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The unexpected shape of the primordial black hole mass function
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In a Universe with nearly-Gaussian initial curvature perturbations, the abundance of primordial
black holes can be derived from the curvature power spectrum. When the latter is enhanced within
a narrow range around a characteristic scale, the resulting mass function has a single distinct peak,
corresponding to Schwarzschild radii set by the horizon entry time of that scale. In contrast, we
show (both numerically and by providing an analytic estimation) that a broad enhancement — such
as a plateau bounded by infrared and ultraviolet scales — produces a bimodal mass function, with
a primary peak close to the infrared scale. We find that the typical initial gravitational potential
(compaction function), conditioned on meeting the threshold for critical collapse, is generated by a
thin spherical shell with infrared radius and a thickness comparable to the ultraviolet scale. This
suggests a higher-than-expected abundance of PBH originating from Type II initial fluctuations.
Our results significantly impact overproduction bounds on the amplitude of the power spectrum,
and tighten the viable mass range for primordial black holes as dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Little is known about the content of our Universe.
While its evolution is well parameterized by assuming
the presence of some form of dark matter (DM) and dark
energy, the fundamental nature of these components re-
mains elusive. A natural option for DM is that it only
interacts gravitationally, and consists of primordial black
holes (PBHs). Those may have been formed in the early
universe, during the radiation dominated era, by gravita-
tional collapse of cosmological perturbations of unusually
large amplitude [I]. In this scenario, the PBH abundance
is tightly connected to the statistics of primordial pertur-
bations, which for definiteness we shall assume to be of
inflationary origin [2].

PBHs are challenging to observe, particularly in the
asteroid mass range where they could constitute the en-
tirety of DM [3]. Cwrrent and future constraints com-
bined with prior knowledge of the PBH mass function
would therefore be invaluable in optimizing strategies for
their detection.

To date, the distribution of the cosmic microwave back-
ground fluctuations is compatible with nearly Gaussian
statistics and an extremely small primordial power spec-
trum of curvature perturbations [4]. This implies that, at
cosmological scales, the probability of forming PBH via
large random fluctuations is practically zero. Neverthe-
less, the power spectrum remains largely unconstrained
at much smaller scales, potentially resulting in significant
abundances of PBHs.

In this context, the standard expectation is that, for
a nearly scale-invariant enhancement of the power spec-
trum between an infrared (IR) and an ultraviolet (UV)
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scale, the mass function of PBHs will be dominated by
the lighter black holes, associated with the UV scale,
which form earlier during radiation.

Contrary to this expectation, in this Letter we show
that, for nearly Gaussian initial curvature perturbations,
heavier PBHs are more likely to form. This is due to a
peculiar collective effect which occurs at smoothing scales
comparable to the IR scale, leading to a dominant peak
in the mass function.

II. COMPACTION FUNCTION STATISTICS

Consider a non-linear over-density in an asymptot-
ically homogeneous and isotropic Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background. In the case of
spherical symmetry, we may define the Misner-Sharp ex-

cess mass [B] OM(t,R) = 4w fOR Sp(t, R)R?dR| , where
¢

dp(t,R) = p(t,R) — pp(t) is the fluid over-density with
respect to the background one (pp). The integral is per-
formed on a co-moving time slice orthogonal to the fluid
lines and within a sphere delimited by the areal radius
R. Tt is then useful to introduce the compaction function

[6]

o(t, ) = 26 ML) (1)
R

The compaction function represents the inhomogeneous
part of the local gravitational potential generated by the
non-linear over-density. When C' is large enough, a grav-
itational collapse into a black hole is triggered by the
formation of a trapped surface [6]. We are interested
in a criterion for PBH formation in terms of the initial
conditions for C.

During inflation, perturbations are generated as quan-
tum fluctuations of an inflaton field and become clas-
sical soon after their wavelength exits the (cosmolog-
ical) horizon. If L is the typical wavelength of the


mailto:jfumagalli@fqa.ub.edu
mailto:jaume.garriga@ub.edu
mailto:germani@icc.ub.edu
mailto:shethrk@physics.upenn.edu

perturbation, and H = a/a is the Hubble rate of the
background FLRW solution with scale factor a(t), then
the perturbed metric can be approximated in a gradi-
ent expansion on super-Hubble scales L > H™!, as [6]
ds? ~ —dt?> + e*@q(t)?dE - d¥. Here ( is the so-called
co-moving curvature perturbation, encoding the spatial
geometry of ¢ = const hyper-surfaces. Note that ( is
independent of time on super-horizon scales.

