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The detection of a stochastic signal by recent pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations, includ-
ing NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA+InPTA, CPTA and MPTA, has opened a new window to explore
gravitational waves (GWs) at nanohertz frequencies. Motivated by the possibility that such a signal
could arise from primordial gravitational waves (PGWs), we investigate the implications of tensor
non-Gaussianity for the PGW power spectrum. Utilizing PTA data sets, we provide constraints
on local-type tensor non-Gaussianity parameter FNL. We find |FNL| ≲ 7.97 for a log-normal PGW
power spectrum. Our analysis reveals that even moderate tensor non-Gaussianity can lead to sig-
nificant deviations from standard predictions, thereby offering a novel means to test inflationary
scenarios and probe the underlying dynamics of the early Universe. Future multi-band GW obser-
vatories, such as LISA, Taiji, and TianQin, will be instrumental in complementing these efforts and
further refining our understanding of tensor non-Gaussianity.

Introduction. Primordial gravitational waves
(PGWs), as one of the key predictions of inflationary
cosmology, offer an exceptional opportunity to probe the
early Universe [1, 2]. The standard inflationary paradigm
predicts that PGWs follow a nearly Gaussian distribu-
tion due to the linearity of quantum field perturbations.
However, certain extensions to the inflationary frame-
work introduce non-Gaussianities in PGWs, manifesting
as deviations from Gaussian statistics in correlation func-
tions. Investigating non-Gaussian features provides an
opportunity to explore inflationary dynamics beyond the
simplest models, offering deeper insights into the funda-
mental physics underlying the early Universe.

Non-Gaussianities in PGWs arise in various inflation-
ary scenarios, such as extra fields [3–10], non-attractor
phase for tensor fluctuations [11], massive gravity the-
ory [12, 13], generalized G-inflation [14–17], non-standard
vacuum states [18–21], higher-derivative Weyl terms [22–
24], Chern-Simons interactions [24–31], and more gener-
ally, effective field theory [32–35]. Constraints on ten-
sor non-Gaussianity can be derived from measurements
of the three-point correlation function of the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) temperature anisotropies
and polarization. Up to now, the theoretical investiga-
tion of different non-Gaussianity shapes and their de-
tectability has been conducted. Moreover, some of these
shapes have already been evaluated using CMB data [36–
41]. However, large-scale non-Gaussianity constraints
alone are insufficient to distinguish between different in-
flationary models. With the upcoming launch of space-
based GW interferometers, such as LISA [42], Taiji [43],
and TianQin [44], it is crucial to probe small-scale ten-
sor non-Gaussianity to complete the puzzle of full-scale
tensor non-Gaussianity.
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Usually, tensor non-Gaussianity primarily impacts the
PGW power spectrum by introducing nontrivial spectral
tilts, which can enhance or suppress the GW across differ-
ent frequency ranges. Additionally, non-Gaussian correc-
tions may shift the peak frequency of the PGW, pushing
it to either higher or lower frequencies. This sensitivity
to tensor non-Gaussianity offers a pathway to distinguish
between various inflationary models and to probe the
fundamental dynamics of inflation. Recently, multiple
pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations—such as the
Chinese PTA (CPTA) [45], the European PTA (EPTA)
in collaboration with the Indian PTA (InPTA) [46, 47],
the Parkes PTA (PPTA) [48, 49], the North American
Nanohertz Observatory for GWs (NANOGrav) [50, 51],
and the MeerKAT PTA (MPTA) [52, 53] have indepen-
dently unveiled robust evidence suggesting the presence
of a stochastic gravitational-wave background (SGWB).
If the observed signal can be attributed to PGWs, its
power spectrum may exhibit observable effects induced
by non-Gaussianity. PTA data analysis can therefore
constrain non-Gaussianity parameters associated with
PGWs.
In this letter, we consider the impact of tensor

