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Abstract. Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) can form from gravitational collapse of large
overdensities in the early Universe, giving rise to rich phenomena in astrophysics and cos-
mology. We develop a novel, general, and accurate method based on theory of density
contrast peaks to calculate the abundance of PBHs for a broad power spectrum of curvature
perturbations with Gaussian statistics. By introducing a window function to account for
relevant perturbation scales for PBHs of different masses, as well as a filter function circum-
venting overproduction of small PBHs, we find that previous studies might have dramatically
overestimated the abundance of PBHs by up to O(10) orders of magnitude.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBHs) can form in the early Universe through the gravitational
collapse of overdense regions after inflation. Proposed decades ago [1–6], PBHs prominently
link a multitude of topics in cosmology, rich astrophysical phenomena and can serve as poten-
tial non-particle dark matter (DM) candidates. While a variety of PBH formation scenarios
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have been proposed (see e.g. [7–9] for review), the most extensively explored1 involves quan-
tum fluctuations generated during inflation in the early Universe. These fluctuations are
stretched to scales beyond the Hubble horizon, where they freeze and evolve into classical
density perturbations. These fluctuations are stretched to scales beyond the Hubble horizon,
where they freeze and evolve into classical density perturbations. Upon re-entry into the
horizon during the decelerated expansion phase, perturbations with sufficiently large ampli-
tudes collapse to form PBHs, with masses approximately equal to the mass contained within
the horizon at the time.

Both the theoretical predictions and the observational constraints sensitively rely on ac-
curate calculation of the PBH abundance. Considering the gravitational collapse of density
perturbations, PBH formation relies on the criteria used to determine when perturbations
collapse into black holes. An approximate criterion for the required density contrast of
δcr ∼ 1/3 based on the Jeans instability as a threshold for gravitational collapse during the
radiation-dominated era has been put forth in Ref. [5]. This threshold represents the mini-
mum overdensity required for a perturbation to overcome pressure forces and collapse into
PBH. Taking inspiration from Press-Schechter formalism [13] to analyze DM halo forma-
tion and considering primordial perturbations to follow Gaussian statistics, the abundance
of PBHs can be estimated by calculating the fraction of regions where the density contrast
exceeds the critical threshold as

β ∼
∫

δcr
exp

(
− δ2

2σ2
δ

)
dδ ∼ erfc

(
δcr√
2σδ

)
, (1.1)

where δ ≡ δρ/ρ is the density contrast over the mean energy density ρ and σδ is the root-
mean-square (RMS) of the density contrast, quantifying the typical amplitude of density
fluctuations. This method has been widely used to estimate the abundance of PBHs. We
refer to it as the simplest Press-Schechter method based on the density contrast, or just PSδ
for short.

The compaction function, introduced in Ref. [14], measures the mass excess within
a spherical region relative to its radius and provides a more precise criterion for identifying
regions likely to collapse into black holes, particularly in numerical relativity. The compaction
function can be roughly expressed as C ∼ 2GδM(R)/R, where δM(R) is the mass excess
enclosed within a sphere of radius R. This function is derived using the Poisson equation,
which relates the density perturbation to the gravitational potential. In its simplest form,
the compaction function is interpreted as the volume average of the density contrast [14,
15]. However, due to the nonlinear relation between the density contrast and the curvature
perturbation on a comoving slice [16], the compaction function is more accurately described
as a quadratic form of the gradient of the curvature perturbation. The compaction function
provides a natural framework for extending the Press-Schechter formalism. By integrating
the probability density function of the compaction function from a critical threshold to an
upper bound, the abundance of primordial black holes (PBHs) can be estimated [17–21]. We
refer to this as the Press-Schechter-type formalism of compaction function, or just PSC for
short.

In the PSδ method based on density contrast, the abundance of PBHs is estimated
considering the probability of regions exceeding a critical threshold. However, this approach

1Although in some scenarios PBH formation has been suggested to occur through drastically different
pathways, for example involving scalar field fragmentation into Q-balls [10, 11] or oscillons [11, 12].
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lacks information about the profile of the density field. The lack of information about density
field’s profile remains the same in the PSC method. This limitation is addressed by the peaks
theory method, which incorporates the typical profile of the density field as determined by
the power spectrum and its higher order statistical moments. In this framework, the number
density of over-dense regions is calculated by taking the ensemble average on the comoving
volume of the maxima of a Gaussian field. The peaks theory method has been applied to
calculate the PBH number density using either the comoving curvature perturbation [22–28]
or its Laplacian [29, 30] as Gaussian variables. For cases with narrow peak in power spectrum
the calculation is significantly simplified, but such spectra are challenging to realize in theories
and could lead to unrealistic results [31]. For power spectra with finite width, PBHs naturally
form at different scales, resulting in a range of masses, which makes it necessary to introduce
a window function [32, 33]. In Ref. [29], window functions were considered in analyzing the
PBH formation within peaks theory. The smoothing scale Rs in the window function acts as
a UV cut-off, which allows them to deal with broad power spectra. To estimate the PBH mass
spectrum, they first calculate the mass spectrum for each Rs, and take the envelope curve of
the mass spectra when varying Rs. Although this procedure may have some relevance, the
physical interpretation of the enveloped mass function is not clear, considering in particular
the fact that the only role of the smoothing scale Rs in their prescription is to single out a
unique mass given by the maximum of the mass spectrum determined by Rs. Furthermore,
the PBH mass was still defined by the size of the over-dense region, which approaches a
constant when Rs → 0, inconsistent with our intuition.

In this work we develop an accurate method for determining PBH abundance based on
peaks theory. For power spectra with finite width, PBHs naturally form at different scales,
resulting in a range of masses. As PBHs form at different scales, under-dense regions can
be embedded within over-dense regions with smaller-scale peaks nested within larger-scale
peaks, so-called cloud-in-clouds [34–38]. We show that by introducing a filter function we
can partially address the cloud-in-cloud problem at small scales and reduce the impact of
overlapping peaks. Nevertheless, the cloud-in-cloud problem remains unavoidable at larger
scales, particularly when considering continuous changes in the smoothing scale. A more
robust resolution of the cloud-in-cloud problem would require N-body simulations. Our
approach assumes that PBH formation is an extremely rare event and that the timescale for
gravitational collapse is much shorter than the typical evolutionary timescale of the Hubble
horizon, ensuring the validity of our estimation. The choice of the window function plays
a key role in our calculations, as the PBH mass is directly related to the smoothing scale.
We select a smoothing scale such that the filtered over-dense region contains the maximum
of the compaction function, which serves as the criterion for PBH formation. Introducing
an appropriate window function significantly suppresses PBH abundance, as both the power
spectrum and its higher-order moments are suppressed. Importantly, we note that the window
function should also be included for consistency even in the case of a monochromatic peak
in the spectrum.

For our analysis, we focus on the comoving curvature perturbation R, of which the
power spectrum is enhanced on small scales to have a log-normal bump, but still assuming
Gaussian statistics. Such a setup can be realized, e.g., in ultra-slow-roll inflation with a
smooth transition to slow-roll [21, 39, 40], as seen in models like the Starobinsky model [41–
50]. The non-Gaussianity arising from the nonlinear relation between R and the density
contrast δ is naturally encoded in the definition of the compaction function C [16, 51–53].
Since C is a quadratic function of ∇R, the amplitude of R itself does not directly affect
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PBH formation, as it can be absorbed into a redefinition of the scale factor. Hence, as in
Refs. [29, 30], we adopt the Laplacian of R as the Gaussian variable instead of R itself. We
then apply peaks theory, incorporating the power spectrum and its moments smoothed over
a given scale with an appropriately chosen window function.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we provide the executive summary of
our method, including outline of the procedure, differences with previous analyses and new
results. In Sec. 3, we discuss the algorithm for calculating PBH abundance using peaks
theory, applicable for general scenarios. Specifically, in Sec. 4, we analyze in detail the log-
normal form that represents a finite-width power spectrum. In Sec. 5, we discuss our results
and compare with those obtained from previous methods, highlighting the differences and
advantages of our approach. We conclude in Sec. 6.

2 Executive Summary

Numerical and analytical studies have demonstrated that the profile of over-densities is
crucial for determining the threshold of the compaction function and hence criterion when
PBHs form [15, 33, 54]. However, PSC formalism does not contain the description of density
profile, thus can not account for this. Choosing a typical profile independently or relying on
the mean profile from peaks theory inevitably introduces inconsistencies in the calculation
methodology. These uncertainties in the choice of profile and threshold can lead to significant
differences in the predicted PBH abundance, motivating the adoption of peaks theory. In
this approach, the mean peak profile is rigorously defined by the multiple statistical moments
and two-point correlation functions of the Gaussian curvature perturbation field [22, 23, 25,
29, 30]. The shapes of the peaks, including their height, ellipticity, and oblateness, can also
be calculated accurately [34]. Since for the rare event of PBH formation non-sphericity can
be safely neglected (see, e.g., [37, 55–57])), one can focus on analyzing the height and width
of spherical peaks. Additionally, peaks theory provides the number density of maxima for
any Gaussian random field based on its multiple moments, which are derived from the power
spectrum. These quantities follow Gaussian distributions with variances determined by the
power spectrum of the comoving curvature perturbation R, filtered through an appropriately
chosen window function.

We put forth a general framework for analyzing PBH formation from finite-width power
spectra within the peaks theory approach. Previous analyses of PBH formation using peaks
theory have primarily focused on the monochromatic power spectrum of the comoving cur-
vature perturbation, PR ∼ δ(ln(k/k∗)). In this case, even without introducing a window
function, one could compute the PBH abundance by assuming that k∗ serves as both the
peak scale and the scale determining the PBH mass. While such a narrow peak in the power
spectrum can arise in some theories including multi-field inflation [58–60] or based on para-
metric resonance [61–63], simple inflationary models typically predict2 a spectrum with a
peak of finite width, ∆k ∼ k. In our analysis, we advance beyond the monochromatic power
spectrum and develop a general method adopting a log-normal spectrum as basis capturing

2For example, in Starobinsky inflation, a sudden change in the potential slope produces modulated oscilla-
tions with a period of π, where the first oscillatory peak represents the maximum of the power spectrum [47].
The width of this peak, determined by the oscillation period arising from the interplay of positive- and
negative-frequency modes of R, is approximately ∼ 1/2π and remains robust against variations in other
parameters [47, 64].
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Table of Notation

Notation Meaning Definition
fPBH(M) PBH mass spectrum Eq. (2.2)

R Curvature perturbation in comoving slice Eq. (3.2)
PR(k) Power spectrum of curvature perturbation Eq. (3.4)
µ2 Height of − ∇2R peak Eq. (3.7)
K3 Width of − ∇2R peak Eq. (3.7)
σ2

n Multiple moments of Gaussian random field Eq. (3.8)
γn σ2

n/(σn−1σn+1) Eq. (3.8)
Rn

√
3σn/σn+1 Eq. (3.8)

ψn Two point correlation function of Gaussian random field Eq. (3.8)
µ Redefined − ∇2R peak height: µ2σ

2
1/σ

2
2 Eq. (3.11)

K Redefined − ∇2R peak width: K3
√
σ2/σ4 Eq. (3.11)

R̂ Peak profile of R Eq. (3.12)
Npk (µ,K) Number density of peaks with height µ and width K Eq. (3.17)

Rs Smoothing scale of window function Eq. (3.18)
NPBH(M) PBH number density as a function of mass Eq. (3.35)

κ kRs Eq. (4.3)
κ∗ k∗Rs Eq. (4.3)
x kr Eq. (4.5)
x∗ k∗r Eq. (4.5)
xW r/Rs Eq. (4.5)

a wide range of theory predictions (e.g. [65])

PR = AR√
2π∆

exp
(

− ln2(k/k∗)
2∆2

)
, (2.1)

where ∆ and AR are the width and the variance of the curvature perturbation, respectively.
That is,

∫
d ln k PR(k) = AR. The log-normal peaked spectrum of Eq. (2.1) also allows to

approximate well the the smoothed junction point of the broken power-law spectra that can
appear in ultra-slow-roll inflation models [26, 66].

An important aspect of PBH formation is the consideration of a window function, which
defines a smoothing scale and effectively isolates perturbation contributions relevant to that
scale. The introduction of smoothing scales is necessary to take account of the expansion of
the universe and the temporal evolution of perturbations. Although all wavelength compo-
nents of perturbations generated during inflation freeze on super-horizon scales, they re-enter
the horizon at different times. Shorter-wavelength (i.e. small-scale) perturbations enter ear-
lier, while longer-wavelength perturbations are still outside the horizon. If we focus on a
given comoving scale Rs, we consider the configuration of the curvature perturbation when
it is on superhorizon scales, while the perturbations on scales smaller than Rs may have
already entered the horizon. Thus the window function effectively selects only the large-scale
components that are still super-horizon at a given time.

The choice of different window functions can significantly affect PBH abundance cal-
culations [32, 33]. However, we show that this dependence can be minimized by ensuring
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that the smoothed region includes the maximum of the compaction function. This requires a
filtering function that removes the unphysical contribution of configurations that are larger
than the smoothing scale. Using an appropriately chosen filtering scale, we further find that
PBH abundance calculated via peaks theory is significantly reduced compared to other meth-
ods without a window function, even for narrow spectra, but remains higher than estimates
from the PSδ approach.

In Fig. 1 we provide flowchart summarizing the algorithm of the method we put forth.

Key algorithm steps to evaluate PBH abundance:

1. Smooth the primordial perturbation power spectrum generated from an inflation model
by employing a window function.

2. Analyze the statistical properties of the Gaussian random field, the peak profile and
number density considering peaks theory.

3. Establish the threshold conditions for the formation of PBHs by considering the com-
paction function and the scale of the over-density region.

4. Determine the abundance of PBHs using the number density and the horizon mass
given the evolution of the Universe.

Our approach is based on several key innovations as follows. First, we note that the
peak profile is defined by the smoothed power spectrum R̂ ∼ µ

∑2
n=1 qnψn (r,Rs) , where µ is

the rescaled peak height and ψn denotes the weighted two point correlation functions. Then,
the PBH mass is determined by the smoothing scale Rs of the window function MH ∝ R2

s,
instead of the size of the overdense region (i.e. the radius rm of the compaction function
maximum) MH ∝ r2

m.
An important aspect we discuss is the necessity to filter out large k modes. As the

smoothing scale decreases, the corresponding PBH mass also reduces. However, beyond a
certain limit, the maximum of the compaction function falls outside the horizon, preventing
PBH formation. To take this effect into account, we exclude unwanted small PBHs arising
from fluctuations on very small scales, ensuring the total PBH abundance, calculated as an
integral over all scales, remains finite. This approach aligns with the findings of Ref. [27].
Namely, the horizon scale, approximately corresponding to the smoothing scale Rs, should
be larger than the size of the over-dense region, rm/Rs ≲ O(1). Otherwise, if rm ≫ Rs, the
horizon cannot effectively account for the Laplacian of R, i.e., the density contrast of the
over-dense region, and no PBH can form.

We note that there is inherent uncertainty in determining the exact value of rm/Rs,
reflecting the ambiguity in the precise timing of the horizon re-entry of the over-dense region.
The exact ratio can only be determined through numerical relativity, which is beyond the
scope of this work. Here, we impose this condition by requiring that the central mass in
the PBH mass spectrum corresponds to Rs = 1/k∗ (see Eq. (3.33)), at least in the case
of a monochromatic power spectrum. In addition to presenting the full expression for the
number density, we also re-analyze all our formulas in the high-peak limit [67], and find
that the difference of PBH abundances between them is only mild. Therefore, for a simple
calculation, the high-peak limit is accurate enough.
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Moments
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𝒞(r) = 2
3 [1 − (1 + rℛ′￼)2]

ℛ

rm(K; Rs)/Rs ∼ 𝒪(1)

𝒞m > 𝒞th

𝒫ℛ(k; Rs)

Figure 1: Algorithm flowchart of our method for calculating PBH abundance.

