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Abstract

We investigate primordial non-Gaussianity (NG) arising from the explicit U(1) symmetry-

breaking interactions during inflation involving a nearly massless axial component of a complex

scalar field P . We analyze the induced NG parameter fNL under scenarios where the axial field

functions as either a curvaton or cold dark matter (CDM). In the curvaton framework, there is

a conventional contribution to the local NG of fNL ≃ −O(1). Additional positive local NG can

result from either the self-interactions of axial field fluctuations, their interactions with a light

radial partner, or kinetic mixing with the inflaton via U(1) symmetry-breaking terms. We identify

parameter regions where the interactions lead to cancellations, suppressing the overall local NG

to |f loc
NL| ≲ O(0.1), while leaving the trispectrum largely unaffected. In the CDM scenario, these

interactions enhance the NG in the isocurvature fluctuations. Moreover, interactions between the

axial field and another light scalar, such as a curvaton, can generate O(1) curvature NG signals

and significant mixed curvature-isocurvature NGs that are within the reach of future experiments

with σ(f loc
NL) ∼ 1. We also explore the role of a heavy radial field in generating oscillating correla-

tion signals, noting that such signals can dominate the shape of the mixed adiabatic-isocurvature

bispectrum. In certain cases, an oscillatory isocurvature bispectrum signal may be observable in

the future, aiding in distinguishing between certain types of the U(1)-breaking self-interactions of

the axial field.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Non-Gaussianities (NG) in the primordial density perturbations provide a crucial probe

into the physics of the early universe, particularly the dynamics of cosmic inflation. In the

simplest inflationary models, quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field lead to Gaussian-

distributed density perturbations. For reviews on inflationary cosmology, refer to Refs. [1, 2].

However, a wide range of inflationary scenarios predict deviations from Gaussianity due to

nonlinear interactions during inflation [3]. Detecting NG will offer insights into the mecha-

nisms that generated the initial fluctuations. One of the primary statistical tools for studying

NG is the bispectrum, which is the Fourier transform of the real-space three-point correla-

tion function of cosmological perturbations. In most scenarios, the bispectrum can effec-

tively capture the amplitude and shape of a non-Gaussian signal. Observational efforts have

focused extensively on measuring the bispectrum using data from the Cosmic Microwave

Background (CMB) [4, 5] and Large-Scale Structure (LSS) surveys [6–8]. Experiments like

the Planck satellite have provided high-precision measurements of the CMB anisotropies,

placing stringent constraints on the level of primordial non-Gaussianity (PNG). Currently,

the amplitude of local PNG from Planck is f loc
NL = −0.9 ± 5.1 (68% C.L.) [4]. So far, ob-

servations have been consistent with Gaussian initial conditions, but the tight bounds on

non-Gaussian parameters have significantly informed and constrained early universe mod-

els. Upcoming 3D LSS experiments such as SPHEREX [9], MegaMapper [10], LSST [11] are

estimated to reach a precision of σ(fNL) ∼ 1, while 21-cm experiments in future will be able

to probe PNG with sensitivities reaching σ(fNL) ∼ 10−3 [12]. CMB-based future surveys

such as CMB-S4 [13] and SO [14] can also reach σ(fNL) ∼ 2.

In this work, we consider the presence of a spectator complex scalar field P during

inflation and assume that the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken during inflation such

that the radial component of P is displaced at a large field value. Specifically, we study

interactions arising from higher-dimensional terms that explicitly break the U(1) symmetry.

These terms generate nonlinear interactions for the nearly massless axial component of P .

We investigate the NG generated from such nonlinear interactions during inflation. Since

we focus on interactions between nearly massless fields, we find that the NG has a local [15]

shape and is produced by the superhorizon evolution of the quantum mode functions.
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After inflation, the axial field can function as either cold dark matter (CDM) or a curva-

ton. In the curvaton framework, the dominant contribution to the curvature perturbation

originates from the decay of the oscillating curvaton field after inflation. NG arises primar-

ily through the nonlinear mapping of curvaton fluctuations onto curvature perturbations.

However, a finite contribution to NG also emerges when curvaton fluctuations develop non-

Gaussian features during inflation via interactions, meaning that they are not purely Gaus-

sian after inflation. Previous studies [16–23] have primarily focused on NG contributions

from the self-interactions of the background curvaton field, considering that the contribution

from the field fluctuations is negligible. In this work, we discuss parametric regions where

U(1)-breaking self-interactions of the axial field fluctuations during inflation can lead to

significant NG. Additionally, we also consider scenarios where the radial partner of the axial

field is heavy and analyze the amplitude of the oscillatory power spectrum and bispectrum

signals generated during the classical oscillations of a massive background radial field.

If the axial field functions as CDM after inflation, its self-interactions can lead to sizable

isocurvature NGs. Previous studies on axion isocurvature perturbations, such as Refs. [24–

26]1 and on oscillatory signals from cosmological collider (CC) physics [33, 34] have not

considered scenarios involving U(1)-breaking self-interactions of the axial field fluctuations or

U(1)-breaking couplings between the axial field and a light radial partner during inflation. In

scenarios where the complex scalar field P couples via explicit U(1)-breaking to another light

scalar ϕ, such as an inflaton or a curvaton, direct couplings between ϕ and the axial field can

generate various enhanced bispectrum signals with a local shape, including mixed curvature-

isocurvature modes. Additionally, they can produce bispectrum signals with oscillatory

templates, offering distinctive features that could be probed observationally.

The order of the presentation is as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce an explicit U(1)-

breaking potential and discuss the NG arising from the self-interactions of the axial field

fluctuations in the context of scenarios where the axial field serves as CDM, an oscillat-

ing curvaton, or a curvaton rotating in complex field space. In Subsecs. 2.1.2 and 2.2 we

analyze cases where the radial partner of the axial field is either massive or light. Sec. 3

focuses on U(1)-breaking couplings of the complex scalar P with another light scalar ϕ

(inflaton/curvaton), leading to interactions between the axial field and ϕ. In Subsecs. 3.1

1 The axion is the axial component of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) complex scalar field and a pseudo-Nambu-

Goldstone boson associated with the spontaneous breaking of the global U(1)PQ symmetry [27–30]. See

Refs. [31, 32] for some recent reviews.
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and 3.2, we consider two models distinguished by the nature of the couplings and study the

bispectrum signals generated from these interactions, both with and without radial oscilla-

tions. We conclude in Sec. 4. Several appendices follow in Apps. A-E that supplement the

technical details and discussion in the main body of the paper.

2. EXPLICIT U(1)-BREAKING POTENTIAL

In this section, we explore the NG generated during inflation in the stochastic fluctua-

tions of a nearly massless axial component of a complex scalar field P for scenarios where its

radial partner is displaced at a large field or vacuum expectation value (vev). A large radial

displacement allows higher-dimensional terms to make dominant contributions. We primar-

ily evaluate non-Gaussian contributions from a higher-dimensional U(1)-breaking term such

as that utilized in the Affleck-Dine mechanism [35]. To this end, we consider a U(1)-charged

complex scalar field P governed by the Lagrangian L = −gµν∂µP ∗∂νP − V where gµν is

an externally sourced background metric.2 We consider that the potential V consists of

a Hubble-induced mass term −cH2|P |2 and a vacuum mass term m2
s|P |2 such that dur-

ing inflation cH2 ≫ m2
s. We also assume that the self-interactions of P are dominated

by some higher-dimensional terms such as V ∝ O (|P |2m/Λ2m), and a U(1)-breaking term

V
��U(1) = −g(4)P n/Λn+h.c., where Λ ≤MPl is a cutoff scale of the theory withMPl the Planck

scale, and g(4) is a dimension-four quantity. The complete form for these higher-dimensional

terms depends on the relevant UV theory such as supergravity [36]. For instance, the U(1)-

conserving and -breaking terms mentioned above can be derived from the F - and A-terms

in supersymmetry [37]. Ref. [38] discusses a specific implementation of such a model.

We parameterize the complex scalar field P as

P =
S√
2
eiθ, (2.1)

where S is the radial scalar partner of the axial field A ≡ Sθ. A large displacement of the

background radial field S0 from its true minimum at low temperatures Smin can be achieved

if c > 0.3 The minimum is then defined by the balance between the negative Hubble-

induced mass term and the higher-dimensional U(1)-symmetric term∝ O (|P |2m/Λ2m). Here

2 The background metric and the Hubble scale H are set by the inflaton dynamics. Hence, P is a spectator

field in this scenario.
3 Henceforth, we will refer to all background homogeneous and isotropic fields with a subscript 0.
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we assume that the U(1)-preserving quartic term |P |4 is sufficiently suppressed, which is

naturally the case in supersymmetric models with dimension transmutation [39] or a moduli

space of two fields [40]. We will denote this local minimum of the radial field as SI . In terms

of the radial and axial fields, the explicit U(1)-breaking term can be written as

V
��U(1) = −g(4)

(
S

Λ
√
2

)n
2 cos(nθ). (2.2)

For simplicity, we assume that g(4) > 0 without any loss of generality. While Eq. (2.2) is

the dominant potential at SI . One could consider a vacuum potential at Smin for the axial

direction as V = m2
A,vacS

2
min(1− cos(NA/Smin)) for N ≥ 1.

For a stationary radial field at its minimum, the linear fluctuations in the radial and axial

fields are given by δS and δA = SIδθ respectively. At the local minimum SI , the radial and

axial mass-squared terms are

m2
S = ∂2V

∂S2

∣∣∣
SI

∝ cH2, (2.3)

m2
A = ∂2V

∂A2

∣∣∣
SI

=
n2

S2
I

g(4)
(

SI

Λ
√
2

)n
2 cos(nθ0) ≡ m2

A,I cos(nθ0), (2.4)

where mA,I is the mass of the axial field at S = SI , θ0 = 0. To ensure that the axial mass

is positive, we choose nθ0 ∈ (−π/2, π/2) such that g(4) cos(nθ0) > 0. Outside this range,

the axial field is tachyonic, leading to fluctuations that could grow as the field rolls down

the potential. We do not address this scenario in the current work. Ref. [41] discusses the

motion of the background axial field, A0(t), along the hilltop trajectory after inflation.

For the cosine potential along the axial direction as given in Eq. (2.2), the mass of the

axial field depends on the angular displacement nθ0(t) as derived in Eq. (2.4). In the slow-roll

limit, the background angular velocity can be approximated by

H∂t(nθ) ≈
−1

3
m2
A,I sin (nθ) . (2.5)

During inflation, the angular field evolves from an initial displacement θ0(ti) to θ0(te) at the

end of inflation, given by the solution to the above differential equation as

tan

(
nθ0(t)

2

)
= tan

(
nθ0(ti)

2

)
e−N(t)

m2
A,I/H

2

3 , (2.6)
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where N(t) is the number of inflationary e-folds elapsed at time t starting from ti, such that

N(te) = Ninf is the total number of inflationary e-folds. In this work, we are interested in

a light axial scalar field with mA ≪ H. As the axial field slowly rolls down the potential

during inflation, the dynamical axial mass increases over time saturating to a constant value

of mA,I as nθ → 0. Requiring the mass of the axial field during its motion to remain much

smaller than H implies that we only consider mA,I ≪ H.

Following the above discussion, we will restrict ourselves to a light axial field such that the

axial slow-roll parameter, ηAA = m2
A/H

2, is ≲ O(0.02). Consequently, the power spectrum

for the axial field fluctuations, δA, is nearly scale-invariant, and its amplitude is given by [2]

AδA(k) ≈
k3

2π2

〈
δA(k⃗, t)δA(p⃗, t)

〉′
=

(
H

2π

)2

, (2.7)

where δA(k⃗, t) is the Fourier transform of the real-space fluctuation δA(x⃗, t). Here, the (′) de-

notes that the momentum-conserving Dirac-delta function has been factored out. Through-

out this discussion, we refer to the power spectrum of a field X as PX =
〈
δX(k⃗, t)δX(p⃗, t)

〉′
.

After inflation, the field value of P may evolve in different manners. As we will elaborate

in Sec. 2.1.1, the dynamics depend on the size of mA,vac and the time (in)dependence of g(4).

The field P may receive a kick in the angular direction by m2
A, the dynamics of which is

discussed in App. A. Alternatively, P may oscillate in the radial direction in the case where

g(4) decreases with Hubble after inflation, and the axial field subsequently oscillates because

of mA,vac. These different scenarios allow the axial field to become cold dark matter or a

rotating/oscillating curvaton. As the radial field evolves toward Smin after inflation, the spe-

cific form of the radial potential can lead to a significant amplification of the superhorizon

relative perturbative quantity δS/S. This amplification, due to the coupling between S and

θ, can subsequently influence δθ/θ. However, for a massive radial field during inflation, the

associated radial fluctuations are negligibly small, ensuring that δθ/θ remains unaffected,

even if δS/S increases substantially post-inflation. In contrast, for a light radial scalar field

as considered in Sec. 2.2, we assume the radial potential to be nearly quadratic to ensure

the conservation of axial fluctuations. Accordingly, this work assumes that the superhori-

zon Goldstone fluctuations remain conserved after inflation. We defer the investigation of

scenarios in which the post-inflationary rolling of the radial field has a significant impact on

the evolution of axial fluctuations to a future work.
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t

(δA)3 (t′)

FIG. 1. Feynman diagram representation for the cubic-interaction contribution to the axial field

bispectrum, where δA is the axial field fluctuation.

2.1. Axial self-interactions

The self-interactions of the axial field are obtained from the U(1)-breaking term in

Eq. (2.2). The leading cubic order interaction Lagrangian is given as

L3 ⊃ a3
n3

3S3
I

g(4)
(

SI

Λ
√
2

)n
sin(nθ0) (δA)

3, (2.8)

where a ≡ a(t) is the scale factor. In terms of the axial mass-squared quantity m2
A,I , we

rewrite the cubic term as

L(δA)3

3 = a3
n

6SI
m2
A,I sin(nθ0) (δA)

3. (2.9)

Hence, we find that the cubic interaction term is suppressed by the axial slow-roll parameter,

ηAA = m2
A/H

2, and a factor of H/SI . This suppression is true for all higher-order self-

interactions of the axial field with increasing powers of H/SI .

We will now evaluate the perturbative contribution to the three-point correlation function

from the U(1)-breaking term ∝ (δA)3. This interaction is represented diagrammatically in

Fig. 1. Using the in-in formalism [42–45], we write the first-order cubic correlation function

for the operator W (t) = δAk1(t)δAk2(t)δAk3(t) as

⟨W (t)⟩(1) = i

(∫ t

−∞−
dt′ ⟨0|H(t′)W (t) |0⟩ −

∫ t

−∞+

dt′ ⟨0|W (t)H(t′) |0⟩
)

(2.10)

= −2Im

[∫ t

−∞
dt′ ⟨0|H(t′)W (t) |0⟩

]
,

where all fields are in interaction-picture and the cubic interaction Hamiltonian H(t) is given
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by the expression

H(t) =

∫
d3x⃗HI

3 = a3c3

∫
d3x⃗ (δA)3 = a3c3

∫
p

∫
q

δApδAqδA−p−q , (2.11)

where

c3 =
1

6SI

(
−m2

A,In sin (nθ0)
)
< 0, (2.12)∫

k
≡
∫
d3k/(2π)3 and δAp ≡ δA(p⃗, t). To evaluate the correlation function, we consider that

the axial field in the interaction picture is represented by

δA(x, t) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

[
bp⃗up⃗(t) + b†−p⃗u

∗
−p⃗(t)

]
eip⃗·x⃗, (2.13)

where we utilize the mode function for a massless scalar field

uk(τ) =
H√
2k3

(1 + ikτ) e−ikτ (2.14)

to evaluate the correlations of the axial field. Here, τ = −1/(aH) is the conformal time and

the ladder operators follow the usual commutation relation
[
bk⃗, b

†
−p⃗

]
= (2π)3δ3

(
k⃗ + p⃗

)
and

zero for all other combinations.