The formation of a PBH is necessarily a rare event,
requiring the local curvature to be well above its stan-
dard deviation. High peaks of a Gaussian random field
are approximately spherically symmetric [7], and so we
shall consider here a local super-horizon geometry of the
form ds? ~ —dt?+e2¢Ma(t)? (dr? + r2d93). In this case,
the compaction function is time independent and can be
written as [8]

€ = gl 7)1 - 2ol 0) 2)
where we define g = —(4/3) 70,.¢. Thus, the superhorizon
compaction function satisfies Clg] < 2/3, with g = 4/3
saturating the upper bound. This critical value separates
Type I (g < 4/3) from Type II (g > 4/3) perturbations.
In terms of the Fourier modes (i, and using the identity
10,¢ = 0= [ d2xV2C O (r — |& — o)), we haV€E|

Arr

3 7o
i) = 5 [ Gz S P WG @)
where
W) = 3sin(ar:) —x: cos(x) 7 (@)

and with &y we stressed that this is valid around a “peak”
of C' centered at Zy. Our assumption is that the Fourier
modes (, are independent and Gaussian-distributed. Be-
cause large fluctuations are increasingly less probable,
Type I fluctuations are commonly expected to dominate
the PBH abundance. Nevertheless, as we shall discuss,
Type II fluctuations might not be such a far-off possibil-
ity.

PBH formation occurs when the initial super-horizon
C(rm; Zo) at its maximum (r = r,,) exceeds a certain
threshold C. [I1]. Because we shall work on Type I fluc-
tuations, this threshold can be immediately translated to
the simpler Gaussian variable g. We can then ask what
is the chance that [12, [13]

1) g(r; Zo) has a peak as a function of position Zy.

2) 7, is a local maximum of g(r;&y), i.e. v(ry,) =
TmOrg(rm; To) = 0 and w = —r2,02g(rm; To) > 0.

1 Note that we are not assuming a window function in . Using
a different expression for W, as suggested by [9], would not re-
late correctly to . Also, since our analysis uses quantities
defined on super-horizon scales at a sufficiently early time, we
have not introduced a transfer function as suggested in [10].

3) 9(rm; To) > ge(w).

The threshold g. depends significantly on the radial pro-
file of the perturbation. It has been shown, however,
that for a wide class of of profiles, g. is approximately
determined by the curvature w at r = r,,. Ref. [I4] (see
also eqgs. (22) and (58) of [13]) gives an analytic approx-
imation to g.(w) which matches the results of numerical
simulations [I5] to within a few percent. For Type I
black holes, it is a monotonic function with the limiting
behavior

1
ge(w < 1) = B and g(w>1l)~-——. (5

The abundance of PBHs will then be related to [12, [13]

p(g,w,v =0) =p(v="0)p(g,w) = f}%’ (6)

where the joint distribution of w and g is bivariate Gaus-

sian. Setting 02 = (22), 04y = (TY), Vay = (,?;,yy7 and
defining 57 = 02(1 —~2,), 62, = 05 (1 —72,,), and
2 2
02 o
52, = o2, — Tt @)
UU

Eq. @ can be explicitly written as

plg,w) = N(gl0,60) N (wlw, 53, (1~ 5%)), (8

-2
~ o,
where ¥ = =<

0wy

Ow
Tg

, w=42eg and N (x|u,X) is a normal

distribution with mean y and variance v/X.

The correlators above are integrals over a power spec-
trum, defined by (¢ (i) = (2m)38(k + k') (22 /k3) P (k).
For example, (gg) = 03 = 03, where

O [ W ). (9)

o7 =
Once P¢ is specified, the abundance of PBHs is

Qppr = f:‘:ﬂ dinr [;° dw f;c/(i]) dgZ(g,w,r), (10)

with
T = WM(T7gaw) f(X/UX) p(ng) (11)
T Peq@dy T (2m)3/2(V/3 01 /02)3 \2m02

where peq = 3M51H§q is the energy density at matter-
radiation equality and 7., is the smallest scale associ-
ated with a black hole that has not yet evaporated. The
factor f (x/oy), is related to condition 1. It arises from a
phase space integration over the traceless part of the Hes-
sian, at the position Ty of the peak’s center. The integral
depends on the trace part, x = —r2, V2g = 2g+w, where
the last equality follows from Eq.(3) with v(r) = 0. The
explicit form of f is given in Eq. (A15) of Ref. [7]. The
different o’s can be expressed as combinations of o; and



