
Sharp turns in axion monodromy: primordial black

holes and gravitational waves

Sukannya Bhattacharya1a,b, Ivonne Zavala2c

aDipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia “G. Galilei”, Università degli Studi di Padova, Via Marzolo
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Abstract: Large turns in multifield inflation can lead to a very rich phenomenology, but

are difficult to realise in supergravity, and typically require large field space curvatures. In

this work, we present a mechanism to realise multiple sharp turns, and therefore strong

non-geodesic trajectories, from transient violations of slow-roll without the requirement of

large field space curvatures in supergravity inflation. Such turning rates can strongly source

the adiabatic fluctuations, resulting in an enhanced scalar power spectrum with resonant

features and a large peak amplitude. If the growth of the scalar power spectrum at small

scales is large enough, primordial black holes can be produced in abundance. These large

scalar fluctuations induce a characteristic large spectrum of gravitational waves for a wide

range of frequencies, which inherits the resonant features. We illustrate this mechanism in a

supergravity model of axion monodromy, which provides the first concrete model to realise

such resonant features. The model can sustain inflation for around 60 e-folds, leading to

considerable production of very light primordial black holes, and large gravitational wave

spectra, which could be detectable by multiple upcoming gravitational wave surveys. For

the set of parameter we consider, large oscillations occur at all scales. This represents a

challenge for the model at large scales and motivates further investigation to reconcile this

class of models with Planck data.
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1 Introduction

Cosmological inflation is the leading mechanism to explain the large-scale homogeneity and

isotropy of present-day universe. In the standard description of the inflationary epoch, the

accelerated expansion is driven by one or more scalar fields (‘inflatons’) which slowly roll

along a nearly flat potential. Although single field models are in good agreement with the

most recent cosmic microwave background (CMB) data [1, 2], multifield inflationary models

arise more naturally from the perspective of fundamental descriptions of gravity, such as

supergravity and string theory. Moreover, single field models can have interesting growth

features in the power spectra only when fine-tuned inflection points or tiny bumps or dips

are incorporated in the potential. Exact solutions with steps in the potential inducing

temporal breaking of slow-roll were studied earlier in [3] and used in [4] to generate PBHs

and more recently in [5–7] with potentials featuring inflection points or bumps. However,

multifield inflation models can have rich features and effects in the dynamics owing to the

possibility of couplings (gravitational, derivative etc.) among the fields and the presence of

a non-trivial field space manifold. These features leave imprints in the power spectra and

thus are of great phenomenological interest. It is one of the main goals of contemporary

cosmology to understand the scale-dependence of the inflationary power spectra in view

of precision data, which makes the study of such features in the multifield inflation power

spectra extremely exciting and timely.
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A distinguishing feature of multifield models, compared to single field, is the existence

of a new inflationary slow-roll attractor, characterised by strongly non-geodesic motion in

field space [8–17]. The non-geodesicity is measured by the dimensionless turning rate pa-

rameter, ω. Moreover, a new slow-roll parameter ν arises, associated to the change of the

dimensionless turning rate per Hubble time [18, 19]. From the theoretical point of view,

multifield models are attractive since the ηV -problem does not arise1 [19, 20], relaxing the

need for fine-tuning of the scalar potential. The non-geodesic dynamics can lead to the

enhancement of adiabatic fluctuations due to the growth of isocurvature fluctuations and

curvature-isocurvature coupling. This type of deviation from geodesic motion is a novel

mechanism to generate enhanced power spectrum of curvature perturbations with charac-

teristic features. In particular, power spectra of the curvature perturbations with resonant

features around a small-scale peak are of particular phenomenological interest [21–28].

Multifield models of inflation with such features can lead to abundant primordial black

hole (PBH) formation due to the gravitational collapse of large density fluctuations after

horizon entry following inflation [29–34]. Recent studies in supergravity [35–38] and field

theory inflation [39, 40] show that sudden broad turns arising in double inflation models

can give rise to a large enhancement of the curvature perturbation, which thus seeds PBH

formation. However, a transient sharp turn can greatly enhance the curvature perturba-

tions, seeding the generation of PBHs with enough abundance to contribute appreciably

to dark matter (DM) as phenomenologically modelled in2 [24, 42].

In the second and higher orders of perturbation theory, scalar and tensor perturbations

are coupled. Therefore, adiabatic perturbations source higher order tensor fluctuations [43,

44] (for a recent review see [45]), which are subdominant with respect to the first order

tensor modes for simple slow-roll models of inflation with red-tilted adiabatic power spectra.

However, an enhanced curvature power spectrum can lead to a large induced tensor power

spectrum and therefore a large spectrum of induced gravitational waves (GW). Such GWs

are primordial in nature, and appear as stochastic backgrounds today. With CMB surveys

at large cosmological scales and ground/space-based interferometric detectors and pulsar

timing arrays at smaller scales, the growing interest in using GWs as a probe for the early

universe is promising to have a detailed understanding of the primordial fluctuations. At

large scales, the scalar fluctuations are tightly constrained by CMB observations and thus

result in induced GW of tiny amplitude. However, models where the scalar fluctuations are

significantly enhanced at scales smaller than those probed by the CMB can lead to large

induced GW spectra. Thus, multifield inflation scenarios that highly enhance the scalar

power spectrum at short scales as mentioned above, may give rise to potentially detectable

induced GWs with interesting features [25–28, 46, 47]

Due to their phenomenological richness, and potential detectability in future experi-

ments, developing explicit models in fundamental theories such as supergravity and string

theory, realising strong non-geodesic trajectories, transient sharp turns and double infla-

tion, opens the path to test these theories at the highest energies through their predictions

1Here we mean that the ηV parameter as defined in (2.16) does not have to be small in mulltifield

infllation. However UV sensitivity constraints may manifest in a different fashion.
2An explicit phenomenological model realising such a peak was presented in [41].
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for the scalar perturbations at short scales and their associated source of GWs.

There has been some recent works in this direction. As mentioned above, double

inflation models in supergravity generating a large scalar fluctuations to seed PBHs have

been constructed in3 [35–38]. On the other hand, models with large turns in supergravity

are rare and seem very difficult to construct, requiring large field space curvatures, as

shown recently in4 [19]. In string theory, on the other hand, a D5-brane model with large

turning rate was presented in [20].

An important result of [18, 19] is the realisation that sustained inflation requires the

change per Hubble time of the turning rate, ν to be small (slow turns), thus introducing a

new multifield slow-roll parameter. Violations of slow-roll can therefore induce rapid turns,

or strong geodesic deviations. This implies an obvious mechanism to induce sharp turns, or

strong geodesic deviations, which we introduce in this paper. Namely, transient large and

sharp turns are induced through transient violations of slow-roll. A natural mechanism

to induce transient violations of slow-roll during inflation is through modulations in the

scalar potential. These arise naturally in axion (monodromy) inflation due to subleading

non-perturbative corrections to the axion potential [22, 49–51], which can induce a large

enhancement of the density perturbations, suitable for PBH production [52] and large in-

duced primordial GWs. This mechanism also provides a novel way to ‘fool’ supergravity, in

the sense that transient violations of slow-roll induce transient strong non-geodesic motion,

even when the curvature of the scalar manifold is small.