The master formula to calculate the PBH mass spectrum fPBH for PBHs of mass M
from our method is given by

fPBH (M) =
∫ dRs

Rs

∫
dK

∫
dµ δD

(
ln M

M (µ,K,Rs)

)
M (µ,K,Rs) NPBH

ρDM
. (2.2)

Here, ρDM is the energy density of dark matter, while NPBH is comoving number density of
PBHs that can be obtained using peaks theory. The δ-function imposes constraint on PBH
mass M to be a function of smoothing scale Rs, rescaled peak height µ, and rescaled width

– 7 –



K. All of these quantities will be defined later. Note that the Rs-dependence appears also
in NPBH, which originates from considering the peaks of size Rs.

Analyzing consequences of Eq. (2.2), among our new results are the following. A broader
power spectrum produces a wider PBH mass function. However, for a log-normal spectrum
as described by Eq. (2.1) with a logarithmic width ∆ ≲ 1, the PBH mass function resembles
that of a narrow spectrum. This similarity arises from the critical behavior in the infrared
(IR) and the rapid exponential decay in the ultraviolet (UV) regimes. Additionally, a broad
power spectrum can reduce the overall PBH abundance, as the peak value of the power
spectrum decreases when the variance AR is fixed.

We find distinct predictions for PBH formation compared to other approaches. When
a Gaussian window function is used, which ensures smoothness in both real and momentum
space, our new method based on peaks theory and described by Eq. (2.2) predicts an enhance-
ment in PBH formation compared to the PSδ formalism, though the increase is not dramatic.
For a monochromatic power spectrum, our results indicate that peaks theory without a win-
dow function and the PSC (Press-Schechter formalism using the compaction function) yield
similar PBH abundances. This similarity arises partly because the latter adopts the thresh-
old of the compaction function from the former. Notably, both the peaks theory without a
window function and the PSC method predict PBH abundances approximately O(30) orders
of magnitude higher than the PSδ formalism based on density contrast for a characteristic
spectrum amplitude of AR ∼ 10−2. In contrast, our method provides a significantly milder
enhancement, predicting PBH abundances about O(10) orders of magnitude higher than the
PSδ formalism. This is shown explicitly in Figs. 17 and 19 for comparison.

3 Peaks Theory Method

We consider the perturbed metric on comoving slices,

ds2
3 = a(t)2e2R(r)

(
dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
, (3.1)

where R(r) is the comoving curvature perturbation [68, 69], r is the position vector, r denotes
the radial coordinates, and dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 is an element of a unit two-dimensional
sphere. In this work, our discussion is limited to spherical symmetric peaks, such that R(r)
reduces to R(r) for simplicity. This approximation is known to hold for very high peaks,
but may not be so good for moderate peaks. An extension of our formalism to non-spherical
peaks is left for future investigation.

The inflationary phase of the early Universe naturally generates a randomly distributed
curvature perturbation, R, with its primordial non-Gaussianity primarily determined by its
super-horizon evolution [70]. In this study, we focus on a Gaussian R, whose probability
distribution function (PDF) is given by

PG(R) = 1√
2πσR

exp
(

− R2

2σ2
R

)
, (3.2)

where σ2
R is the variance of R, given by its power spectrum

σ2
R(Rs) =

∫ dk
k

PR(k)W̃ 2 (k,Rs) , (3.3)

PR(k) = k3

2π2

∣∣∣R̃ (k)
∣∣∣2 . (3.4)
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PBHs form when a quantity characterizing the over-dense region in a given area exceeds a
critical threshold. This quantity, designed to describe the compactness of the over-dense re-
gion, can be represented by the density contrast (see Eq. (3.24)), the compaction function (see
Eq. (3.23)), the curvature perturbation, or similar quantities, all of which are interconnected
through the Einstein equations.

3.1 Random Field Seed Background

Peaks theory provides the number density and shapes of local maxima of a Gaussian
random field, originally developed by Bardeen, Bond, Kaiser, and Szalay (BBKS) to analyze
halo formation [34]. We briefly review this theory in App. B. We adopt such a Gaussian
random field as the initial condition “seeding” for PBH formation, which actually occurs later,
well inside the Hubble horizon. The formation process itself requires numerically solving the
Misner-Sharp equations under an appropriate gauge, which in turn provides the threshold
for the initial Gaussian peaks on super-horizon scales. We assume spherical symmetry for
the peaks, neglecting ellipticity and oblateness due to the rarity of high peaks. Furthermore,
because of their rareness, we assume that peaks are sparsely distributed in space, with no
overlap between peaks of the same scale. However, superimposed peaks at different scales
are still possible, a situation that we address with introduction of a filtering function.

Distinct Gaussian random fields can be considered for analysis. However, as first noted
in Ref. [29], the Gaussian random field used in peaks theory for PBH formation should be
∇2R instead of R. This choice arises because PBH formation is inherently a local process,
and the long-wavelength components of R can be absorbed into a redefinition of the scale
factor a. Furthermore, it has an intuitive physical motivation as ∇2R ∼ −δρ/ρ at linear
order. The power spectrum of ∇2R satisfies [22, 30, 71]

P∇2R(k) = k4PR(k) . (3.5)

Around an over-dense region, one can identify the −∇2R-peak profile with statistic
quantities of R-peak as

−∇̂2R(r) = µ2
1 − γ2

3

[
ψ2(r) + R2

3
3 ∇2ψ2(r) − K2

3
γ3

σ2
σ4

(
γ2

3ψ2(r) + R2
3

3 ∇2ψ2(r)
)]

. (3.6)

Here, µ2 and K3 are the height and width of the −∇2R peak profile, respectively, i.e.

µ2 ≡ −∇2R
∣∣∣
r=0

, K2
3 ≡ − 1

µ2
∇2
(
−∇2R

)∣∣∣
r=0

. (3.7)

Note that both quantities are positive. For a detailed derivation of (3.6) from the peaks
theory, see App. B. The local coordinates are defined around the peaks, with their origins
positioned at the maximum points. The hat denotes the profile near the peak, while without
the hat represents the general field. Here, ∇2 ≡ δij∂i∂j is the Laplacian of the background
conformal spatial metric. Other statistic quantities from the peaks theory σn, ψn, γn, Rn are
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defined as
σ2

n =
∫ dk

k
k2nPR(k),

ψn(r) = 1
σ2

n

∫ dk
k
k2n sin(kr)

kr
PR(k),

γn = σ2
n

σn−1σn+1
,

Rn =
√

3 σn

σn+1
,

(3.8)

where σ2
n are the multiple moments. Note that γn and Rn are only valid for odd n.

Using the iteration relation

∇2ψn(r) = −
σ2

n+1
σ2

n

ψn+1(r), (3.9)

one can solve for the peak profile of R from the peak profile of −∇2R in Eq. (3.6)

R̂(r) = µ

1 − γ2
3

[
ψ1(r) + R2

3
3 ∇2ψ1(r) − K2

γ3

(
γ2

3ψ1(r) + R2
3

3 ∇2ψ1(r)
)]

+ R∞. (3.10)

Here,

µ ≡ µ2
σ2

1
σ2

2
, K2 ≡ K2

3
σ2
σ4

(3.11)

are the redefined dimensionless height and width of R-peak, respectively. In Eq. (3.10), R∞ ≡
R̂(r → ∞) is an integration constant, which represents the effect of the long-wavelength
perturbation and can always be absorbed in the redefinition of scale factor a. Therefore, we
set R∞ = 0 in the following.

Considering Eq. (3.9), the peak profile in Eq. (3.10) can be organized as

R̂ (r) = µ
2∑

n=1
qn(K)ψn (r) . (3.12)

Here
q1 (K) = 1 −K2γ3

1 − γ2
3
,

q2 (K) = 1
1 − γ2

3

(
−σ2

3
σ2

4

σ2
2
σ2

1

)(
1 − K2

γ3

)
.

(3.13)

In case of a monochromatic power spectrum one has q2 = 0.
Analogously, the number density of −∇2R peaks with height µ2 and width K3 in a

comoving volume element can be obtained by relating quantities denoted by n with those
denoted by n+ 2 in the results obtained from BBKS as described in App. B (see Eq. (B.52),
Eq. (B.34), Eq. (B.35)), yielding

Npk (µ2,K3) dµ2 dK3 = 2
( 1

6π

)3/2
µ2K3

σ2
4

σ2σ3
3
f

(
µ2K

2
3

σ4

)
P

(3)
1

(
µ2
σ2
,
µ2K

2
3

σ4

)
dµ2 dK3,

(3.14)
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where

f(x) = x3 − 3x
2

[
erf
(√

5
2x
)

+ erf
(

1
2

√
5
2x
)]

+
√

2
5π

[(
31x2

4 + 8
5

)
e−5x2/8 +

(
x2

2 − 8
5

)
e−5x2/2

]
. (3.15)

and

P
(n)
1 (v, x) = 1

2π
√

1 − γ2
n

exp
[
−1

2

(
v2 + (x− γnv)2

1 − γ2
n

)]
. (3.16)

The number density of peaks of −∇2R in a volume element around (µ,K) can then be
obtained by replacing µ2,K3 with µ,K by considering Eq. (3.11), resulting in

Npk (µ,K) dµ dK = 2
( 1

6π

)3/2 σ2
2
σ4

1

σ3
4
σ3

3
µKf

(
σ2
σ2

1
µK2

)
P

(3)
1

(
σ2
σ2

1
µ,
σ2
σ2

1
µK2

)
dµ dK. (3.17)

3.2 Window Function
An essential consideration for PBH formation is the role of the window function. Gener-

ally, the window function is introduced to smooth out small-scale perturbations, preventing
unwanted small PBHs from influencing the PBH population at the scales of interest. The
PBH mass is determined by the smoothing scale, which spans all relevant physical scales and
ultimately generates the PBH mass function. As a result, the physical interpretation of the
PBH mass function inherently depends on the choice of window function, which can lead to
some variation in the total PBH abundance. This uncertainty can only be diminished with
sufficiently advanced numerical simulations of PBH formation, which are complementary to
our analysis. We thus emphasize the relevance of the window function and its connection to
the smoothing scale and PBH mass. Taking into account a window function, the smoothed
power spectrum is given by

PR (k,Rs) = PR(k)W̃ 2 (k,Rs) . (3.18)

Here, W̃ 2 (k,Rs) represents the window function in momentum space, with the smoothing
scale denoted by Rs as before. The choice of window function should ensure that the relevant
effective volume in real space scales as ∝ R3

s.
Considering Eq. (3.18), the statistic quantities from peaks theory listed in Eq. (3.8)

are to be replaced using definitions based on the smoothed power spectrum and become
dependent on Rs as

σ2
n(Rs) =

∫ dk
k
k2nPR (k,Rs) ,

ψn(r,Rs) = 1
σ2

n(Rs)

∫ dk
k
k2n sin(kr)

kr
PR (k,Rs) .

(3.19)

In particular, Rs enters Eqs. (3.8), (3.12), (3.13), and (3.17), as well as the high-peak limit
formulas (4.26) and (4.27) in the following section. Following replacement of σ2

n, ψn as
described by Eq. (3.19), the dependence on Rs also enters quantities such as R̂ (r, µ,K,Rs),
qn(K,Rs), Npk (µ,K,Rs), γ3(Rs), R̂HPL(r, µ,Rs), and Npk,HPL(µ,Rs), which incorporate
the Rs dependence through PR(r,Rs).
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3.3 Collapse Threshold

The PBH formation process is highly nonlinear and detailed description generally re-
quires numerical relativity. Broadly, PBH formation occurs when the compaction function
reaches a value of unity at late times, as the over-dense region evolves non-linearly. On
super-horizon scales, the formation criterion is tied to the initial conditions and the critical
compaction function that corresponds to the collapse of a region to a PBH with zero mass.
Numerical studies have shown that the critical compaction function on super horizon scales,
Cth, varies approximately in the range of 0.41 to 0.67 depending on the density profile [15].
Additionally, numerical calculations suggest a nearly universal threshold for the averaged
compaction function [54]. Hence, we adopt a universal threshold in our analysis.

We consider the following diagonal form of the metric around the peaks [15]

ds2 = −A2(r, t)dt2 +B2(r, t)dr2 +R2(r, t)dΩ2 , (3.20)

where t is the cosmic time. The areal radius R is given by

R(r, t) = a(t)reR(r). (3.21)

Compaction function can be generally defined as the ratio of the Schwarzschild radius of the
over-dense region to the areal radius as

C(r, t) ≡ 2G [M(r, t) −Mb(r, t)]
R(r, t) , (3.22)

where G is the gravitational constant and Mb is the mass contained in the radius R in the
homogeneous background. Equivalently, the compaction function can be expressed in terms
of the coarse-grained density contrast

C(r, t) = 2G
R(r, t)ρb(t)

∫ R(r,t)

0
dR

[
4πR(r, t)2

]
δ(r, t) , (3.23)

where ρb = 3M2
PlH

2 = 3H2/8πG is the background energy density with H the Hubble
parameter. On comoving slices, the density contrast is related to the curvature perturbation
by [16]

δ(r, t) ≡ δρ

ρ
= −8

9

( 1
aH

)2
e−5R(r)/2∇2eR(r)/2 . (3.24)

By substituting Eq. (3.24) into Eq. (3.23), one can obtain the relation between compaction
function and the comoving curvature perturbation

Ĉ(r) = 2
3

[
1 −

(
1 + rR̂′(r)

)2
]
, (3.25)

where a prime stands for a derivative with respect to r. Notably, the time dependence cancels
out, making C solely a function of r. This is a direct consequence of the conservation of R
on super-horizon scales.

Depending on whether the areal radius R(r) given by Eq. (3.21) is monotonic, the per-
turbation can be classified as Type I and Type II [72]. Type II perturbations are characterized
by a non-monotonic R(r), which implies that

1 + rR̂′ (r, µ,K,Rs)
∣∣∣̊
r

= 0 (3.26)
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has one or more roots at specific values of r̊. For given K and Rs, the minimal µ satisfying
Eq. (3.26) defines the boundary between Type I and Type II fluctuations, denoted as µII =
µII (K,Rs). Recent numerical studies indicate that Type II fluctuations do not always lead
to the so-called Type B PBHs [73, 74], and the resulting PBH mass depends significantly on
the perturbation profile [75], making it challenging to estimate their masses.

As Type II fluctuations are extremely rare, in this paper we focus exclusively on Type A
PBHs formed by Type I fluctuations, for which the compaction function always has a single
maximum at rm, determined by

dĈ(r)
dr

∣∣∣∣∣
rm

= 0. (3.27)

The corresponding areal radius R(rm) gives the proper “size” of the over-dense region [30].
For Type I fluctuations, Eq. (3.27) is equivalent to(

R̂′(r) + rR̂′′(r)
)∣∣∣

rm

= 0. (3.28)

The threshold for PBH formation, independent of the specific profile, can be determined by
the volume-averaged compaction function [54]

Cm =
∫ R(rm)

0 dR(r)
[
4πR2(r)

]
C(r)

4π
3 R

3 (rm)
. (3.29)

A PBH will form if, on super-horizon scales, the volume-averaged compaction function sat-
isfies

Cm ≥ Cth = 2
5 , (3.30)

from which we can get the threshold of the peak height µth by solving

Cm(µth) = Cth. (3.31)

Thus, the range of peak heights that can produce Type A PBHs is given by µth < µ < µII.