The calculation of the correlation function from the cubic self-interaction in Eq. (2.11)

for massless mode functions is a standard result [3]. The final expression for the bispectrum

of the axial field is given as

BA

(
k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3

)
= ⟨δAk1δAk2δAk3⟩

′ ≈ c3
H2

2k31k
3
2k

3
3

(
3∑
i=1

k3i (−Nk) +O(1)f(ki)

)
, (2.15)

where Nk is the number of e-foldings elapsed from the horizon exit of the mode k to the

end of inflation, and f(ki) is a scale-dependent cubic polynomial function. For CMB modes,

Nk can be as large as ≈ 50 − 60, dominating over the remaining O(1) terms. Thus, the

bispectrum for the cubic self-interaction is dominated by the classical evolution of the field

after it exits the horizon.

The bispectrum signal derived above is directly proportional to the mass-squared, m2
A,

of the axial field, through the coefficient c3 defined in Eq. (2.12). In the limit mA,I → 0, the

cubic interaction term in Eq. (2.9) vanishes, leading to the disappearance of the bispectrum
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signal in Eq. (2.15). Conversely, as mA/H increases, the perturbations decay over time

after horizon exit during inflation. Quantitatively, for mA > 0, the mode function of the

axial field follows the standard massive mode function, as described in Eq. (B.1). These

massive mode functions undergo dilution by a suppression factor γ, relative to the massless

case. For instance, when m2
A/H

2 = 0.02, the factor γ ∼ 0.7 for CMB modes that exit the

horizon ∼ 50 e-folds before the end of inflationary de-Sitter phase. Consequently, correlation

functions such as power spectrum and bispectrum, evaluated using massive mode functions,

are suppressed by factors of γ, as illustrated in Eqs. (B.2) and (B.4), respectively.

In Fig. 4 in Appendix B, we present the bispectrum signal for a self-interaction term

proportional to the mass (analogous to Eq. (2.9)), computed using massive mode functions

for δA rather than massless ones. The normalized bispectrum in Fig. 4 exhibits a peak in the

mass range 0.01 ≲ m2
A/H

2 ≲ 0.03, with a sharp decline outside this interval. As described

earlier, the suppression of the signal at higher masses is due to the redshift of perturbations.

For masses smaller than 0.1H, the bispectrum approaches zero as the coefficient c3 → 0.

Accordingly, we will focus our analysis on light axial scalar fields within this mass range.

In Appendix B, we also show that for these light scalar fields with m2
A/H

2 ≲ 0.03,

calculations performed using massless mode functions provide a reasonable approximation

while significantly simplifying the evaluations. Therefore, for the remainder of our discussion,

we will employ massless mode functions to analyze the bispectrum and power spectrum for

these light scalar fields.

The mass of the axial field is time-dependent yet remains nearly constant due to the

slow-roll dynamics along the axial potential. Starting from θi at ti, the time-average mass

of the axial field can be analytically determined using the expressions provided in Eqs. (2.4)

and (2.6). The average mass of the axial field depends upon the initial angle θi, mA,I and

total number of inflationary e-folds Ninf . In Fig. 2, we present contours of the dimensionless

average axial field mass-squared m2
A/H

2 quantity in {m2
A,I/H

2, nθi} parametric space for a

fixed Ninf = 50. The area where 0.01 ≤ m2
A/H

2 ≤ 0.03 is shaded in light blue, highlighting

the parametric region where our results are most relevant. For example, if n = 6, the axial

mass-squared m2
A,I during inflation has the fiducial value

m2
A,I

H2
≈ 0.03×

(
g(4)

0.1Λ2H2

)(
SI

0.3Λ
√
2

)4

. (2.16)
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FIG. 2. Contours showing the mean mass-squared m2
A/H

2 as a function of m2
A,I/H

2 and initial

angular displacement nθi. The mass of the axial field as it rolls down potential is time-dependent

and a function of cos(nθ(t)). Using the solution for θ(t) given in Eq. (2.6), we show the time-

average mass-squared of the axial field for Ninf = 50. The region where 0.01 ≤ m2
A/H

2 ≤ 0.03 is

shaded in light blue.

We note in passing that the bispectrum signal in Eq. (2.15) for axial field fluctuations aris-

ing from the interactions during inflation can also be evaluated using an equation-of-motion

(EoM) approach [18]. In this case, the field fluctuation δA is expressed perturbatively up to

second order, where the first-order fluctuations δA(1) are Gaussian and the cubic interactions

∝ ∂3AV��U(1) generate a non-Gaussian second-order contribution δA(2) ∝ Nk∂
3
AV��U(1)

(
δA(1)

)2
.

2.1.1. Local bispectrum

It is often customary to write the bispectrum of curvature ζ or isocurvature S field in

terms of the local-shape template defined as

Bi(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3) = f iNL (Pi(k1)Pi(k2) + Pi(k1)Pi(k3) + Pi(k2)Pi(k3)) , (2.17)

where Pi(k) is the power spectrum of the linear fluctuations, and f iNL is the non-linearity

parameter associated with the perturbation. Here, i denotes either ζ (curvature) or S

(isocurvature) [15]. If the curvature (isocurvature) is related at linear order with the scalar
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field fluctuations δA as ζ = CζδA (S = CSδA) for a linear coefficient C, then the above

expression can be written as

BA(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3) = f iNL × Ci (PA(k1)PA(k2) + PA(k1)PA(k3) + PA(k2)PA(k3)) . (2.18)

Since the power spectrum for light scalar fields is approximated as PA(k) ≈ H2/(2k3), sub-

stituting this in the above expression reveals that the bispectrum from the cubic interaction

in Eq. (2.15) has a local-shape. We will now estimate the fNL parameter from the cubic

interaction of the axial field fluctuations for the following scenarios.

1. CDM:

If the axial field acts as CDM after inflation, then the homogeneous quantum fluctua-

tions of δA can be mapped to the isocurvature fluctuations of the CDM. If the fraction

of the axial field’s energy density relative to the total CDM is ωA, then the conserved

superhorizon CDM isocurvature fluctuations S are given as

S = ωASA ≈ ωA

(
2δA

A0

+

(
δA

A0

)2
)
. (2.19)

The background field value A0 evolves under the combined effects of a classical slow-roll

and quantum fluctuation δA [46]. If

m2
AA0 ≫ H3 =⇒ θ0

SI
H

≫ H2

m2
A

, (2.20)

the dynamics are dominated by classical rolling, and A0 ≈ θ0SI . This is true for light

scalars when SI ≫ H where H ≡ Hinf is the Hubble parameter during inflation.4 In

Ref. [24], the authors evaluated the NG generated through a post-inflationary local

mapping of the axial field fluctuations to isocurvature perturbations up to quadratic

order in δA as given in Eq. (2.19). For δA < A, the isocurvature non-linearity param-

eter fS
NL is approximately given as ω−1

A /2. Below we give the contribution to fS
NL from

4 For the rest of our discussion, the inflationary Hubble scale will be referred to as H, unless explicitly

specified otherwise.
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the self-interaction of axial field fluctuations during inflation

fS
NL = C−1

S
BA(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3)

PA(k1)PA(k2) + PA(k1)PA(k3) + PA(k2)PA(k3)
, (2.21)

where the linear coefficient is CS = 2ωA/(θ0SI). Substituting BA(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3) from

Eq. (2.15), we obtain

∆fS
NL = C−1

S 2c3H
−2 (−Nk) ,

=
1

6ωA
nθ0 sin (nθ0)

m2
A,INk

H2
,

≈ 1

4ωA

(
nθ0
1

sin (nθ0)

0.85

)(
m2
A,I/H

2

0.035

Nk

50

)
. (2.22)

In the last expression above, we have chosen the following benchmarks (fiducial) val-

ues lying within the blue-shaded region in Fig. 2: Nk ∼ 50 − 60, m2
A,I/H

2 ∼ 0.035,

nθ0 ∼ O(±1), thus yielding fS
NL ≲ ω−1

A /4 which implies that the isocurvature NG

from cubic self-interactions of the axial field provides a significant contribution that

increases the overall level of NG. During the matter-dominated era, both curvature

and isocurvature fluctuations grow at the same rate. Since CDM carries the isocurva-

ture component, the curvature fluctuations receive a contribution equal to S/3 from

isocurvature5. Consequently, a fraction of NG is transferred from isocurvature to cur-

vature perturbations. This type of NG is suppressed by a square of PS/Pζ ≲ 0.04,

the ratio of isocurvature power to curvature power on CMB scales. Hence, the CDM

isocurvature-induced local curvature NG is negligible unless fS
NL ≫ 1 for ωA ≪ 1. A

lower bound on ωA is obtained by setting S ∼ ωA, which yields an upper bound of

fNL ≲ 20. For more details see discussion in Ref. [24].

We now comment on how to estimate the dark matter fraction ωA for a given model.

For simplicity, we discuss the dynamics when g(4) is a constant. Given that we assume

non-vanishing mA,I/H during inflation, we expect that when the radial field starts

oscillating, the axial field gets a kick from the mass term mA,I . Such a mass term

from the higher-dimensional operator quickly becomes suppressed after the kick, and

the complex field undergoes a rotational motion similar to that in the Affleck-Dine

5 This is true at all orders in perturbation theory.
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mechanism. This rotation may result in a contribution to the dark matter abundance

via the conventional misalignment [47–49] or kinetic misalignment [50] mechanisms

depending on the vacuum mass mA,vac of the axial field at Smin. Since the radial

field value decreases by redshift, the rotation will eventually get to the minimum

of the wine-bottle potential. Subsequently, the angular speed redshifts according to

∂tθ ≡ ∂tA/Smin ∝ a3. If ∂tθ ≃ mA,vac occurs when H ≫ mA,vac, the rotation stops at

an essentially fixed value of θ. The oscillations towards the final minimum of A start

when H ≃ mA,vac, and conventional misalignment determines the final abundance. On

the other hand, if ∂tθ ≃ mA,vac occurs whenH ≪ mA,vac, then the kinetic misalignment

applies. Thus, with the freedom of choosing mA,vac, one can realize any value of ωA.

2. Curvaton:

In the curvaton mechanism [51–53], the primordial curvature perturbations evolve

outside the horizon. In this paradigm, ζ receives significant contribution from the

fluctuations of another field called the curvaton. This happens after inflation, when the

curvaton is assumed to begin oscillation. Eventually, the curvaton must decay before

the Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and give rise to standard radiation dominated

era. If the axial field A acts as a curvaton, its fluctuations δA will determine the

primordial curvature perturbation ζ [3, 41, 46, 54–57].

(a) Oscillating curvaton:

We assume that after inflation, the axial field begins to oscillate only when H ∼

mA,vac.
6 If the inflaton fluctuations are subdominant when the curvaton decays

and the curvaton’s potential is purely quadratic, we can approximate the localized

generation of curvature perturbations from axial fluctuations (in the absence of

any contribution from the interactions during inflation) as

ζ ≈ 2r

3

(
δA

A0

)
−
(
3− 2r(r + 2)

9r

)(
δA

A0

)2

, (2.23)

which remains conserved on superhorizon scales and where r is the fraction of

curvaton’s energy density to the total energy budget at the time of its decay.

6 The dynamics described above about the complex field rotation initiated by the higher-dimensional op-

erator can be avoided if g(4) is varying. For example, g(4) can be proportional to H2 from a coupling to

the inflaton potential energy. This implies that the axial mass decreases with Hubble and the oscillations

would not begin until H ≲ mA,vac.
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The amplitude of the linear-order curvature power spectrum is given as Aζ ≈

(H/(πθ0SI))
2/9 and the spectral tilt is given by the expression ns − 1 = −2ϵ +

2ηAA/3 where ϵ = −∂tH/H2 during inflation. Since ηAA ≈ 0.02 in this work, we

require large field inflationary models to satisfy the current ns constraints [58].

From the non-linear mapping of the superhorizon curvaton fluctuations δA to

the curvature perturbations at the quadratic order as given by Eq. (2.23), the

local-type NG parameter evaluates to7

f loc
NL =

5

4r
− 5

3
− 5r

6
. (2.24)

When the curvaton dominates the energy density of the universe during its decay,

r ≈ 1 and hence

f loc
NL = −5

4
. (2.25)

This value is much larger than the f loc
NL in the squeezed limit from single-field

inflationary models [59]. We note that the above formula is only applicable to a

curvaton with quadratic potential. When the potential deviates from a quadratic

form, the fNL receives additional contribution

∆fNL =
5

4r
h, (2.26)

where the dimensionless coefficient h encodes contributions due to the interactions

of the field fluctuations δA during inflation [18] and from the non-linear mapping

of the background curvaton field A0 from the horizon exit to the onset of the

oscillation [16, 53, 60]. For |nθ0| ∼ 1, the deviation of the background cosine

potential cos(nθ) from a quadratic form is ∼ 10%. For such small deviations,

the resulting contribution to h from the background nonlinear mapping is ≲ 5%

[61]. However, the contribution from the self-interaction ∝ (δA)3 during inflation

can be significantly large within the region 0.01 ≲ m2
A/H

2 ≲ 0.03 and nθ0 ∼ 1.

Using the linear relation ζ = 2rδA/(3A0), we convert the axial bispectrum from

Eq. (2.15) into the curvature bispectrum. Hence, the NG arising from the explicit

U(1)-breaking cubic interaction term, will transform into local NG in curvature

7 ζ = ζg + 3f loc
NLζ

2
g/5 where ζg is the Gaussian stochastic fluctuation
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perturbations. Utilizing Eq. (2.18), we evaluate the non-linearity parameter as

∆f loc
NL =

5

6
C−1
ζ

BA(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3)

PA(k1)PA(k2) + PA(k1)PA(k3) + PA(k2)PA(k3)

=
5

4r
× nθ0

3
sin(nθ0)

m2
A,INk

H2

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

4r
× 1

2

(
nθ0
1

sin (nθ0)

0.85

)(
m2
A,I/H

2

0.035

Nk

50

)
, (2.27)

where we have set the linear coefficient Cζ = 2r/(3θ0SI) and the factor of 5/6 in

the right-hand side (RHS) comes from the standard definition of the local-type

NG for the Bardeen potential, f loc
NL = 5

6
f ζNL.

From the expression derived in Eq. (2.27), and using the same benchmark values given

below Eq. (2.22), we find that ∆f loc
NL ≈ 5/(8r). Since the fNL in Eq. (2.27) represents

a positive contribution, the contribution from the self-interaction of the axial field

during inflation results in a partial cancellation of the NG between the contributions

from Eqs. (2.24) and (2.27). This could result in an effective
∣∣f loc

NL

∣∣ ≲ O(0.5) for r ∼ 1.

3. Rotating curvaton:

Recently, the authors in Ref. [38] explored an interesting scenario where the post-

inflationary axial rotations of a complex scalar field associated with an approximate

U(1) symmetry act as a curvaton, due to the lightness of the angular direction and

the longevity of the rotation.8 The present-day entropy of the Universe is created by

the (partial) washout of the U(1) charge, and the fluctuations of the non-zero U(1)

charge create curvature perturbations given by the following expression in Ref. [38]

ζ =
∂θini
3ni

δθ(x) +
ni∂

2
θi
ni − (∂θini)

2

6n2
i

δθ2(x) + ... , (2.28)

where ni ≡ n(θi) and δθ(x) are the initial U(1) charge and fluctuations generated at

the time of the kick for an angle θi. Thus, the linear coefficient Cζ = ∂θini/(3niSI).