The aim of the present work is twofold: firstly to construct a multifield axion mon-

odromy (AM) model5 [22, 56, 57] in supergravity, where the fields execute strong non-

geodesic motion without the requirement of a large field space curvature. The large turns

result from transient violations of slow-roll, owing to the non-perturbative corrections in

the scalar potential. Secondly, we show that this class of models not only lead to a large

enhancement of the adiabatic power spectra at small scales, but also provide the first con-

crete realisation of the resonant features studied recently in the literature (see e.g. [25–28]).

These can lead to considerable production of light PBHs and large and wide spectra of in-

duced GWs for a large set of fiducial parameter values. As we discuss, these parameter sets

may not be feasible at all scales, particularly, it is difficult to reach CMB consistent power

spectrum at large scales while such oscillations are present. Nevertheless, the phenomenol-

ogy of the mechanism and the model is very rich and interesting, as we demonstrate with

various examples, while leaving for a future work a careful exploration of this class of

models and its viable parameter space.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we introduce our notation, briefly

review multifield inflation and introduce our mechanism to generate large turns from slow-

roll violations. In section 3 we introduce the supergravity axion monodromy model and

3A double D5-brane inflation model was presented in appendix B of [20], although it presents theoretical

challenges to be consistently realised.
4The only example we are aware of, is the model in [48], where an order one dimensionless turning rate

is achieved.
5For a model of interrupted AM inflation - namely inflation stops (ε > 1) in stages - with interesting

phenomenology see [53–55].

– 3 –



discuss its background evolution with a sample parameter set. In section 4 we present

the cosmological perturbations and numerically evaluate the adiabatic power spectra for

some fiducial set of parameters. We discuss the growth of the power spectra with resonant

oscillations at small scales. In a dedicated subsection, we discuss the power spectrum at

CMB scales in more detail. In section 5, we discuss the phenomenological implications

in terms of production of PBH and large GW spectra due to the enhanced adiabatic

fluctuations in our model. We discuss our results and conclude in section 6.

2 Multifield inflation and large turns

We start by briefly reviewing slow-roll multifled inflation following ref. [19], focusing on

the two field case. The starting point is the following lagrangian

S =

∫
d4x
√−g

[
M2

Pl

R

2
− gab

2
∂µφ

a∂µφb − V (φa)

]
, (2.1)

where gab is the field space metric and g = det gµν , where gµν is the FRW metric. MPl

is the reduced Planck mass. The equations of motion in an FRW spacetime, projected

along the tangent and normal (i.e. adiabatic and entropic) directions to the inflationary

trajectory, are given by

H2 =
1

3M2
Pl

(
ϕ̇2

2
+ V (φa)

)
, (2.2)

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ VT = 0 , (2.3)

DtT
a ≡ −ΩNa , (2.4)

where T a = φ̇a

ϕ̇ , with T aTa = 1 is the tangent (adiabatic) and Na with NaTa = 0,

NaNa = 1 is the normal (entropic) directions along the trajectory. The velocity is given

by

ϕ̇2 ≡ gabφ̇aφ̇b , (2.5)

and we introduced the turning rate parameter Ω and we define the dimensionless turning

rate as

ω ≡ Ω

H
≡ VN
Hϕ̇

, (2.6)

which measures the departures from the geodesic trajectory for ω & 1. Finally, the direc-

tional derivative is given by

DtT
a = Ṫ a + ΓabcT

bφ̇c , (2.7)

where the Christoffel symbols are computed using the scalar manifold metric gab, and

VT = VaT
a, VN = VaN

a with Va the derivative w.r.t the scalar field φa.

Using the equations of motion, we can write the projections of the Hessian elements

along the tangent vector as [10, 20, 58, 59]:

VTT
3H2

=
Ω2

3H2
+ 2 ε− η

2
− ξϕ

3
, (2.8)
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as well as the projection along T and N as [19]:

VTN
3H2

= ω
(

1− ε+
η

3
+
ν

3

)
. (2.9)

In these equations we introduced the slow-roll parameters:

ε ≡ − Ḣ

H2
=

ϕ̇2

2M2
PlH

2
, (2.10a)

η ≡ ε̇

Hε
= 2(δϕ + ε) , (2.10b)

δϕ ≡
ϕ̈

Hϕ̇
, (2.10c)

ξϕ ≡
...
ϕ

H2ϕ̇
, (2.10d)

ν ≡ ω̇

Hω
. (2.10e)

Note that the expressions (2.8), (2.9) are exact, as we have not made use of any slow-

roll approximations. On the other hand, VNN depends on the inflationary trajectory in a

model-dependent manner.

2.1 Slow-roll inflation

The slow-roll conditions require the slow-roll parameters ε, η, δϕ, defined above, to be much

smaller than one to guarantee long lasting slow-roll inflation, that is, ε, η, δϕ, ξϕ � 1. These

conditions imply

H2 ' V

3MPl
, (2.11)

3Hϕ̇+ VT ' 0 , (2.12)

and thus that the tangent projection of the derivative of the potential is small, that is:

εT ≡
M2
Pl

2

(
VT
V

)2

� 1 . (2.13)

On the other hand, the normal projection VN does not need to be small, and it is related

to the turning rate by eq. (2.6). Additionally, from (2.8) we see that during slow-roll,

VTT
3H2

∼ Ω2

3H2
, (2.14)

while from (2.9) we observe that, barring cancellations, η � 1 (equivalently δϕ � 1),

implies that
VTN
3H2

∼ Ω

H
, and ν � 1 . (2.15)

Hence, we see that ν behaves as a new slow-roll parameter in multifield inflation: the

turning rate is guaranteed to be slowly varying during slow-roll [18, 19]. As discussed
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in [19], the slow-roll conditions above do not require small eigenvalues of the Hessian.

That is, the ηV parameter:

ηV ≡M2
Pl

∣∣∣∣min eigenvalue

(∇a∇bV
V

)∣∣∣∣ , (2.16)

does not need to be small in multifield inflation and can indeed be much larger than one6,

as in the examples discussed in [19, 20].

2.2 Sharp turns from transient slow-roll violations

The discussion above implies that if the slow-roll condition is obeyed exactly with ε, η, δϕ �
1, then the field moves in the manifold with slow-turns, ν � 1. This hints at the possibility

of obtaining large turning rates, and therefore strong deviations from a geodesic trajectory,

if one or more of the slow-roll conditions are violated, while still maintaining a long-lasting

inflationary paradigm that is consistent with current observations. Indeed, if the potential

has intrinsic features which give rise to transient violations of the slow-roll condition with

η & 1, it will generate transient violations of slow-turn (leading to sharp turns), or strong

geodesic deviations, with ω & 1 and ν & 1. This interesting effect arises naturally in

multifield axion inflation in field theory and supergravity and we study this mechanism in

what follows.

The axion monodromy model that we consider below is particularly interesting since it

leads to growth of perturbations by exploiting the relation between two parameters, η and

ω, via Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9). The transient large values of η, and therefore of δφ, repeatedly

induce kicks in the the turning rate, which becomes sharp and large7.

3 Multifield axion monodromy in supergravity

We now construct a supergravity axion monodromy model, which is the two field realisation

of the single field model introduced in [52].