3.4 Black Hole Mass and Number Density
As we mentioned, a peak with exactly the threshold height µth will collapse into a PBH

with zero mass. If the peak height µ exceeds the threshold µth, the corresponding PBH mass
follows a universal power-law behavior, given by the critical collapse [76–81]

MPBH (µ,K,Rs) = MH (Rs) K
(
µ− µth (K,Rs)

)γ
, (3.32)

where K is the dimensionless mass ratio, and γ is the critical index. In this paper, we will
neglect the parameter dependence of K and γ, but consider the approximate reference values
K = 6 and γ = 0.36 [82]. MH(Rs) represents the horizon mass corresponding to a given
comoving smoothing scale Rs, which scales as R2

s. This can be related to the horizon mass
associated with any comoving wavenumber k as

MH

Mk
= (kRs)2 , (3.33)

where k is a reference wavenumber. It can be normalized e.g. [30]

Mk(k) ≃ 1020
(

g∗
106.75

)−1/6 ( k

1.56 × 1013Mpc−1

)−2
g , (3.34)
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with g∗ denoting effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom3. For example, we can
select the central wavenumber k∗ of the power spectrum, as defined in Eq. (2.1), as the
reference.

The resulting number density of PBHs of mass M in a comoving volume can be related
to the peak number density from Eq. (3.17) by applying the mass expression in Eq. (3.32) as

NPBH (M) ≡
∫ dRs

Rs

∫
dK

∫ µII

µth
dµ δD

(
ln M

M (µ,K,Rs)

)
Npk (µ,K,Rs)Θ (Rs − Ξrm) ,

(3.35)
which remains conserved if subsequent evolutionary processes, such as merging, accretion,
evaporation, etc., can be neglected. Consequently, the present-day PBH mass function,
defined as the number density per logarithmic mass interval, is

fPBH (M) =
∫ dRs

Rs

∫
dK

∫
dµ δD

(
ln M

M (µ,K,Rs)

)
M (µ,K,Rs) NpkΘ (Rs − Ξrm)

ρDM
.

(3.36)
The total PBH abundance is then given by

f tot
PBH ≡

∫
d lnM fPBH(M). (3.37)

The seemingly additional step function Θ (Rs − Ξrm) in Eqs. (3.35) and (3.36) can
be understood as follows. It is introduced to ensure that the maximum of the compaction
function, rm, lies approximately within the smoothing scale Rs. This condition guarantees
that small PBHs with Rs ≲ rm do not contribute to the PBH abundance, as expected. From
another perspective, if the size of the over-dense region rm is much larger than the horizon
scale RH ∼ Rs, the matter within the horizon cannot “sense” the curvature, and instead
behaves as a rescaled background density. The parameter Ξ ∼ O(1) reflects our ignorance
of the exact relation between the over-dense size and the horizon scale, which could depend
on the specific profile or other properties of the over-dense region. In this work, we use a
simple principle to determine this numerical value in Sec. 3.5, and leave detailed numerical
investigations for future studies.

3.5 Criteria for Selecting Ξ

The aforementioned parameter Ξ that relates rm/Rs is uncertain due to ambiguity in
the exact timing of the horizon re-entry of the over-dense region. For a monochromatic power
spectrum, there is only a single characteristic scale k∗, and the corresponding smoothing scale
Rs should be given by

MH

Mk∗

≃ (k∗Rs)2 = 1, Rs = 1/k∗. (3.38)

Substituting Eq. (3.38) into Eq. (3.36), we obtain the PBH mass function for the monochro-
matic power spectrum case

fPBH (M(µ)) =
∣∣∣∣d lnM

dµ

∣∣∣∣−1 M (µ) Npk (µ)
ρDM

. (3.39)

3Enhanced PBH formation can be associated with rapid changes in the early Universe’s effective relativistic
degrees of freedom and equation of state, such as in scenarios involving novel high-temperature QCD first-order
phase transitions [83].
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Figure 2: PBH mass function for a monochromatic power spectrum obtained from the
fiducial expression Eq. (3.39) (red curve), and for the complete expression Eq. (3.36) with
different Ξ’s (dashed, dotted and solid black curves), considering a Gaussian window function
of Eq. (3.40). Adjusting Ξ such that central mass from the complete formula in Eq. (3.36) is
the same as the one from the fiducial expression Eq. (3.39), we have ΞG = 1/2.82. Note that
we normalize all the curves by f tot

PBH = 1, which have different variances: AR = 1.47 × 10−2

for the red curve and AR = 1.55 × 10−2 for the black curve.

A larger Ξ results in a more massive central mass Mc of the PBH mass function
fPBH(M). To determine Ξ for different types of window functions, we require the gen-
eral mass function in Eq. (3.36) to yield the same central mass as the fiducial expression in
Eq. (3.39). As shown in Fig. 2, for the Gaussian window function, given in momentum space
as

W̃G(k,Rs) = exp
[
−(kRs)2

2

]
, (3.40)

we find ΞG = 1/2.82. In Fig. 2 we also observe that central mass Mc is shifting with respect
to considered values of Ξ. The value of Ξ may vary for other window function choices, which
we discuss in Sec. 4.5.

4 Application to Log-normal Power Spectrum

In many theories, the power spectrum is well-approximated by a log-normal function
near its maximum (see e.g. [65]). Here, we apply our framework to a log-normal power
spectrum given by Eq. (2.1), considering a Gaussian window function of Eq. (3.40), as an
illustrative example demonstrating the practical implementation of our method. Other forms
of power spectra and window functions can be readily analyzed similarly.
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Figure 3: Illustration of (Σ2R
2
s)2 as a function of Rs for different choices of log-normal

power spectrum widths ∆, from Eq. (4.1).

4.1 General Scenario

We first considering general log-normal power spectrum case. Substituting Eq. (2.1)
and Eq. (3.40) into Eq. (3.19), we obtain

Σ2
n ≡ σ2

n

AR
= R−2n

s√
2π∆2

∫
dκ κ2n−1 exp

(
−(ln κ− ln κ∗)2

2∆2 − κ2
)
, (4.1)

and
γ3 = Σ2

3
Σ2Σ4

, (4.2)

where
κ ≡ kRs, κ∗ ≡ k∗Rs (4.3)

are dimensionless wave-numbers normalized by Rs. In the peaks theory, Σ2
n as well as σ2

n play
a role analogous to the variance of the density contrast in the Press-Schechter formalism, with
the key difference that Σ2

n and σ2
n have dimensions of [M ]2n by definition. On the other hand,

the variance of the density contrast is dimensionless, as shown in App. A (see Eq. (A.8)).
In Fig. 3 we illustrate (Σ2R

2
s)2 as a function of k∗Rs. This quantity broadens for a larger

width ∆ of the log-normal spectrum, while its amplitude decreases as the variance remains
conserved.

The number density of peaks, from Eq. (3.17), is found to be

Npk (µ,K,Rs) = 2
( 1

6π

)3/2 Σ2
2

Σ4
1

Σ3
4

Σ3
3

µ

2πAR

K√
1 − γ2

3

f

(Σ2
Σ2

1

µ√
AR

K2
)

× exp
[
− µ2

2AR

(Σ2
Σ2

1

)2
(

1 +
(
K2 − γ3

)2
1 − γ2

3

)]
.

(4.4)

The peak number density in Eq. (4.4) primarily depends on µ, K, Rs through the dominant
exponential factor, which clearly shows that K is centered approximately at

√
γ3(Rs).
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Figure 4: Normalized peak profile R̂/µ of Eq. (4.7) for different choices of log-normal
spectrum widths ∆, considering K = √

γ3 and R−1
s = k∗. Window-function-dominated

approximation (WFD) of Eq. (4.31) is displayed for reference (gray dashed line).

Considering the following dimensionless radius

x ≡ kr, x∗ ≡ k∗r, xW ≡ R−1
s r, (4.5)

we can recast the two-point correlation functions of Eq. (3.19) as

ψn(r,Rs) = 1√
2π∆2

k2n
∗

Σ2
n

∫ dx
x

(
x

x∗

)2n sin(x)
x

exp
[
−(ln x− ln x∗)2

2∆2 −
(
x

xW

)2
]
. (4.6)

Substituting Eq. (4.1) and Eq. (4.6) into Eq. (3.13) and Eq. (3.12), we obtain the smoothed
peak profile

R̂(r, µ,K,Rs) = µ
2∑

n=1
qn(K,Rs)ψn (r,Rs) . (4.7)

Since ψn → 1 when r → 0, the height of R̂ is given by

R̂(r → 0) = µ
2∑

n=1
qn(K,Rs). (4.8)

In Fig. 4 we display normalized peak profile R̂/µ of Eq. (4.7) for different choices of
log-normal spectrum widths ∆. We observe that a broader power spectrum results in a wider
profile. In Fig. 5 we display normalized peak profile R̂/µ(q1 + q2) for different choices of Rs

as well as K. Considering smoothing on larger scales Rs is seen to result in wider profile.
Further, as suggested by the definition of K, changes in K result in profiles of different
widths.

To focus our study on Type I fluctuations, it is necessary to determine the boundary
between Type I and Type II fluctuations, denoted as µII. This represents the minimum value
of µ corresponding to a non-monotonic areal radius. By rearranging Eq. (3.26), we can obtain
µII by solving

µII(K,Rs) = Min

−
( 2∑

n=1
qn(K,Rs)rdψn (r,Rs)

dr

)−1 . (4.9)
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Figure 5: [Left] Normalized peak profile R̂/µ(q1 +q2) of Eq. (4.7) for different choices of Rs,
considering K = √

γ3. [Right] Normalized peak profile R̂/µ(q1 + q2) of Eq. (4.7) for different
choices of K, considering R−1

s = k∗.

Here, Min{...} represents the minimum value when r varies. Additionally, the radius of the
first maximum of the compaction function rm can be readily determined using Eq. (3.28) as

0 =
2∑

n=1
qn(K,Rs)

(
dψn (r,Rs)

dr + r
d2ψn (r,Rs)

dr2

)∣∣∣∣∣
rm

. (4.10)

We observe the dependence rm = rm(K,Rs), since the upper limit of the integral over r in
the averaged compaction function of Eq. (3.29) is independent of µ.

For the smoothed compaction function of Eq. (3.25) and the areal radius Eq. (3.21), we
have

Ĉ(r, µ,K,Rs) = 2
3

1 −
(

1 + µ
2∑

n=1
qn(K,Rs)rdψn (r,Rs)

dr

)2 , (4.11)

R = ar exp
(
µ

2∑
n=1

qn(K,Rs)ψn (r,Rs)
)
. (4.12)

This allows us to determine the averaged compaction function of Eq. (3.29). Then, from
Eq. (3.31) we can obtain the threshold value in terms of peak height µth(K,Rs). Both µII
and µth increase when the power spectrum has a larger ∆, a smaller smoothing scale Rs, or
a narrower profile for larger K.

Considering the above determined parameters in mass formula Eq. (3.32), we can derive
the PBH mass as a function of µ, K, and Rs. Combining this with the comoving number
density from Eq. (4.4) and substituting the results into Eqs. (3.36) and (3.37), we can deter-
mine the PBH mass function for various values of log-normal spectrum width ∆, along with
the total PBH abundance.

4.2 Monochromatic Spectrum Limit

To facilitate comparison with other works, we present the general formulas in the limit of
vanishing spectrum width ∆ → 0 when a log-normal spectrum resembles narrow monochro-
matic power spectrum. This not only simplifies the expressions significantly, but also provides
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a clearer physical interpretation. Further, the monochromatic spectrum serves as a key refer-
ence because it allows to define the unique parameter Ξ in the step function of Θ (Rs − Ξrm),
which is used to exclude undesired contributions from small PBHs.

We consider the monochromatic power spectrum given by

PR(k) = ARδD (ln k − ln k∗) , (4.13)

where δD is a Dirac delta function. We again focus on the Gaussian window function of
Eq. (3.40). Following our analysis of log-normal power spectrum and substituting Eq. (4.13)
in Eq. (3.19), we obtain

Σ2
n = k2n

∗ e−κ2
∗ , γn = 1, K = √

γ3 = 1, (4.14)

where κ∗ is defined in Eq. (4.3). From Eq. (4.14) we have q2 = 0 and the the peak profile is
described by ψ1 only, yielding

R̂(r) = µψ1(r) = sin(x∗)
x∗

, (4.15)

where x∗ ≡ k∗r is defined in Eq. (4.5). Resulting Eq. (4.15) implies that the profile is
universal and the smoothing scale Rs is not relevant. The upper bound of Eq. (3.26), or that
of Eq. (4.9), for Type A PBHs reduces to just a constant value

µII = Min
[(sin x∗

x∗
− cosx∗

)−1
]

≃ 0.941. (4.16)

In Fig. 6, we illustrate the functional behavior and the determination of the boundary between
the Type I and Type II fluctuation regions. The condition for the value to be positive arises
from the requirement that the peak height must be positive. Additionally, the condition of
first solution ensures that scenarios where the peak height changes across singularities are
not considered.

From Eq. (3.28) or Eq. (4.10), and considering xm ≡ k∗rm, we find that the radius of
the compaction function maximum is also determined (see also Ref. [30])

sin xm

x2
m

− cosxm

xm
− sin xm = 0 =⇒ xm ≃ 2.74. (4.17)

Substituting Eq. (4.15) into Eq. (4.11) and Eq. (4.12), we find

Ĉ(r) = 2
3

[
1 −

(
1 − µ

(sin x∗
x∗

− cosx∗

))2
]
,

R

a
= x∗
k∗

exp
(
µ

sin(x∗)
x∗

)
.

(4.18)

Then, we can calculate the averaged compaction function Cm inside a sphere of areal radius
R(rm) according to Eq. (3.29). Requiring that

Cm (µth) = 2
5 , (4.19)

we find µth ≃ 0.615 and Cm(µth) ≃ 0.587. In Fig. 7 we display the averaged compaction
function Cm and the maximum compaction function Cm for monochromatic power spectrum
as a function of µ.

– 19 –



0 2 4 6 8 10
-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

x

si
n(
x)

x
-
co
s
(x
)
-
1

Figure 6: Illustration of boundary determination between Type I and Type II fluctua-
tions, with µII ≃ 0.941 (horizontal grid-line) for the case of monochromatic spectrum from
Eq. (4.16).

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

μ


m
&


m
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function (dashed line), Cm, for a monochromatic power spectrum. The threshold value is
defined by Cm = 0.4, with the corresponding Cm = 0.587, which matches the threshold
condition in the PSC method based on the compaction function.

Substituting Eq. (4.14) into Eq. (4.4), we obtain the comoving number density of peaks

Npk (µ,Rs) =
( 1

6π

) 3
2
e

1
2 κ2

∗f

(
µ√
AR

e
1
2 κ2

∗

)
k3

∗√
2πAR

exp
[
− µ2

2AR
eκ2

∗

]
, (4.20)

where function f(x) is defined in Eq. (3.15). Unlike the universal profile in Eq. (4.15),
the comoving number density depends on Rs, leading to a result that differs from the non-
window-function approach, even for a monochromatic power spectrum that is discussed in
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Ref. [30]. In Ref. [30], the relation between the peak number density and the PBH number
density is simply linked via the Jacobian factor |d lnM(µ)/dµ|−1. Tracing the Rs dependence
in Eq. (4.20), we find that

Npk ∼ exp
(
2κ2

∗ − eκ2
∗
)
, (4.21)

where we use the approximation from Ref. [34]

f(x) → x3 when x → ∞. (4.22)

When Rs → 0, the comoving number density of peaks in Eq. (4.21) converges to a constant,
and the mass function goes to zero as R2

s. If the PBH mass does not approach zero, the PBH
abundance diverges in the UV limit, as indicated by Eq. (3.36). The maximum of the number
density is estimated by taking maximum of the term

(
2κ2

∗ − eκ2
∗
)
, i.e. κ∗ =

√
ln 2 ≃ 0.833.