As the angular field is approximately massless, the amplitude of the curvature power

spectrum is

Aζ ≈
(
∂θini
3niSI

H

2π

)2

. (2.29)

8 Large axial rotations of a spectator PQ field during inflation have been recently studied in Ref. [62] and

give rise to blue-tilted primordial isocurvature fluctuations.
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Since the rotation is initiated after inflation, we generalize by assuming that the

U(1)-breaking potential responsible for the rotations can be different from the one

in Eq. (2.2). Hence, we consider that Vrot ∝ cos(pθ) where p ≤ n. In the weak-kick

limit, the U(1) charge can be approximated as ni ∼ ∂θiVrot ∝ p sin(pθi), and hence

∂θini
3ni

≈ p

3 tan(pθi)
. (2.30)

Similar to the oscillating curvaton scenario, the term quadratic in δθ determines the

local NG parameter given as

f loc
NL ≈ −5

2

(
1−

ni∂
2
θi
ni

(∂θini)
2

)
weak-kick−−−−−−−−→− 5

2 cos2(pθi)
. (2.31)

We now estimate the contribution to the above NG from the cubic self-interaction

during inflation. In the weak-kick limit,

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

2
× 0.76

(
n/p

1

)(
tan(pθi)

1.55

sin (nθ0)

0.85

)(
m2
A,I/H

2

0.035

Nk

50

)
. (2.32)

Similar to the analysis for the oscillating curvaton, there appears to be a partial

cancellation of the NG with the negative contribution in Eq. (2.31). This cancellation

becomes more pronounced as the ratio n/p increases while θi ∼ θ0.

From the above discussion, we note that the self-interaction of the axial field fluctuations,

arising from an explicit U(1) symmetry-breaking potential term as given in Eq. (2.2) can

make significant contribution to the NG. We demonstrate this specifically for axial fields

with a mass m2
A ∼ O(0.02)H2 and an initial displacement θ0 such that the deviation from

the quadratic form is ≲ 5− 10%.

In the curvaton scenario, the net positive contribution from the self-interactions results

in a partial cancellation of the local bispectrum signal. This cancellation can reduce the

magnitude of the f loc
NL in certain regions of the parametric space to ∼ O(0.1). Similar

to the generation of local NG from curvaton fluctuations during oscillation, one can also

determine the magnitude of the third-order nonlinear fluctuations by measuring the four-

point correlation signal or the trispectrum (T ). In terms of the quadratic and cubic nonlinear

parameters fNL and gNL, the trispectrum in the regular tetrahedron limit (k1,2,3,4 = k12 =
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k14 = k) limit is given by the expression9

T ≡ ⟨ζζζζ⟩′ ≈ 216

25

(
2f 2

NL + gNL

)
P 3
ζ (k). (2.33)

For curvature fluctuations generated by a curvaton oscillating in a quadratic potential,

gNL ≈ 25/12, in the limit where the curvaton energy density dominates the universe at

the time of its decay [53]. Conversely, the curvature trispectrum signal resulting from the

quartic self-interaction of the axial field fluctuations is given as

⟨ζζζζ⟩′ ≈ C4 n
2

6S2
I

× H4m2
ANk

k9
, (2.34)

where at the linear order ζ = CδA. For an oscillating curvaton, the quartic self-interaction of

the axial field fluctuations yields ∆gNL ≈ 25/72. Unlike the bispectrum, there is no cancella-

tion of the trispectrum signal, as the two contributions combine constructively. Additionally,

the contribution from the self-interaction is relatively smaller in comparison. A similar con-

clusion holds if the curvature fluctuations are generated from a rotating curvaton. Thus, if

the axial field acts as a curvaton, the U(1) symmetry-breaking interaction of the underlying

complex scalar spectator field can give rise to suppressed local-type NG but a comparatively

unsuppressed trispectrum. Models featuring suppressed fNL < O(1) but much larger gNL

have been discussed previously. Some of these models include self-interacting curvatons,

where most calculations have focused on the self-interaction of the background curvaton

field, assuming that the contributions from field fluctuations are negligible [16–23]. For an

overview of other models generating large gNL, see a review in Ref. [63].

2.1.2. Effects of background radial oscillations

In the previous analysis, we assumed that the radial field remained stationary at its

minimum during inflation. We will now examine the NG generated from the classical os-

cillations of a heavy background radial field. For quantum-mechanical effects such as from

the excitation of the heavy mode, see Refs. [12, 34, 64, 65]. The radial field is assumed to

oscillate around SI within the quadratic potential with a curvature defined by mass-squared

quantity m2
S as given in Eq. (2.3). The oscillation of the massive background radial field

9 ζ = ζg + 3f loc
NLζ

2
g/5 + 9glocNLζ

3
g/25 where ζg is the Gaussian stochastic fluctuation
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can be induced by an external coupling that provides a kick along the radial direction. Such

a coupling could involve an inflaton, with the kick being triggered by sharp features in the

inflaton trajectory, as discussed in certain studies [64, 66–69]. It is also possible that the ra-

dial field is initially displaced away from SI at the beginning of inflation, and then oscillates

at the start of inflation [70, 71]. Similarly, the radial field may be initially trapped at a false

minimum before being released at a time ts during inflation. Thus, we write the background

radial field as S(t) = SI +∆S(t), and consider the following EoM

∆̈S(t) + 3H∆̇S(t) + ∂SV (S) = 0 , (2.35)

where the overdot represents derivative with respect to proper time t. For small ampli-

tude displacements around SI , we approximate the radial potential as quadratic and obtain

∂SV (S) ≈ m2
S∆S(t). The solution to the above EoM is given as

∆S(t) = SIβS e
− 3

2
H(t−ts) cos(µSH(t− ts) + φ)Θ(t− ts), (2.36)

where we have assumed that the radial field begins oscillation at time ts with an initial am-

plitude defined by the parameter βS ≪ 1 so that we can perturbatively analyze the effect of

the oscillations. In the above expression, φ is an arbitrary phase and µS =
√
m2
S/H

2 − 9/4.

We shall consider the case where µS > 0 and real. The classical oscillation of the background

radial field induces a scale-dependent primordial standard clock signal on the scale-invariant

power spectrum of the axial field [68, 72]. These signals arise from the resonance between

the classically oscillating massive field and the quantum mode functions [72]. In terms of

proper time t, the massless quantum mode function exhibits a time-dependent frequency.

Resonance amplification occurs when this frequency matches the frequency of the oscillat-

ing radial field, resulting in a k-dependence of the clock signal, ∝ kiµS . In Appendix C, we

compare the clock signal in the power spectrum as obtained through the in-in formalism

and the EoM approach. Based on the results therein, the amplitude of the oscillatory clock

signal on the axial power spectrum, for µS ≫ 1 and 2k > kr, is given as

∆P clock
A

PA
≈ βS

√
2πµS

(
2k

kr

)− 3
2

sin

(
µS ln

(
2k

kr

)
+ µS + π/4

)
, (2.37)
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where −krτs = µS. If the axial field functions as a curvaton, existing constraints on the

curvature power spectrum, as detailed in Refs.[73, 74], suggest that |∆Pζ/Pζ | ≲ O(0.04) for

µS ∼ O(10).10 This imposes the condition βS
√
µS ≲ O(0.02). The Euclid experiment [75]

is anticipated to make significant progress in probing perturbations in the curvature power

spectrum, particularly in the presence of primordial features. It is projected to achieve

sensitivity levels of |∆Pζ/Pζ | ≈ 0.010 ± 0.001 [76]. Conversely, if the axial field acts as

CDM, the current isocurvature constraints are weak, thus the clock signal can be as large

as the scale-invariant spectrum, PA.

The oscillation of the background radial field also introduces corrections to the cubic

interaction term in Eq. (2.8), resulting in a high frequency, time-dependent coefficient for

the cubic self-interactions. Up to first order in ∆S, we write the leading correction to the

cubic-interaction Lagrangian term in Eq. (2.8) as

∆L(δθ)3

3 ≈ n3

3
g(4)

(
SI

Λ
√
2

)n
sin(nθ0)

(
n∆S

SI

)
(δθ)3. (2.38)

To treat the terms in (1 + ∆S/SI)
n expansion perturbatively, we require that nβS ≪ 1.

Similar to how the clock signal is estimated in the power spectrum, we can use the in-in

formalism to determine the correction to the bispectrum due to the oscillating background

radial field. However, it is important to note that while the signal from the interaction in

Eq. (2.38) primarily arises from the subhorizon interactions of the field fluctuations with the

oscillating radial field, the bispectrum in Eq. (2.15) is predominantly influenced by the large

contributions (∝ Nk) from the superhorizon classical evolution of the fields. Consequently,

the contribution to the bispectrum from the subhorizon interactions can remain much smaller

compared to enhancement from the superhorizon evolution. An approximate expression for

the bispectrum signal from the oscillating radial field in the equilateral limit (ki → k) is

lim
µS≫1,kT≳kr

∆Bequiv(k) ≈ c3nβS
3
√
πH2

(
kT
kr

)− 3
2
sin
(
µS

(
log
(
kT
kr

))
+ µS − π

4

)
2k6

√
2µS

, (2.39)

where kT = 3k in the equilateral triangle limit and τs is the conformal time corresponding

to the start of the radial oscillations at ts. Compared to the leading bispectrum signal in

10 In Ref. [74], the authors quote best-fit parameter values of |∆Pζ/Pζ | ≈ 0.07, µS ∼ 100 at kr ∼ 0.07/Mpc

by analyzing the Planck CMB data.
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Eq. (2.15), the oscillating signal is suppressed

lim
µS≫1,kT≳kr

∆Bequiv(k)

Bequiv(k)
≈
nβS

√
π
(
kT
kr

)− 3
2
sin
(
µS

(
log
(
kT
kr

))
+ µS − π

4

)
Nk

√
2µS

≈ O(0.025)×
(
n

10

50

Nk

10

µS

)
∆P clock

A

PA
, (2.40)

where in the final expression, βS
√
2πµS(kT/kr)

−3/2 was replaced with the relative amplitude

of the clock signal in the power spectrum, as given in Eq. (2.37). For nβS ∼ 0.1, the mag-

nitude of the normalized bispectrum from the subhorizon interaction with the oscillating

radial background is ∝ O(1)/
√
µS at k ∼ kr compared to an O(Nk) magnitude from the

superhorizon evolution. Note that, unlike the
√
µS resonant amplification of the clock signal

observed in the power spectrum, the bispectrum in Eq. (2.39) exhibits a suppression propor-

tional to 1/
√
µS. Thus, while the power spectrum reveals a clock signal, a similar oscillating

signal is either hidden or substantially suppressed in the bispectrum. Mathematically, the

enhancement in the power spectrum and suppression in the bispectrum can be understood

by analyzing the integral in the in-in formalism, which is used to evaluate the corrections

due to the oscillating radial background. The general form of the integral can be written as

I ∝
∫ 0

−∞
dτe−inkττ p × τ

3
2 cos(µS ln(τ/τs)), (2.41)

where n counts the number of massless fields in the interaction Hamiltonian and τ p is

the effective time-scaling of the interaction derived from the product of powers of scale

factor a(τ) and the quantum mode function of the interacting fields. The above oscillating

integral can be solved using the method of stationary phase approximation which states

that the primary contributions to the integral come from points where the phase function is

stationary. For a mode k, the stationary point is τk = −µS/(nk). Hence, quantum modes

with k > µS/(−nτs) ≡ kr/n, have τk > τs implying that the largest contribution to the

integral for these modes occurs during their subhorizon evolution. Solving the integral in

the subhorizon region yields

I ≡ Ip ∝ τ
p+ 3

2
k ei(µS+µS ln(nk

kr
)) ×√

µS, (2.42)
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where the subscript p is introduced to emphasize its dependence on this parameter. The

factor ei(µS+µS ln(nk
kr
)) indicates an oscillatory signal. For massless fields, the oscillatory

signal, I, scales as k−3/2. Hence, the amplitude of the oscillating signal can be expressed as

Ip ∝ (nk/kr)
−3/2µ

p+1/2
S . For the power spectrum, where p = 0, this results in an enhancement

proportional to
√
µS. In contrast, for the bispectrum arising from U(1)-breaking cubic self-

interaction, p = −1 in Eq. (2.41). Hence, the signal is suppressed by 1/
√
µS.

Based on this general result, we deduce that a trispectrum signal, where n = 4 and

p = 1, arising from similar U(1)-breaking axial self-interactions, would exhibit a resonant

enhancement similar to that observed in the power spectrum. Likewise, all higher n-point

correlation functions (n ≥ 4) of the axial self-interactions would receive significant enhance-

ments ∝ µ
n−7/2
S . Thus, higher powers of µS and a large radial mass can counteract the 1/Nk

suppression, thus generating sizable oscillatory signal in higher-order correlation functions.

In the absence of any other massless field(s) coupled to the axial field, the remaining

sources of bispectrum are highly suppressed compared to the result in Eq. (2.15). In this

work, we do not consider contributions to the bispectrum from cosmological-collider inter-

actions between massive radial and massless axial field quantum modes. These are expected

to be smaller than the oscillatory signal derived above.

Finally, it has been noted in Refs. [12, 77] that the self-interaction of an intermediate

heavy radial field, could lead to unsuppressed signal in the bispectrum of the light axial

field. However, in this work, the self-interaction of the heavy radial field is through higher-

dimensional terms which are tightly constrained. Assuming mS ∼ O(H), the coefficient for

(δS)3 term is approximately given as (2mS − 1)H2/SI , see Eq. (D.3). This suppresses the

signal by a factor of H/SI compared to Refs. [12, 77] where the coefficient of cubic self-

interaction term is order H.

In the following section, we consider scenarios where the radial field can also be a light

scalar. This will lead to an enhanced bispectrum signal from S − θ interactions.

2.2. Couplings with the light radial partner

In this section, we analyze the bispectrum generated by interactions between the axial

and radial scalar fields, with particular emphasis on the U(1) symmetry-breaking terms,

under the assumption that both fields are nearly massless. A Hubble-induced mass term for
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the radial field can be vanishing through either a D-flat direction as utilized in the D-term

inflation models [78, 79] or a Heisenberg symmetry in the Kähler potential as in the no-scale

inflation models [80, 81]. We further assume that the radial potential is nearly quadratic

(VS ∼ m2
SS

2 where mS ≪ H) such that the growth of superhorizon perturbations, δS/S, is

expected to be negligible after inflation. We consider that eventually the radial field decays

or thermalizes with the Standard Model sector. Depending on the decay rate and interaction

strengths with the thermal bath that we elaborate on in Appendix A, this radial field can

dominate the energy density after inflation and serve as a curvaton; see Refs. [82–85] in

the context of supersymmetry. However, we do not pursue this situation in this work and

instead focus on the situations where the radial field thermalizes before dominating.

