∆N,N) ≈ π − θ1√
2πNqb

exp

(
−(π − θ0)

2

2q2N
+

∆N1 −∆N

b

)
. (C.4)

Note the exponential tail exp(−∆N/b), which gives extra exponential suppression compared
to the distribution of Cl, Eq. (4.26). This comes, essentially, from the computation 1/Ñθ̃ ∝
π− θ̃ ∝ e−Ñ/b, compared to the computation 1/Ñθ̃θ̃ ∝ (π− θ̃)2 ∝ 1/Ñθ̃ ∝ 1/Cl. ∆N behaves

like Ñ , whereas our Cl behaves like Ñθ̃. In particular for small b, the ∆N distribution is
much suppressed compared to the Cl distribution. In this limit, one has to go closer to the
hilltop at θ̃ = π to get a high ∆N than to get a high |Cl|. Physically, for a large C, we
don’t need a large number of e-folds, we only need a momentary rapid change in the e-folds,
which can take place over a short distance. This is also evident in our benchmark points in
Table 1, and partially explains the high PBH abundances we obtain: we look at Cl instead
of the harder-to-increase ∆N , like many previous studies do.

Similar exponential tails arise also from single-field models of stochastic inflation [162–
164], including potentials with a local maximum in the potential [145, 151, 203–205]. Also
in these models, considering Cl instead of ∆N seems to amplify the probability distribution
[146].

If, instead of the tail, we look at the typical values θ̃ ≈ θ0, small ∆N , we can expand

∆N ≈ Ñθ̃(θ0)(θ̃ − θ0) +
1

2
Ñθ̃θ̃(θ0)

[
(θ̃ − θ0)

2 −
〈
(θ̃ − θ0)

2
〉]

+O[(θ̃ − θ0)
3] . (C.5)

Defining ∆NG ≡ Ñθ̃(θ0)(θ̃ − θ0), which is Gaussian, we can rearrange this into

∆N = ∆NG +
3

5
fNL

(
∆N2

G −
〈
∆N2

G

〉)
, fNL =

5Ñθ̃θ̃(θ0)

6Ñ2
θ̃
(θ0)

. (C.6)

Here fNL is the usual bispectrum parameter of local non-Gaussianity 27 - - it is scale in-
variant and would be the fNL parameter measured from, say, the CMB, if the scalar field
perturbations dominated. Table 3 gives the values for our benchmark points, all of them

large. Indeed, Eqs. (C.6) with (4.14) suggests fNL ∼ 1/Ñ(θ0) ∼ R
1/4
dec/f

3/2
a ≫ 1; using also

Eq. (4.4) suggests fNL ∼ 1/Ñθ̃(θ0) ∼ q/
√
Pζ,ψ ≫ 1.

As a consistency check, we can compute the fNL in the quadratic potential limit of

27Refs. [206–208] finds that fnl, gnl expansion breaks down far in the tail.
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small θ, with Ñ from Eq. (4.23). We get

fNL =
5× 4R

1/4
dec

6θ20f
3/2
a e3nosc

=
5

4r
,

r ≡ 3θ20f
3/2
a e3nosc

8R
1/4
dec

=
3

4

1
2θ

2
0 × Λ4

a

Λ4
ae

−4nosc/f2a

(
Λ4
ae

−4nosc/f2a
Λ4
aRdec

)1/4

=
3ρψ,dec
4ρr,dec

,

(C.7)

where ρψ,dec and ρr,dec are the scalar and radiation desnities at the scalar decay. We recog-
nized 1

2θ
2
0Λ

4
a and Λ4

ae
−4nosc/f2a = m2

ae
−4nosc as the energy densities of the scalar and radiation

at the the start of the scalar oscillations, and the quantity in the parantheses is the redshift
factor from that time to the decay, given by the radiation energy density. Result (C.7) agrees
with the well-known quadratic curvaton result [5].

In our setup, the scalar field is subdominant when it decays, so the values listed in Ta-
ble 3 don’t correspond to non-Gaussianity observed in, say, the CMB. The induced perturba-
tive non-Gaussianity is suppressed and not of the local type. Still, we can compute a parame-
ter like fNL by comparing the non-Gaussian term of Eq. (C.6) to the total curvature perturba-
tion ζ. Using the previous results, this yields fNL,tot ∼ fNL,ψ×Pζ,ψ/Pζ,tot ∼ q

√
Pζ,ψ/Pζ,tot.

Current CMB observations indicate fNL,ψ ≲ O(10) [78]; with q ∼ 0.01 and Pζ,tot ∼ 10−9, this
sets the requirement Pζ,ψ ≲ 10−12. This is not satisfied for our benchmark point A. However,
as discussed in Section 6.3, couplings between the CMB and PBH scales lead to large PBH
clustering, providing even more stringent constraints. In that Section, we discussed how to
remove these couplings; the same measures also erase fNL at the CMB scales.
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constraints for extended mass functions, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 023514 [1705.05567].

[183] A. Karam, N. Koivunen, E. Tomberg, A. Racioppi and H. Veermäe, Primordial black holes
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