kuv/lﬂR :100

1071
1078
107°4 /
N
3 10 ‘—/
B — 7 =005
—9
S 10 r=20.1
-1 — = 0.3
— r =05
10—13 1 — r=1.0
— =169
1015 ; . . . .
107t 109 10 10% 103 104

w

FIG. 1. PDF marginalized over g as a function of w for dif-
ferent r (in units 1/kmr = 1) for @« = 100 and A, = 1072,
Vertical lines show our analytic estimate of the maximal w,
Eq.. The PDF is normalized by the factor kir/keq-

their derivatives [12]. The factor of w arises from condi-
tion 2, as the Jacobian dv/dInr at the extrema v(r) = 0.
Condition 3 ensures that a PBH will form. Numerically,
it has been found that the mass can be estimated as [16]

M(r,g,w) =~ KMp(r)[C(g) = Clge(w))]™ . (12)

Here My (r) = 4w M3,/H (r) is the Horizon mass, and the
constant K ~ O(1), which depends weakly on the profile
shape (here parametrized by w), captures our ignorance
of the local Hubble scale. To illustrate our results, we set
K ~ 6 and 7., ~ 0.36 [14].

III. BIMODALITY FROM THE BROAD
POWER SPECTRUM

The two typical limiting cases studied in the literature
regarding the spectrum of enhanced primordial pertur-
bations, correspond to very narrow or very broad P.
While a narrow spectrum has the virtue of mathematical
simplicity, a broad spectrum is a more natural outcome.
If we set

Pe(k) = As 0(k — k) 0(kuv — k), (13)

then ‘broad’ means o = kyvy /kr > 1. More specifically,
we will see that broad and narrow spectra produce large
differences whenever o 2 25 for relevant values of the
power spectrum amplitude. In terms of e-folds (a = eN ),
this implies N 2 3. Thus, a wide class of inflationary
models related to PBH formation falls into this category.
To understand PBH abundances for a broad spectrum, it
is useful to first reconsider the narrow case (v — 1) with
a peak at the UV scale. There, the abundance is sharply
peaked around masses ~ Mpg(r.) where r. ~ 2.74/kyy
is the first zero of o, [12] (c.f. Appendix for a thorough

discussion). As « increases, the “UV” peak in the mass
function persists, though it shifts to larger scales before
saturating at r ~ 4/kyy for « 2 1.5 (N 2 0.4). More-
over, as we discuss below, a second peak related to the
IR scale is generated, making the predicted distribution
bimodal.

Setting units with rig = 1/kr = 1, we now consider
ra > 1. In this limit, one finds that all correlations with
v become subdominant and 4 ~ v,y =7 ~ 1/VIna < 1.
The latter inequality defines what we mean by a “broad”
spectrum. Additionally, in this limit, the variances in
Eq. @ become dx ~ ox for all variables.

Importantly, although ~ is small in this regime,
w/ow = v(g/o,) x 1/(v/AsIna) is sizable due to the
smallness of 0, x Aslna and o2 ~ (2/9)As(ra).
Thus, the PDF of w for ra > 1 develops a maximum
for large values of w. On the other hand, as the thresh-
old grows with w, the statistics of g would favor smaller
values of w. Nevertheless, as long as o, is not too small,
the peak theory function f will help suppress small w
configurations (as we shall discuss soon), so that profiles
with w ~ w will be most probable (see Fig. [1]).

One can estimate when that happens by comparing the
integrand Eq. in two regimes: r ~ a~! (w < 1) and
ra > 1 (w > 1). Neglecting the critical scaling for sim-
plicity, using f ~ ¢%/08 (w < 1) and f ~ w3/o3 (w >
1), the condition Z(w = 0,9 = ¢.(0) = 1/2,r = 1) I
T(w=w,g = ge.(c0) =4/3,7 = 1) leads to

As(Ina)? 2 0.05. (14)

Whenever the previous condition is satisfied, profiles with
w > 1 dominate the statistics for ra > 1. For the regime
ra > 1 and for amplitudes high enough such that w > 1
(where g, is close to the boundary between Type I and II
black holes), we can estimate Eq. as follows. Using
the expansion of the critical threshold in Eq. , and
Taylor expanding the integral in g, yields