On the other hand, the mass decreases proportionally to R2
s, as is shown in Eq. (3.33).

Therefore, the abundance can be approximated as

fPBH ∼ MPBHNpk ∼ κ2
∗ exp

(
2κ2

∗ − eκ2
∗
)
. (4.23)

The maximum PBH abundance is reached approximately around κ∗ ∼ O(1), with κ∗ ≃ 1.037.
With the R2

s UV tail and exponential suppressed IR tail (∼ exp(−ek2
∗R2

s )), we can see easily
that the total PBH abundance converges.

A robust method for calculating PBH abundance must satisfy certain physical condi-
tions. First, the central mass Mc in the mass spectrum fPBH should correspond closely to
the central frequency of the perturbation k∗, with Mc/Mk∗ ∼ O(1). This can be verified for
our approach by analyzing κ∗ as discussed earlier. Second, the total PBH abundance given
by Eq. (3.36) must converge. Some earlier approaches define the PBH mass based on the size
of the overdense region, characterized by rm or k∗, such that MPBH ∼ r2

m ∼ k−2
∗ [19, 30, 84].

However, this constant-mass assumption, characterized by rm, leads to a divergent total
abundance when the entire Rs interval is considered. In contrast, our method demonstrates
that the PBH mass is well determined by the smoothing scale, MPBH ∝ R2

s, rather than
MPBH ∝ r2

m. As the smoothing scale becomes smaller, the PBH mass approaches zero,
ensuring a convergent total abundance in the UV limit.

4.3 High Peak Limit

The full expression for the peak number density is complex, but a practical simplification
is considering the “high peak limit” (HPL). This approximation is valid when the peak height
µ is large. Under this approximation, the dependence on K can be neglected by adopting its
most probable value K ≃ √

γ3. And the other formulas like the number density and profile
are also much simplified. Therefore, it is worth working in the HPL, of which the simplified
formulas can help us to understand the physical interpretations. We will show later that the
result from the HPL is accurate enough comparing with the full result.

The HPL approximation suggests that the peak width K can be approximately fixed
by evaluating Eq. (3.17) considering the following expression for P (3)

1 ,

P
(3)
1

(
σ2
σ2

1
µ,
σ2
σ2

1
µK2

)
≃ 1√

2π
1

√
γ3

σ2
1
σ2

1
2µ exp

[
−µ2

2

(
σ2
σ2

1

)2
]
δD (K − √

γ3) . (4.24)
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Here we mention that in the monochromatic spectrum limit, we have
√

2
µ

σ2
1
σ2

√
1 − γ2

3 → 0. (4.25)

In the case of an extended spectrum, the window function plays the decisive role in determin-
ing the moments of the power spectrum. In this case, as we will see in the next subsection,
we have γ3 →

√
2/3.

By setting K = √
γ3, Eq. (3.13) simplifies to q1 = 1 and q2 = 0 and the next-to-leading

order contribution ∇2ψ1 vanishes. By substituting this into Eq. (3.12), the HPL profile is
obtained directly as

R̂HPL(r) = µψ1(r). (4.26)

To derive the HPL peak number density, we substitute Eq. (4.24) into Eq. (3.17),
resulting in a function that depends solely on µ

Npk,HPL(µ) ≡
∫

Npk(µ,K)dK

=
( 1

6π

)3/2 σ2
σ2

1

σ3
4
σ3

3
f

(
σ2
σ2

1
µγ3

) 1√
2π

exp
[
−µ2

2

(
σ2
σ2

1

)2
]
.

(4.27)

This approach simplifies our calculations while maintaining accuracy, as PBH formation
primarily occurs for high peaks. With σ2

n and ψn still given by Eq. (4.1) and Eq. (4.6),
the peak profile and number density in the HPL are provided by Eq. (4.26) and Eq. (4.27),
respectively. Due to the absence of ψ2 in the profile, the expression for µII and rm can be
directly obtained by substituting q1 and q2 into Eq. (4.9) and Eq. (4.10). As we demonstrate
below, the HPL approximation provides valuable insights into the physical interpretation of
key quantities.

4.4 Profile Restrictions and Smoothing Scale

Building on the technical details outlined above, we discuss the dependence of our
method on smoothing scale Rs. Different smoothing scales correspond to compaction func-
tions with distinct shapes, each having a maximum point that does not necessarily coincide
with the smoothing scale. Here, for concreteness, we focus on a log-normal power spectrum
and a Gaussian window function. Our analysis can be readily extended to other types of
power spectra and window functions.

An additional constraint is applied to the profile for a given smoothing scale to ensure
that the innermost maximum of the compaction function lies within the sphere of radius Rs.
First, in Fig. 8 we display how the peak profile mean width K3 =

√
γ3σ4/σ2 depends on the

smoothing scale, as given by Eq. (3.11). The profile mean width decreases as the smoothing
scale shrinks. This effect is more pronounced for narrow power spectra, while broad power
spectra are less sensitive. In the large-scale limit, for a fixed Rs, a broader power spectrum
results in a wider profile. We now focus on HPL approximation in Sec. 4.3 for simplicity.
The position of the innermost maximum of the compaction function, rm, is approximately
the size of the over-dense region, which is given by(

dψ1 (r,Rs)
dr + r

d2ψ1 (r,Rs)
dr2

)∣∣∣∣∣
rm

= 0. (4.28)
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Figure 8: Dependence of the peak profile mean width,
√
γ3σ4/σ2, on the smoothing scale, as

given by Eq. (3.11). For a monochromatic power spectrum
√
γ3σ4/σ2 = k∗. The horizontal

grid-lines are 1 and
√

2. For really large ∆, we use Eq. (4.30) to derive the limit value of√
γ3σ4/σ2 Rs →

√
2.

In Fig. 9 we display the dependence of the maximum radius rm on smoothing scale,
rm = rm(∆, Rs). In the general formulation of our method, rm also depends on the peak
width K (see Eq. (4.10)). However, in the HPL approximation, this dependence is omitted
for simplicity. We observe in Fig. 9 the presence of a plateau when Rs is small. For a narrow
peak, this plateau emerges immediately when k∗Rs ≲ 1, while for larger widths ∆ it appears
at smaller scales. However, the existence of such a plateau is unphysical, as it suggests that
for a smoothing scale Rs much smaller than 1/k∗, the innermost maximum rm ≫ Rs ∼ RH

remains constant. Obviously, PBHs can not form when RH is significantly smaller than
rm. To address this issue, we introduce a step function Θ(Rs − Ξrm). This enforces the
condition that PBHs only form when the innermost maximum of the compaction function
rm lies approximately within the smoothing scale Rs. The O(1) coefficient of Ξ depends
on the details of the collapse, which can only be accurately determined through numerical
relativity investigations. In this analysis, we adopt the principle that the central mass is
primarily determined by Rs ∼ 1/k∗, in particular for the monochromatic case. See Sec. 3.5
for details.

In order to understand the different behaviors of rm(Rs) for k∗Rs > 1 and k∗Rs < 1,
we note that the key factor in the definitions of Σn in Eq. (4.1) and ψn in Eq. (4.6) is the
following exponential function component that we mark as fe,

ln fe ≡ −(ln k − ln k∗)2

2∆2 − (kRs)2. (4.29)

Depending on whether the first or the second term dominates in Eq. (4.29), the exponential
function fe exhibits different behaviors as a function of k. If the second term (from Window
function) in Eq. (4.29) is negligible, σn and ψn(r) become homogeneous expressions of k/k∗.
Conversely, if the first term (from the power spectrum) is negligible, σn and ψn(r) become
homogeneous expressions of kRs. In both cases, rm can be explicitly solved, as discussed
below in Eq. (4.34) and the text in the vicinity. To gain insight, we consider three limiting
cases below.
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(1) The “window-function dominated” (WFD) case in HPL, which describes the large-Rs

behavior seen in Fig. 9;

(2) The k∗-dominated case, which captures the small-Rs limit;

(3) The WFD case in full expression, which is similar to (1) except that the non-trivial
K-dependence is retained.

In the case (1), the WFD in HPL, the first term in Eq. (4.29) is negligible. Hence we
obtain

σ2
n ≃ σ2

n,WFD = 1√
2π

AR
∆

R−2n
s

2 Γ(n). (4.30)

This gives γ3 = σ2
3/(σ2σ4) =

√
2/3, and (4.6) gives

ψn(r) ≃ ψn,WFD(r) = 1F1

(
n,

3
2 ,−

(r/Rs)2

4

)
, (4.31)

where 1F1(a, b, z) is the confluent hypergeometric function. The WFD limit is more promi-
nent when ∆ ≳ 1, as can be seen from Fig. 9. Apparently, this is because when the power
spectrum becomes flatter and flatter, the k-dependence is mainly provided by the window
function. Substituting Eq. (4.31) into Eq. (4.28), we obtain the equation for rm in the WFD
limit in HPL

1 + (rm/Rs)2

2 −
(

(rm/Rs)3

4 + 1
rm/Rs

)
√
πerfi

(
rm/Rs

2

)
exp

[
−(rm/Rs)2

4

]
= 0, (4.32)

where erfi(x) is the imaginary error function. The solution of Eq. (4.32) is found to be
rm ≃ 2.35Rs. Hence, for the case of WFD limit in HPL, rm is proportional to Rs. As
is shown in Fig. 9, the deviation between the precise result and rm ≃ 2.35Rs of WFD in
HPL reflects the contribution from the power spectrum where the first term in Eq. (4.29) is
not ignored. The precise result indicates that a broader power spectrum produces a larger
innermost maximum at large smoothing scales but results in an even smaller innermost
maximum compared to a narrow power spectrum at small smoothing scales.

In case (2), where the power spectrum dominates in Eq. (4.29), the smoothing scale Rs

no longer plays a role. In this limit, Eq. (4.1) simplifies to

σ2
n ≃ ARk

2n
∗ e2n2∆2

, (4.33)

with γ3 → 1, and the general method reduces to HPL. Here, ψ1(r) cannot be expressed
analytically. From Eq. (4.28) we can obtain rm, by considering xm = k∗rm and solving∫ dx

x

(
x

xm

)3 [sin x
x2 − cosx

x
− sin x

]
exp

(
−(ln x− ln xm)2

2∆2

)
= 0, (4.34)

which only depends on ∆. This corresponds to the constant rm observed for different values
of spectrum widths ∆ in Fig. 9 when Rs is small. These plateaus indicate that the window
function is no longer effective, resulting in a constant rm that represents the minimum at-
tainable value after the window function ceases to be relevant. Covering these plateaus in the
final result essentially involves redundant accumulation, since in the actual physical processes
rm associated with these plateaus corresponds to the smallest over-dense size dictated by the
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Figure 9: Dependence of compaction function maximum radius rm on smoothing scale. The
pink shaded region is where all the curves with ∆ ≥ 0 can cover. The ∆ = 0 (monochromatic)
case is given by k∗rm ≃ 2.74 and the large width limit is given by k∗rm ≃ 2.35k∗Rs. The
dashed line represents the cutoff condition used in this work, Rs = Ξrm, where we adopt
ΞG = 1/2.82 for the Gaussian window function (see Sec. 3.5).
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Figure 10: relation between maximum compaction function radius rm in the limit of Rs → 0
as a function of spectrum width ∆, in terms of xm ≡ k∗rm determined by Eq. (4.34).

input power spectrum. In Fig. 10 we further illustrate the relation between rm(Rs → 0) and
∆. This demonstrates that the window function loses its effectiveness at a smaller smoothing
scale for a broader power spectrum.

Better understanding of the form of rm(Rs) can be inferred from Eq. (3.19). The blue-
tilted part of k2nPR(k) is dominated by the smoothing scale, while the red-tilted part is
approximately governed by the central frequency k∗. While the specific shape of the power
spectrum and the form of the window function can alter the exact expression for rm(Rs),
they do not change the general trends described above.

In case (3), the dependence on the peak width K can be retained in WFD limit by
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Figure 11: Dependence of rm/Rs on K in WFD limit considering next-to-leading order
terms in profile, obtained by solving Eq. (4.36). The vertical line denotes K = (2/3)1/4,
rm/Rs ≃ 2.35 being solution of WFD in HPL and the horizontal line is the solution when
K = 0, rm/Rs ≃ 2.94.

considering the next-to-leading order terms in the profile from Eq. (4.7). As displayed in
Fig. 11, rm/Rs is no longer constant, as it is in the HPL case, but instead becomes dependent
on K. In WFD case, the two coefficients qn=1,2 are independent of Rs due to γ3 →

√
2/3,

giving

q1 = 3
(

1 −
√

2
3K

2
)
, q2 =

√
3
2K

2 − 1. (4.35)

Considering Eq. (4.10), rm can be found from

q1 (K)
(

−(rm/Rs)2 + 2
2

)
+ q2 (K)

(
(rm/Rs)4 − 8(rm/Rs)2 − 4

8

)

+
{
q1 (K) (rm/Rs)4 + 4

4(rm/Rs) + q2 (K)
(

−(rm/Rs)6 + 10(rm/Rs)4 − 4(rm/Rs)2 + 8
16(rm/Rs)

)}

+
√
π erfi

(
rm/Rs

2

)
exp

[
−(rm/Rs)2

4

]
= 0

(4.36)

In Fig. 11 we display numerical solution of Eq. (4.36).
We highlighted the impact of the smoothing scale on the entire set of peaks theory

statistical quantities, particularly when the window function fails to appropriately modulate
the full frequency range. The limitation of the window function in effectively smoothing out
small scales reflects the failure to capture the central frequency k∗. This can be utilized to
simulate the process of approximating a flat spectrum by a extremely broad log-normal power
spectrum. Naturally, our method can also be directly readily applied to a flat spectrum.

4.5 Choice of Window Function

We now discuss the influence of the choice of different window functions, focusing on the
monochromatic power spectrum for simplicity. While the Gaussian window function given
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by Eq. (3.40) has been the primary focused thus far, variety of alternatives exists [32, 33].
We consider two additional characteristic cases, the real-space top-hat window function

W̃rTH (k,Rs) = 3sin (kRs) − (kRs) cos(kRs)
(kRs)3 , (4.37)

and k-space top-hat window function

W̃kTH (k,Rs) = Θ
(
R−1

s − k
)
. (4.38)

Here, Θ(x) is Heaviside step-function, with Θ(x = 0) = 1. Correspondingly, we have

Σ2
n ≡ σ2

n

AR
= k2n

∗ W̃ (k∗, Rs)2 , γn = 1, (4.39)

and

Npk =
( 1

6π

) 3
2
W̃−1 (k∗, Rs) f

(
µ√
AR

W̃−1 (k∗, Rs)
)

k3
∗√

2πAR
exp

[
− µ2

2AR
W̃−2 (k∗, Rs)

]
.

(4.40)
Note that Eq. (4.39) and Eq. (4.40) are valid for all types of window functions, and can be
evaluated by substituting Eq. (3.40), Eq. (4.37) or Eq. (4.38) as W̃ . The peak profile is the
same as that of Eq. (4.15). Following procedure of Sec. 3.5 we can identify filtering conditions
on Ξ for each window function as

ΞG = 1/2.82, ΞrTH = 1/2.90, ΞkTH = 1/2.87. (4.41)

With these results, we can estimate the PBH abundance using different window function
types. We show and discuss this further in Sec. 5.

Importantly, as smoothing scale approaches zero (Rs → 0), we find that Eq. (4.39) and
Eq. (4.40) result in

Σ2
n ≡ σ2

n

AR
= k2n

∗ , γn = 1, (4.42)

and

Npk =
( 1

6π

) 3
2
f

(
µ√
AR

)
k3

∗√
2πAR

exp
[
− µ2

2AR

]
. (4.43)

These results are identical to those obtained when considering a bare power spectrum. This
further supports the idea that PBH formation methods ignoring the window function are
effectively equivalent to taking the limit Rs → 0. However, such extremely small PBHs are
not expected to form from perturbations with a wavelength of 1/k∗.