non-Gaussianity on the power spectrum of PGWs.
As the first step, we only focus on the local-type
non-Gaussianities, parameterized by a tensor non-
Gaussianity parameter FNL. Using the latest PTA
datasets, including the NANOGrav 15-year data release,
PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2, we perform a joint con-
straints on FNL. We find −7.97 ≲ FNL ≲ 7.97 when pri-
mordial tensor perturbation follows a log-normal form.
This result establishes a robust framework for testing in-
flationary models and predictions of the statistical prop-
erties of PGWs.
Recent studies suggest that second-order scalar-

induced GWs could also account for the PTA signals
[54–77]. In this context, GWs induced by non-Gaussian
curvature perturbations have attracted considerable at-
tention [78–83], and one can use PTA data to constrain
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the non-Gaussianity of curvature perturbations on small
scales [56, 57, 59, 84]. We emphasize that although
scalar-induced GWs also exhibit non-Gaussianity, this
non-Gaussianity arises from the curvature perturbations
themselves, rather than from the tensor non-Gaussianity
inherent to the GWs. Our work serves as an important
supplement to the study of scalar non-Gaussianity and
will provide valuable insights into exploring the physics
of inflation.

Primordial gravitational waves. To investigate the
impact of tensor non-Gaussianity on the power spec-
trum of PGWs, we consider parameterizing the non-
Gaussianity of PGWs. A straightforward approach is
to mimic the local expansion used in characterizing pri-
mordial scalar perturbations. Specially, we assume that
the deviation from Gaussianity is small, leading to ten-
sor perturbations in real space expressed as the sum of a
Gaussian component and its quadratic term [85–87]

hij(x) = hij,G(x) + FNL

(
h2
ij,G(x)−

〈
h2
ij,G(x)

〉)
, (1)

where hij,G(x) follows Gaussian statistics and FNL is the
dimensionless non-Gaussian parameter. Here, we want
to reminder the reader that the value of local-type non-
Gaussianities of primordial tensor perturbations can be
different from the value of local-type non-Gaussianities
of primordial scalar perturbations. In principle, FNL is
a quantity that depends on the GW polarization. For
the sake of simplicity, however, we treat it as a con-
stant independent of the polarization. Note that in this
expansion, we omit temporal dependence as the tensor
non-Gaussianity is evaluated at the end of inflation, and
then PGWs imprinted with non-Gaussian features evolve
with the expansion of the Universe. The variance term
has been subtracted from the quadratic part in order that
the expectation value satisfies ⟨hij⟩ = 0.

The Fourier modes are written as

hij(k) = hij,G(k) + FNL

∫
d3p

(2π)3
hij,G(p)hij,G(k − p).

(2)
Note that hij(k) consists of two polarization compo-
nents of GWs, i.e., hij(k) = h+

k e
+
ij(k) + h×

k e
×
ij(k), where

e+ij(k) and e×ij(k) are polarization tensors which satisfy

eλij(k)e
λ′,ij(−k) = δλλ

′
, h+

k and h×
k denote tensor per-

turbations with each polarization. We focus on the two-
point correlation of PGWs, and the contributions devi-
ating from the Gaussian state can be extracted. The
explicit expression is given by

⟨hij(k)hij(k
′)⟩

= ⟨hij,G(k)hij,G(k
′)⟩+

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3q

(2π)3

×2F2
NL ⟨hij,G(p)hij,G(q)⟩ ⟨hij,G(k − p)hij,G(k

′ − q)⟩ ,
(3)

where the four-point correlation function has been de-
composed into the product of two-point correlation func-
tions and the disconnected term vanishes.

The dimensionless power spectrum of PGWs, Ph(k),
is defined as

⟨hij(k)hij(k
′)⟩ = 2π2

k3
Ph(k)(2π)

3δ(3)(k + k′). (4)

Note that Ph(k) represents the total power spectrum
including contributions from both PGW polarization
modes. We shall decompose the power spectrum into
Gaussian contribution and non-Gaussian one

Ph(k) = PG
h (k) + PNG

h (k). (5)

Combining Eqs. (3), (4) and (5), we obtain

PNG
h (k) =

k3F2
NL

2π

∫
d3p

PG
h (p)PG

h (|k − p|)
p3 |k − p|3

. (6)