(w — 'YJwVC)2> 67i

T (w, ) o< w exp ( 552 =, (15)
ow

where we have defined

(16)

to compare with the often-quoted Press-Schechter case

[I7]. Because w is large, we can approximate f(x) ~

2 finding A ~ 2.28. Had we omitted the peak theory

weightings (or the Jacobian proportional to w), we would

have obtained A = —1 and would have concluded that the

PDF is dominated by broad C(r) profiles (see e.g. [18]).
Eq.(15) is maximized at

Wmax _ YVe + 72%? +4)‘
ow 2 ’

(17)

where yv.0, >~ (2/3)(ra)?/Ina. Le., Wpax > 1 when
ra > 1. Fig. |1/ shows that Eq. with A = 2.28 pro-
vides a good estimate of the w at which the marginalized
PDF is maximized.



Next, using the saddle point approximation centered
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dQppH r 1—4ver -
=B Yer ), 1
e _p (D) e, ()

N
N‘a N

where o, (v;) = 2v2e”7 is the ‘high peaks’ scaling of

the linear smoothed over-density [7, [T9] and

TYer+1
_ Tea g2y, K2
b= Tuv 4 (27)3/23Yex+5/2 7 (19)
with req = 1/(a(teq)Heq). Importantly, v, is r-dependent
via 0;1 and this matters for the maximization of
dQppu/dlnr. Thus, expanding at leading (polynomial)
order in o we have

g

sin®r —r Sin(2r))
—

8
o2 ~ §A5 (lna + Coslntegral(2r) +

r

(30)
This function has a maximum — independent of o — at
r =~ 1.69 (in units of rig = 1/kir), which gives rise to a
large contribution around IR scales.

IV. MASS FUNCTION

Let us define what is customarily — but not exclu-
sively — called the mass function fppp(M): the frac-
tion of energy density contained in primordial black
holes per logarithmic mass interval, such that Qppy =
f dlog MfPBH(M)

By inverting Eq. ([12), we may express g as a function
of (M, w, Mp). Denoting this function by g, we get [13]:

1 1
\4 Yer Jrl d \fiH \4 Yer +1
M) = SOH ((fea
feou (M) (ICMeq) / My <MH>

K [ w (Meq)l/ 2
x T2 dw 5
3 Jo Yer(1 = 3g¢) \ Mp
29.+w
f ( Ix )

X p(ge, w,v =0) (21)

(2m)3/2(v/301/02)?

where M, is the horizon mass at matter-radiation equal-
ity.

As shown in in Figure [2] the mass function develops a
peculiar bimodal shape as « increases, with the following
features:

e First Peak: In the UV, where r ~ 1/kuv, freu
is dominated by the critical scaling from the first
line of Eq. (dotted lines in Fig. . This leads
to a first peak, corresponding to the UV scale of
the power spectrum related to the first maximum
of G4 (r). We find that generically this is for r ~

4/kuy.

4 — a=10
107° 4 _95
— a=100
10774 o Z 950
E o] ]\,[Hl/%,
o= 0T 1/MY2
2-\7 10-9 Wiz
10-10
10711<
~12 X
T 10" 102 10°

M/Myy

FIG. 2. Bimodal PBH mass functions for flat power spec-

tra (Eq. (13)) and a range of o = kuv/kir as labeled
(As = 1077 in all cases). Solid curves show the exact re-

sult (Eq. , while dashed curves show the approximation
(Eq. valid for IR scales (r/ruyv > 1), both normalized
by (Meq/MUV)l/27 where Muv = Mu(kuv). As a increases,
a second feature in the mass function arises in the IR: the
two peaks become more widely separated and the one at
higher masses dominates. The IR peak scales generically as
Mheavy /Muv (kUV/kIR)Q_‘””. The standard expectation
for a broad spectrum is also drawn (dotted black line). There,
the UV peak was expected to grow with the critical scaling
along with a subsequent power-law falloff M ~1/2 (dashed blue
line) due to red-shift dilution, see e.g. [20} 21].

e Second Peak: After the first peak, we have an ini-
tial decay of the mass function that is steeper than
the usual power-law falloff dilution (oc M~1/2).
The intermediate drop between the two peaks,
which arises from the higher threshold associated
with those profiles, is eventually compensated by
the growth of 7, together with the decay of 7’s,
until reaching a maximum at r = 1.69/kig (c.f.
Eq. . There, profiles with large w dominate the
statistics.