5 Results and Discussion

We now present the PBH mass function and its total abundance calculated using our
method developed in this work, along with results obtained considering HPL and for different
choices of window functions. We highlight several notable features of the results and provide
a comparison with those derived from previous methods in the literature.
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Figure 12: Total PBH abundance calculated by the peaks theory smoothed by a Gaussian
window function and filtered by a filter function (solid lines, “peak-filtered”) for different
choices of the log-normal power spectrum widths ∆. Result following method of Ref. [30]
without smoothing or filtering is overlaid for reference (gray line, “peak-bare”).

5.1 PBH Abundance

In Tab. 1 we summarize the variance AR required to produce PBH as all the dark
matter for power spectra with different widths, along with their corresponding central mass
Mc. Similar to other methods, broader power spectra result in lower PBH abundance for
a given variance AR, as the power spectrum amplitude around the central frequency k∗
decreases with increasing width.

In Fig. 12, we present the total PBH abundance calculated using the peaks theory
method with Gaussian window function, as developed in this study. For comparison, we
also include the results from [30], where neither smoothing nor filtering was applied, and a
lower mass parameter K = 1 was used, in contrast to K = 6 adopted in our work. The mass
functions shown in Fig.13 exhibit some universal features. All follow the same scaling law,
fPBH ∝ M1+1/γ ∼ M3.8, arising from critical collapse in IR, and displaying exponential decay
dictated by statistical effects in UV. Additionally, the mass functions become broader for
broader power spectra. A mass shift is also observed in both the Press-Schechter formalism,
see Fig.25, and in the peaks theory method we develop smoothed with a window function
and including a filter function (denoted as “peak-filtered”), as displayed in Figs. 13 and 14.

Broad power spectra result in smaller central masses where the peak of the mass func-
tions is located. See the fourth row of Tab. 1 for details. This observation is consistent
with Ref. [29] and can be explained as follows: A log-normal spectrum with width ∆, cen-
tered at k∗, can be viewed as a distribution of perturbations spanning from kmin ∼ k∗e

−∆

to kmax ∼ k∗e
∆, with an approximately uniform amplitude. By dividing this range into n

narrow intervals such that each bin is small enough to apply Eq. (4.23) and Eq. (4.20) to
estimate PBH abundance, we find that the maximum in the j-th interval corresponds to
R−1

s ∼ k∗ exp((−1 + j/n)∆), where j = 1, 2, . . . , 2n. While the amplitude AR/(
√

2π∆) re-
mains approximately constant across intervals, the extra factor k3

∗ exp(3(−1 + j/n)∆) factor
in Npk of Eq. (4.20) ensures that the global maximum PBH abundance always occurs at
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Figure 13: PBH mass function calculated by the peaks theory smoothed by a Gaussian
window function and filtered by a filter function (solid lines, “peak-filtered”) for different
choices of the log-normal power spectrum widths ∆, normalized such that PBHs constitute
all DM with Mk∗ = 1020 g. Result following method of Ref. [30] without smoothing or
filtering is overlaid for reference (gray line, “peak-bare”).

∆ color AR Mc/Mk∗ AR(HPL) Mc/Mk∗(HPL) e−∆/2

0 (bare) Gray 5.33 × 10−3 1.80 5.33 × 10−3 1.80 1.00
0 (filtered-Gau) Black 1.55 × 10−2 1.24 1.55 × 10−2 1.24 1.00
0 (filtered-rTH) Cyan 6.98 × 10−3 1.24 6.98 × 10−3 1.24 1.00
0 (filtered-kTH) Magenta 5.93 × 10−3 1.24 5.93 × 10−3 1.24 1.00
0.1 (filtered-Gau) Blue 1.56 × 10−2 1.21 1.62 × 10−2 1.21 0.95
0.4 (filtered-Gau) Purple 2.24 × 10−2 0.98 2.46 × 10−2 0.91 0.82
1.0 (filtered-Gau) Green 4.35 × 10−2 0.76 5.44 × 10−2 0.40 0.61
2.0 (filtered-Gau) - 8.14 × 10−2 0.45 1.11 × 10−1 0.39 0.37
3.0 (filtered-Gau) Red 1.21 × 10−1 0.27 1.65 × 10−1 0.26 0.22

Table 1: The amplitude AR, central mass Mc, and the estimated central mass (with a
normalization from monochromatic case) as displayed in Fig. 12, Fig. 13 and 14, normalized
such that PBH abundance is unity and constitutes all DM, with Mk∗ = 1020 g in Eq. (3.34).

the largest wave number ke∆, corresponding to the smallest mass M∗e
−∆/2. This reasoning

is accurate for a top-hat power spectrum [85–89], and works well for a log-normal power
spectrum with width ∆, as demonstrated in Tab. 1.

5.2 PBH Abundance in High Peak Limit

In Fig. 14, we present the total PBH abundance and mass function calculated using
HPL, both with a Gaussian window function. For reference, the results from Ref. [30], which
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Figure 14: [Left] Analogous to Fig. 12, but considering HPL. [Right] Analogous to Fig. 13,
but considering HPL.
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Figure 15: Total PBH abundance calculated by the peaks theory smoothed by a window
function and filtered by a filter function (solid lines, “peak-filtered”) method using different
types of window function, all the lines are for the monochromatic power spectrum. Result
following method of Ref. [30] without smoothing or filtering is overlaid for reference (gray
line, “peak-bare”).

do not include smoothing or filtering, are also shown. The small differences between the
general full method calculation and HPL approximation are summarized in the third and
fifth rows of Tab. 1. As discussed in Sec. 4.3, HPL is useful for simplifying calculations,
particularly for narrow power spectra, but may not provide reliable results for broad power
spectra.

5.3 Window Function Dependence

In Fig. 15, we compare the total PBH abundance estimated for a monochromatic power
spectrum using our method with different window functions: real-space top-hat, k-space top-
hat, and Gaussian. The total abundance produced by the k-space top-hat window function is
larger than that obtained using the real-space top-hat window function, while the Gaussian
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Figure 16: [Left] Illustration of (Σ2R
2
s)2 for monochromatic power spectrum considering

different types of window functions, see Eq. (4.1). [Right] Zoom in illustration of (Σ2R
2
s)2

for monochromatic power spectrum considering different types of window functions around
k∗Rs = 1.

window function yields the most suppressed result. The variance required to achieve f tot
PBH = 1

is AR = 6.98×10−3, for the real-space top-hat window function and AR = 5.93×10−3 for the
k-space top-hat window function. These findings align with the trends reported in Ref. [29],
confirming that k-space top-hat window function allows for more efficient PBH formation
than the Gaussian window function. In Fig. 16 we display results for a monochromatic
power spectrum. Here, the differences in PBH production caused by the choice of window
function can be explained by the differences in the variance (Σ2R

2
s)2 around Rs ∼ 1/k∗,

which approximates the variance of the density contrast σ2
δ . As shown in Fig. 16, a larger

variance generally leads to a larger PBH abundance.
In Fig. 17, we show the PBH mass function calculated using the peaks theory smoothed

by a window function and filtered by a filter function method with different types of window
functions for the monochromatic power spectrum. All choices produce the same central
mass Mc/Mk∗ = 1.24, which follows from the scaling Rs ∼ 1/k∗, as shown in Eq. (3.38).
For calculations without smoothing, the central mass shifts to the higher mass side. The
mass function obtained with a k-space top-hat window function is very similar to that with
a Gaussian window function, while the real-space top-hat window function allows for the
production of more massive PBHs, as seen in Fig. 17.

5.4 Comparison with Earlier Methods

We now compare the results of PBH mass function and abundance in different methods:
the Press-Schechter formalism based on the density contrast (PSδ), the Press-Schechter-type
formalism using the compaction function (PSC), the peaks theory without a window function
or filtering function (peak-bare) following Ref. [30], as well as the peaks theory smoothed by
a window function and filtered by a filter function (peak-filtered) studied in this paper, and
its high peak limit (peak-HPL).

In Fig. 18, we focus exclusively on the monochromatic case using a Gaussian window
function. It is evident that the Press-Schechter-type formalism based on the compaction
function (PSC) predicts a similar PBH abundance to that of the peaks theory without a
window function (peak-bare). This is not surprising, as the compaction function threshold is
the dominant factor in such calculations, and the PSC method adopts this directly from the
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Figure 17: PBH mass function calculated by the peaks theory smoothed by a window
function and filtered by a filter function (solid lines, “peak-filtered”) method using different
types of window function, all considering the monochromatic power spectrum, normalized
such that PBHs are all DM with Mk∗ = 1020 g of Eq. (3.34). Result following method of
Ref. [30] without smoothing or filtering is overlaid for reference (gray line, “peak-bare”).
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Figure 18: Comparison of total PBH abundance calculated by different methods for a
monochromatic power spectrum with ∆ = 0. Result following method of Ref. [30] without
smoothing or filtering is overlaid for reference (gray line, “peak-bare”). For “peak-filter” and
“PSδ”, we are using a Gaussian window function. For “peak-bare” and “PSC”, there is no
window function.

peaks theory. However, there is a significant discrepancy between the peaks theory without
a window function (peak-bare) and the peaks theory smoothed by a window function and
filtered by a filter function (peak-filtered). In the latter, all unwanted small PBHs with
Rs ≪ rm are excluded. Thus, we conclude that the peaks theory without a window function
(peak-bare) substantially overestimates the PBH abundance. The peaks theory smoothed
by a window function and filtered by a filter function (peak-filtered) predicts moderate PBH
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Figure 19: Comparison of total PBH abundance calculated by different methods, for power
spectrum widths ∆ = 0.4 [Left] and ∆ = 1 [Right]. Full calculation of the peaks theory
smoothed by a Gaussian window function and filtered by a filter function (solid lines, “peak-
filtered”).

abundance lying between the predictions of the peaks theory without a window function
(peak-bare) and the Press-Schechter formalism based on density contrast (PSδ).

In Fig. 18, we see that f tot
PBH(AR) from peak theory decreases slightly when AR is large

(∼ O(0.1)), while the Press-Schechter results (both PSC and PSδ) approaches a constant
but never drops. (See also Fig. 15 for f tot

PBH(AR) from peaks theory with different window
functions.) The main reason is that in peaks theory, besides the Gaussian function, there
is a µ3 prefactor in the formula of number density. (See (4.20) and (4.22).) Because of this
prefactor, the number density (thus the abundance) has a peak, which maximizes the PBH
abundance when it locates in the strip of PBH formation, i.e. µth < µmax < µII. When µmax
lies beyond µII, it mainly generate Type B PBHs which are not counted in our formula, while
the type A PBHs become less. On the other hand, in the Press-Schechter formalism, there is
only the Gaussian function in the number density, so PBH abundance always increases when
µ gets larger and larger, but saturates when µ ≫ µII.

In Fig. 19, we made the same comparison by considering log-normal power spectra
with ∆ = 0.4 and ∆ = 1. Press-Schechter-type formalism using the compaction function
always predicts a much higher abundance, mainly because no window function is considered.
The results from the high peak limit is slightly lower but basically the same with the full
calculation, of which the difference becomes larger for a broader power spectrum. As in
Fig. 18, all the “peak-filtered” and “PSδ” results shown in Fig. 19 use a Gaussian window
function.

In Fig. 20 we summarize comparison of PBH abundance calculations from different
methods, showcasing decreased PBH formation efficiency and abundance. Here, we rank
the PBH production efficiencies, with lower variance AR indicating higher efficiency, across
all methods discussed in this work, for a monochromatic power spectrum normalized at
f tot

PBH = 1. Notably, when a window function is applied, the PBH abundances estimated
using the peaks theory are consistently lower than those obtained without a window function
(peak-bare).
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PSδ method with density contrast (real-space top-hat w.f.)
↓

Non-windowed peaks theory
↓

Windowed and filtered peaks theory (k-space top-hat w.f.)
↓

Press-Schechter-type formalism using compaction function
↓

Windowed and filtered peaks theory (real-space top-hat w.f.)
↓

Windowed and filtered peaks theory (Gaussian w.f.)
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Press-Schechter formalism using density contrast (k-space top-hat w.f.)
↓

Press-Schechter formalism using density contrast (Gaussian w.f.)

Figure 20: Summary of PBH abundance calculated by different methods, considering
monochromatic power spectrum normalized at f tot

PHB = 1. Arrows indicate decreased PBH
formation efficiency and abundance.

6 Conclusions

We presented a novel refined method based on peaks theory to calculate the abundance
of PBHs that can form from an enhanced power spectrum of the curvature perturbation in
the early Universe. Our approach emphasizes the impact of power spectrum dispersion and
incorporates a proper treatment of window and filter functions that can significantly improve
accuracy.

We demonstrated that the PBH mass function should be determined by the smoothing
scale introduced through the window function, rather than by the size of the over-dense re-
gion. The latter approach inadvertently includes contributions from extremely small PBHs
that are unphysical and should not be considered. We demonstrated how this issue can be
addressed by appropriately introducing a filter function that ensures the central mass in the
PBH mass function aligns with the central frequency of the power spectrum. This correction
avoids over-counting PBHs associated with extremely small smoothing scales, leading to a
suppressed PBH abundance compared to previous methods that lacked a window function.
While the exact results depend on the choice of the window function, our method provides
a robust framework for more reliable estimates. Our analysis indicates that previous studies
based on other approaches might have significantly overestimated PBH abundances, poten-
tially by as much as O(10) orders of magnitude.

Our method opens promising avenues for applications and motivates a re-examination
of observables related to PBH abundance, such as their connection to induced gravitational
waves (GWs) that can arise from second-order. Notably, the recently reported stochastic
GW background signals, aside from possible astrophysical or alternative origins, have also
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been proposed to be associated with induced GWs generated at second order from cosmo-
logical perturbations. However, the relatively large amplitude required for these waves raises
concerns about PBH overproduction. A broader power spectrum could mitigate this issue,
as PBH abundance decreases with larger ∆ for a given AR. By applying the advanced peaks
theory with window and filter functions developed in this work, PBH production efficiency
can be further reduced, offering a potential resolution to the PBH overproduction problem
for Gaussian curvature perturbations in a radiation-dominated universe. This highlights the
interplay between our method and PBH observables.