After introducing two dimensionless variables u = |k −
p|/k and v = p/k, the non-Gaussian correction can be
rewritten as

PNG
h (k) = F2

NL

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

PG
h (uk)PG

h (vk)

u2v2
. (7)

The spectrum of GW energy density per logarithmic
frequency interval today can be conveniently normalized
as [88]

ΩGW(k, τ0) =
1

ρc

dρGW

d ln k
=

k2

12a20H
2
0

Ph(k)T 2(k, τ0) , (8)

where ρc = 3H2
0/

(
8πG

)
, τ0 = 1.41 × 104 Mpc, a0 = 1,

H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1, and the overline denotes the
oscillation average. The transfer function T (k, τ0) can
be obtained by numerically solving the post-inflationary
evolution of PGWs. A good fit to the transfer function
is [89]

T (k, τ0) =
3Ωmj1(kτ0)

kτ0

√
1.0 + 1.36

k

keq
+ 2.50

(
k

keq

)2

,

(9)

where keq = 0.073Ωmh
2 Mpc−1 is that of the pertur-

bation mode that entered the horizon at the equality of
matter and radiation.
The evolution of PGW strongly depends on the ther-

mal history of the Universe, including factors such as
dark energy with time-varying equation of state, tensor
anisotropic stress due to free-streaming relativistic parti-
cles in the early Universe, deviations from the standard
equation of state parameter w = 1/3 in the radiation era,
and so on [89–92]. Since our focus is on the impact of
tensor non-Gaussianity on the GW power spectrum, we
neglect the detailed corrections during the propagation
process.
To step forward, we shall specify the k depen-

dence of Ph(k). We consider the following log-normal
parametrization for the Gaussian power spectrum

PG
h (k) =

A√
2π∆2

exp

(
− ln2 (k/k∗)

2∆2

)
, (10)
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FIG. 1. Energy density spectrum of PGWs predicted by the non-Gaussian model MNG. The olive solid line shows the median
prediction, with the surrounding shaded region indicating the 90% credible interval. The violin plots display the energy density
spectra derived from PTA observations: NANOGrav 15-year data (red), PPTA DR3 (green), and EPTA DR2 (blue). For
comparison, we show the power-law integrated sensitivity curves for future space-based GW detectors: LISA (solid black), Taiji
(dashed black), and TianQin (dash-dotted black).

Parameter A f∗/Hz ∆ |FNL|

Prior log-U(−1, 0) log-U(−8,−6.4) U(0.05, 3.5) log-U(−5, 3)

Result for MG 0.60+0.29
−0.28 2.36+1.43

−1.41 × 10−7 1.58+0.18
−0.33 –

Result for MNG 0.39+0.43
−0.27 2.37+1.40

−1.44 × 10−7 1.67+0.41
−0.36 ≲ 7.97

TABLE I. Prior choices and posterior constraints for parameters in both the non-Gaussian model (MNG) and Gaussian model
(MG). Prior distributions are specified using uniform (U) and log-uniform (log-U) distributions. For each parameter, we report
the median value and symmetric 90% credible interval derived from the posterior distributions.

where A denotes the amplitude of the power spectrum,
k∗ is the pivot scale corresponding to the peak location,
and ∆ characterizes the width of the spectrum.

Methodology and result. To investigate non-
Gaussianity of PGWs, we perform a joint analysis
of data from three major PTA collaborations: the
NANOGrav 15-year dataset [51], PPTA DR3 [48], and
EPTA DR2 [46]. These long-term observational cam-
paigns represent the culmination of over a decade of pre-
cise pulsar timing measurements, with each collabora-
tion independently reporting evidence for a SGWB show-
ing the characteristic Hellings-Downs [93] spatial corre-
lations. The datasets encompass observations from com-

plementary pulsar observations: NANOGrav monitors 68
pulsars over 16.03 years [51], PPTA tracks 32 pulsars for
up to 18 years [48], and EPTA observes 25 pulsars across
24.7 years [46]. The detection of consistent signals [94]
across these independent arrays strengthens the case for
a GW origin, motivating our joint analysis approach to
maximize parameter estimation precision.