The scalar potential in supergravity is constructed from the Kähler potential, K(Φ, Φ̄),

which is a real function of the superfields Φ, Φ̄, whose scalar component is the complex field;

and the holomorphic superpotential, W (Φ), as

V = eK/M
2
Pl
(
Ki̄DiWDjW − 3|W |2M−2

Pl

)
, (3.1)

where DiW = Wi + (Ki/MPl)W , with Wi ≡ ∂W
∂Φi

and Ki̄ is the Kähler metric, which when

passing to real coordinates, can be identified with the field space metric introduced in (2.1)

as 2Ki̄ = gab.

We use the approach in [62–64] and introduce two “orthogonal” chiral superfields [65],

the goldstino, S, and inflaton superfield, Φ, where we denote the scalar components of these

6Interestingly, as pointed out in [60], ηV & O(1) might be required in consistent theories of quantum

gravity. From this point of view, multifield inflation models with ηV & 1 would be consistent with this

constraint.
7This scenario is a combination of more complicated versions of the two types of features presented

in [61], as we discuss later.
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superfields with the same letter. We then eliminate the sgoldstino, S by either introducing

suitable Kähler potential corrections to stabilise it [63], or simply by introducing a nilpotent

condition on it, S2 = 0 [64].

The Kähler and superpotentials for the axion monodromy model are given by

M−2
Pl K = −α log[(Φ + Φ̄)/MPl − βSS̄/M2

Pl] , (3.2)

W = S(MΦ + iλe−bΦ) . (3.3)

The Kähler potential is independent of the imaginary part of the inflaton superfield,

Im(Φ) = θ, the axion, while it depends only on the the real part, Re(Φ) = ρ, the saxion.

The shift symmetry of the axion is broken by the non-perturbative term in the superpo-

tential, as well as at tree-level by the linear term. In a string theory set-up, the inflaton

could be identified with a complex structure modulus, with the fluxes breaking the shift

symmetry at tree-level (see for example [49, 50]).

We choose α = 1 as in [52] for which the Kähler metric is KΦΦ̄ = 1/(Φ + Φ̄)2 and thus

the field space curvature is R = −4. The scalar potential becomes:

V =
M2

β

(
ρ2 + θ2 +

2λ

M
e−bρ

[
θ cos (b θ) + ρ sin (b θ) +

λ

2M
e−bρ

])
, (3.4)

where we used that Φ = ρ+iθ. In contrast to the case when the saxion ρ has been stabilised

[52], the modulations are now saxion dependent, and damped by the exponential terms.

The structure of the modulations along the axion depends on the parameters M,λ, b, and

the value of the saxion, and it is encoded in the condition:

x [c ey − sinx] = − cosx(1 + y) , (3.5)

where we defined c ≡ M
λb , x ≡ b θ, y ≡ bρ. For y = 0, the potential has an infinite number

of stationary points if c < 1, while for larger values of c there will be a finite number of

stationary points. Once we introduce y, this behaviour depends on the saxion’s value and

the modulations of the axion are strongly damped by the saxion field values (we consider

only positive saxion values). When the axion and saxion are displaced from their minima,

they will evolve traversing the modulations in the potential (3.4). The parameter 1/b acts

as a “decay constant” for the axion at a fixed value of the saxion, while we can define an

instantaneous decay constant as finst =
√
gθθ/b, [20]. We consider sub-Planckian values of

1/b in agreement with recent quantum gravity constraints on axions [66]. We can then

fix the value of λ/M to determine the size of the modulations as the axion-saxion system

evolves. The parameters M and β fix the amplitude of the power spectrum. We do not

make a thorough search in the parameter space in the present work, but make a selection

of parameters that allow us to demonstrate the following aspects:

i. Transient large turning rates can be generated in supergravity with small field space

curvature - fooling supergravity - through transient violations of slow-roll, albeit sus-

taining enough inflation. Moreover, the minimal eigenvalue of the Hessian is large (in

Hubble units) and tachyonic, as conjectured in [19].
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ii. Multifield axion monodromy in supergravity naturally gives rise to transient violations

of slow-roll and thus transient large turns, due to modulations of the axion potential

from (leading and subleading) non-perturbative effects. These give rise to distinctive

resonant features in the power spectrum, providing the first concrete model with

such features in multifield inflation, and interesting phenomenology as we discuss in

section 5.

3.1 Transient large turns in supergravity

As we discussed in section 2, sustained slow-roll implies ν � 1 (see eq. (2.15)). Thus, a

violation of the slow-roll condition, η � 1, implies ν & 1, which means that the turning

rate is changing rapidly. When the saxion is kept fixed at its minimum, the axion evolves

as discussed in [52]. Namely, for c < 1 in Eq. (3.5), there are several minima and the axion

may get trapped in one of them. On the other hand, for suitable values of c, the axion

potential develops an inflection point at which there is a transient violation of slow-roll

suitable for sufficient enhancement of the adiabatic power spectrum for abundant PBHs

production [52]. Some amount of fine-tuning is required to keep the large scale amplitude

of the power spectrum O(10−9) [1]. In the multifield case, the axion-saxion system is non-

trivially coupled, and thus, when the axion is displaced from its minimum, the saxion is also

displaced slightly, and will follow its adiabatic minimum as the axion evolves (see Fig. 1).

The modulations of the potential at the minimum generically have several stationary points.

However, away from the minimum the modulations are suppressed by the saxion, giving

very gentle plateaus and cliffs. These will generically give rise to transient violations of

slow-roll as the axion moves along these plateaus and cliffs repeatedly before reaching its

minimum. This motion causes transient violations of slow-roll, η & 1, which generate

transient violations of the slow-turn condition ν & 1, inducing transient large non-geodesic

trajectories (see Fig. 2).

We choose a generic set of parameters given in Table 1 to illustrate the background

evolution. As mentioned above, we choose 1/b to be sub-Planckian, b = 50M−1
Pl , and

then fix λ/M aiming at a large enhancement of the power spectrum. The normalisation

of the power spectrum at CMB scales is fixed by M2/β. We also choose suitable initial

conditions to ensure enough e-folds of inflation 8, although the adiabatic power spectra are

in tension with CMB bounds for an oscillatory spectrum (see next section). The background

cosmological evolution is shown in Figures 1-3. In Fig. 1 we show the evolution of the fields

as they move in the potential (3.4). Let us stress that this potential does not require any

special properties to feature several turns in field space, generating transient strong non-

geodesic trajectories. It arises naturally from the multifield axion monodromy potential

described by (3.2). In Figure 2, the excursion of the two fields ρ and θ and the evolution

of the Hubble parameter as functions of the number of e-folds are shown. In figure 3 we

show the evolution of the slow-roll parameters as functions of the number of e-folds, which

demonstrate the mechanism at work to generate transient non-geodesic motion. Namely

8Note that no substantial fine tuning of the parameters and/or initial conditions is required, as it is the

case for single field [52].
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Figure 1: Inflationary trajectory of axion-saxion system as they move in the scalar po-

tential (3.4) for the parameter values in Table 1.

transient violations of slow-roll (η & 1) induce brief violations of slow-turns (ν & 1), thus

causing short-term large turns: ω & 1.

β b M λ/M ρini θini

1 50 2.15× 10−6 80 0.245 4.20

Table 1: Parameter values in Planck units (except β, which is dimensionless).