Another potential direction involves further extending the analysis, such as to non-
Gaussian scenarios. However, applying the peaks theory method to non-Gaussian cases is
not straightforward. While some attempts have been made in this direction4, previous works
primarily focused on a monochromatic spectrum of curvature perturbations, making those
methods unsuitable for spectra with finite widths. The main challenge lies in the complicated
correspondence between Fourier space and real space in the presence of non-Gaussianities,
e.g. how to reformulate a “peaks theory of non-Gaussian random fields”. Simply replacing
the Gaussian profile of R(r) by the non-Gaussian local relation seems not appropriate when
the power spectrum is broad. A potentially fruitful starting point could be to address non-
Gaussianities perturbatively. This remains an open avenue for future investigation.
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A PBH Formation in Earlier Methods

A.1 PSδ Method Using Density Contrast

PBHs can form from gravitational collapse of large density perturbations in the early
Universe. Since the PDF of density perturbations typically has a tail extending to very
large values albeit whose probability is highly suppressed, PBHs can form when the density
perturbation exceeds a critical density contrast, δcr. In the PSδ formalism, this threshold
is typically analyzed in the comoving slicing, where the density perturbation, as defined in
Eq. (3.24), is approximated by its linear component

δ ≃ δℓ = −2
3

3(1 + w)
5 + 3w

1
H2a2 ∇2R (A.1)

in a Universe dominated by a single-component fluid, with w being the equation of state5.
4See Ref. [24, 30, 90].
5w = 1/3 for radiation-dominated era.
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Table of Additional Notation

Notation Meaning Definition
ρ Energy density Eq. (A.1)
δ Density contrast Eq. (A.1)

βPBH PBH abundance at formation moment Eq. (A.3)
δcr Critical value of δ Eq. (A.3)

PG(δ) Probability distribution function of δ Eq. (A.3)
Pδ(k) Power spectrum of density contrast Eq. (A.7)
σ2

δ Variance of P (δ) Eq. (A.8)
α Suppression factor in PBH mass Eq. (A.11)
Cℓ Linear part of compaction function Eq. (A.26)

Cℓ,II Type II fluctuation boundary for Cℓ Eq. (A.28)
Cℓ,th Threshold value for the linear part of compaction function Eq. (A.32)
P(Cℓ) PDF of the linear part of compaction function Eq. (A.33)
σ2

ℓ Variance of P (Cℓ) Eq. (A.33)
rp Position of the maxima point Eq. (B.1)

npk(r) Density field of maxima points Eq. (B.1)
η First derivative of F (r), ηi, i = 1, 2, 3 are the components Eq. (B.2)
ζ Second derivative of F (r), ζij , i, j = 1, 2, 3 are the components Eq. (B.2)

ξ (r1, r2) Two-point correlation function of F (r) Eq. (B.6)
ν Variable defined with F Eq. (B.9)

x, y, z Variables defined with ζ11, ζ22, ζ33 Eq. (B.9)
γ1 ⟨νx⟩ Eq. (B.10)
M Covariance matrix of Gaussian variables in F,η, ζ Eq. (B.11)
V1 (η1, η2, η3, ζ23, ζ13, ζ12) Eq. (B.12)
V2 (ν, x, y, z) Eq. (B.12)
V0 (V1,V2) Eq. (B.12)

Mi, i = 1, 2 Covariance matrix of Vi, i = 1, 2 Eq. (B.13)
Q 1

2V
T

0 M−1V0 Eq. (B.14)
x⋆ γ1ν Eq. (B.14)

ζA, A = 1, 2...6 Redefinition of ζij Eq. (B.15)
λ Diagonalized − ζ Eq. (B.16)

λA, A = 1, 2, 3 Eigenvalues of − ζ Eq. (B.17)
dΩS3 Volume element of three-sphere Eq. (B.24)
χ Constrain conditions for peaks Eq. (B.33)
R∗

√
3σ1/σ2 Eq. (B.33)

The PBH abundance at formation is calculated then using the Press-Schechter for-
malism, which integrates the PDF of the density contrast in the comoving gauge starting
from a critical density δcr. Several analytical thresholds have been proposed. For example,
δcr ≃ w was initially proposed in Ref. [5], subsequently refined to δcr = sin2(π

√
w/(1 + 3w))

in Ref. [91]. The critical density contrast, considering formalism of Ref. [91], is

δcr = 3(1 + w)
5 + 3w sin2

(
π

√
w

1 + 3w

)
w=1/3====⇒ 0.41. (A.2)
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However, this approximation is valid only when the pressure around the density peak’s com-
paction function is negligible.

As a simplified estimate, we will focus on a radiation-dominated Universe and adopt
the threshold value put forth in Ref. [91]. The PBH abundance is then given by

βPBH =
∫ ∞

δcr
PG(δ) dδ. (A.3)

Here, the Gaussian PDF of density contrast is given by

PG(δ) = 1√
2πσ2

δ

exp
(

− δ2

2σ2
δ

)
, (A.4)

where σδ is the smoothed variance defined considering a window function W̃ (k,Rs) and
smoothing scale Rs

σ2
δ (Rs) ≡ ⟨δ2(r, Rs)⟩ =

∫ dk
k

Pδ(k)W̃ 2(k,Rs) . (A.5)

Note that the smoothed variance is always smaller than the “bare” variance σδ,bare, which is
defined as the integral of the power spectrum

σ2
δ (Rs) < σ2

δ,bare =
∫ dk

k
Pδ(k) = ⟨δ2(r)⟩. (A.6)

The power spectrum of δ is connected to the power spectrum of the curvature pertur-
bation R by Eq. (A.1), which gives

Pδ(k) = 16
81

(
k

Ha

)4
PR(k). (A.7)

Therefore, the variance of density contrast is

σ2
δ (Rs) = 16

81

∫ dk
k

(
k

Ha

)4
PR(k)W̃ 2(k,Rs)

= 16
81

∫ dk
k

(kRs)4 PR(k)W̃ 2(k,Rs), (A.8)

where the second step, we set the smoothing scale of the window function to correspond to
the comoving horizon, that is Rs = H−1 = 1/(aH). Note that the comoving horizon increases
over time

Rs = 1
aH

∝ a. (A.9)

Consequently, the “smoothing kernel” (kRs)4W̃ 2
G(k,Rs) is maximized around k =

√
2/Rs

for the Gaussian window function W̃ 2
G defined in Eq. (3.40). This peak sweeps through

momentum space as the Universe expands, that is as
√

2/Rs decreases.
If the integrand in Eq. (A.8), corresponding to the power spectrum of the curvature

perturbation in the comoving slice, has a narrow peak at k∗, the variance σ2
δ (Rs) reaches its

maximum when the two peaks at k ≃
√

2/Rs and k ≃ k∗ coincide, that is when k∗Rs =
√

2.
This overlap between the two peaks provides the dominant contribution to the integral in
Eq. (A.8), corresponding to the scale of the most significant PBH formation. In Fig. 21 we
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Figure 21: [Left] The smoothing kernel (kRs)4W̃ 2
G(k,Rs) of variance σ2

δ (Rs) considering
different smoothing scales Rs and a Gaussian window function W̃G given by Eq. (3.40).
When Rs corresponds to the comoving horizon that increases with time, the kernel curve
sweeps the entire momentum space from right to left. The σ2

δ (Rs) reaches its maximum
when the peak of the kernel at

√
2/Rs coincides with the peak of the power spectrum PR(k)

at k∗, which we display here as a log-normal power spectrum with a width of ∆ = 0.1, given
by Eq. (2.1). [Right] The variance σ2

δ (Rs) as a function of Rs. The numerical integral of
Eq. (A.10) (red dot curve) is overlaid with the narrow-spectrum approximation Eq. (A.16)
(blue curve).

display the behavior of the smoothing kernel in momentum space for different smoothing
scales Rs as well as variance σ2

δ as a function of Rs. Using the same log-normal power
spectrum described in Sec. 4 and Eq. (2.1), along with the window function of Eq. (3.40), we
obtain

σ2
δ (Rs) = 16

81
AR√
2π∆

∫ dk
k

(kRs)4 exp
(

− ln2(k/k∗)
2∆2 − (kRs)2

)
. (A.10)

For a general case, this integral can be evaluated numerically or approximated analytically
using the stationary phase method.

The mass of PBHs is approximately the total mass enclosed within the comoving hori-
zon, with a suppression factor that can be estimated to be α ≃ 0.2 from a simple analytical
calculation [5]. Thus, the mass of a PBH formed from the collapse of all the matter within
the comoving horizon is given by

MPBH = αMH , MH = ρb
4π
3

(
H−1

2

)3

= 1
16GH , (A.11)

where we used ρb = 3H2/8πG. Approximately, the PBH mass scales as MPBH ∼ M2
Pl/H ∝

t ∝ a2. By this proportionality, the horizon scale can be related to the horizon mass as

k∗Rs = H∗a∗
Ha

= a

a∗
=
(
MH

Mk∗

)1/2
. (A.12)

Here, Mk∗ represents the horizon mass at k∗Rs = 1, as given in Eq. (3.38), which is half of
the central mass corresponding to k∗Rs =

√
2.

Thus, the Rs-dependence in Eq. (A.10) and related equations can be replaced with the
dependence on MPBH. For simplicity, we will omit the “PBH” subscript from MPBH in the
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Figure 22: The PBH abundance calculated using the PSδ method with density contrast
and a Gaussian window function for different choices of width ∆. All mass functions are
normalized to f tot

PBH = 1.

following discussion. By substituting Eq. (A.12) into Eq. (A.10), Eq. (A.4), and Eq. (A.3),
we obtain the following expression for the PBH abundance at formation

βPBH(M) = α√
2πσ2

δ (M)

∫ ∞

δcr
dδ exp

(
− δ2

2σ2
δ (M)

)
. (A.13)

The dependence of Rs in σ2
δ (Rs) is converted to a dependence on M using Eq. (A.12). The

integral above simplifies to a complementary error function∫ ∞

δcr
dδ exp

(
− δ2

2σ2
δ (M)

)
=
√
π

2σδ(M)erfc
(

δcr√
2σδ(M)

)
≃ σ2

δ (M)
δcr

exp
(

− δ2
cr

2σ2
δ (M)

)
,

(A.14)
hence

βPBH(M) ≃ α√
2π

σδ(M)
δcr

exp
(

− δ2
cr

2σ2
δ (M)

)
≡ α√

2πν(M)
exp

(
−ν(M)2

2

)
. (A.15)

In the last step of Eq. (A.15), we simplify the expression by defining ν(M) ≡ δcr/σδ(M), and
we use δcr = 0.41 as given in Eq. (A.2) for the subsequent calculations.

A.1.1 Narrow spectrum case
First, let us consider the narrow-spectrum case when the width of the log-normal curva-

ture perturbation ∆, is much smaller than 1, as in Fig. 21 where ∆ = 0.1. Since the width of
the kernel in Eq. (A.10) is typically 1, it can be safely factored out of the integral by setting
k → k∗, except for the neighborhood of log-normal peak

σ2
δ (Rs) ≃ 16

81AR(k∗Rs)4e−(k∗Rs)2 1√
2π∆

∫ +∞

−∞
d ln k exp

(
− ln2(k/k∗)

2∆2

)

= 16
81AR(k∗Rs)4e−(k∗Rs)2

.

(A.16)
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Figure 23: The amplitude of the narrow power spectrum of the curvature perturbation on
comoving slice required to produce PBHs as all DM with fPBH = 1, as given by Eq. (A.20).
It depends weakly on MPBH.

We immediately observe that the window function factor becomes independent of the vari-
ance, as the power is always concentrated around the narrow peak, which depends solely
on Rs. As mentioned earlier, although the form of Eq. (A.16) resembles that of the kernel
(kRs)4 W̃ 2

G (k,Rs) in Eq. (A.8), the interpretation is different. Using Eq. (A.16) we derive the
variance, the characteristic density contrast, as a function of the comoving horizon as shown
in the right panel of Fig. 21. As time progresses, the comoving Hubble horizon expands as
a power law of the scale factor, as given by Eq. (A.9). Therefore, the right panel of Fig. 21
can also be interpreted as a function of time.

At any given moment, PBHs form from the high-σ tail of the PDF, where δ > δcr, as
described by Eq. (A.4). This tail is always Gaussian-suppressed. The moment with the least
suppression corresponds to the maximum PBH formation abundance. This occurs when the
variance σ2

δ (Rs) reaches its maximum at Rs =
√

2/k∗, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 21.
A spectrum of PBHs forms as Rs evolves from Rs <

√
2/k∗ to Rs >

√
2/k∗. The PBH

abundance peaks at Rs =
√

2/k∗ and rapidly decreases for Rs ≳
√

2/k∗.
The PBH abundance, βPBH(M), for a narrow spectrum exhibits a sharp peak at the

minimum of ν(M), corresponding to the maximum of σδ(M). From Eq. (A.16), we know
that this maximum occurs at Rs = R∗ ≡

√
2/k∗, which gives

σ2
δ (R∗) ≃ 16

814e−2AR, (A.17)

then
ν(R∗) = δcr

σδ(R∗) = 9e
8A1/2

R

δcr
δcr=0.41=======⇒ 1.254

A1/2
R

. (A.18)

The PBH abundance depends sensitively on the amplitude of AR

β∗ ≡ βPBH(R∗) = 8αA1/2
R

9
√

2πeδcr
exp

(
− 81e2

128AR
δ2

cr

)
. (A.19)
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Figure 24: The variance σ2
δ (Rs) as a function of Rs, for different choices of log-normal

curvature perturbation widths ∆. The numerical integral of Eq. (A.10) (dotted lines) and
the stationary phase approximation of Eq. (A.24) (solid lines) are displayed.

This is related to the PBH mass function, the PBH abundance at the current epoch, as [8]

fPBH(M) = 3.81 × 108α1/2
(

g∗i

106.75

)−1/4 ( h

0.67

)−2
β∗

(
M

M⊙

)−1/2
, (A.20)

where g∗i represents the effective relativistic degrees of freedom, and h is the normalized
Hubble constant. The M−1/2 dependence in Eq. (A.20) arises from Eq. (A.12), accounting
for the redshift from horizon reentry to matter-radiation equality.

In Fig. 22 the function f tot
PBH(AR) is displayed for the monochromatic case. From this

figure, we observe that for f tot
PBH = 1, the curvature perturbation power spectrum on comoving

slices must be enhanced to a ∼few×10−2. To examine this explicitly, the amplitude AR can
be solved inversely using numerical methods, as shown in Tab. 2. As illustrated in Fig. 23,
there is weak dependence on MPBH.

A.1.2 Broad spectrum case
Let us now consider the broad-spectrum case when the width of the log-normal curvature

perturbation is ∆ ≳ 1. To evaluate Eq. (A.10), we define a dimensionless wave number
κ ≡ kRs, giving

σ2
δ (Rs,∆) ≡ 16

81
AR√
2π∆

∫
dκ exp (−f(κ)) , (A.21)

f(κ) ≡ 1
2∆2

(
ln κ

κ∗

)2
+ κ2 − 3 ln κ. (A.22)

The integral is dominated by contributions from the zero point of f ′(κ), which can be solved
as

κ0 = 1
2∆W 1/2

(
4e6∆2∆2κ2

∗

)
, (A.23)
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Figure 25: The PBH mass function calculated from PSδ method using density contrast
with a Gaussian window function, for different choices of log-normal curvature perturbation
widths ∆. The corresponding values of AR are shown in Tab. 2.

where W is the Lambert function. Then the variance of Eq. (A.10) becomes

σ2
δ (Rs,∆) ≃ 16

81
AR√
2π∆

√
2π

|f ′′(κ0)|e
−f(κ0)

= 16
81

AR
∆ κ3

∗

( 4
W (x) + 4

)−1/2
exp

(
9∆2

2 − W 2 (x) + 2W (x)
8∆2

)
.

(A.24)

As shown in Fig. 24, these analytical results work well around the peak.
We can calculate the PBH mass function fPBH(M) for broad power spectrum as

fPBH(M) ≃ 3.81 × 108α1/2
(

g∗i

106.75

)−1/4 ( h

0.67

)−2
βPBH(M)

(
M

M⊙

)−1/2
, (A.25)

where σδ(M) is given by Eq. (A.10) or Eq. (A.24), with M determined by Eq. (A.12). The
total PBH abundance can be calculated using Eq. (3.37), which depends on AR and ∆. In
Fig. 22 we display the function f tot

PBH(AR) for several values of width ∆. We observe that for
a given AR, PBH formation is suppressed as the power spectrum becomes broader. This is
because a broader peak in the power spectrum corresponds to a smaller amplitude, reducing
the number of perturbations that exceed the critical threshold.

In Fig. 25 we display the PBH mass function for different values of width ∆ considering a
Gaussian window function allowing to achieve f tot

PBH = 1, corresponding to PBHs constituting
all DM. To attain f tot

PBH = 1, AR can be determined by fixing Mk∗ and solving the equations
numerically. These results are summarized in Tab. 2.