Our analysis utilizes the free spectral representation of
the SGWB derived by each collaboration using Hellings-
Downs correlations. The frequency coverage is deter-
mined by each array’s observational timespan Tobs, with
a minimum frequency fmin = 1/Tobs. The spectral anal-
ysis encompasses 14 frequency bins from NANOGrav,
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28 from PPTA, and 24 from EPTA, yielding a com-
bined spectrum of 66 frequency components spanning
1.28–49.1nHz (visualized in Fig. 1). To maintain con-
sistency with cosmological constraints, we incorporate
bounds from CMB and baryon acoustic oscillation mea-
surements [95]. Specifically, we impose the integrated
energy density constraint that

∫∞
kmin

h2ΩGW,0(k) d ln k ≲
2.9× 10−7, where h = 0.674 is the dimensionless Hubble
parameter [95, 96].

Beginning with the time delay data d(f) released by
each collaboration, we first reconstruct the power spec-
tral density through

S(f) = d2(f)Tobs, (11)

where Tobs is the observational timespan. The GW char-
acteristic strain spectrum hc(f) is then derived via

hc(f) =
√

12π2f3S(f). (12)

We further compute the dimensionless GW energy den-
sity spectrum as

Ω̂GW(f) =
2π2

3H2
0

f2h2
c(f) =

8π4

H2
0

Tobsf
5d2(f). (13)

To construct the likelihood function, we estimate the
kernel density Li from the posterior distributions of
Ω̂GW(fi) at each frequency bin. The total likelihood for
our parameter set Λ = {A,∆, f∗, |FNL|} takes the form
of

L(Λ) =
66∏
i=1

Li(ΩGW(fi,Λ)), (14)

accounting for correlations across the entire frequency
range of our analysis.

For parameter estimation, we employ the nested sam-
pling algorithm implemented in dynesty [97], interfaced
through the Bilby [98, 99] package. This approach ef-
ficiently explores the multi-dimensional parameter space
while providing robust evidence calculations. The prior
distributions and ranges for all model parameters are de-
tailed in Table I.

Our analysis compares two competing models for the
PGW background: a standard Gaussian model (MG)
and a non-Gaussian model (MNG) incorporating primor-
dial tensor non-Gaussianity. The resulting parameter
constraints, displayed in Fig. 2, reveal a significant de-
generacy between the amplitude parameter A and the
non-Gaussianity parameter FNL in the MNG analysis,
arising from their similar effects on the overall signal
strength near the spectrum’s peak. Despite this degen-
eracy, our joint analysis yields constraints, with the am-
plitude bounded to A = 0.39+0.43

−0.27 (90% C.L.) and non-
Gaussianity parameter constrained to |FNL| ≲ 7.97 (90%
C.L.). Due to the symmetry in how non-Gaussian cor-
rections enter our model, we find equivalent constraints
for positive and negative values, leading to the bilateral
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FIG. 2. Joint posterior distributions of model parameters,
showing both one-dimensional marginalized distributions and
two-dimensional correlation contours. Results are presented
for both the Gaussian model MG (red) and non-Gaussian
model MNG (blue), derived from the combined analysis of
NANOGrav 15-year, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2 datasets.
Two-dimensional contours represent 68.3%, 95.4%, and 99.7%
credible regions, respectively.

bound −7.97 ≲ FNL ≲ 7.97, with complete parameter
estimates and their uncertainties presented in Table I.

Conclusion and discussion. Inflation is a corner-
stone of modern cosmology, providing insights into the
dynamics of the early Universe and aligning well with
observational data. However, key questions about the in-
flationary mechanism remain unresolved, such as the en-
ergy scale of inflation and its particle content. The most
promising observables for addressing these questions are
the power spectrum and bispectrum of primordial per-
turbations, both in the scalar and tensor sectors. Cur-
rent data impose stringent constraints on the inflationary
scalar sector at CMB scales. In contrast, the tensor sec-
tor may provide vital insights into the mass and spin of
extra fields and is directly connected to modified gravity.
Thus, exploring tensor non-Gaussianity complements the
scalar one, helping to test various inflationary models.