It is useful to estimate the IR (large mass) part of fppy.
Inverting r from the critical scaling Eq. and apply-
ing the results from the previous section, i.e. w = w and
g ~ 4/3, one obtains r ~ r(M,w,g = 4/3). In this way
r can be approximately written as a function of M and
(using keq = 1/7¢q)

4yer—1

~ [ M, 2—4vcr
feeu(M) ~ B( ]\[/;V>

x M_OJQVS'SG@L(Vc)y (22)

V65—47crpL(Vc)

where Myy = Mpy(kuv), and, in the final line, we set
Yer = 0.36. The constant

57ver 2_4";‘1
) (/c; : (1na)2%r> . (23)

_ 1
B=B8B
(2_4’7Cr




Note that the largest dependence of the peak amplitude
of fppu resides in v, x o, o (A;In «)~'/? appearing in
pr(ve)-

Eq. captures the behavior of fpgy in the infrared,
as shown in Figure[2] Larger values of o correspond to a
greater abundance of heavier PBHs. In the IR, v, settles
to a constant, and fppy follows a power-law falloff, as
described by Eq. (see Figure .

The PBH mass associated with this second maximum
is smaller than the horizon mass related to the IR scale.
This is because the departure from criticality (Eq de-
creases as w increases. It is straightforward to estimate
that Mheavy/MUV = K (kUV/kIR)2 (1.69)2 (0(4/3) —
Ce(Wmax)) ™ o< a2 w2Yer oc 2~ Her,

Note that the double-peak structure described above
holds as long as the power spectrum amplitude is suffi-
ciently large, as quantified by Eq. . For small values
of A, (or equivalently «), we have numerically checked
that the bimodal structure merges into a single peak.
This is because the statistics gets dominated by the small
w profiles. There, f o< 0,% o 1/(ra)'%, which strongly
disfavors infrared profiles. In addition, the approxima-
tion of spherical symmetry used so far would hardly hold
in this regime. In any case, parameter choices which re-
sult in unimodal mass functions turn out to be irrelevant
in terms of abundance. For instance, for 4, < 0.003
and o = 100, even assuming Mg (kyy) ~ 107 g, which
is the smallest possible PBH mass compatible with the
Hawking evaporation bounds, yields fppy < 1077,

V. OUTLOOK

When the power spectrum of primordial perturbations
is enhanced across a broad range of scales, a significant
contribution to the PBH mass function emerges from
heavy black holes associated with the infrared scale. In
this Letter, we have highlighted this phenomenon, which

arises from over-densities in the form of thin (UV-scale)
spherical shells, characteristic of the typical compaction
function profile. This additional dominant contribution
has the potential to reshape constraints from PBH over-
production from gravitational wave signals. Also, even
for moderately broad power spectra, a bimodal distribu-
tion arises which effectively narrows the viable range for
PBH as the dominant form of DM, particularly in the
asteroid-mass window. The reason is that, since the sub-
dominant UV population has to avoid the evaporation
bounds, the dominant IR population must be shifted to
values which are significantly higher than the existing
lower bound in this window. A more thorough quantita-
tive analysis of these effects is left for future study.

Our findings also reveal that, in the presence of a broad
spectrum, the statistics of initial perturbations that will
collapse into PBH are pushed to the boundary between
Type I and Type II. This calls for a deeper understanding
of PBH formation through Type II fluctuations, which
are often ignored since they require higher (and hence
exponentially suppressed) values of the over-density com-
pared to the more standard Type I fluctuations—see [22]
for recent numerical studies. Additionally, dedicated sim-
ulations of gravitational collapse for configurations with
large values of w, involving in turn large separation of
scales, are needed to confirm the extrapolation [I1 [15]
of a threshold saturation in the Type I case.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
Appendix A: Sharply peaked power spectrum

In this Appendix, we discuss the PBH abundance in
the limit where the enhancement in the power spectrum
is very narrow. We derive an analytic expression for the
mass function which matches the numerical results ob-
tained from Egs. and in the limit (a — 1) < 1.
More specifically, we consider a power spectrum of the
form

Pe(k) = okod(k — ko), (A1)
which can be obtained from Eq. in the limit @ — 1
and Ay — oo, while keeping &/ = A, In « finite.

This limit can be done directly on Egs. and
, but the expansions become somewhat cumbersome.
Here, we present an equivalent alternative route which is
more economical for the case at hand.