In terms of the linear field fluctuations δS and δA = SIδθ, we write the quadratic and

cubic order Lagrangian as

a−3L2 = −1

2
gµν (∂µδS∂νδS + ∂µδA∂νδA)−

1

2

(
m2
S + 3∂tθ0

2
)
(δS)2 − 1

2
m2
A (δA)

2 (2.43)

a−3δL2 = 2∂tθ0 (δS∂tδA)−m2
A,I sin (nθ0) (δSδA) , (2.44)

and

a−3δL3 =− 1

S0

δSgµν∂µδA∂νδA+
1

S0

∂tθ0 (δS)
2 ∂tδA (2.45)

− 1

2S0

(
m2
A,I(n− 1) sin (nθ0)

)
(δS)2 δA− 1

2S0

(
m2
An
)
(δA)2 δS

− 1

6S0

(
(2m− 1)m2

S −m2
A(1− 1/n)(n− 2)

)
(δS)3 − 1

6S0

(
−m2

A,In sin (nθ0)
)
(δA)3 ,

where we consider that the radial field is situated at S0 = SI ≫ H during inflation. In

the above set of expressions, L2 is the free field Lagrangian while δL2,3 are the interactions

treated perturbatively. The complete free-field and interaction Hamiltonian densities can be

derived starting from the Lagrangian densities and we give the result in Appendix D.

For light radial and axial fields, the leading-order power spectra are scale-invariant and

described by Eq. (2.7). Quadratic interactions between the radial and axial fluctuations,

as outlined in Eq. (2.44), introduce corrections to the power spectra of both fields. These

corrections place limitations on the strength of the bispectrum signal arising from the cubic

interaction terms. In Appendix E, we evaluate the power spectrum corrections from the
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quadratic Hamiltonian density terms given in Eq. (D.2). Incorporating these contributions,

we obtain the leading correction to the axial power spectrum as

∆PA(k)

PA(k)
≈ 2 sin2(nθ0)

9

(
m2
A,INk

H2

)2

(2.46)

which should be ≪ 1 to treat these corrections perturbativity. Using the fiducial values

nθ0 ∼ 1, m2
A,I ≈ 0.025H2 and Nk ≈ 50, we obtain ∆PA/PA ∼ 0.25 ≪ 1.

In addition to the cubic self-interaction of the axial field as explored in Sec. 2.1, the

the U(1) symmetry-breaking interactions between the massless radial and axial fields will

generate additional contributions to the axial bispectrum. The details of the bispectrum cal-

culations using the in-in formalism are also provided in Appendix E. As detailed therein, new

bispectrum contributions arise from a combination of cubic and quadratic interaction terms.

Below, we present the expression for the total bispectrum by combining the contributions

from Eqs. (E.15)-(E.18).

⟨δAk1δAk2δAk3⟩
′ ≈ H4

SI
sin (nθ0)

(
7n

72
b2 cos (nθ0)−

5

36
b2 cos (nθ0) +

1

12
b− 1

6n
b

)
×
(
k31 + k32 + k33
k31k

3
2k

3
3

)
, (2.47)

where

b =
m2
A,INk

H2
. (2.48)

The bispectrum signal exhibits a local shape due to the classical evolution of the fields

outside the horizon. For the fiducial values of m2
A,I/H

2 ∼ 0.025 and Nk ∼ 50, we obtain

b ∼ O(1). Thus, when b ∼ 1 and n ≫ 1, the bispectrum given in Eq. (2.47) is dominated

by the first term, which originates from the U(1) symmetry-breaking cubic and quadratic

interaction Hamiltonian densities, HI
3(x, t) ∝ δSδAδA and HI

2(x, t) ∝ δSδA, respectively.

Comparing the bispectrum signal in Eqs. (2.15) and (2.47), we find that their magnitudes

are similar. Consequently, the non-linearity parameter fNL as evaluated in Sec. 2.1.1 for

various scenarios (CDM, oscillating and rotating curvaton), will receive a similar contribu-

tion from the coupled radial-axial interactions. Using the fiducial values given above and

taking nθ0 ∼ 1, we provide the fNL values for the CDM and curvaton scenarios by sum-

ming the contributions from axial self-interaction (∆fNL,(δA)3) and radial-axial interactions
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(∆fNL,(δS−δA)) as obtained from the bispectra in Eqs. (2.15) and Eq. (2.47) respectively

1. CDM

∆fS
NL ≈ ∆fS

NL,(δA)3
+∆fS

NL,(δS−δA) ≈ ∆fS
NL,(δA)3

(
1 +

7 cos (nθ0) b

6

)
≈ 1

2ωA
. (2.49)

2. Oscillating curvaton

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

4r
. (2.50)

3. Rotating curvaton

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

2
× 3

2

(
n/p

1

)(
tan
(
p
n
nθi
)

1.55

)
. (2.51)

Hence, if the radial field is treated as a light scalar, similar to the axial field, significant

local-shaped bispectrum signals are generated from the explicit U(1)-breaking interactions

between the radial and axial field fluctuations. Within certain parametric region, these

interactions can yield a positive ∆f loc
NL ≳ O(1), even though they are suppressed by the axial

slow-roll parameter ηAA ≡ m2
A/H

2. As discussed in Sec. 2.1.1, in the CDM scenario, the

contributions to the NG from the interactions during inflation and from non-linear mapping

of δA to ζ add up constructively, resulting in fS
NL ≈ 1/ωA.

The curvaton scenario is particularly intriguing, as the NG from the two contributions

have opposite signs. The NG generated by the explicit U(1) symmetry-breaking interactions

can partially cancel out with the NG resulting from the non-linear mapping of axial field

fluctuations to curvature perturbations. For the benchmark values used in this work, the

cancellation can be quite pronounced in both oscillating and rotating curvaton scenarios,

potentially reducing the effective NG to a small magnitude, |f loc
NL| ≲ O(0.1). In the rotat-

ing curvaton scenario, adjusting the ratio n/p to values slightly greater than 1 introduces

additional flexibility in fine-tuning the total f loc
NL parameter.

3. EXPLICIT U(1)-BREAKING COUPLINGS WITH A LIGHT SCALAR ϕ

We now examine the bispectrum signals that emerge from interactions between the axial

field A and another light scalar ϕ. Consistent with assumptions made earlier in this work, we

consider that the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken during inflation, with the radial
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field settling at a large field value, SI ≫ Smin. For this analysis, the radial field is assumed

to be massive. As in previous discussions, we postulate that the explicit U(1) symmetry-

breaking terms are introduced by higher-dimensional, non-renormalizable operators.

3.1. Couplings with the kinetic and potential terms of ϕ

We include the following U(1) symmetry-breaking interaction terms between the light

scalar ϕ and the complex scalar P

a−3L ⊃ −cK
(∂ϕ)2

3

(
P

Λ

)n
− cV

Vϕ
3

(
P

Λ

)n
+ h.c. , (3.1)

where Vϕ is the potential of ϕ and (∂ϕ)2 = gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ. These Lagrangian terms can naturally

arise within supersymmetric frameworks, including scenarios with supergravity effects. For

a detailed example, see Ref. [86]. Additionally, we assume that ϕ and P possess canonical

kinetic terms. In terms of the radial and axial fields, we rewrite the above expression as

a−3L ⊃ −
(
Vϕ
3
cV +

(∂ϕ)2

3
cK

)(
S√
2Λ

)n
2 cos (nθ) , (3.2)

where the term in parentheses can be identified as the dimensionful quantity g(4), in com-

parison with the potential in Eq. (2.2). Since P is a spectator field, we impose the following

conditions on the derived coefficients qV,K :

|qV | =
∣∣∣∣23cV xnS

∣∣∣∣≪ 1, (3.3)

|qK | =
∣∣∣∣43cKxnS

∣∣∣∣≪ 1, (3.4)

to ensure that these higher-dimensional terms from the P − ϕ interactions in Eq. (3.1)

induce only a small correction to the potential and kinetic term of the ϕ field. In the above

expressions, xS = SI/(
√
2Λ) < 1. The above conditions imply cV , cK < O(ra)x

−n
S where

ra ∼ 0.1. The Lagrangian in Eq. (3.2) generates a potential for the axial field, from which

the mass-squared term during inflation is derived as

m2
A,I = −

(
qV Vϕ − qK

(∂tϕ)
2

2

)
n2

S2
I

, (3.5)
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indicating that the expression within parentheses must be negative to ensure a positive mass

scalar field. As we will demonstrate later, the largest NG signals are obtained under the

conditions qK > 0 and qV < 0. Additionally, to keep the axial field light, we impose the

following constraint ∣∣∣∣qV Vϕ − qK
(∂tϕ)

2

2

∣∣∣∣ n2

S2
I

≪ H2. (3.6)

Unless the coefficients qV and qK are precisely tuned such that the two contributions on

the left-hand side of Eq. (3.6) cancel each other, it is expected that the magnitudes of each

individual contribution must be bounded by ≈ O(0.01)H2.

We now analyze two distinct scenarios, considering ϕ as either a light curvaton or an

inflaton. In the case where ϕ acts as a curvaton, the axial field is treated as CDM. Conversely,

when ϕ serves as the inflaton, the axial field can play the role of either CDM or a curvaton.

First, we consider the scenario where ϕ acts as a light curvaton governed by a quadratic

potential Vϕ = m2
ϕϕ

2/2 with mass mϕ ≪ H and is frozen at a large vev, ϕ0 ≫ H during

inflation. We treat the axial field as CDM, with the ratio SI/ϕ constrained by the ratio of

the isocurvature power to the curvature power on CMB scales

αiso = 9
(ωA
r

)2( ϕ0

SIθ0

)2

, (3.7)

where the superhorizon curvature perturbations generated by the curvaton are defined as ζ =

2rδϕ/ (3ϕ0), and r represents the ratio of the curvaton’s energy density to the total energy

density of the universe at the time of its decay. The power spectra of δϕ, δA fluctuations are

assumed to be scale-invariant. From observations on CMB scales [87], αiso = PS/Pζ ≲ 0.04.

In terms of the curvaton and axial field fluctuations, the quadratic interaction Hamiltonian

density between the two fields is given as

a−3δH(2) ⊃ b2δAδϕ− b3δA∂tδϕ (3.8)

with the coefficients

b2
H2

= − nV,ϕ
SIH2

qV sin (nθ) ≈
(
−qV
1

)
nm2

ϕϕ

SIH2
sin (nθ) , (3.9)

b3
H

= −n∂tϕ
SIH

qK sin (nθ) ≈
(qK

3

) nm2
ϕϕ

SIH2
sin (nθ) , (3.10)
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where in the last expression we used the slow-roll of the curvaton field to replace ∂tϕ ≈

−m2
ϕϕ/(3H). When the quadratic order terms in Eq. (3.8) are treated perturbatively, they

introduce corrections to both the axial (A) and curvaton (ϕ) power spectra as

∆PA
PA

≈ 8b23
H2

(
1

12

)
+

8b22
H4

(
N2
k

36

)
,

∆Pϕ
Pϕ

≈
(
b3Nk

H

)2

. (3.11)

To treat these interactions as perturbations over the Hamiltonian density H0, we require

(√
2b2Nk

3H2

)2

≡ O(0.1) ≪ 1, (3.12)(
b3Nk

H

)2

≡ O(0.1) ≪ 1, (3.13)

where Nk ≈ 50− 60. From the expression given in Eq. (3.9), we obtain

√
2b2Nk

3H2
≈ −O(0.4)× qV r/ωA

10

√
αiso

0.04

m2
ϕ/H

2

0.02

Nk

50
(3.14)

and a similar expression for b3Nk/H. Combining the constraints in Eqs. (3.3), (3.4), (3.6),

(3.12), and (3.13), we impose the following upper bound on the magnitudes of qV,K

|qV | ≲ min

{
ra,

2.55(ωA/r)
√
αiso (mϕ/H)2Nk

,
0.36(ωA/r)

2

αiso (mϕ/H)2

}
, (3.15)

|qK | ≲ min

{
ra,

3.6(ωA/r)
√
αiso (mϕ/H)2Nk

,
3.24(ωA/r)

2

αiso (mϕ/H)4

}
, (3.16)

where we have taken nθ0 ∼ 1. We will assume ra = 0.1 for the rest of our discussion.

From the interactions in Eq. (3.8), the correlated adiabatic-isocurvature power spectrum

PζS can be estimated as

PζS ∝ PϕA ≈ H2

2k3

(
−2b2Nk

3H2
+

−b3Nk

H

)
. (3.17)

Using the bounds given above for the parameters b2,3, the correlation fraction | cos∆| =

|PζS/
√
PζPS | ([88]) is approximately ≲ 0.4. Since b2,3 > 0 for qK > 0 and qV < 0, the

adiabatic and isocurvature perturbations are expected to be anti-correlated with cos∆ < 0.
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3.1.1. Bispectrum

Finally, we estimate the bispectrum signal by considering the following cubic order Hamil-

tonian density terms

a−3δH3 ≈ h1δA

(
− (∂tϕ)

2 +
(∂iϕ)

2

a2

)
+ h2(δA)

2∂tδϕ+ h3δA(δϕ)
2 + h4(δA)

2δϕ+ h5(δA)
3,

(3.18)

where the coefficients h1−5 are

h1 =
−1

2SI
qKn sin (nθ) , h2 =

∂tϕ

2S2
I

qKn
2 cos (nθ) ,

h3 =
−V,ϕϕ
2SI

qV n sin (nθ) , h4 =
−V,ϕ
2S2

I

qV n
2 cos (nθ) ,

h5 =

(
qV Vϕ − qK

(∂tϕ)
2

2

)
n3 sin(nθ)

6S3
I

. (3.19)

Mixed bispectra: The interactions with coefficients h1−4 generate mixed adiabatic-

isocurvature NG signals, where the curvaton and axial fields contribute to the curvature and

isocurvature fluctuations respectively. From the first four interaction terms in Eq. (3.18),

we obtain the following three-point correlation functions between the axial and ϕ fields

⟨δϕk1δϕk2δAk3⟩
′ ≈
(
−h1

2
− Nkh3

H2

)
H4

2k31k
3
2k

3
3

3∑
i=1

k3i , (3.20)

⟨δAk1δAk2δϕk3⟩
′ ≈
(
Nkh2
H

− Nkh4
H2

)
H4

2k31k
3
2k

3
3

3∑
i=1

k3i . (3.21)

Notably, the bispectrum in Eq. (3.20) does not feature the superhorizon enhancement pro-

portional to Nk for the h1 coefficient, which is present in the other terms.

Based on the mixed bispectra signals derived above, the non-linearity parameters f ζζSNL and

fSSζ
NL are found to be suppressed by powers of αiso. For instance, the correlation function

⟨δϕk1δϕk2δAk3⟩
′
τ which contributes to the ζζS bispectrum signal, yields f ζζSNL ≲ O(0.01)
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within the parametric region where r, ωA ∼ 1. In the equilateral triangle limit, we find

∆f ζζSNL = lim
ki→k

⟨ζk1ζk2Sk3⟩
′
τ

P 2
ζ

=
3αiso

4r
(
ωA

r

) (qK + 2qVNk

(mϕ

H

)2)
nθ0 sin(nθ0) (3.22)

≈ 0.3

r

(
0.01

ωA/r

)(
qK
0.1

+
qV
0.1

(
m2
ϕ

0.01H2

Nk

50

))( αiso

0.04

)(nθ0 sin (nθ0)
1

)
,

where in the above expression we have used the normalization from Refs. [89, 90] to define

the mixed adiabatic-isocurvature fNL parameters. Considering |q{K,V }| ∼ 0.1 and r ∼ 1,

a magnitude of O(1) can be obtained for ωA < 0.01 for the fiducial values used in the

above expression. Likewise, we evaluate the non-linearity parameter fSSζ
NL associated with

the bispectrum signal ⟨δAk1δAk2δϕk3⟩
′
τ . In this case, the signal is suppressed by α2

iso, yielding

∆fSSζ
NL = lim

ki→k

⟨Sk1Sk2ζk3⟩
′
τ

P 2
ζ

=
Nkα

2
iso

6r
(
ωA

r

)2 (mϕ

H

)2
(qK − 3qV )n

2θ20 cos(nθ0) (3.23)

≈ −0.1

r

(
0.01

ωA/r

)2 ( qK
0.1

− 3
qV
0.1

)( αiso

0.04

)2( m2
ϕ

0.01H2

Nk

50

)(
n2θ20 cos (nθ0)

0.5

)
.