In this letter, assuming the signal detected by the PTA
collaborations originates from PGWs, we jointly utilize
the NANOGrav 15-yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA
DR2 to constrain the PGWs with non-Gaussianity. For
the first time, we place a limit on the non-Gaussianity
parameter −7.97 ≲ FNL ≲ 7.97 for a log-normal power
spectrum of PGWs. Moreover, as illustrated in Figure
1, the energy density spectrum of PGWs can typically
be extended to the frequency range detectable by space-
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based GW observatories. Consequently, the combined
multi-band observations from PTAs and the upcoming
space-borne GW detectors, including LISA [42], Taiji
[43], and TianQin [44], will offer a complementary ap-
proach to studying tensor non-Gaussianity.

For simplicity, we focus on the tensor non-Gaussianity
up to second-order, characterized by non-Gaussianity pa-
rameter FNL. A complete one-loop correction shall in-
clude the third-order corrections, akin to GNL order in
the study of non-Gaussianity of curvature perturbations
[100, 101]. For curvature perturbation case, the full one-
loop contribution from the scalar sector significantly af-
fects both the abundance of primordial black holes and
the energy spectrum of scalar-induced GWs, while the
tensor sector primarily influences the power spectrum of
PGWs. We will address these details in future work.

In the search of Planck, they concentrate on tensor
non-Gaussianity of the equilateral type, and place con-
straints on two specific inflationary models, including ei-
ther a U(1)-axion coupling or an SU(2)-axion one. Tak-
ing U(1)-axion model for example, the constraints on

Fequil
NL is Fequil

NL ≈ 6.4 × 1011P3ϵ3e6πξ/ξ9, where P is
the curvature perturbation power spectrum, ϵ is a slow-
roll parameter of the inflaton field, and ξ expresses the
strength of the U(1)-axion coupling [102, 103]. Then, the
upper bound on ξ is derived as ξ < 3.3 (95% C.L.) [39].
The results presented above provide constraints on tensor
non-Gaussianity on large scales. If the GWs generated in
axion models can also explain the PTA signals, we can
obtain constraints on tensor non-Gaussianity on small
scales, allowing for further restrictions on the parameter
ξ. This would enable a more thorough examination of
the viability of the axion model as a candidate for infla-
tionary scenarios. We leave the further investigation for
future work.

It is pointed out that the tensor bispectrum is largely
suppressed at interferometer scales due to decoherence
of the phase and the finite observation time [104–106].
However, this does not completely preclude the detection
of tensor non-Gaussianity on small scales. Several po-
tential strategies have been proposed to circumvent this
challenge. The most straightforward approach is to ex-

amine the angular three-point function of the SGWB en-
ergy density, which remains unaffected by the fast phases
[107]. Additionally, one could consider specical forms of
the tensor bispectrum, such as stationary graviton non-
Gaussianity [108] and ultra-squeezed configuration [109],
where phase differences from source to detection are elim-
inated.
Finally, although we emphasize in the present work

that the tensor non-Gaussianity of PGWs and the non-
Gaussianity of scalar-induced GWs are fundamentally
distinct, it is noteworthy that both can be related in cer-
tain inflationary models. For instance, in a single-field in-
flationary model with a periodic structure on the poten-
tial [110] or with sound speed resonance [78, 111], where
the inflaton field perturbations can be significantly en-
hanced, both scalar-induced GWs and observable PGWs
are produced. Previous investigation found that the ten-
sor bispectrum mediated by enhanced inflaton perturba-
tions peaks in the squeezed configuration [112]. Once
the tensor non-Gaussianity is properly assessed, com-
bined with PTA data, we can place constraints on the
amplitude of the field perturbations. It was found that
non-Gaussianities from different sectors (i.e., tensor and
scalar) can share the same origin (i.e., the enhanced field
perturbations), even though they enter the energy spec-
trum of GWs at different epochs: during inflation and
after inflation, respectively. Therefore, by combining the
tensor and scalar non-Gaussianities on small scales, the
parameter space of such models can be significantly con-
strained.
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