For that, we may backtrack to the expression for the
number density of peaks per co-moving volume of the

random variable g.(%y) = g¢(r; %), which are charac-
terized by x, = —TQVzOgT(f ), Up = 70rgr, and w, =
—rdv, /dr [1,13],

in = 106 /9%)

mﬁ (A2)

(gra Wy, Uy = O)dvrdwrdgrv

where we have introduced r, = r (v/301/02). We need
not integrate over .., since it follows from Eq. that
it is maximally correlated with 2g, + w, [12],

p(Xrlgr, wr) = 0(xr — 29, — wy). (A3)
We are interested in the value of r corresponding to an
extremum of g, i.e. v, = 0. Therefore, we may trade
the integration over v, for an integration over r, us-
ing dv,/dr = —(w,/r). In the main text, we express
p(grawravr = 0) = p(grawr|vr = O)p(vr = O), which
leads to our expression for Qppy, Eq. .

In the present case, where the power spectrum is
monochromatic, Eq. also implies that all realizations
of g have the same r dependence. Therefore, the radial
derivatives v,, w, are maximally correlated with g,.,

p(we|gr) = 0(w, — (O'w/ag)gr)a
p(vrlgr) = 0(vr — (Uv/ag)gr)- (A4)
This implies the proportionality,
g/og =w/oy =v/0y, (A5)

for generic values of r. For g, # 0, the latter equation
implies that v, = 0 if and only if o, (r) = 0, which occurs
for r = r, ~ 2.74/ky. This is the same value for all
realizations of the random field with spherical symmetry.
Note also that, from the last equation in , we have

p(UT = O|gr 7é O)d’U =

where we have used o,, = |rd,0,| and Eq. (A5]). Hence,
the v integration reduces to substituting r = r. every-
where in the integrand

Using (A6]) and ( in we have

M M
5dn = f(gézg)gp( )dg,
Peqleq Peq@dy (2m)3/2r}

o(r —re)dr, (A6)

dQppu =

(A7)

where we have dropped the subindex r. In the previ-
ous expression p(g) is a centrally peaked Gaussian. By
inverting (12)), we have g = go(M), where

4 3. 3/ M \7*
M) =-[1-41-2c. -2 (2
go(M) =3 \/ 2¢ 2<ICMH>

Here, C. = C(g.). Since g = (04/0w) w, the Type
I PBHs condition g.(w) < g < 4/3 leads to g.(w) =~
[0.91,0.98]. Because of the exponential suppression in
p(g) it will be sufficient to consider the lower limit
. ~ 0.91. This value in turn implies w ~ 5.1, i.e

(A8)
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i previously thought [18].
o Z B L Finally, by expressing dg in terms of d1n M we find the
108 012 mass function (as defined in the main text) for a sharply
— a=13 peaked power spectrum:
g — a=15 2
= — a=10 — e,
=) . Yo 20 141
2—\: 1079 ---- Dirac delta fopu = D f (Ug) ¢ ! ( M ) Yer 7 (Ag)
S= ’Ycr[]- - (3/4)90]09 KMy
S~—~
where
10710+ KM
T (271—) peqaeqr*
10° 10!
M/Myv The value of the coefficient can then be expressed as
1 1
FIG. 3. Mass function for narrow power spectra with a fixed D= ATk Meq 2 ~92.54 Meq 2
logarithmic area @/ = 1072 and varying o = kuv/kir, as in- 3(27T)2(\/§0-1/0-2)3 My (re) - My (re) ’

dicated in the legend. The exception is the not-narrow case
of a = 10, with height A, = 107 (and so &/ ~ 0.023), whose  To make contact with the main text, we may take ko =
parameters are taken from Figure [2| and shown for compari- kuv, and, for numerical purposes, note that 03 ~ 201 <.
son. Th.e dashed line represents the analytical approximation In Fig. Bl we can appreciate the very good agreement
for a Dirac delta power spectrum centered at ko = kuv, de- i oo "the magss function and the numerical com-
rived in Eq. . ctwe .
putation. Note that the UV peak slowly drifts to the IR
as we increase «, before reaching its asymptotic destina-
tion, where it saturates for all o 2 3. In terms of e-folds,
as in the case of the broad spectrum, the most relevant we have that for NV 2 1 the approximation of narrow
compaction function for PBH of Type I is not broad, as spectrum is no longer valid.
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