Pure bispectra: Since Eq. (3.18) lacks a cubic term in δϕ, a pure curvaton bispectra

is generated by the quadratic and cubic interactions between the axial and curvaton fields

during inflation. Specifically, Eqs. (3.8) and (3.18) contain two quadratic and four cubic order

terms, whose combinations collectively contribute to the total bispectrum signal. Hence,

the pure bispectrum of the curvaton field ⟨δϕk1δϕk2δϕk3⟩
′ can be expressed as a sum of the

following leading-order contributions:

⟨δϕk1δϕk2δϕk3⟩
′ ≈ O(h1b2) +O(h1b3) +O(h3b2) +O(h3b3), (3.24)

where O(hibj) represents the contribution from the cubic and quadratic interaction vertices

proportional to hi and bj in Eqs. (3.8) and (3.18), respectively. The bispectrum contribu-

tions from the interaction of two light scalar fields are evaluated in Appendix E for various
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combinations of cubic and quadratic interactions. Using the expression therein, we obtain

⟨δϕk1δϕk2δϕk3⟩
′ ≈
(
h1b2

Nk

H2
− h1b3

−3Nk

H
+ h3b2

7N2
k

3H4
− h3b3

−5N2
k

H3

)
H4
∑3

i=1 k
3
i

12k31k
3
2k

3
3

, (3.25)

which yields the contribution to the NG parameter f ζNL ≡ f ζζζNL as

∆f ζζζNL =
⟨ζk1ζk2ζk3⟩

′
τ

3P 2
ζ

=
Nkαiso

108r
(
ωA

r

)2 (mϕ

H

)2(
−3q2K +

(
3− 5

(mϕ

H

)2
Nk

)
qKqV + 7

(mϕ

H

)2
Nkq

2
V

)
(3.26)

≈ −0.05

r

(
0.01

ωA/r

)2 ( qK
0.1

)2(m2
ϕ/H

2

0.01

Nk

50

)( αiso

0.04

)(nθ0 sin (nθ0)
1

)2

,

where, in the last line, terms proportional to qV have been neglected due to their subdomi-

nant contribution.

The dominant contribution to the three-point correlation function of the axial field fluc-

tuation given by the interaction term ∝ h5(δA)
3 in Eq. (3.18) is given as

⟨δAk1δAk2δAk3⟩
′
τ ≈ h5H

2 (−Nk)
∑3

i=1 k
3
i

2 (k1k2k3)
3 . (3.27)

The corresponding contribution to the isocurvature NG parameter fSSS
NL is

∆fSSS
NL =

⟨Sk1Sk2Sk3⟩
′
τ

3P 2
ζ

=
a3isoNk

972r
(
ωA

r

)3 (mϕ

H

)2(
qK

(mϕ

H

)2
− 9qV

)
n3θ3 sin(nθ) (3.28)

≈ 0.03

r

(
0.01

ωA/r

)3(
10−3 qK

0.1

m2
ϕ

0.01H2
− qV

0.1

)( αiso

0.04

)3( m2
ϕ

0.01H2

Nk

50

)(
n3θ30 sin(nθ0)

1

)
.

We remark that the NG parameter fSSS
NL is related to fS

NL (defined through Eq. (2.17)) by

fSSS
NL = α2

isof
S
NL. This difference arises due to the choice of the normalizing power spectrum.

Similar to the evaluation of the curvature NG, one could add higher-order contributions from

combinations of quadratic and cubic vertices to the isocurvature NG estimation. However,

these only contribute a small fraction compared to the above estimate.

Based on the preceding analysis, we conclude that the adiabatic-isocurvature bispectra
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FIG. 3. From top left to bottom right, figures of the upper bound of NG parameters, r∆f ζζSNL ,

−r∆fSSζ
NL , −r∆f ζζζNL and r∆fSSS

NL (normalized with r, the fraction of curvaton’s energy density to

the total energy at the time of the decay) as functions of ωA/r with ωA as the axial-field dark

matter fraction, for various choices of curvaton mass mϕ and isocurvature fraction αiso while Nk

is fixed at 50, n ∼ 10 and nθ0 ∼ 1. These bounds are obtained from Eqs. (3.22), (3.23), (3.26)

and (3.28) respectively by saturating the magnitude of qV,K as defined in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16).

We take qK > 0 and qV < 0 for positivity of the axial mass. The curves have been truncated as

marked by dot(cross) for r = 1(0.1) to ensure that SI/H ≥ 10. The peak magnitude of the pure

and mixed curvature bispectra are primarily dominated by the qK-dependent terms and exhibit

an inverse dependence on curvaton mass-squared. The curve for isocurvature NG parameter fSSS
NL

displays a typical 1/ωA dependence. The kinks in the curves are due to the piecewise functions

given in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16).

from the axial-curvaton interactions are ≪ 1 for {r, ωA} ∼ 1. In Fig. 3, we show upper

bounds on the magnitude of the various adiabatic-isocurvature mixed and pure NG param-

eters derived in Eqs. (3.22), (3.23), (3.26) and (3.28) while saturating the constraint on the

magnitude of qV,K in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16). The magnitudes are normalized with parameter

r. For the fiducial values of αiso ∼ 0.04 and Nk ∼ 50, the NG is predominantly driven by

the contribution from qK . For significantly smaller dark matter fractions corresponding to

ωA ≲ 0.01, these bispectra signals can be enhanced to O(1). Notably, fSSζ
NL and fSSS

NL exhibit
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the typical 1/ωA enhancement as observed in Eq. (2.22), and thus become much larger in

magnitude for sufficiently small ωA. As shown in the figure, for ωA < 0.01 (assuming r ∼ 1),

the curve for fSSS
NL can be well approximated by the expression 0.5(αiso/0.04)

2/(2ωA). Com-

paring this result with the expression in Eq. (2.22), we infer that the induced mass-squared

of the axial field is approximately O(0.03H2). For a fixed αiso, the parameter ωA is subject

to a lower bound due to the constraint SI/H ≥ 10. Consequently, in Figure 3, the curves

are truncated at the minimum ωA values, indicated by dots for r = 1 and crosses for r = 0.1,

to ensure compliance with this condition.

The bound on the parameters qV,K as given in Eqs. (3.15-3.16) transition across three

distinct piecewise regions. Consequently, the plots in Fig. 3 display curves with three char-

acteristic slopes, reflecting the change in the dominant terms governing the upper bounds.

Notably, with the exception of the pure isocurvature NG, all pure and mixed curvature NG

signals scale inversely with the square of the curvaton mass when the bound on qK transi-

tions to the second or third piecewise regions.11 This behavior arises from the parametric

dependence of qK on the curvaton mass within the three piecewise regions, combined with

the functional dependence of the NG parameters on qK and other variables such as ωA/r.

As illustrated through these figures, for a fiducial curvaton mass mϕ ∼ 0.05H and r ∼ 1,

it is feasible to generate sizable curvature NG signals with magnitudes corresponding to

f ζζSNL ∼ 5, fSSζ
NL ∼ 100, f ζζζNL ∼ 2 under the condition that the axial field contributes negligi-

bly to the CDM density. Thus, the explicit U(1) symmetry-breaking interaction considered

in Eq. (3.1) can generate sizable adiabatic-isocurvature mixed and pure NG signals.

The current sensitivity from CMB data analysis, as reported by [4], and the projected

future sensitivity of experiments such as LiteBIRD [91–93] and CMB-S4 [5, 13], as discussed

in Ref. [94], indicate that σ(f ζ,ζSNL ) ∼ 5, σ(f ζ,SSNL ) ∼ 100 and σ(fSSS
NL ) ∼ 100 are achievable.

These sensitivity levels suggest that for ωA ≲ 0.01, the enhanced bispectrum signals may

become detectable in future experiments. We note that to estimate the amplitude of the

mixed adiabatic-isocurvature NG parameters, the bispectrum templates used in Refs. [4] and

[94] followed the definitions in Refs. [89, 90]. However, as noted in Ref. [26], the shapes of the

mixed bispectrum signals described in Eqs. (3.20) and (3.21) differ from the local bispectrum

templates defined in Refs. [89, 90]. Consequently, a focused search using the templates

11 The black-dotted curve for −r∆fSSζ
NL must be extended beyond the truncated point to observe this be-

havior in Fig. 3.
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specifically tailored to the signals in Eqs. (3.20) and (3.21) could significantly enhance the

sensitivity of these analyses, improving the potential for detecting mixed bispectrum signals.

A key distinction between the inflaton and curvaton scenarios is that the inflaton field has

a significantly large energy density (ρinf ∼ H2M2
Pl) compared to a spectator curvaton field.

Accordingly, when we assume the ϕ field as an inflaton, then couplings similar to those in

Eq. (3.2) require that the coefficients qV,K be kept sufficiently small to ensure that the axial

field remains light during inflation. Following the reasoning outlined earlier in this section,

the bounds on |qK | and |qV | are now expressed as

|qV | ≲ min

{
ra, ,

0.27ωA√
αisoNk

,
0.027ω2

A(∂tϕ)
2

αisoH2M2
Pl

}
, (3.29)

|qK | ≲ min

{
ra,

0.8ωA√
αisoNk

,
0.16ω2

A

αiso

}
. (3.30)

Compared to a similar set of expressions derived in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16), we observe that

the factors of mϕ/H are absent in the denominators. Consequently, the enhancement as-

sociated with mϕ/H ≪ 1 does not occur. As a result, the magnitudes of the pure and

mixed curvature bispectrum signals originating from axial-inflaton couplings are relatively

suppressed, reaching an approximate upper bound of O(0.1) for SSζ and O(0.01) for the re-

maining two, even for small values of ωA. For pure isocurvature NG, which is approximately

independent of mϕ for ωA ≪ 1, we obtain a maximum ∆fSSS
NL ∼ O(10).

In models (such as in Ref. [34]) where the axial and inflaton fields are not coupled di-

rectly due to the lack of U(1)-breaking interactions, the coupling can be mediated indirectly

through a heavy radial field. Unlike our scenario, in these cases, the interaction coefficients

are not constrained by the lightness of axial mass. For instance, in Ref. [34], ωA serves as

a free parameter that can significantly enhance the signal when ωA ≪ 1. However, in our

analysis, for ωA ≲ 0.01, the bound on qK transitions to |qK | ≲ 4ω2
A, as inferred from the

fiducial values. Thus for ωA ≪ 0.01, the resulting fNL values become independent of ωA and

there are no additional parameters available to enhance fNL.

If the axial field is a curvaton, an axial mass-squared of approximately 0.03H2 can be

achieved for SI ≲ 0.1 ∂tϕ/H, while satisfying all other constraints. Under these conditions,

the axial bispectrum arising from the self-interaction term proportional to h5 in Eq. (3.18)

can generate local NG similar in magnitude to those obtained in Eqs. (2.27) and (2.32) for
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oscillating and rotating-type curvaton models.

3.1.2. Effects of background radial oscillations

Similar to the analysis in Sec. 2.1.2, we now examine the scenario where the background

radial field undergoes small amplitude oscillations around its local minimum, SI . These

oscillations are assumed to follow the solution described in Eq. (2.36). If the radial oscillation

is excited by interactions with the ϕ field, the amplitude βS in Eq. (2.36) is determined

by the interaction/coupling strength between the two fields. Since experimental searches

for primordial clock signals typically assume a free-amplitude, we will treat βS as a free-

parameter in this analysis.

The oscillating background will give rise to correlated clock signals within the curva-

ton/inflaton and axial power spectra. The dominant contribution to the clock signal in the

axial power spectrum is given in Eq. (2.37). If the curvature fluctuations are given by the

ϕ field and the dominant ϕ interactions are given by the U(1)-breaking Lagrangian term in

Eq. (3.1), the correlated clock signal in curvature power spectrum is given as

∆P clock
ζ

Pζ
=

∆P clock
ϕ

Pϕ
≈ 0.03× qK

0.05

nβS
0.2

√
µS
10

(
2k

kr

)− 3
2

sin

(
µS ln

(
2k

kr

)
+ µS + π/4

)
, (3.31)

where the contribution from the term ∝ qV is comparatively subdominant.12 For the fiducial

parameter values considered above, the amplitude of the clock signal in the CDM (axial)

isocurvature power spectrum is estimated to be approximately 30% of the scale-invariant

power spectrum. In comparison, we observe that the clock signal in the ϕ-field’s power

spectrum is limited by the factor nqK/2, with the parameter qK subject to the constraint in

Eq. (3.16). Consequently, the clock signal is typically expected to contribute less significantly

to the curvature power spectrum than to the isocurvature power spectrum. Clock signals

in the correlated mixed power spectrum PζS can also arise due to the interactions specified

in Eq. (3.8). By comparing with the integral solution Ip in Eq. (2.42), we find that the

parameter p takes the values p = −2 and p = −1 for the interactions proportional to b2

and b3, respectively, in Eq. (3.8). Consequently, for massive radial fields, we find that clock

signals in PζS are not expected, as their amplitudes are suppressed by factors of µ
p+1/2
S .

12 Conversely, if ϕ is an inflaton field and the axial field functions as a spectator curvaton, the constraints on

the amplitude of the clock signal in curvature power spectrum from [73, 74] imply that βS
√
µS ≲ O(0.02).
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To assess the amplitude of the oscillatory bispectrum signal, we note that the coefficients

hi are proportional to Sn. Thus, we modify the cubic interaction vertices in Eq. (3.18) to

h′i where h
′
i = hi + ∆hi, and at the linear order in oscillations, ∆hi/hi = n∆S/SI . From

the discussion in Sec. 2.1.2, we know that the majority of the signal from the oscillating

background is produced while the mode functions remain subhorizon. Given that the radial

field’s oscillations decay as exp(−3H(t− ts)/2), their influence persists for only a few e-folds

while the mode functions are subhorizon.

In scenarios where the bispectrum is predominantly generated by prolonged superhorizon

interactions of the mode functions such as in Eq. (2.15)—where the bispectrum is propor-

tional to powers of Nk, the subhorizon effects of an oscillating background can be negligible

unless amplified by powers of the frequency µS. This was noted in Sec. 2.1.2 where we

showed that the bispectrum in Eq. (2.39) is subdominant compared to that in Eq. (2.15).