The PBH formation efficiency and abundance in the PSδ method are highly sensitive
to the threshold value δcr. By appropriately adjusting the input value of δcr, the PBH
efficiency and abundance in the PSδ formalism can be enhanced and made comparable to
those obtained with the method developed in the main text, based on peaks theory smoothed
by a Gaussian window function and filtered by a filter function that we refer to as the “peak-
filtered” method. In Fig. 26, for the illustrative case of ∆ = 0, we demonstrate that by
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∆ color AR Mc/Mk∗

0 Black 2.78 × 10−2 2.00
0.1 Green 2.89 × 10−2 1.91
0.4 Orange 4.10 × 10−2 1.74
1.0 Blue 7.80 × 10−2 1.45
2.0 Red 1.45 × 10−1 1.20
3.0 Cyan 2.11 × 10−1 0.87

Table 2: Results from PSδ method for calculating PBH abundance using density contrast
with a Gaussian window function allowing to achieve f tot

PBH = 1.

PSδ，δcr  0.306

peak-filtered

PSδ，HYK-limit
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Figure 26: Total PBH abundance calculated considering peak-filtered method developed in
the main text (solid line), PSδ method with threshold value of δcr as in Eq. (A.2) (dashed
line, “PSδ, HYK-limit”) and PSδ method with adjusted threshold of δcr ≃ 0.306 (dot-dashed
line, “PSδ, δcr ≃ 0.306”) allowing to achieve enhanced PBH formation and comparable to
peak-filtered method, considering perturbation width of ∆ = 0. Gaussian window function
is assumed.

adjusting the threshold in the PSδ method, its PBH formation efficiency and abundance can
be significantly enhanced, reaching levels comparable to the peak-filtered method. In Tab. 3,
we provide the corresponding threshold values δcr in the PSδ method using density contrast
required to generate similar PBH abundance as the peak-filtered method, achieving the same
variance AR as listed in Tab. 1.

In Fig. 27, we present the total PBH abundance and mass function calculated using
the PSδ method considering different types of window functions. Note that our results for
the total PBH abundance shown in Fig. 27 follow a different trend compared to [32], where
the Gaussian window function produces an intermediate abundance relative to the other
two types of window functions. This discrepancy arises because we consider different power
spectra in our analysis.
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∆ 0 0.1 0.4 1 2 3
δcr 0.306 0.3015 0.303 0.306 0.3075 0.31

Table 3: Adjusted PSδ threshold values δcr allowing to achieve similar variance AR and
PBH abundance as peak-filtered method results of Tab. 1.

A.2 PSC Method Using Compaction Function

The PSδ method estimates the formation rate of collapsed objects by calculating the
probability that a coarse-grained field exceeds a critical threshold value. The PSC uses the
linear compaction function as the random field, defined as the linear approximation of the
density contrast given in Eq. (A.1)

Cℓ(r) = 2
R(r, t)ρb(t)

∫ R(r,t)

0
dR

[
4πR(r, t)2

]
δℓ(r, t) = −4

3rR
′(r). (A.26)

The full compaction function C(r) of Eq. (3.23) can be expressed as a quadratic function of
Cℓ(r) [51–53]

C(r) = Cℓ(r) − 3
8Cℓ(r)2. (A.27)

In the PSC method using the compaction function, the main statistical variable is Cℓ. Type
I and Type II fluctuations can be distinguished by studying the monotonicity of compaction
function,

dC
dCℓ

= 1 − 3
4Cℓ = 0 ⇒ Cℓ,II = 4

3 . (A.28)

Here, Cℓ > Cℓ,II corresponds to Type II perturbations, where C decreases while Cℓ increases.
To focus exclusively on Type I fluctuations, we can consider the upper limit of Cℓ to Cℓ,II.

The definition of Cℓ in Eq. (A.26) is equivalent to applying a real-space top-hat window
function to the linear density contrast δℓ ∼ −∇2R [28],

Cℓ(r0, r) = −4
9r

2
∫

d3r∇2R(r)W (r0 − r, r), (A.29)

where
W (r0 − r, r) ≡ 3

4πr3 Θ(r − |r0 − r|) (A.30)

is the real-space top-hat window function and r0 denotes the center of a peak. The Fourier
transform of this window function is

W̃ (k, r) = 3sin(kr) − (kr) cos(kr)
(kr)3 . (A.31)

If the compactness of a given region exceeds a certain threshold value, Cth, a PBH will form
when the region re-enters the horizon.

The PBH mass, MPBH, is related to the full compaction function, C, through the critical
collapse relation [76–81]:

MPBH = KMH (C − Cth)γ , (A.32)

where K, Cth, and γ are parameters that characterize the collapse, depending on the shape
of the perturbations. Using the threshold value Cth = 0.587 from Fig. 7, the corresponding
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Figure 27: [Left] Total PBH abundance calculated by the PSδ method using different types
of window function, considering monochromatic power spectrum and normalized such that
PBHs are all DM with Mk∗ = 1020g. The variance needed such that PBHs constitute all DM
is AR = 2.78 × 10−2, 1.53 × 10−3, 1.59 × 10−2 for the Gaussian, the real-space top-hat, and
the k-space top-hat window function, respectively. [Right] PBH mass function calculated by
the PSδ method using different types of window function, considering monochromatic power
spectrum and normalized such that PBHs are all DM with Mk∗ = 1020g. The central mass is
given by the Mc/Mk∗ = 2.0, 7.41, 1 for the Gaussian, the real-space top-hat, and the k-space
top-hat window function, respectively.

threshold for Cℓ is found to be Cℓ,th = 0.872. The value of Cth is derived from peaks theory
and is valid only for a monochromatic power spectrum. While this may be invalid for a broad
power spectrum, here we follow the method outlined in Ref. [18] for consistency.

The number of over-dense regions for a given Cℓ that determines the PBH abundance
for the corresponding mass can be calculated by integrating the PDF of the relevant variables
under the specified constraint conditions. The constraint is Cℓ,th < Cℓ < Cℓ,II, and the PDF
of the variable Cℓ is Gaussian, as it is derived from the gradient of a Gaussian field, as given
in Eq. (A.26)

PG(Cℓ) = 1√
2πσℓ

exp
(

−1
2

C2
ℓ

σ2
ℓ

)
. (A.33)

Next, we calculate the variance of this PDF, defined as σ2
ℓ ≡ ⟨C2

ℓ ⟩. Using the expansion of
R (r) in momentum space, we obtain

σ2
ℓ = 16

9

∫ dk
k

PR(k)(kr)4
(sin(kr) − (kr) cos(kr)

(kr)3

)2
. (A.34)

For a monochromatic power spectrum case, Eq. (A.34) gives

σ2
ℓ = AR

16
9 (k∗r)4

(sin(k∗r) − (k∗r) cos(k∗r)
(k∗r)3

)2
. (A.35)

In Fig. 28, we analyze the dependence of σ2
ℓ /AR in Eq. (A.34) on the width of the power

spectrum, ∆. A narrower power spectrum results in a broader PDF of Cℓ. For a fixed
threshold value, narrower power spectra produce more PBHs.

The PBH mass function at formation time βPBH(M) is defined as

d lnMβPBH(M) = M

MH
PG(Cℓ)dCℓ. (A.36)
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Figure 28: The dependence of σ2
ℓ /AR in Eq. (A.34) on the power spectrum width ∆.

Thus,

βPBH(M) = K (C − Cth)γ+1

γ
(
1 − 3

4Cℓ

) PG(Cℓ). (A.37)

Note that MH dependency is canceled in βPBH(M). The denominator in Eq. (A.37) originates
from the Jacobian factor introduced when changing variables from Cℓ to the PBH mass M .
This factor leads to a divergence at Cℓ,II = 4/3.

In Fig. 29 we apply this method to calculate total PBH abundance, following Ref. [18],
to the log-normal power spectrum defined in Eq. (2.1) considering different widths ∆. Here,
we use a central frequency of k∗ = 1.56 × 1013 Mpc−1, with Mk∗ = 1020g. The scale r is fixed
such that k∗r = 2.74, which maximizes the compaction function for a monochromatic power
spectrum. Additionally, we adopt the same critical collapse parameters as in Ref. [18], with
K = 1, Cth = 0.587, and γ = 0.36. Finally, we apply a redshift factor as given in Eq. (A.25).
For PBHs to constitute all DM, we find that for PSC method with ∆ = 0, 0.1, 0.4, 1, 2, 3 the
required variance is AR = 6.31×10−3, 6.67×10−3, 1.01×10−2, 1.48×10−2, 1.91×10−2, 2.14×
10−2, respectively.

In Fig. 30, we present the PBH mass function calculated using the PSC method, assum-
ing a monochromatic power spectrum and normalization such that PBHs constitute all DM,
with Mk∗ = 1020 g. Notably, power spectra with different widths produce similar mass spec-
tra. A divergence is observed in the mass function. While the total PBH abundance remains
convergent, this divergence appears non-physical. It is expected to vanish once additional
relevant variables describing the scenario are considered, resulting in the distribution being
multivariate.

Our discussion highlights that dependence on smoothing scale Rs is essential to consider,
as d lnM/dRs is never zero due to M ∝ R2

s in Eq. (3.33). The divergence in Eq. (A.37) arises
because the so-called smoothing scale r is fixed near the central wave number, which is a
strong assumption. While this approach can roughly estimate the total PBH abundance, it
fails to provide an accurate mass spectrum since perturbations deviating from the central
wave number are not accounted for. Thus, we arrive at an important conclusion that the
real PBH mass function should not exhibit a divergence if the Rs dependence is properly
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Figure 29: Total PBH abundance calculated by PSC method using the compaction function
considering different power spectrum widths ∆, normalized such that PBHs constitute all
DM and with Mk∗ = 1020g.
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Figure 30: PBH mass function calculated by PSC method using the compaction function
considering a monochromatic power spectrum, normalized such that PBHs are all DM with
Mk∗ = 1020g. Power spectrum with different width has the same mass spectrum. There is a
divergence at MPBH,max ≃ 3.02Mk∗ . At Mc ≃ 1.2Mk∗ it reaches the maximum abundance.

accounted for. The divergent mass, as given by Eq. (A.28), is

MPBH,div
Mk∗

= K(k∗r)2
(

Cℓ,II − 3
8C2

ℓ,II − Cth

)γ

≃ 3.02. (A.38)
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B Peaks Theory Statistics Overview

We review the fundamental concepts and derivations of peaks theory following BBKS
Ref. [34], leading to the derivation of the comoving number density in Eq. (3.17) and the pro-
file in Eq. (B.50) of peaks. These serve as the starting points for calculating PBH abundance
using peaks theory. The comoving number density of peaks is obtained as the probability
average over variable sets that satisfy the specific conditions in Eq. (B.34). The “profile”
refers to the mean value of the random field that also satisfies these conditions.

Peaks theory estimates the number of peaks using a point process approach. It assumes
that the maxima in a random field are isolated from each other, and the density field at these
points is represented by a delta function

npk(r) =
∑

p

δ
(3)
D (r − rp) , (B.1)

where, rp represents the positions of the maxima, which satisfy certain physically motivated
conditions, such as the requirement that the field heights exceed a specific threshold in our
case.

To study the maxima of a field, it is necessary to expand the perturbation to at least
second order. Here, the random field F (r) is expanded around rp in a Taylor series

F (r) ≃ F (rp) + 1
2
∑
ij

ζij (r − rp)i (r − rp)j , ηi(r) ≃
∑

j

ζij (r − rp)j . (B.2)

In the neighborhood of a maxima point rp, ηi (rp) = 0, and ζ must be negative definite
at rp to be a maxima. If ζ is non-singular at rp, the second formula in Eq. (B.2) gives
r−rp ≃ ζ−1 (rp)η(r). Then, one can transform the selection of points in real space Eq. (B.1)
into the selection of derivative variables

δ
(3)
D (r − rp) = |det ζ (rp)| δ(3)

D (η(r) − 0) , (B.3)

using δD(f(x)) =
∑

k |f ′(xk)|−1 δD(x−xk). The expression for the number density of extreme
points thus becomes

next (r) = | det ζ(rp)|δ(3)
D (η(r)) . (B.4)

The ensemble average of Eq. (B.4) is

⟨next(r)⟩ ≡
∫

| det ζ|δ(3)
D (η(r))P (F,η, ζ)dFd3ηd6ζ. (B.5)

The homogeneity guarantees that ⟨next(r)⟩ will be independent of r.
Since the random field F (r) is Gaussian, its derivatives, integrals, and any linear func-

tions of them are also Gaussian. Consequently, the multivariable probability distribution
P (F,η, ζ) in Eq. (B.5) is a multivariate Gaussian. Here, we denote V0 as the vector of vari-
ables and M as the covariance matrix of V0. Considering Eq. (B.2), in our case, there are
10 independent variables: 1 from the scalar field F , 3 from η, and 6 from ζ. For a scalar
Gaussian field with zero mean, knowledge of the two-point correlation function is sufficient
to fully characterize the field

ξ (r1, r2) ≡ ⟨F (r1)F (r2)⟩ . (B.6)

– 48 –



Together with its derivatives, this is sufficient to compute all relevant statistical properties.
By using the Fourier expansion of F (r), all the elements of the covariance matrix can be
readily determined

⟨FF ⟩ = σ2
0, ⟨ηiηj⟩ = σ2

1
3 δij ,

⟨Fζij⟩ = −σ2
1

3 δij , ⟨ζijζkl⟩ = σ2
2

15 (δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk) ,
⟨Fηi⟩ = 0, ⟨ηiζjk⟩ = 0.

(B.7)

The ensemble averages are computed using the correlation functions at the same point, which
introduce multipole moments

σ2
n ≡

∫ dk
k
k2nPF (k). (B.8)

It is evident that (η1, η2, η3, ζ23, ζ13, ζ12) has already been diagonalized, as shown in
Eq. (B.7). To diagonalize the remaining four dimensions, (F, ζ11, ζ22, ζ33), we define new
variables ν, x, y, z as follows

σ0ν = F, σ2x = −∇2F = − (ζ11 + ζ22 + ζ33) ,
σ2y = − (ζ11 − ζ33) /2, σ2z = − (ζ11 − 2ζ22 + ζ33) /2.