Figure 2: The field evolution and the Hubble parameter as a function of the number

of e-folds N during inflation for the set of parameters in Table 1. The blue vertical line

corresponds to Npivot.

For the parameters in Table 1, the value of c ≡ M
λb = 2.5 × 10−4 � 1 and therefore

the potential has infinitely many stationary points at y = bρ = 0. At the non-vanishing

value of ρ = ρmin ' 0.13, the potential for θ has several stationary points, while dur-

ing inflation, these modulations are exponentially damped, allowing for inflation to occur.

These non-trivial oscillations along the whole evolution, will be inherited to the cosmolog-
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Figure 3: Variation of the slow-roll parameters for ε, η and the dimensionless turning

rate ω = Ω/H as functions of N . In the plots of η and ω, the dashed lines signify the

boundaries 1,−1. The gray dashed horizontal line signifies the ultra slow-roll limit η = −6

in the η-plot. The blue vertical lines correspond to Npivot. All the curves here correspond

to the evolution for the parameters’ set in Table 1. Magenta horizontal lines in each plot

denote the periodicity of the oscillations.

ical perturbations that we discuss in the next section. In particular the “periodicity” of

the modulations due to the potential are directly inherited into the slow-roll parameters

and the turning rate, which are shown with the magenta horizontal lines in Fig. 3. These

oscillations influence the oscillations in the power spectra as we see in the next section.

4 Cosmological perturbations

The linear perturbations in multifield inflation can be neatly described decomposing them

in terms of adiabatic and entropic modes, QT , QN , respectively, defined as the projections of

the field fluctuations Qa in spatially flat gauge [67–70]. The equations of motion describing

the dynamics of the primordial linear perturbations about the inflationary background are

given by [67, 69, 70]:

Q̈T + 3HQ̇T +

(
k2

a2
+m2

T

)
QT = (2ωHQN )˙−

(
Ḣ

H
+
VT
ϕ̇

)
2ωHQN , (4.1)

Q̈N + 3HQ̇N +

(
k2

a2
+m2

N

)
QN = −2ωϕ̇Ṙ (4.2)
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where QT = TiQ
i, QN = NiQ

i, Qi are the field fluctuations in spatially flat gauge, R
is the comoving curvature perturbation directly proportional to the adiabatic fluctuation

through:

R =
H

ϕ̇
QT . (4.3)

The adiabatic mass mT is given by

m2
T

H2
≡ −3

2
η − 1

4
η2 − 1

2
εη − 1

2

η̇

H
, (4.4)

while the entropic mass, mN , is given by

m2
N

H2
=
VNN
H2

+M2
Pl εR− ω2 , (4.5)

At superhorizon scales,

Ṙ ' 2ω
H2

ϕ̇
QN , (4.6)

and (4.2) becomes

Q̈N + 3HQ̇N +
(
m2
N + 4H2ω2

)
QN ≈ 0 , (4.7)

where it is useful to define an effective entropy mass as

M2
eff ≡ m2

N + 4H2ω2 = VNN +M2
Pl εRH2 + 3H2ω2.

The dynamics of the linear perturbations, and therefore cosmological predictions depend

mT
2

H 2

mN
2

H 2

M eff
2

H 2

20 30 40 50 60 70 80

-50

0

50

100

150

N

Figure 4: Evolution of the adiabatic and entropic masses with respect to Hubble:
m2

T
H2 and

m2
N

H2 in Eqs (4.4) and (4.5) respectively with the number of e-folds. The effective mass is

also shown as
M2

eff
H2 . All the curves here are for the example in Table 1. Magenta horizontal

lines denote the periodicity of oscillations in M2
eff .
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on the hierarchies of the adiabatic and entropic modes’ masses relative to each other,

which in turn depend on the slow-roll parameters, the turning rate ω and its variation ν,

the curvature of the scalar manifold R, and VNN . For example, if R is negative and large, it

may trigger geometric destabilisation of the entropy modes as discussed in [8]. Notice that

the adiabatic mode will be light (w.r.t. H) as long as slow-roll is satisfied (see eq. (4.4)).

Perturbations in supergravity axion monodromy

In the axion monodromy model described by the potential Eq. (3.4), the cosine and sine

terms induce large oscillations in the background parameters as we discussed above. The

transient violations of the slow-roll condition with η & 1 lead to multiple points of strong

deviation from the geodesic motion with ν & 1 and thus ω & 1. Note that ε � 1 always

in Fig. 3, that is, inflation does not stop intermediately. These details enter the scalar

fluctuations through the Hubble parameter H and its derivatives, the masses m2
T and m2

N ,

ω and ν (see Eqs. (4.1)-(4.2)). The background oscillations are imprinted in the Hubble

parameter (right panel of Fig. 2), the slow-roll parameters ε, η and in the turn rate ω

(Fig. 3). These lead to oscillatory features in the adiabatic and entropic masses (Fig. 4),

with a “decreasing periodicity” inherited from the scalar potential (shown with magenta

lines in the figure). The oscillatory effects from the background and multiple sharp turns

Figure 5: Evolution of the curvature and the isocurvature power spectra for three different

modes which exit the horizon at N = 30, N = 60 and N = 65 respectively. All the curves

here are for the example in Table 1. Plotted using PyTransport.

in field space source the scalar fluctuations in a cumulative manner.

The resulting turns in field space are numerous and sharp for all the parameter space

values where the large scale power spectrum is as close as possible to the CMB, with an

amplitude ∼ 10−9 and red-tilt of the oscillatory envelope, while it grows substantially at

small scales. The relation of the number and position of the turns (i.e. of slow-roll vi-

olations) with the parameters is rather involved, given its non-trivial dependence on the

evolution of the saxion as encoded in eq. (3.5). A piecewise analysis for the contributions

to the growth of adiabatic fluctuations is thus difficult in the present scenario due to the
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presence of inherent background oscillations and multiple rapid turns in the field space.

Nevertheless, we can see a clear pattern in the modulations. Namely, there is a “decreas-

ing periodicity” as the fields move traversing the potential softened modulations at the

beginning, which become stronger, as the saxion decreases. For the parameter choice in

Table 1, we observed that the “periodicity” of the parameters inherited from the potential

starts at about N ∼ 4 at the pivot scale, decreasing to N ∼ 2 towards the end of inflation.

An attempt to understand this analytically would be through means of simpler modelled

slow-roll violations as for example presented in [61]: large turning rates lead m2
N to large

negative values (see Fig. 4), which make the isocurvature fluctuations grow (see Eq. (4.2)),

and in turn, act as a source for the adiabatic perturbations (see Eq. (4.1)). This results in

the growth of curvature fluctuations and they contribute as a source for the isocurvature

fluctuations. As a result, the modulations that can be seen in the evolution of a single scalar

mode QkT are a combined effect of oscillations in background parameters and interference

of characteristic oscillations due to sharp turns in field space.