Among the various bispectrum signals evaluated in the preceding section, the mixed ϕϕA

three-point correlation proportional to h1 in Eq. (3.20) is the only signal that is independent

of Nk since it is not enhanced by the superhorizon evolution of the mode functions. From

the discussion following Eq. (2.41), we predict that the contribution from the ∆h1 term,

a−3H3 ⊃ ∆h1δA (∂δϕ)2 ≈ h1
n∆S(t)
SI

δA (∂δϕ)2, will induce an oscillatory bispectrum signal

with an enhancement ∝ µ
3/2
S . In quantitative terms, in the equilateral triangle limit, the

signal in Eq. (3.20) receives a correction which has a simple analytical expression in the limit

µS ≫ 1, 3k ≳ kr = −µS/(τs)

lim
ki→k

⟨δϕk1δϕk2δAk3⟩
′ ≈ −h1

nβS
4k6

√
πµ3

S

2
H4

(
3k

kr

)− 3
2

cos

(
µS ln

(
3k

kr

)
+ µS +

π

4

)
. (3.32)

When compared with the strength of the total three-point correlation signal from Eqs. (3.20),

treating ϕ as a curvaton, the relative amplitude of the oscillatory signal is given by

lim
ki→k

∆BζζS

BζζS ≈
nβS

√
2πµ3

S

6

(
3k

kr

)− 3
2

≈ 0.54

(
0.1

qK

)(µS
10

) ∆P clock
ζ

0.03Pζ
, (3.33)

where in the final expression the relative strength of the primordial clock signal in the

curvature power spectrum is introduced as a constraint. The oscillating clock signal in the
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ζζS bispectrum signal can be significantly enhanced for a highly massive background radial

field, µS > 10 and qK < 0.1. This enhancement is driven by the resonant amplification as

discussed in Sec. 2.1.2.

A similar analysis of the mixed SSζ bispectrum signal shows that the relative amplitude

of the oscillatory component arising from the ∆h2,4 interaction vertices scales as
√
µS/Nk.

This suppression by Nk significantly diminishes the signal, reducing it to O(0.003) compared

to the O(0.5) relative magnitude given in Eq. (3.33). Similarly, the relative amplitudes of

the oscillatory bispectrum signals in the curvature and isocurvature bispectra are also sup-

pressed by a factor proportional to the inverse of Nk. Thus, for the model analyzed in this

section, while correlated clock signals are present in both the curvature and isocurvature

power spectra, a comparable clock signal is likely to be measurable only in the ζζS bispec-

trum. Additionally, the oscillatory nature of these bispectrum signals makes them easily

distinguishable from a local-shape bispectrum of similar magnitude. Therefore, constraints

derived from local-shape analyses may not be particularly relevant for these unique signals.

3.2. Kinetic mixing with ϕ

Lastly, we will study the NG signals generated from a U(1) symmetry-breaking kinetic

mixing between the axial field A and another light scalar ϕ. To generate such a Lagrangian

term, we consider the following contribution to the Kähler potential K within supergravity

K ⊃ (I + I∗)2 + |P |2 + icM (I + I∗)
P n

Λn−1
+ h.c. , (3.34)

where cM is real and we decompose the complex scalar I as I = (χ + iϕ)/
√
2. The Kähler

potential enjoys a shift symmetry in the field ϕ. This approach is similar to that used in

Refs. [95, 96] to avoid the η-problem in inflation and thus ensures that ϕ remains light.

Meanwhile, the heavier partner χ is driven to a field value close to zero.

In terms of ϵ = cMnx
n−1
S where xS = SI/(

√
2Λ), the last term in the Kähler potential

generates the following kinetic term

Lkin ⊃ −a3ϵ gµν∂µϕ (sin (nθ) ∂νA− cos (nθ) ∂νS) , (3.35)

where the sin(nθ) and cos(nθ) terms explicitly break the shift symmetry. For the following
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analysis, we assume that ϕ functions as an inflaton field, with the results for the curvaton

scenario discussed later.

If the radial field is heavy and ∂tS = 0, the EoM for the background axial field is

∂2tA+ 3H∂tA+ ∂AV��U(1) ≈ −ϵ sin(nθ0)3H∂tϕ , (3.36)

where we have assumed slow-roll for the inflaton field13 and the term on the right-hand side

generates a finite mass-squared term, 3ϵn∂tϕ/(HSI)H
2, for the axial field. We note that

ϵ ∂tϕ must be > 0 for a downward roll of the axial field in the region where |nθ| < π/2.

For simplicity of our analysis, we will consider that the axial slow-roll is dominated by the

∂tϕ/SI term rather than an axial mass induced by an explicit U(1)-breaking potential. As

the inflationary era ends and the inflaton begins oscillation, ∂tϕ rapidly redshifts, allowing

the axial field to settle into the U(1) symmetry-breaking potential. To ensure that the axial

field also undergoes a slow-roll motion we require that

nϵ
∂tϕ

SIH
≲ 0.01, (3.38)

where as established previously we take ϵ∂tϕ > 0.

In terms of the inflaton and axial field fluctuations and up to linear order in ϵ, the

quadratic and cubic order interaction Hamiltonian density terms arising from the kinetic

mixing are given as

a−3H(2)
int ≈ ϵ sin(nθ)gµν∂µδϕ∂νδA (3.39)

+ ϵn cos(nθ)∂tθδA∂tδϕ+ ϵn cos(nθ)
∂tϕ

S
δA∂tδA+ ϵn2 sin(nθ)

∂tϕ

S
∂tθ

(δA)2

2
,

and

a−3H(3)
int ≈ − ϵn

SI
cos(nθ)gµν∂µδϕ∂νδAδA+

ϵn2

2SI
sin(nθ)∂tθ(δA)

2∂tδϕ

+
ϵn2

2SI
sin(nθ)

∂tϕ

SI
(δA)2∂tδA− ϵn3

6SI
cos(nθ)

∂tϕ

SI
∂tθ(δA)

3. (3.40)

13 An equivalent expression for the EoM of the inflaton is given as

∂2
t ϕ+ 3H∂tϕ+ ∂ϕVϕ ≈ −ϵ sin(nθ0)3H∂tA. (3.37)

To ensure that the axial field does not influence the inflaton dynamics, we require ϵ2 ≪ 1.
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The first term in the Eq. (3.39) couples the inflaton and the axial field fluctuations at the

quadratic order through a U(1)-breaking kinetic mixing. For a weak mixing, we require

|ϵ sin (nθ0) | ≪ 1, (3.41)

which allows us to utilize the Bunch-Davies vacuum solution for the mode functions of the

fields and to treat the mixing terms perturbatively. For sin(nθ) ∼ O(1), we expect |ϵ| ≲ 0.05.

The last term in Eq. (3.39) generates a finite mass for the axial field fluctuations. For light

axial field fluctuations, we set the constraint∣∣∣∣ϵn2 sin(nθ0)
∂tϕ

SI
∂tθ0

∣∣∣∣≪ H2, (3.42)

which is readily satisfied by the conditions in Eq. (3.38).

The remaining two terms in Eq. (3.39) introduce corrections to the power spectra of the

inflaton and axial fields. Similar to the analysis in the preceding subsection, we determine

that maintaining perturbative control requires the following constraints

∆Pϕ
Pϕ

≈
(
ϵn cos(nθ0)∂tθ0Nk

H

)2

≪ 1, (3.43)

∆PA
PA

≈
(
ϵn cos(nθ0)∂tϕNk

SIH

)2

≪ 1. (3.44)

From Eq. (3.36), ∂tθ0 ≈ −ϵ ∂tϕ/SI , so the constraint in Eq. (3.44) is more restrictive.

3.2.1. Bispectrum

We now turn to the evaluation of the three-point correlation functions. Since ∂tθ ≪ H,

the dominant axial self-interaction bispectrum signal is derived from the ∂tδAδA
2 interaction

term in Eq. (3.40) and is given by

⟨δAk1δAk2δAk3⟩
′ ≈
(
ϵn2

2SI
sin(nθ0)

∂tϕ

SIH

)
NkH

4

2k31k
3
2k

3
3

3∑
i=1

k3i . (3.45)

Since we take ϕ as the inflaton, the axial field can serve as a curvaton. For an oscillating

curvaton, the three-point correlation in the above expression yields curvature bispectrum
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with the corresponding local fNL parameter given as

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

6
C−1
ζ 2

(
ϵn2

2SI
sin(nθ0)

∂tϕ

SIH
Nk

)
(3.46)

≈ 5

4r
× 0.5

(
nθ0 sin(nθ0)

1

)(
ϵn∂tϕ

0.01SIH

)(
Nk

50

)
, (3.47)

where Cζ = 2r/(3θ0SI). In the above expression, we took fiducial values Nk = 50, nθ0 ∼ 1

and ϵn∂tϕ/(SIH) ∼ 0.01. These fiducial values satisfy the constraints listed in Eqs. (3.38)

and (3.44). To satisfy the weak-mixing criteria in Eq. (3.41), we require |ϵ| ≲ 0.05, implying

that n|∂tϕ|/(SIH) ≲ 1. Since ϵ∂tϕ > 0 for the downward roll of the axial field, the NG

parameter ∆f loc
NL > 0. Similarly, in the rotating curvaton scenario,

∆f loc
NL ≈ 5

2
× 0.8

(
n/p

1

tan
(
p
n
nθ0
)

1.55

)(
sin(nθ0)

1

)(
ϵn∂tϕ

0.01SIH

)(
Nk

50

)
, (3.48)

where we take θi ≈ θ0.

If the axial field rather functions as CDM, the axial field bispectrum in Eq. (3.45) gives

the following isocurvature NG parameter

∆fSSS
NL =

α2
iso

2ωA
× 0.5

(
nθ0 sin (nθ0)

1

)(
ϵn∂tϕ

0.01SIH

)(
Nk

50

)
. (3.49)

In this scenario, one obtains the relation ∂tϕ/(SIH) = θ0
√
αiso/(2ωA), which leads to

ϵn∂tϕ

SIH
≈ O(0.01)× ϵ

0.01

0.1

ωA

√
αiso

0.04

nθ0
1
. (3.50)

Thus, ωA ≪ 0.1 requires a correspondingly smaller value of ϵ or αiso while keeping nθ ∼ 1.

In all of the above scenarios, significant NG is generated in the axial field fluctuations due

to the U(1)-breaking kinetic mixing. The cubic interaction Hamiltonian density in Eq. (D.3)

includes terms that are linear in δϕ. Consequently, generating a three-point correlation for ϕ

requires at least three interaction vertices. As a result, no substantial NG for δϕ is expected

from the kinetic mixing interaction.

The terms in the first line of Eq. (3.40) contribute to the ϕAA correlation function
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presented below, in the same order as they appear in Eq. (3.40)

⟨δϕk1δAk2δAk3⟩
′ ≈
(
ϵn

SI
cos(nθ0) +

ϵn2

SIH
sin(nθ0)∂tθNk

)
H4

4k31k
3
2k

3
3

3∑
i=1

k3i . (3.51)

Consequently, the only mixed adiabatic-isocurvature bispectrum NG signal at leading order

in ϵ is SSζ and the corresponding fSSζ
NL parameter is evaluated as

lim
ki→k

⟨Sk1Sk2ζk3⟩
′
τ

P 2
ζ

≈ −3αiso

(
sin(nθ0)

∂t(nθ)

H
Nk + cos(nθ0)

)
ϵn∂tϕ

SIH
(3.52)

≈ 10−3
( αiso

0.04

)(sin2(nθ0)

2

ϵn∂tϕ

0.01SIH

Nk

50
− cos(nθ0)

)(
ϵn∂tϕ

0.01SIH

)
, (3.53)

where we used Eq. (3.36) to simplify ∂t(nθ). Even if one were to neglect the cancellation

between the two contributions, the resulting NG amplitude is too small to be detectable.

Finally, if the ϕ field functions as a curvaton, the majority of the previous discussion

and constraints considering axial field as a CDM remain applicable. In this case, the ratio

ϵn∂tϕ/(SIH) is given as

ϵn∂tϕ

SIH
≈ −

ϵnm2
ϕϕ

3SIH2
≈ O(0.01)

−ϵ
0.01

m2
ϕ

0.01H2

0.0002

ωA/r

√
αiso

0.04

nθ0
1
. (3.54)

Thus, to saturate the bound on ϵn∂tϕ/(SIH) at O(0.01) while satisfying the constraint in

Eq. (3.38), we require ωA/r ∼ O(10−4). For r ∼ 1, this implies that the axial field must

contribute only a subdominant fraction to the CDM. Hence, for ωA/r ≲ O(10−4) such that

ϵn∂tϕ/(SIH) ≈ 0.01, the magnitudes of the NG parameters fSSS
NL and fSSζ

NL are comparable

to those derived in Eqs. (3.49) and (3.53).

3.2.2. Effects of background radial oscillations

We conclude this section with a discussion on the effects of an oscillating background

radial field for the kinetic mixing scenario. We remark that significant radial oscillations

cannot be generated solely through the kinetic mixing with the inflaton field while simul-

taneously satisfying the constraints on a light axial scalar field.14 If kinetic mixing is the

14 An order-of-magnitude estimate suggests that βS ∼ O(10−5) if the oscillations are excited through the

kinetic mixing term due to a sharp feature in the inflaton trajectory.
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primary interaction term, the radial field oscillations must be initiated by a different mecha-

nism, potentially through coupling with another field. In this case, a correlated clock signal

in the inflaton field is unlikely to exist or would be heavily suppressed. Conversely, if the

radial oscillations are induced by the inflaton, the Lagrangian must include interaction terms

beyond kinetic mixing. Under this scenario, a correlated clock signal in the inflaton power

spectrum becomes possible.

Since the parameter ϵ ∝ Sn−1, the interaction vertices receive a time-dependent correction

during radial oscillations given by ∆ϵ/ϵ ≈ (n − 1)∆S(t)/SI . Furthermore, the presence

of an oscillating background radial field implies ∂tS ̸= 0, necessitating the inclusion of

contributions from the kinetic mixing term ∝ ∂ϕ∂S. These effects collectively contribute to

the observed oscillatory behavior in the system. In terms of axial and ϕ field fluctuations,

the additional contributions to the interaction Hamiltonian density at quadratic and cubic

order from ∂ϕ∂S mixing are

a−3H(2) ⊃ −ϵn sin (nθ) ∂tS
SI

∂tδϕδA− 1

2
ϵn2 cos (nθ)

∂tS

SI

∂tϕ

SI
(δA)2 (3.55)

and

a−3H(3) ⊃ − 1

2SI
ϵn2 cos (nθ)

∂tS

SI
∂tδϕ (δA)

2 +
1

6SI
ϵn3 sin (nθ)

∂tS

SI

∂tϕ

SI
(δA)3 , (3.56)

where in the above expressions

∂tS ≈ −βSSIe−
3
2
H(t−ts)HµS cos (µSH(t− ts) + φ′)Θ(t− ts) (3.57)

for µS ≫ 3/2 and phase φ′ = φ− tan−1(2µS/3).

The combined δϕ-δA interaction terms in the quadratic Hamiltonian density, as given in

Eqs. (3.55) and (3.39), generate clock signals in both the axial field and the ϕ-field. These

clock signals arise at higher order in the perturbation theory requiring two vertices and are

consequently suppressed by the square of the interaction vertices, (ϵnβS)
2. However, the

clock signal in the axial field is predominantly generated by the term in Eq. (2.37). As a

result, a significant clock signal can be observed in the isocurvature power spectrum, while

a signal in the curvature power spectrum may remain too small to be detected. The last

term in Eq. (3.55) generates a finite oscillating mass term for the axial field. For µS ≫ 1,
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and βS ≲ O(0.1), the effect of this oscillating mass term is suppressed by the requirement

of a light axial field.

The mixed inflaton-axial three-point correlation in Eq. (3.53) receives contributions from

the oscillating background radial field, through its effect on the ϕAA interaction terms

in Eqs. (3.40) and (3.56). Accounting for all contributions, the relative strength of the

oscillatory signal in the SSζ bispectrum signal is analogous to the expression in Eq. (3.33)

derived in Sec. 3.1.2 for the ζζS bispectrum, as the underlying interaction terms in both cases

are similar. Consequently, a substantial oscillatory bispectrum signal in SSζ is anticipated if

µS is large and the clock signal in the isocurvature power spectrum is pronounced. However,

given that fSSζ
NL is of the order of 0.001, the prospects for detection may not be promising.