(B.9)

Using Eq. (B.9) and Eq. (B.7), one can obtain the covariance matrix elements of new variables
〈
ν2
〉

= 1,
〈
x2
〉

= 1, ⟨xν⟩ = γ1 = σ2
1

σ0σ2
,
〈
y2
〉

= 1
15 ,

〈
z2
〉

= 1
5 , (B.10)

the matrix is now also diagonal in y and z. Then the quadratic form appearing in the
multi-Gaussian joint probability distribution function can be written as

V T
0 M−1V0 =

(
V1
V2

)T(
M−1

1 0
0 M−1

2

)(
V1
V2

)
, (B.11)

where
V0 = (V1,V2) , V1 = (η1, η2, η3, ζ23, ζ13, ζ12) , V2 = (ν, x, y, z) , (B.12)

and

M1 = diag
(
σ2

1
3 ,

σ2
1

3 ,
σ2

1
3 ,

σ2
2

15 ,
σ2

2
15 ,

σ2
2

15

)
, M2 =


1 γ1 0 0
γ1 1 0 0
0 0 1/15 0
0 0 0 1/5

 . (B.13)

Now one has an exponential term in the multi-Gaussian joint probability distribution
function

2Q ≡ V T
0 M−1V0

= ν2 + (x− x⋆)2

1 − γ2
1

+ 15y2 + 5z2 + 3
σ2

1

(
η2

1 + η2
2 + η2

3

)
+ 15
σ2

2

(
ζ2

23 + ζ2
13 + ζ2

12

)
,

(B.14)

where we have defined x⋆ ≡ γ1ν. The six independent ζij components in Eq. (B.2) can be
labeled as ζA, with A = 1, 2...6 such that

(ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4, ζ5, ζ6) ≡ (ζ11, ζ22, ζ33, ζ23, ζ13, ζ12). (B.15)
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Since ζ is symmetric, it can be diagonalized using a rotation matrix Ŝ

λ = diag(λ1, λ2, λ3) = −ŜζŜ†. (B.16)

Note that here the hat denotes an operator and not the peak profile as in the main text.
The six independent variables in ζ, as defined in Eq. (B.15), can be transformed into

three eigenvalues and three Euler angles representing the principal directions. We now focus
on the principal axes and introduce the eigenvalues of −ζ as

λA = −ζA, A = 1, 2, 3. (B.17)

The remaining three degrees of freedom, ζA for A = 4, 5, 6, can be expressed in terms of the
Euler angles. To determine the volume element d6ζ in Eq. (B.5), we start by defining the
inner product of two arbitrary matrices in the space of all third-order symmetric matrices
(such as ζ) as the trace of their matrix multiplication. The metric in this space is then
defined as the self-inner product of perturbation elements within the matrices (such as d6ζ).
Using the above definitions and Eq. (B.16), the metric element for ζ is given by

Tr
(
(dζ)2

)
= Tr

(
(dλ)2

)
+ Tr

([
λ, Ŝ†(dŜ)

]2)
. (B.18)

Since Ŝ and its transpose Ŝ† always have opposite symmetries, Ŝ†(dŜ) is anti-symmetric. The
elements of the anti-symmetric matrix Ŝ†dŜ and the symmetric matrix λ can be expressed,
respectively, as (

Ŝ†dŜ
)

α1α2
= εα1α2α3ωα3 , λβ1β2 = δβ1β2λβ2 . (B.19)

Here, ω is an infinitesimal vector, and ε represents the Levi-Civita symbol. The indices α1,2,3
and β1,2 denote tensor components. Using Eq. (B.19), the line element in Eq. (B.18) can be
written as

Tr
(
(dζ)2

)
=

3∑
A=1

(dλA)2 + (λ2 − λ3)2 ω2
1 + (λ3 − λ1)2 ω2

2 + (λ1 − λ2)2 ω2
3. (B.20)

By comparing it with the line element in a Cartesian coordinate system, we obtain the
“orthogonal basis” in the ζ-space

{dλ1, dλ2, dλ3, |λ2 − λ3|ω1, |λ3 − λ1|ω2, |λ1 − λ2|ω3} . (B.21)

Hence, the volume element is the wedge product of orthogonal basis elements

d6ζ ≡
6∏

A=1
dζA = dλ1 ∧ dλ2 ∧ dλ3 ∧ |λ2 − λ3|ω1 ∧ |λ3 − λ1|ω2 ∧ |λ1 − λ2|ω3. (B.22)

The Lie algebra of the SO(3) group is the space formed by all 3 × 3 anti-symmetric ma-
trices, such as

(
Ŝ†dŜ

)
α1α2

= εα1α2α3ωα3 , where ωi, i = 1, 2, 3, form an orthonormal basis.
Consequently, the volume element in Eq. (B.5) is

d6ζ = |(λ1 − λ2) (λ2 − λ3) (λ3 − λ1)| dλ1dλ2dλ3dvol(SO(3)), (B.23)

where the volume element of SO(3) is given by

dvol(SO(3)) = ω1 ∧ ω2 ∧ ω3 ≡ dΩS3 . (B.24)
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This represents the volume element on the surface of the three-sphere S3. Considering
the rotational symmetry of the three Euler angle axes, the total volume of S3 is given by∫

dΩS3/3! = 2π2/3!.
The volume element transformation from {λ1, λ2, λ3} to {x, y, z} coordinates can be

performed using Eq. (B.9), Eq. (B.15), and Eq. (B.17). The total differential element in
Eq. (B.5) then becomes

dV0 ≡ dνd3ηd6ζ

= dνd3η |(λ1 − λ2) (λ2 − λ3) (λ3 − λ1)| dλ1dλ2dλ3
dΩS3

6

= dνd3ησ3
2

∣∣∣2y (y2 − z2
)∣∣∣ 2

3σ
3
2dxdydzdΩS3

6 .

(B.25)

In the following, we derive the comoving number density of peaks corresponding to maxima
points. By substituting Eq. (B.9), Eq. (B.13), and Eq. (B.25) into the joint multivariate
Gaussian probability distribution function in Eq. (B.5), the differential element of the co-
moving number density ensemble average can be obtained

P (ν,η, x, y, z)dνd3ηdxdydz =
∫

Ω3

e−Q

[(2π)10det(M)]1/2

∣∣∣∣dλ1dλ2dλ3
dxdydz

∣∣∣∣−1
dV0

= 155/2

32π3
1

σ3
1
√

1 − γ2

∣∣∣2y (y2 − z2
)∣∣∣ e−Qdνd3ηdxdydz,

(B.26)

where Q is defined in Eq. (B.14). In the second equality, we use the fact that the total
integral over the three-sphere yields 2π2/6, accounting for rotational symmetry.

We now consider a specific condition where the peak height ν, as defined in Eq. (B.9),
exceeds a certain threshold value ν0. First, we impose an ordering on the eigenvalues of λ

λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3. (B.27)

Since there are five other possible orderings we could have chosen, and P (F,η, ζ) is invariant
under changes in ordering, we must multiply the probability expression by 6 to account for
this. This compensates for the reduction in the available S3 volume by a factor of 3!, which
arises due to the identical nature of the axes. Specifically, the entire volume of S3 is available
for the triad rotation to the principal axes. An additional constraint is introduced if we
require all eigenvalues to be positive, which is necessary for maxima. Under our ordering
convention, this condition is equivalent to λ3 > 0. Using Eq. (B.3), the number density of
maxima points with heights between ν0 and ν0 + dν0 is given by

npk (r, ν0) dν = | det(ζ)|δ(3)(η)Θ (λ3) δD (ν − ν0) dν. (B.28)

The average of npk in (B.28) is

Npk (ν0) ≡ ⟨npk (r, ν0)⟩ = ⟨|λ1λ2λ3| Θ (λ3) δD (ν − ν0)⟩ , (B.29)

where to obtain the final equality we retain det(ζ) = |λ1λ2λ3|. Note that the mean density
Npk (ν0) is position-independent due to the homogeneity of the underlying random density
field.
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Next, we further constrain the maxima points to those with parameters ν, x, y, and z
within corresponding infinitesimal ranges. We define dV2 ≡ dν dx dy dz, resulting in

Npk(ν, x, y, z)dV2 ≡
∫∫

Ω3,η
|λ1λ2λ3| δ(3)(η)Θ (λ3) δD (ν − ν0)P (ν,η, x, y, z, )d3ηdV2dΩS3

=
∫∫

Ω3,η
|λ1λ2λ3| δ(3)(η)Θ (λ3) δD (ν − ν0)P (ν,η, x, y, z, )dV0

∣∣∣∣dλ1dλ2dλ3
dxdydz

∣∣∣∣−1

= 2π2 |λ1λ2λ3|χ e−Q̃

[(2π)10 det(M)]1/2 |(λ1 − λ2) (λ2 − λ3) (λ3 − λ1)|

× dνdλ1dλ2dλ3

∣∣∣∣dλ1dλ2dλ3
dxdydz

∣∣∣∣−1

= 2π2(2π)−5 3 × 155/2

σ3
1σ

3
2
√

1 − γ2 |λ1λ2λ3| |(λ1 − λ2) (λ2 − λ3) (λ3 − λ1)| e−Q̃χdV2

= 2π2 1
(2π)3

1
4π2

3 × 35/2 × 55/2

σ3
1σ

3
2
√

1 − γ2
2
33σ

6
2F (x, y, z)e−Q̃χdV2

= 55/231/2

(2π)3

(
σ2
σ1

)3 1√
1 − γ2 e

−Q̃F (x, y, z)χdV2,

(B.30)
where the two integrals in the first line are performed over d3η and dΩS3 . Here, the function
F (x, y, z) is defined as

F (x, y, z) ≡ 33

2 σ
−6
2 |λ1λ2λ3| (λ1 − λ2) (λ2 − λ3) (λ1 − λ3)

= (x− 2z)
[
(x+ z)2 − (3y)2

]
y
(
y2 − z2

)
,

(B.31)

which originates from dV , and Eq. (B.27) was used for the first equality. The quantity Q̃
can be intuitively obtained from Q in Eq. (B.14) as

Q̃ ≡ Q(η = 0, ζ4,5,6 = 0) = ν2

2 + (x− x⋆)2

2(1 − γ2
1)

+ 15
2 y

2 + 5
2z

2. (B.32)

The condition for selecting the maxima points is given by χ ∼ Θ (λ3) δD (ν − ν0) , where
Θ(λ3) ensures that λ3 > 0. Using Eq. (B.32), Npk(ν, x, y, z) in Eq. (B.30) can be rewritten
as

Npk(ν, x, y, z)dνdxdydz = e− ν2
2

(2π)2R3
∗

exp
[
− (x− x⋆)2 /2(1 − γ2

1)
]

√
2π(1 − γ2

1)
dνdxχ

× 3255/2
√

2π
e− 15

2 y2dyF (x, y, z)e− 5
2 z2dz,

by introducing a new definition
R∗ ≡

√
3σ1
σ2
. (B.33)

Integrating z and y in Eq. (B.33), one has

Npk(ν, x)dνdx = e− ν2
2

(2π)2R3
∗

exp
[
− (x− x⋆)2 /2(1 − γ2

1)
]

√
2π(1 − γ2

1)
dνdxf(x), (B.34)
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where
f(x) ≡ 3255/2

√
2π

∫∫
dydz χe− 15

2 y2
F (x, y, z)e− 5

2 z2
. (B.35)

Given the condition λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ 0, it follows from the first line of Eq. (B.31) that
F (x, y, z) > 0. Consequently, the final integration intervals for y and z are determined as

f(x) = 3255/2
√

2π

[∫ x/4

0
e− 15

2 y2dy
∫ y

−y
F (x, y, z)e− 5

2 z2dz
]

+ 3255/2
√

2π

[∫ x/2

x/4
e− 15

2 y2dy
∫ y

3y−x
F (x, y, z)e− 5

2 z2dz
]
.

(B.36)

Employing numerical methods, the result in Eq. (B.35) can be obtained directly. Essentially,
Npk(ν, x) in Eq. (B.34) provides the comoving number density of peaks with a specific height
ν and width x.

Next, we focus on the peak profiles. Any peak can be characterized by a parameter
set C, which contains all the necessary information to ensure that r = 0 is a peak. We
aim to calculate the probability that, at a displacement r from the peak that is assumed
to be located at r = 0, the field takes on the value F . Specifically, we are interested in
P [F (r) | C] dF (r). Using the conditional probability theorem for Gaussian distributions,
P [F (r) | C] is also Gaussian distributed. By translating ζA (A = 1, 2, 3) into x, y, z and
rotating to the principal axes system, we find that only ν and x are required to specify the
mean field. Since the mean field is orientation-averaged, it is therefore spherically symmetric
such that

C = | ν, x⟩, (B.37)
which is a partial component of V2 as defined in Eq. (B.12).

The mean value of the conditional variable (F | C) is then given by

⟨F | C⟩ = ⟨F ⊗ C⟩ ⟨C ⊗ C⟩−1 CT

= ν(
1 − γ2

1
)(⟨Fν⟩ − γ1⟨Fx⟩) + x(

1 − γ2
1
)(⟨Fx⟩ − γ1⟨Fν⟩), (B.38)

where ⟨C ⊗ C⟩ is given by M2 in Eq. (B.13). To derive ⟨Fx⟩ and ⟨Fν⟩, recall the definition
of the two-point correlation function of Eq. (B.6), one can define

ξij ≡ ξ (rij) ≡ ⟨F (ri)F (rj)⟩ , ξ (r → 0) ≡ ⟨F (ri)F (rj → ri)⟩ = σ2
0. (B.39)

Here ri,j represent distinct points in space, with rij ≡ ri−rj . The value ξ(r → 0) corresponds
to the correlation at the same point, which is also the multipole moment. Additionally, the
normalized two-point correlation function can be defined as

ψij ≡ ψ (rij) ≡ ξ (rij)
ξ(r → 0) , or ψ (r) ≡ ξ (r)

σ2
0

(B.40)

for short, neglecting the subscripts ij. For the points in the region around peak r = 0,
Eq. (B.40) gives

ξ (r) = ⟨F (r) (F |r→0)⟩ = ψ (r)σ2
0. (B.41)

Enforcing the condition that the peak is located at r = 0, following Eq. (B.9) one has

ν = F |r→0

σ0
, σ2x = −

(
∇2F

)∣∣∣
r→0

. (B.42)
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We can readily define the profile width around peak as

K2
1 ≡ − ∇2F

F

∣∣∣∣∣
r→0

= x

ν

σ2
σ0
. (B.43)

According to Eq. (B.42) we also have

⟨Fν⟩ = ⟨F (r) (F |r→0)⟩
σ0

= ψ (r)σ0,

⟨Fx⟩ = −
〈
F (r)

(
∇2F

)∣∣
r→0

〉
σ2

= −σ2
0
σ2

∇2ψ (r) .
(B.44)

In the last equality of Eq. (B.44), since we are analyzing the peak profile at a given point r,
the contribution to ∇2 at r primarily arises from the perturbation at the origin.

We can now define the mean profile of the arbitrary Gaussian field F̂ (r) as

F̂ (r) ≡ ⟨F (r) | ν, x⟩ . (B.45)

Substituting Eq. (B.44) into Eq. (B.38), we obtain

⟨F | ν, x⟩
σ0

= ν(
1 − γ2

1
) (ψ (r) + γ1

σ0
σ2

∇2ψ (r)
)

− x/γ1(
1 − γ2

1
) (γ2

1ψ (r) + γ1
σ0
σ2

∇2ψ (r)
)
. (B.46)

Along with Eq. (B.10), Eq. (B.33) and Eq. (B.43), we also have

R2
∗

3 = γ1
σ0
σ2
, x = νK2

1
σ0
σ2
. (B.47)

Using the first relation in Eq. (B.47), we find that Eq. (B.46) reproduces equation Eq. (7.10)
found in BBKS [34], provided that r is measured in units of R∗.

The profile defined in Eq. (B.45) then becomes

F̂ (r) ≡ ⟨F | ν, x⟩

= νσ0
1 − γ2

1

{(
ψ (r) + R2

∗
3 ∇2ψ (r)

)
− K2

1
γ1

σ0
σ2

(
γ2

1ψ (r) + R2
∗

3 ∇2ψ (r)
)}

.
(B.48)

Replacing
νσ0 → µ0, ψ → ψ0, R∗ → R1, (B.49)

we obtain

F̂ (r) = µ0
1 − γ2

1

[
ψ0(r) + R2

1
3 ∇2ψ0(r) − K2

1
γ1

σ0
σ2

(
γ2

1ψ0(r) + R2
1

3 ∇2ψ0(r)
)]

. (B.50)

Taking into account Eq. (B.14), Eq. (B.33), Eq. (B.47), Eq. (B.49), and the variable trans-
formations

∂ (ν, x)
∂ (µ0,K1) = 2µ0K1

σ0σ2
, (B.51)
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we can finally obtain the comoving peak number density for a fixed peak height and width
from Eq. (B.34) as

Npk (µ0,K1) dµ0dK1 = 2 3−3/2

(2π)5/2µ0K1
σ2

2
σ0σ3

1
f

(
µ0K

2
1

σ2

)
1√

1 − γ2
1

× exp

−1
2

(
µ0
σ0

)2
1 +

(
K2

1
σ0
σ2

− γ1
)2

1 − γ2
1


dµ0dK1,

which is exactly Eq. (3.14).
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