For the set of parameters in Table 1 with Npivot ' 26, the evolution of the adiabatic

and isocurvature power spectra for three distinct modes k1, k2 and k3 is shown in Fig. 5,

which exit the horizon at N = 30, N = 60 and N = 65 respectively. For k1, the curvature

fluctuations grow very little after horizon exit due to a few number of field space turns

executed before N = 30 and become frozen soon after horizon exit (within 5 e-folds). But,

for k2 and k3, superhorizon evolution is greatly affected by the turns in the field space

because the slow-roll violations in η become more frequent and large near N = 60. The

isocurvature fluctuations have a negligible growth for k1. The plots for the modes k2 and k3

show that the growth of isocurvature fluctuations start at around N ∼ 70 for both of them,

and the growth of curvature fluctuations follows right away. Inspection of the background

evolution leads to an intuitive and qualitative understanding of their superhorizon growth

at this particular e-fold. At N = 70.33, η crosses −6 for the first time and the tangential

derivative of the potential, VT , crosses zero for the first time. This corresponds to an ultra

slow-roll (USR) regime [71, 72], as can be seen by using (2.3) to write η (2.10c) as follows:

η = −6− 2VT
Hϕ̇

+ 2ε . (4.8)

At the same time, mT starts becoming less tachyonic. After this point during inflation,

i.e., for N & 70, the conditions η ≤ −6 and VT = 0 are reached repeatedly during the

rest of the course of inflation, owing to the periodic nature of the background quantities.

Such an USR condition [73] that is attained periodically from N ∼ 70, may affect the

source terms in Eq.s (4.1) and (4.2) in such a way that the perturbations start growing

while this condition is attained. Inspection of the superhorizon perturbation modes for

other parameter combinations presented in the next section also reveals that they all start

growing at a particular e-fold NUSR during the course of inflation at and after which the

effective USR condition is reached periodically. Both η and VT are background quantities,

which determine the starting point of the enhancement of the curvature perturbations for

the modes. However, the amount of growth of each perturbation still depends on the

turning rates via the Eq.s (4.1) and (4.2).
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The effect of a single sharp turn in the field space for multifield models on the evolution

of perturbations have been explored in great detail in the literature [24, 42, 58, 74–82]. A

sharp turn enhances the source terms of the scalar perturbations, and therefore can enhance

the power spectrum for modes that are subhorizon during the feature. As a result, inflation

models with a sharp turn in field space lead to enhanced adiabatic perturbations, which

can be efficient in generating abundant primordial black holes and large amplitude of

primordial gravitational waves [25, 27, 37, 38, 83]. Recently [61] have explored the effect

of controlled number of sharp turns in the field space by modelling the turning rates

and obtained enhancement in the curvature power spectra with characteristic oscillatory

features that depend on the properties of the feature in turning rates. However, for the case

under consideration, the situation is far more complicated due to the presence of multiple

features in the background and field space. First of all, the oscillations in the potential

make the background parameters deviate from their standard slow-roll evolution (|η| > 1).

Secondly, the inflationary trajectory has multiple turns (Ω/H in Fig. 3) in the field space.

Such large number of turns and intricate features in the field space and its consequences

are unavoidable for a viable choice of parameters that can sustain inflation long enough so

that the CMB pivot scale k = 0.05 Mpc−1 exits the horizon ∼ 55 − 65 e-folds before the

end of inflation.

An immediate outcome of the above-described features is that the adiabatic power spec-

trum PR(k) for this class of models has a non-trivially enhanced profile. With a judiciously

chosen set of parameters, such background oscillations and sharp turns can cumulatively

lead to ∼ O(107) enhancement of in the oscillatory envelope of PR(k) (see Fig. 6). The

amplitude of PR(k) depends on M2/β, whereas, the peak position and amplitude of the

features, as well as details of oscillations in PR(k) depend on the parameters λ/M and

b. In all of the examples considered in this paper, we keep β = 1 and fix M with the

requirement of CMB normalisation at the pivot scale 9. We note again that the complexity

of the cumulative effect of background and field space features makes it difficult to probe

the dependence of the growth of PR(k) on the model parameters. The approach taken

here starting from a concrete model of supergravity AM, leads to a featurefull PR(k) with

a peak at scales smaller than those probed at CMB. We note categorically the following:

• The enhancement in PR(k) can be mainly due to multiple sharp turns, however, this

is induced by the transient decreases in ε (inflection points) as large as εmax/εmin '
O(10−3) (see fig. 3). This is somewhat a combination of the two types of features in

the decomposition of η presented in [61], where the effect of violations of slow-roll in

δφ (−η‖ in their notation) and ω (η⊥ in their notation) are shown individually.

• The small oscillations on top of the enhanced profile are mainly due to the oscillations

in the background parameters. However, there can be effects of interference of the

characteristic growths due to each of the turns in field space.

9Note that although CMB normalisation is satisfied at the pivot scale kCMB = 0.05 Mpc−1, as mentioned

before, it is not consistent with CMB observations for the range of scales probed by CMB due to large

oscillations (see Fig. 7 and discussion there).
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Nevertheless, we have explored a region of the parameter space where (i) inflation is carried

out for 55−65 of e-folds; (ii) at large scales, the adiabatic power spectra oscillation envelopes

have pivot amplitudes ∼ O(10−9) and are red-tilted (for some examples); (iii) PR(k) is

enhanced at small scales with oscillatory features which, for suitable choice of parameters,

can lead to interesting outcomes for PBH and GWs. We elaborate these points in detail

in the next sections with various values of the control parameters λ/M and b.

4.1 Adiabatic power spectrum in multifield axion monodromy

The amplitude of PR(k) is controlled by an overall parameter M2/β, whereas the param-

eters λ/M and b determine the oscillatory profile. Interestingly, due to the presence of

multiple oscillations in the potential itself for viable parameter combinations, the initial

field values also influence slightly the dynamics of inflation. This is due to the fact that

for some initial values of ρ and θ, one or both of the fields encounter local minima, which

makes it difficult to execute slow-roll along that direction. In Table 2 we show a suitable

set of the parameters and initial conditions used to compute PR(k) for the supergravity

axion monodromy model described above. The perturbation equations (4.1) and (4.2) are

solved with the transport code PyTransport10 [84] to evaluate PR(k) for each case shown

in Fig. 6. For a given set of initial values ρi, θi and the parameters λ/M and b, the pivot is

determined as the point at which the scalar spectral index ns matches the constraint given

by Planck 2018 [1]: ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0042 at 68% confidence limit. From the penultimate

column of Table 2, we see that the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is within the latest bound by

BKPlanck 2020 [2], which is r < 0.036 at 95% confidence limit. On the other hand, the

oscillations at CMB scales are rather large and thus violate the Planck bound for an oscil-

latory power spectrum [1, 85], as mentioned before. These oscillations can be attributed to

the sharp violations of slow-roll and sharp turns in the field space, which seems unavoidable

to reach large small-scale power spectra of phenomenological importance.

Notice that the values for r do not correspond to either a φ2-like inflation nor nat-

ural inflation as the effective decay constants for the examples in Table 2 are of order

feff . 10−1MPl, and similar to the modulated single field case discussed in [52], the non-

perturbative subleading corrections change the background evolution, as well as the cos-

mological predictions. Finally, the parameter M2/β can be determined by matching with

the pivot amplitude given by Planck 2018.

The parameters λ/M and b influence the oscillations in the background dynamics as

well as the turns in the field space. Therefore, the position of the peak, kp, and the

amplitude at the peak PR(kp) also depend on these parameters in a complex manner. The

enhancement in PR(k) at small scales can lead to interesting phenomenological implications

which we discuss in the next section. For all the examples in Table 2, c � 1, which leads

to a large number of stationary points in the potential for ρ = ρmin.