Lastly, when considering the three-point correlation of the axial field, we note that the

magnitude of the NG parameter ∆f loc
NL derived in this section from U(1)-breaking kinetic

mixing is comparable to that obtained in Sec. 2 from a U(1)-breaking potential. Impor-

tantly, the interaction term responsible for the dominant bispectrum signal in this section

is proportional to (δA)2∂tδA, in contrast to the (δA)3 term discussed in Sec. 2. Beyond the

similarity in magnitude, both bispectrum shapes are also approximately local.

As discussed in Sec. 2.1.2, the oscillating bispectrum signal from the (δA)3 interaction

term is suppressed by a factor of 1/
√
µS. In contrast, the (δA)2∂tδA interaction term in

Eq. (3.40) yields a signal similar to the integral solution Ip in Eq. (2.42) with p = 0. Hence,

the amplitude of the oscillatory bispectrum signal scales as ∝ (k/kr)
−3/2µ

1/2
S , indicating an

overall amplification by a factor of
√
µS. The relative strength of the oscillatory bispectrum

compared to the result in Eq. (3.45) is given as

lim
ki→k

∆BAAA

BAAA
≈ O(0.5)

n

Nk

βS
√

2πµs

(
3k

kr

)− 3
2

lim
ki→k

∆BAAA

BAAA
≈ O(0.1)

n

10

50

Nk

∆P clock
A

PA
. (3.58)

If the axial field functions as a curvaton, the clock signal in the power spectrum is con-

strained to be ≲ 0.04, rendering the oscillatory bispectrum signal, as estimated in the above

expression, negligible. However, if the axial field serves as CDM, the clock signal in the

isocurvature spectrum can be much larger rendering the oscillatory isocurvature bispectrum

signal sizable for large n. Therefore, in scenarios involving massive oscillating radial field,
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the detection of an oscillatory component in the isocurvature bispectrum with an amplitude

around 10% of the background may serve as one of the distinguishing features between the

(δA)2∂tδA and (δA)3 interaction terms.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we explored the NG generated by explicit U(1)-breaking interactions in-

volving the light axial component A of a complex scalar field. We considered scenarios where

the axial field acts as a curvaton or as CDM after inflation, demonstrating that sizable NG

signals can arise in both cases. The most stringent constraints on the amplitude of NG arise

from the requirement that the axial field remain light.

We began with an analysis of the U(1)-breaking cosine potential, which introduces a self-

interaction term ∝ (δA)3 (Sec. 2.1). In the curvaton paradigm, we evaluated NG contribu-

tions from curvaton fluctuations developing during inflation and identified parameter regions

where axial self-interactions can generate sizable NG. Interestingly, in this parameter space,

a positive NG generated during inflation from nonlinear U(1)-breaking interactions can par-

tially cancel with the conventional negative NG generated through the curvaton mechanism

after inflation. This can suppress the overall local curvature NG signal to fNL ≲ O(0.1).

However, while the NG is reduced, the trispectrum remains largely unaffected, as the contri-

bution from nonlinear interactions is subdominant. For a heavy radial partner (mS ≫ H),

we analyzed scenarios where the background radial field oscillates during inflation. As is

well known, these classical oscillations generate resonantly amplified oscillatory (clock) sig-

nals in the power spectrum, with the amplitude scaling as
√
mS. For the self-interaction

term ∝ (δA)3 (Sec. 2.1.2), a complementary oscillatory bispectrum signal is suppressed by

1/
√
mS, while the trispectrum retains a

√
mS enhancement. Due to their distinctive shape,

these oscillatory signals can be differentiated from standard local NG templates. If the

radial field is rather taken to be a light scalar (Sec. 2.2), we find that the U(1)-breaking in-

teractions between the radial and axial fields can amplify NG signals and enhance bispectra.

This amplification highlights a pronounced suppression of NG in the curvaton scenario.

In Sec. 3, we explored two models where a light scalar field ϕ (either an inflaton or

curvaton) interacts with the axial field. In the first model (Sec. 3.1), we analyzed the

interactions of the complex scalar field with the potential and kinetic energy terms of ϕ.
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When ϕ acts as a curvaton, sizable curvature (ζ) bispectrum signals can be generated,

provided that the axial field contributes subdominantly to the CDM density. Similarly, the

total isocurvature (S) NG is enhanced by approximately a factor of two. These NG signals

can be large enough to be within the sensitivity thresholds of upcoming LSS and CMB

experiments. If the radial field oscillates during inflation, the model predicts large oscillatory

signals in the ζζS bispectrum, enhanced by ∝ m
3/2
S , alongside correlated clock signals in

the adiabatic and isocurvature power spectra. In contrast, the clock signal in PζS and an

oscillatory signal in the SSζ bispectrum remain suppressed in this model. To the contrary,

if ϕ serves as the inflaton, the axial field can act either as CDM or as a curvaton. When

the axial-inflaton coupling generates an axial mass-squared of approximately O(0.01)H2, it

can yield O(1) local NG when the axial field is a curvaton and O(10) isocurvature NG when

it is CDM. In the second model (Sec. 3.2), we examined NG arising from U(1)-breaking

kinetic mixing interactions between the axial field and the inflaton ϕ. Similar results are

obtained when ϕ acts as a curvaton. Here, the dominant axial cubic self-interaction term

involves a derivative coupling (L ⊃ (δA)2∂tδA), as opposed to the (δA)3 interaction term

analyzed in Sec. 2. In the weak-mixing regime, NG in the axial field is comparable to that

obtained in Sec. 2 for similar parameter values. A key distinction is that an oscillating radial

field generates an oscillatory axial bispectrum signal with a
√
mS enhancement. In contrast,

for the δA3 interaction, the oscillatory bispectrum signal is suppressed by 1/
√
mS. This

difference in the behavior of the bispectrum provides a clear distinguishing feature between

the two interactions, particularly when the axial field is CDM. Also, compared to the model

in Sec. 3.1, negligible NG is generated in the perturbations of the ϕ field.

Overall, our analysis highlights how U(1)-breaking interactions, coupled with oscillatory

dynamics, can generate bispectrum signals that offer distinct signatures for observational

probes in future cosmological surveys. Finally, while the isocurvature power spectrum re-

mains undetected experimentally, it represents a theoretically compelling scenario. Detecting

such signals in the future will require significant advancements in the sensitivity and preci-

sion of cosmological surveys. In particular, next-generation experiments must achieve tighter

constraints on isocurvature contributions and possess sufficient resolution to distinguish os-

cillatory bispectrum features from background noise. If the isocurvature power spectrum is

dominated by oscillatory features, as proposed in Refs. [70, 71] or driven by a large clock

signal as recently explored in Ref. [34] and this work, a substantial oscillatory bispectrum
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signal could also emerge. This highlights the critical need for dedicated searches in both

existing and future datasets for oscillatory features in the power spectrum and bispectrum.

Indeed, this would be an interesting follow-up work to Ref. [97] to forecast sensitivities for

oscillatory signals as we generically expect the oscillations to break degeneracies in the fit

that exist in vanilla isocurvature signals.
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Appendix A: Evolution of the radial mode

We need to pay particular attention to the evolution of the radial mode due to the moduli

problem it may create. The energy density of the radial mode easily overcloses the universe

unless it is thermalized. Furthermore, if the energy density of the radial mode dominates

before thermalization, thermalization must occur before BBN to avoid the disruption to nu-

cleosynthesis from the associated entropy production. Even for the case of axion rotations,

the dynamics of the field P begins with both angular and radial components, where the en-

ergy density associated with the radial mode is comparable to or greater than the rotational

energy. For a (nearly) quadratic potential for the radial mode, the energy density scales as

matter whether it is an axion rotation with S > Smin or an radial mode oscillation. For

axion rotations, the energy density scales as kination when S approaches Smin. As a result, if

thermalization occurs before S reaches Smin, the elliptical rotation transforms into a circular

rotation, and there may be a kination-dominated era following a matter-dominated era.

In the simplest scenario, we assume a Yukawa interaction between the radial mode and

fermions ψ and ψ̄, which interact with the thermal bath via

L ⊃ yψSψψ̄. (A.1)

The simplest case involves a fermion charged under Standard Model gauge interactions,
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though a dark sector fermion is also viable. The thermalization rate is expressed as [98]

ΓSψψ̄ = by2ψT, (A.2)

where b is a constant of order O(0.1) when the fermion’s interaction with the thermal bath

is O(1). Early in the universe, the fermion mass is large due to the significant value of the

radial field, mψ = yψS, but the fermions must be present in the thermal bath to thermalize

the radial mode at the temperature Tth. This condition, yψSth ≤ Tth, imposes an upper

limit on both the Yukawa coupling and the thermalization rate

ΓSψψ̄ ≤ bT 3
th

S2
th

. (A.3)

A similar constraint applies for the interactions between the radial mode and a scalar. In the

case of gauge boson couplings, which arise from integrating out charged fermions or scalars,

the thermalization rate is approximately 10−5T 3/S2 [98]. To adjust for this scenario, one can

substitute b = 10−5 into the relevant equations to determine the parameter space constraints.

We now discuss the relevant temperatures. The dominant source of the energy density

may transition from radiation to matter at

TRM(Y ) =
4

3
msY ≃ 107 GeV

( ms

100 TeV

)( Y

100

)
, (A.4)

where the yield Y ≡ n/s is given by that of the radial mode YS = 1
2
msS/s(T ) or by that of

the rotation Yθ = θ̇S2/s(T ) with s(T ) the entropy density at T . Specifically, there are two

chances for the complex field P to dominate the energy density. If thermalization occurs

after T < TRM(YS), the radial mode oscillations lead to a matter-dominated era. Upon

thermalization, a large amount of entropy is then injected into the thermal bath, which

reheats the universe and dilutes the initial Yθ,i into a small yield Yθ. At this time, if the

temperature is still larger than TRM(Yθ) and if the rotation radius S is still greater than Smin,

the rotation energy density starts to dominate at T = TRM(Yθ). The evolution transitions

from matter to kination scaling when S reaches the minimum at Smin at the temperature

TMK =

(
45

2π2g∗

msS
2
min

Yθ

)1
3

≃ 3× 106 GeV

(
ms

100 TeV

100

Yθ

g∗,SM
g∗

)1
3
(

Smin

109 GeV

)2
3
. (A.5)
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If the energy density of the rotation is dominating at TMK, the universe enters a kination-

dominated era. Eventually, the kination scaling allows the rotation energy density to redshift

away and the universe returns to radiation domination at the temperature

TKR =
3
√
15

2
√
g∗π

Smin

Yθ
≃ 2× 106 GeV

(
Smin

109 GeV

)(
100

Yθ

)(
g∗,SM
g∗

)1
2
. (A.6)

On the other hand, if TRM(Yθ) < TMK, the energy density redshifts as kination before

dominating, and thus the epochs of domination by the rotation will be absent.

We now comment on the possibilities where the radial or angular mode serves as the

curvaton, which creates the curvature perturbation by reheating the universe. For the

radial mode to be a curvaton, the thermalization of the complex field should occur after

T = TRM(YS) and there should be no subsequent production of entropy by the angular mode

or other fields. On the other hand, if the radial mode is thermalized before dominating or if

thermalization occurs before T = TRM(Yθ), the rotation becomes circular and may dominate

the energy density if TRM(Yθ) > TKR. If the rotation is (partially) washed out to reheat

the universe during the matter/kination-dominated era, then the angular mode serves as a

curvaton [38]. In any of these cases, the remaining axion rotation, if not completely washed

out, can provide the necessary PQ charge asymmetry for kinetic misalignment so that the

angular mode accounts for the dark matter abundance.

Appendix B: Light scalar fields

In this Appendix, we evaluate and analyze the superhorizon two- and three-point corre-

lation functions for a light scalar field during inflation. By light scalars, we refer to the fields

with mass-squared m2 ≲ O(0.02)H2 during inflation. We demonstrate that for these light

scalar fields, the correlation functions can be studied using massless mode functions.

In de-Sitter spacetime, the positive frequency mode function solution for the massive

fields (m ≤ 3/2H) is given as

vk(τ) = −iei(ν+1/2)π
2

√
πH

2
(−τ)3/2H(1)

ν (−kτ), (B.1)

where ν =
√
9/4−m2/H2 [99]. For light scalar fields with m2 ≪ H2, we can approximate
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the late-time superhorizon power spectrum as

Pν(k, τe) = lim
τ→τe

v∗kvk ≈
H2

2k3
× γ2, (B.2)

where

γ =

(
21−x (−kτe)x Γ

(
3
2
− x
)

√
π

)
(B.3)

is the dilution factor corresponding to each massive mode function and τe is the conformal

time at the end of the quasi de-Sitter phase. In the above expression, x = 3/2 − ν such

that 0 < x ≪ 1 for light scalar fields. Hence, in comparison to the power spectrum of a

massless scalar field, which is given by Pν=3/2(k, τe) = H2/(2k3), the power spectrum for a

massive field dilutes over time, as indicated by the (−kτe)x factor in Eq. (B.3) where x > 0

for a massive field. For instance, consider m2/H2 = 0.02 which yields γ2 ≈ 0.5 and 0.44 for

Nk = 50 and 60 respectively.

Now consider the bispectrum of the fluctuations of the light scalar field resulting from a

cubic self-interaction term as described in Eq. (2.8). As discussed in Sec. 2, this interaction

term can arise from an explicit U(1)-breaking potential given in Eq. (2.2). Since the inter-

action term is proportional to the mass-squared of the light scalar, it vanishes in the m→ 0

limiting scenario. For a light scalar field fluctuation δA with non-zero mass mA, the bispec-

trum due to the cubic self-interaction term (with a coefficient c3 as given in Eq. (2.12)), in

the equilateral triangle limit can be approximated as

k6H−3⟨δAδAδA⟩′ ≈ c3
H

3

2
ln(−kτe)× γ3+ϵ, (B.4)

where −kτe ≈ exp(−Nk) with Nk as the number of e-folds from the horizon exit of mode

k at time tk until the end of inflationary quasi de-Sitter phase at te. For CMB modes

Nk ∼ 50− 60. Note the bispectrum signal dilutes by a factor of γ3+ϵ. The additional factor

of γϵ represents the approximate cumulative effect of integrating over the cube of the massive

mode functions when evaluating the bispectrum in Eq. (2.11) using the in-in formalism. The

coefficient c3 in Eq. (B.4) is proportional to the mass-squared quantity m2
A/H

2 of the light

scalar A. To highlight the functional dependence of the bispectrum on the mass of the light

scalar, we set the coefficient c3 = H ×m2
A/H

2, and show k6H−3⟨δAδAδA⟩′ as a function of

m2
A/H

2 in Fig. 4 for two distinct values of Nk. Numerical results are shown with solid curves,
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FIG. 4. The figure shows k6H−3⟨δAδAδA⟩′ as a function of m2
A/H

2 for a light scalar field A with

the coefficient c3 set to H ×m2
A/H

2. The solid blue and red curves represent numerical results for

Nk = 50 and 60, respectively. The blue dashed and red dotted curves correspond to the analytical

approximations as given in Eq. (B.4), by setting ϵ = 0.4 for empirical agreement.

while our analytical approximations from Eq. (B.4) are depicted with dash-dot curves.

From Fig. 4, we observe that the normalized bispectrum quantity k6H−3⟨δAδAδA⟩′ for

light scalar fields peaks within the mass range 0.01 < m2
A/H

2 < 0.03, and falls sharply

outside of this mass-range. Accordingly, we will concentrate our study on the bispectrum

arising from the self-interaction of light scalar fields with masses falling within this range.