10Details about the PyTransport code can be found here.
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M λ/M b ρini θini Ninf r V
1/4

inf

2.52× 10−6 60 50 0.250 4.20 64.77 0.010 0.0029

2.73× 10−6 70 50 0.250 4.20 62.32 0.016 0.0030

2.15× 10−6 80 50 0.245 4.20 59.48 0.018 0.0027

6.41× 10−7 90 50 0.250 4.20 57.49 0.020 0.0015

1.10× 10−7 100 50 0.250 4.20 56.07 0.022 0.0006

1.25× 10−8 110 50 0.250 4.20 55.06 0.024 0.0002

1.60× 10−6 80 40 0.250 4.50 63.63 0.011 0.0026

1.60× 10−6 80 35 0.400 5.50 56.99 0.012 0.0026

Table 2: Selection of parameter values in Planck units. We consider β = 1 for all of these

sets and fix the CMB normalisation by tuning M only. The number of e-folds from the

horizon exit of the pivot scale to the end of inflation is also indicated as Ninf = Nend−Npivot.
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Figure 6: Adiabatic power spectra for the selection of parameters given in Table 2 com-

puted using the code PyTransport. The left panel shows the variation of PR(k) for different

values of λ/M , with fixed b = 50. The right panel shows PR(k) for a fixed λ/M = 80 with

varying b. In both the panels, the leftmost points of the plots are the CMB pivot scale

kCMB = 0.05 Mpc−1.

The effect of decreasing “periodicity” in number of e-folds is clearly inherited in PR(k),

however, the rate of decrease may not follow the same pattern as the background pa-

rameters due to the combined contribution of the background effects towards the scalar

perturbations.

It is interesting to note that for the range in λ/M considered here, the peak position

kp is maximum for λ/M = 80. For λ/M ≥ 80, the dependence of kp on λ/M seems to

be mild (left panel of Fig. 6), whereas a stronger dependence of kp on the variation of b

can be seen in the right panel of Fig. 6. The mechanism of adiabatic and isocurvature

fluctuations sourcing each other is such that the isocurvature power spectra can be large

once the growth in curvature perturbations start to set in. However, the isocurvature

constraint at CMB scales is checked to be satisfied for each case.

It can be seen from the left panel of Fig. 6 that PR(k) has blue-tilt immediately after
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the pivot scale for λ/M ≥ 90, although constraints on ns and r are satisfied at the pivot

scale. This is related to the mild dependence on initial field values, since once can start

evolving a little higher in the plateau, although at the cost of having larger value of Ninf

and can also violate the CMB constraint on r in some cases. This can have implications

for reheating as discussed below. Finally let us note that the envelope of the modulated

power spectrum has an approximate k2 behaviour for all the cases considered. Also for the

tiny oscillations in the power spectra, the average slope is k2, whereas it can reach ∼ k3

very few times in some of the cases.

Power spectrum at CMB scales

The large oscillations in PR(k) result from the oscillations present in the background pa-

rameters, as well as to the sharp turns. For the set of parameters considered in Table 2,

these oscillations are very large even at the CMB scales, as can be seen in Fig. 7. Although,

at the CMB pivot scale kCMB = 0.05 Mpc−1, and only at that scale, the quantities ns and

r are within the 1σ confidence level, inspecting the highly oscillating power spectra around

the pivot scale reveals that the model with the set of fiducial values for the model parame-

ters in Table 2, is outside the observational CMB bounds on these scales (indicated by the

grey line in the figure).
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Figure 7: Adiabatic power spectra around the CMB scales for the selection of parameters

given in Table 2 computed using the code PyTransport. The left panel shows the variation

of PR(k) for different values of λ/M , with fixed b = 50. The right panel shows PR(k) for

a fixed λ/M = 80 with varying b. The color code is the same as in Fig. 6.

Planck 2018 [1] constrains the oscillatory power spectra from inflation by limiting the

fractional amplitude of oscillations. For a power spectrum with logarithmic oscillations of

the form:

PR(k) = P0(k)[1 +Alog cos(ωlog log κ+ φlog)], (4.9)

where κ = k/kCMB. Planck 2018 presents a marginalised confidence levels in the Alog−ωlog

space, where the limit on the fractional amplitude for oscillation is Alog . 0.03 (see Sec.

7.1.1 and Fig.(28) in reference [1]). For the multifield AM inflation model in the present

work, PR(k) has logarithmic oscillations in k, although the exact fitting is more complicated
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than the form in Eq. (4.9). However, from Fig. 7, it is evident that the oscillations are too

large to be consistent with the Planck value for the fractional amplitude of oscillation.

For a model with resonant features at small scales, CMB consistency could be achieved

for oscillations growing with time, such that they are small enough at CMB scales, to be

consistent with the constrained value of Alog, and larger at small scales. For our present

model, the fractional oscillation amplitude remains large and nearly constant for the whole

range of scales, which can be seen from Figs. 6 and 7. Choosing parameters such as to

make PR(k) CMB consistent makes the growth feature at small scales too small, which

makes the resonant oscillations uninteresting in the context of PBH and induced GW. This

indicates how one can modify the scalar potential to ensure these requirements are achieved

and we leave such a study for future work.

Implications for reheating

We see from Table 2 that in order to account for a large enough amplification in the scalar

power spectrum at small scales the observable scales associated with the CMB have to

leave the horizon Ninf = Nend−Npivot e-folds before the end of inflation. These values have

non-trivial theoretical implications on the reheating phase after inflation.

In general, there is a theoretical uncertainty in determining Ninf due to the unknown

thermal history of the Universe after inflation. This ignorance is usually parameterised by

an effective equation of state (e.o.s.) wre and the number of e-foldings during the reheating

epoch Nre using the matching equation [86, 87]

Ninf ' 57 +
1

4
ln r − 1

4
(1− 3wre)Nre. (4.10)

Usually, 0 . wre < 1/3, although other exotic scenarios may arise, such as wre = 1.

However if a non-standard cosmological history prior to BBN arises, for example due to

a scalar dominated epoch, it induces a further modification to (4.10) [87], δNinf ≡ 1
4 ln Γ,

where Γ parameterises the change to Ninf due to this non-standard epoch. In was shown in

[87] that this modification can span a large range of positive values, depending on the scalar

model and the reheating temperature. Thus we see that accounting for the Ninf in some of

the examples in Table 2 in case we proceed to obtain red-tilt of the power spectra at large

scales (e.g. λ/M = 90, b = 50) imply a relatively long period of scalar field domination.

5 Primordial black holes and primordial gravitational waves

When primordial adiabatic fluctuations of large amplitude re-enter the horizon in the post-

inflationary era, they can collapse gravitationally to form black holes (BH). These primor-

dial black holes (PBHs) can form a part or all of the observed dark matter abundance

depending on the PBH mass range. If PBHs exist, they can affect several astrophysical

and cosmological phenomena, such as lensing, galactic and extra-galactic radiation etc. and

therefore, their observation can put constraints on the abundance of PBHs as dark matter

over a large range of PBH masses. In particular, observations of massive BH binary merg-

ers in LIGO/Virgo surveys have rekindled the enthusiasm about models of inflation that

can lead to large scalar fluctuations at small scales and therefore abundant PBHs.
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A variety of observational and experimental data now constrain a significant part of

the PBH parameter space. Nevertheless, these constraints are expected to evolve in the

near future with the prospect of additional data and improved analysis. PBHs evaporate

on a timescale tev = 5120πG2M3/(}c4) via Hawking radiation, and therefore PBHs of

mass lower than M ' 5×1014 g ' 2.5×10−19M� have completely evaporated by now [33].