If the axial field perturbations can be approximated as contributing to the curvature

perturbations at the linear order by ζ ≈ CζδA, for a constant Cζ , then the non-linearity

parameter f ζNL can be estimated as

f ζNL = C−1
ζ

⟨δAδAδA⟩′

PA(k1)PA(k2) + 2 perms.
≈ γϵ

γCζ

c3Nk

2H
, (B.5)

where in the last expression we have utilized the fact that the bispectrum shape ⟨δAδAδA⟩′

is local. Given that the amplitude of the curvature perturbation is well-constrained, the

dilution of the mode function δA by the factor γ can be absorbed into the constant Cζ ,

resulting in γCζ =constant. Since ϵ = 0.4 and γ ∼ 0.7, the remaining dilution factor

γ0.4 ∼ O(1) and can be neglected. Therefore, to a good approximation, the bispectrum and

the associated non-linearity parameter for the light scalar fields can be studied using the

massless mode functions.
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Appendix C: Power spectrum correction from oscillating background radial field

Consider the quadratic Lagrangian for a massless δθ field

L2 = a3
(SI +∆S(t))2

2

[
(∂tδθ)

2 − a−2 (∂iδθ)
2] . (C.1)

Here, ∆S is the oscillating component of the background radial field whose solution is given

in Eq. (2.36). When the radial field is stationary (∆S = 0), the axial field is canonically

normalized and massless. In the scenarios where ∆S ̸= 0, the oscillation of the background

radial field induces corrections to the axial mode function, resulting in the clock signal on

the power spectrum.

1. Using in-in formalism

For small-amplitude oscillations |βS| ≪ 1, we can evaluate the correction using the in-in

formalism. The clock signal in this case arises from corrections to the kinetic term of the

axial field. For further details, see Ref. [100]. Here, we briefly reproduce their analysis. By

defining the massless axial field as δA = SIδθ, the leading order correction comes from the

2∆S(t)/SI term in Eq. (C.1). The relevant interaction Hamiltonian is

H
(2)
K (t) =

∫
d3x⃗H(2)

K = −∆S

SI
a(τ)

∫
p

(
∂τδAp∂τδA−p −

∫
p

p2δApδA−p

)
τ

,

which allows us to compute the clock signal on the axial power spectrum as

∆PA = −2Im

[∫ t

0

dt′ ⟨0|H(t′)W (t) |0⟩
]

= 2
1

SI

∫
p

Im

[∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′a(τ ′)2∆S(τ ′) ⟨0|

(
∂τδAp∂τδA−p − p2δApδA−p

)
τ ′
δAk1(τ)δAk2(τ) |0⟩

]
= 4

1

SI
(2π)3 δ3

k⃗1+k⃗2
u∗k1(τ)u

∗
k2
(τ)Im

[∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′a2(τ ′)∆S(τ ′)

(
(∂τuk1)

2 − k21u
2
k1

)
τ ′

]
. (C.2)

where uk is the massless mode function defined in Eq. (2.14). Taking ∆S from Eq. (2.36),

we obtain a simple expression for the correction for 2k ≳ kr in the limit µS ≫ 1 as

∆PA
PA

≈ βS
√

2πµS

(
2k

kr

)−3/2

sin

(
µS ln

(
2k

kr

)
+ µS + π/4

)
, (C.3)
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where kr = −µS/τs. Note that the amplitude of the oscillating clock signal increases with

µS. This is due to the resonance effect. For more discussion on the resonant enhancement

of the oscillatory signal, we refer the readers to Ref. [68].

2. Using equations of motion

Rather than treating ∆S(t) as a perturbative correction, we can reformulate our theory

by defining the axial field as δA = Sδθ ≡ (SI + ∆S(t))δθ. In the limit θ̇ → 0, the radial

and axial field fluctuations remain kinetically decoupled. The radial field’s oscillations will

only appear as a correction to the mass of the axial field. Thus, we write the axial field

fluctuation’s EoM as

∂2t δA+ 3H∂tδA+

(
k2

a2
−
(
∂2t S + 3H∂tS

S

))
δA = 0,

∂2t δA+ 3H∂tδA+

(
k2

a2
+

m2
S∆S/SI

(1 + ∆S/SI)

)
δA = 0, (C.4)

where in the last expression above we used the background radial field’s EoM in Eq. (2.35) to

introduce radial mass-squared quantity m2
S. Due to a finite induced mass of the axial field,

the massless mode function defined in Eq. (2.14) may not be a suitable solution, and we

must solve the above EoM to obtain the correct time-dependence of the mode function for

the axial field. For instance, if we consider mS ≳ O(10)H and βS ∼ O(0.1), the oscillatory

mass-squared term ∝ m2
S∆S/SI appears dominant even when the modes are subhorizon,

i.e. when k/a ≳ 1. However, as shown in the Appendix B of Ref. [62], if the ratio of

the amplitude to frequency-squared of the oscillatory mass-squared term is ≪ k2/a2, the

solution to the Eq. (C.4) is a superposition of states. For the oscillatory mass-squared term

∝ m2
S∆S/SI , this ratio is ≈ βS which is ≪ 1 since the frequency of oscillation is ∝ mS. In

this scenario, the dominant state is similar to a massless mode function with a frequency k

in conformal time coordinates, while the sub-dominant states have frequencies comparable

to that of the oscillatory mass term. Therefore, to ensure that the axial field remains light

during subhorizon evolution until k/a ∼ βS, it is sufficient to impose that βS ≪ 1.

In Fig. 5, we illustrate the power spectra obtained by numerically solving the integral in

Eq. (C.2) from the in-in formalism, and solving the EoM in Eq. (C.4) with the appropriate

Bunch-Davies (BD) vacuum boundary conditions. For this plot, we set m2
S = 100H2,
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FIG. 5. Clock signal on the “normalized” axial power spectrum arising from an oscillating back-

ground radial field. The blue (circular marker) and the black (box marker) curves are obtained by

numerically solving Eqs. (C.2) and (C.4) respectively. The solid red curve is the analytical result

taken from Eq. (C.3) and is restricted to scales k/kr ≳ 1/2. In this figure, the amplitude of the

normalized scale-invariant power spectrum (without any oscillations) is 1/2. We fix m2
S = 100H2

and βS = 0.1. The suppression of power on long wavelengths from solving the EoM is explained

by the expression in Eq. (C.5).

βS = 0.1 and ts/t0 = 1 where t0 denotes the start of inflation. Note that modes that are

well outside the horizon when the oscillation begins do not display any k-dependent feature;

instead, the amplitude of the power spectrum is uniformly suppressed on these scales. This

suppression can be attributed to the integrated effect of a finite non-zero positive mass

arising from the oscillating mass-squared term in Eq. (C.4). By retaining only the leading

order term in ∆S, the power suppression can be approximated as follows

∆PA
PA

(k ≪ kr) ≈ 1− exp

(
−2m2

S

3

∫ ∞

ts

Hdt′∆S(t′)/SI

)
≈ 1− e−βS ∼ βS (C.5)

for βS ≪ 1. As seen in Fig. 5, this suppression is absent in our leading-order perturbative

calculation using the in-in formalism. We remark that while the amplitude of the oscillating

clock signal for k ∼ kr is proportional to βS
√
µS, the suppression on long wavelengths k ≪ kr

is only dependent upon βS.
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Appendix D: Hamiltonian density

In this Appendix, we give the free-field and interaction Hamiltonian densities in the

interaction picture for the radial and axial field fluctuations derived from the Lagrangian

density given in Eqs. (2.43)-(2.45). The Hamiltonian density in terms of interaction picture

fields (we drop the subscript I for brevity) is given as

a−3H0 =
1

2
(∂tδS)

2 +
1

2a2
(∂iδS)

2 +
1

2
(∂tδA)

2 +
1

2a2
(∂iδA)

2 (D.1)

+
1

2
m2
A(δA)

2 +
1

2

(
m2
S + 3 (∂tθ0)

2) (δS)2
a−3δH2 = m2

A,I sin (nθ0) δAδS − 2∂tθ0δS∂tδA (D.2)

a−3δH3 = − 1

S
(∂tδA)

2 δS +
1

S0

a−2 (∂iδA)
2 δS +

3

S0

∂tθ0 (∂tδA) (δS)
2 (D.3)

+
1

2S0

(
m2
A,I(n− 1) sin (nθ0)

) (
δS2
)
δA+

1

2S0

(
m2
An
)
(δA)2 δS

+
1

6S0

(
(2m− 1)m2

S −m2
A(n− 1)(n− 2)− 12 (∂tθ0)

2) (δS)3
− 1

6S0

(
m2
A,In sin (nθ0)

)
(δA)3 .

Appendix E: Detailed calculations for the power spectrum and bispectrum

In this Appendix, we evaluate the two- and three-point correlation functions of the field

A from interactions resulting from the quadratic and cubic Hamiltonian densities involving

two generic light scalar fields S and A, as shown in Eqs. (D.2) and (D.3). Considering

nearly massless axial and radial fields, we have m2
S,m

2
A ∼ O(0.01)H2. Consequently, we will

describe these fields through the massless mode function provided in Eq. (2.14).

1. Power spectrum

In the in-in formalism, we evaluate the two-point function ⟨δAδA⟩ as

⟨δA(t)δA(t)⟩ = ⟨0|
[
T̄ exp

(
i

∫ t

t0

dt′HI(t′)

)]
δA2

I(t)

[
T exp

(
−i
∫ t

t0

dt′′HI(t′′)

)]
|0⟩ . (E.1)
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Writing terms up to the second order in perturbation, we obtain the leading correction to

the power spectrum ∆P = ⟨δA(p⃗, t)δA(q⃗, t)⟩′ − ⟨0| δA(p⃗, t)δA(q⃗, t) |0⟩′ as

∆P = i2
∫ t

t0

dt1

∫ t1

t0

dt2 ⟨0|
[
HI(t2),

[
HI(t1), δA(p⃗, t)δA(q⃗, t)

]]
|0⟩′ . (E.2)

The above expression can be simplified to

∆P = −2Re

[∫ τ

−∞
dτ1a(τ1)

∫ τ1

−∞
dτ2a(τ2) ⟨0|HI(τ2)H

I(τ1)W (τ)−HI(τ2)W (τ)HI(τ1) |0⟩′
]
,

(E.3)

where W (τ) = δA(p⃗, τ)δA(q⃗, τ). The interaction terms relevant for power spectrum correc-

tion at second order are obtained from Eq. (D.2)

HI
2 = a3 [c1(δS∂tδA) + c2 (δSδA)] , (E.4)

where we define, with ∂tθ taken from Eq. (2.5),

c1 ≈ 2

(
m2
A,I

H2

)
H sin (nθ0)

3n
, and c2 ≈

(
m2
A,I

H2

)
H2 sin (nθ0) . (E.5)

Thus, we obtain the net quadratic interaction Hamiltonian as

HI
2 (t) =

∫
d3x⃗HI

2 = a3(t)

(
c1

∫
k

δSk∂tδA−k + c2

∫
k

δSkδA−k

)
(E.6)

= c1a
2(τ)

∫
k

δSk∂τδA−k + c2a
3(τ)

∫
k

δSkδA−k (E.7)

= H1(τ) +H2(τ), (E.8)

where all fields are in the interaction picture. Due to the mixing of H1 and H2 pairings, we

obtain three distinct contributions. Using the massless mode functions as the solution to the

free field EoM for both fields, we obtain the result for the corrections to the power spectrum
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of the axial field from H(1,2) interaction Hamiltonian densities in Eq. (E.8) respectively as

∆P
(1)
AA(k) ≈ k−3

(
c1Nk√

2

)2

(E.9)

∆P
(1,2)
AA (k) ≈ k−3

(
c1c2N

2
k

2H

)
(E.10)

∆P
(2)
AA(k) ≈ k−3

(
c2Nk

3H

)2

. (E.11)

Similarly, the correlated power spectrum for axial-radial fluctuations from the interaction

Hamiltonian in Eq. (E.8) is given as

∆P
(1)
AS (k) ≈ k−3c1

HNk

2
, ∆P

(2)
AS (k) ≈ k−3c2

−Nk

3
. (E.12)

From the expressions given in Eq. (E.5) for the coefficients c1,2, we note that the ratio

c2/c1 = 3nH/2. Thus, when n ≫ 1, the U(1)-breaking interaction, ∝ c2δSδA, gives a

dominant contribution to the power spectrum corrections.

2. Bispectrum

We now analyze the bispectrum signal for axial field fluctuations resulting from various

cubic interaction terms involving both radial and axial fields. Fig. 6 provides a diagram-

matic representation of these interactions. The contributions to the three-point correlation

function of the operator W (t) = δAk1δAk2δAk3 are computed using a similar expression as

on the right-hand side of Eq. (E.3). In this case, the interaction Hamiltonian must include

one cubic term and one quadratic term. Hence, we obtain two contributions as

⟨W (τ)⟩1 = −2Re

[∫ 0

−∞
dτ1a(τ1)

∫ τ1

−∞
dτ2a(τ2) ⟨0|H3(τ2)H2(τ1)W (τ)−H3(τ2)W (τ)H2(τ1) |0⟩

]
,

(E.13)

⟨W (τ)⟩2 = −2Re

[∫ 0

−∞
dτ1a(τ1)

∫ τ1

−∞
dτ2a(τ2) ⟨0|H2(τ2)H3(τ1)W (τ)−H2(τ2)W (τ)H3(τ1) |0⟩

]
.

(E.14)

Below, we present the bispectra for various combinations of cubic and quadratic interactions.

56



τ

δA δA
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3
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2

FIG. 6. Feynman diagram representation of the bispectrum signal in Eq. (E.14) from the cubic

and quadratic interaction Hamiltonians involving radial and axial field fluctuations.

1. HI
3(x, t) = a3d1δSδAδA and HI

2(x, t) = a3c2δSδA

⟨W (τ)⟩′ = ⟨W (τ)⟩′1 + ⟨W (τ)⟩′2

≈ d1c2
7N2

k (k
3
1 + k32 + k33)

36k31k
3
2k

3
3

. (E.15)

In the equilateral triangle limit, ⟨W (τ)⟩′ → d1c27N
2
k/ (12k

6).

2. HI
3(x, t) = a3d1δSδAδA and HI

2(x, t) = a3c1δS∂tδA

⟨W (τ)⟩′ ≈ d1c1
−5HN2

k (k
3
1 + k32 + k33)

12k31k
3
2k

3
3

. (E.16)

In the equilateral triangle limit, ⟨W (τ)⟩′ → −Hd1c15N2
k/ (4k

6).

3. HI
3(x, t) = a3 1

S0
δS
(
− (∂tδA)

2 + (a−1∂iδA)
2
)
and HI

2(x, t) = a3c2δSδA

⟨W (τ)⟩′ ≈ c2
S0

H2Nk (k
3
1 + k32 + k33)

12k31k
3
2k

3
3

. (E.17)

In the equilateral triangle limit, ⟨W (τ)⟩′ → H2c2Nk/ (4S0k
6).

4. HI
3(x, t) = a3 1

S0
δS
(
− (∂tδA)

2 + (a−1∂iδA)
2
)
and HI

2(x, t) = a3c1δS∂tδA

⟨W (τ)⟩′ ≈ c1
S0

−H3Nk (k
3
1 + k32 + k33)

4k31k
3
2k

3
3

. (E.18)

In the equilateral triangle limit, ⟨W (τ)⟩′ → −H3c13Nk/ (4S0k
6).
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