Slightly heavier PBHs have not completely evaporated yet and may radiate gamma-ray

photons, neutrinos, gravitons and other massive particles at different stages of evapora-

tion. Therefore, constraining the injection of photons and neutrinos in the (extra-)galactic

medium using Voyager data, extra-galactic radiation background, SPI/INTEGRAL obser-

vations, etc. [88–95], the abundance of light PBHs with M . 10−17M� can be constrained.

CMB anisotropies and abundance of light elements at the time of nucleosynthesis due to

the energy decomposition in the background by the evaporation products from the black

holes [96] can constrain PBHs for masses M ≥ 5.5× 10−21M� and M ' 10−22− 10−21M�
respectively. PBHs in the mass range 10−11M� < M < 10−1M� are constrained by their

gravitational lensing of light rays from distant stars. Observation of the stars in the M31

galaxy by the HSC telescope, the EROS and OGLE survey together now rule out the

contribution of PBH towards total DM density above 1 − 10% in this mass range [97–

99]. The caustic crossing event for the star Icarus or MACS J1149LS1 and the resul-

tant strong lensing has been used to place constraint on compact objects in the range

10−5M� < M . 103M� [100]. The GW detections by the LIGO/Virgo collaboration put

an upper bound on fPBH in the mass region 0.2M� < M < 300M� assuming that the

observed binary BH mergers are PBH mergers in early or late Universe [101–111]. Finally,

the radiation from the accreted gas around PBHs of mass M & 100M� affects the spectrum

and the anisotropies of the CMB [112–114].

Evidently, current observations have already constrained the PBH population in a sig-

nificant part of its mass range meaning that it cannot form more than a few percent of total

DM abundance in a large part of the mass range. However, most of these constraints de-

pend on the width of the PBH mass spectrum and are usually quoted for a monochromatic

mass spectrum (∆M ∼M)11.

If inflation generates scalar fluctuations large enough to produce abundant PBH, then

they can also lead to large amplitude of secondary gravitational waves (GW) owing to the

coupling between the scalar and tensor modes in second and higher orders of perturbation

theory [43–45, 118, 119]. These scalar-sourced GWs appear as a stochastic background

today (SGWB). Since the scalar source depends on the scalar power spectrum as Sk ∝
PR(k)2 (see Sec. 5.2), for a featureless red-tilted PR(k) the amplitude of SGWB is tiny.

However, if PR(k) is enhanced sufficiently, which is generally the case for inflation models

with small-scale features, then the resulting GW spectrum ΩGW can be large enough to

be possibly detected in the ongoing and upcoming GW surveys. The frequency f of this

induced GW depends on the mode k entering the horizon at the post-inflationary time

11For detailed reviews on the current constraints on PBH abundance, see Refs. [31, 115, 116]. See also

[117] for an earlier review.
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when the GW is sourced. In the radiation dominated (RD) epoch,

f =
kc

2πa0
= 1.5× 10−15k Mpc Hz. (5.1)

The present and proposed GW surveys span over decades in the frequency space. Pulsar

timing arrays (PTAs) such as NANOGrav [120, 121], EPTA [122–124] etc., are sensitive

in the range 10−9 − 10−7 Hz, corresponding to 6 × 105 Mpc−1 . k . 6 × 107 Mpc−1.

Ground based interferometric detectors such as LIGO/Virgo [125–128], KAGRA [129, 130]

and ET [131] cover the range 10 − 103 Hz, corresponding to 6 × 1015 Mpc−1 . k .
6 × 1018 Mpc−1. The intermediate frequency range can be probed by LISA [132–135],

DECIGO [136–138], AION/MAGIS [139], Taiji [140], TianQin [141].

The supergravity axion monodromy model studied in this work proves to be an inter-

esting candidate to produce abundant PBHs and large secondary GWs with a characteristic

profile as we see below. It can be seen in the PR(k) curves in Fig. 6 that PR(k) can reach

large amplitudes (up to 10−3 − 10−2 in some cases) at small scales for multiple parameter

sets considered in Table 2.

5.1 PBH formation

If the amplitude of the primordial fluctuations is such that when the modes re-enter the

horizon at the post-inflationary epoch, the density fluctuations δ are larger than the critical

density for collapse (δc), then PBHs can be produced with mass MPBH = γMH , where MH

is the horizon mass at collapse. γ signifies the efficiency of collapse [30] and is typically of

order 1; here we consider γ = 0.33. The mass of PBH depends on the horizon size at the

time of collapse. For standard post-inflationary history, PBHs with masses of interest are

formed in the radiation dominated (RD) epoch (δc = 0.41) when the time of collapse can

be considered the same as the time of horizon entry for the scalar mode due to logarithmic

growth of subhorizon perturbations. Using the Press-Schechter formalism for gravitational

collapse, PBH abundance at present in an interval of mass MPBH to MPBH + dMPBH

produced in RD epoch is

ψ(MPBH) =
γ

Teq

(
gs(T1)

gs(Teq)

) 1
3
(

Ωmh
2

Ωch2

)(
90M2

Pl

π2g∗(T1)

) 1
4

(4πγM2
Pl)

1
2
βPBH(MPBH)

M
3
2

PBH

. (5.2)

The PBH mass fraction is defined as the fraction of the energy that collapses to a PBH at

the time of formation, which, for Gaussian adiabatic fluctuations, can be written as

βPBH(MPBH) = erfc

 δc√
2σ2

δ

 , (5.3)

where σ2
δ is the variance of the density power spectrum and calculated as:

σ2
δ =

16

81

∫
dk

k
(kR)4W 2(k,R)PR(k). (5.4)
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The window function W 2(k,R) = exp(−k2R2) is chosen to smooth the perturbations on

the comoving scale R at formation. The mass MPBH of the PBH produced is related to

the comoving wavenumber k via

MPBH(k) = 4πγMPl
2

(
π2geq
∗

45M2
Pl

) 1
2

(aeqTeq)2k−2. (5.5)

ψ(MPBH) can be calculated from Eq. (5.2) using Eq.s (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5). The fraction

of DM as PBHs for a wide mass spectrum ψ(MPBH) can then be defined as

fPBH ≡
ΩPBH

ΩDM
=

∫
ψ(MPBH)dMPBH, (5.6)

which is also dubbed as the PBH abundance. It can be shown that, typically, to have a
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Figure 8: PBH mass spectra for different choices of λ/M with b = 50 in all the cases.

considerable PBH abundance in RD, PR(k) is needed to be enhanced by seven orders of

magnitude in amplitude as compared to its CMB value. From the PR(k) curves plotted in

Fig. 6, evidently, this criteria is fulfilled for a reasonable parameter space of the inflation

model.

From the left panel of Fig. 6, it can be seen that for λ/M ∼ 80−90, the peak amplitude

of PR(k) reaches & 10−2. With this motivation, in Fig. 8 we present the PBH mass spectra

for λ/M ∼ 80, 90 and 88 with b = 50 for all the cases. The first two parameter sets are

detailed in Table 2, whereas for the last set, similarly, we take β = 1 and M is determined

to obey the CMB normalisation. The mass spectra in Fig. 8 exhibit multiple peaks, which

can be attributed to the oscillations in PR(k).

All of the mass spectra in Fig. 8 peak at very small masses in the range 10−24M� −
10−16M�, which has strong bounds from evaporation constraints from BBN [142], CMB

spectral distortions and anisotropies [96, 143], extragalactic γ−rays [142], Galactic γ−rays

[144] and Voyager-1 e± [145] (see Figs 4 and 11 in [115]). These light PBHs can, in turn,

induce GWs via poisson fluctuations [146, 147] or via Hawking evaporation [148]. These
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multiple peaks in PBH mass spectra are interesting, since they can lead to abundance

of PBHs in specific narrow mass ranges, while still keeping the total abundance fPBH

small. We found fPBH = 1.8 × 10−2 for λ/M = 80, b = 50; fPBH = 5.0 × 10−4 for

λ/M = 88, b = 50 and fPBH = 2.5 × 10−3 for λ/M = 90, b = 50. While BBN constraint

still allows fPBH ∼ 10−4, CMB and γ−ray observations constrain fPBH very stringently

below 10−10 for the range 10−20M� .MPBH . 10−17M� for a monochromatic ψ(MPBH).

Since the oscillations in PR(k), and therefore the positions and heights of the peaks in

the mass spectra are controlled by λ/M and b, a suitable combination of these parameters

can lead to a MPBHψ(MPBH) profile and fPBH that satisfy the observational constraints.

It is also worth mentioning here that PBH mass spectra with multiple narrow peaks mean

that PBHs of specific masses are produced far more abundantly than others. Given the

non-uniform nature of the observational constraints on PBH over the mass range, such

specific production of PBHs can lead to interesting phenomenologies, once their exact

dependence on model parameters is well understood.

5.2 Secondary GW

In the second order of perturbation theory, the tensor modes are sourced by first order

adiabatic perturbations via the following equation for the tensor mode k

h′′k + 2Hh′k + k2hk = 4Sk(τ) , (5.7)

where H = aH. The source term S(k, τ) is calculated at the conformal time τ in RD

epoch12 can be written in terms of the gravitational potential Φq as

S(k, τ) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
eij(k)qiqj

(
2ΦqΦk-q + (H−1Φ′q + Φq)(H−1Φ′k-q + Φk-q)

)
. (5.8)

Φq are the scalar modes at the time of horizon entry of the momentum q so that Φq =

Φ(qτ)2
3Rq, where Rq are the primordial scalar perturbations and Φ(qτ) is the scalar trans-

fer function which follows the following evolution in a RD epoch

Φ′′(qτ) +
4

τ
Φ′(qτ) +

q2

3
Φ(qτ) = 0. (5.9)

Therefore, the source function can be obtained from the scalar power spectrum since

PR(k) ≡ k3

2π2
δ(k + k′)〈RkRk′〉. (5.10)

The scalar induced second order tensor power spectrum is [119],

Ph(k, τ) = 4

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 −

(
1 + v2 − u2

)2
4uv

]2

PR(kv)PR(ku)I2(v, u, x) , (5.11)

where the bar denotes the oscillation average. The momenta q and k are reparameterised

in terms of convenient variables v ≡ q/k, u ≡ |k − q|/k, and x = kτ . The integration

12All the expressions in this text are written explicitly for RD epoch. For secondary GW production

during a general epoch [149], see [45, 119, 150, 151] and the references therein.
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kernel I(u, v, x) contains the source information (for details, see [118, 119]) which can be

written with a simple analytical expression for late time, i.e. x� 1. For horizon entry in

the RD era,

I2
RD(x� 1, u, v) =

9(u2 + v2 − 3)2

16u6v6x2

{
π2(u2 + v2 − 3)2Θ(u+ v −

√
3)

+

(
(−4uv + (u2 + v2 − 3) ln

3− (u+ v)2

3− (u− v)2

2)}
.

(5.12)
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Figure 9: GW spectra for different choices of parameters given in Table 2, where the color

schemes are same as in Fig. 6. The left panel shows the variation of Ω
(2)
GWh

2 for different

values of λ/M , with fixed b = 50. The right panel shows Ω
(2)
GWh

2 for a fixed λ/M = 80

with varying b.

The GW spectrum at present time τ0 for this secondary GW background is then

Ω
(2)
GW(k, τ0) = 1.62× 10−5 Ωrad,0

4.18× 10−5

(
g∗(τ)

106.75

)(
gs(τ)

106.75

)−4/3

Ω
(2)
GW(k, τ), (5.13)

where

Ω
(2)
GW(k, τ) =

(kτ)2

24
Ph(k, τ). (5.14)

Due to the form of the kernel given in Eq. (5.12), the induced tensor power spectrum

Ph(k, τ) gathers a power (kτ)−2, therefore, Ω
(2)
GW(k, τ0) is independent of τ . Hence, the full

second order GW can be calculated using Eq. (5.13) once the primordial power spectrum

PR(k) is obtained for the model under consideration. Fig. 9 shows the induced secondary

GW spectra the parameter sets in Table 2 for the supergravity axion monodromy model

considered in this paper.

As expected from the wide enhancement profiles in PR(k), the GW spectra have wide

peak profiles with inherent oscillations. Interestingly, for some of the parameter combi-

nations in Table 2, Ω
(2)
GWh

2 crosses the sensitivity bounds of more than one GW survey

at various frequencies. For example, the green, orange and red curves in the left panel
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of Fig. 9 with λ/M ≥ 90 are within the sensitivities of SKA, LISA and DECIGO. The

blue curve with λ/M = 80 is within the sensitivity of LISA and DECIGO. The possibility

of simultaneous detection at different observations is encouraging, since cross-correlation

of between these surveys can put stringent constraints on the model parameters in such

cases, even for non-detection of such GW profiles. Moreover, the non-trivial spectral shape

and amplitude of a the GW of this class of models, may be detectable by LISA [152].

Finally, let us note that despite the wide profile of the GW spectra, the BBN bound∫ df
f ΩGWh

2 < 5.6× 10−6∆Neff is satisfied for all of the examples considered here.

6 Discussion and Conclusions

In this work, we presented a novel mechanism to generate transient turns in the field space

of multifield inflation using transient violations of slow-roll for multifield axion monodromy

inflation in supergravity, without the need of large curvatures of the field space. Modu-

lations in the scalar potential is a generic feature of this model due to non-perturbative

terms. The saxion and axion are coupled non-trivially, which then gives rise to a non-trivial

inflationary evolution and attractive cosmological implications. The effect due to the mod-

ulations in the background evolution is shown in figures 2 and 3, which show that transient

slow-roll violations induce transient large turning rates, even with order one scalar field

curvature (R = −4), as typically arise in supergravity and string theory.

The final effect on the scalar perturbations is interesting with an enhanced profile for

small scales with resonant oscillations. The effect of a single turn in the field space has been

studied extensively and analytically in literature, albeit with the turn introduced ad hoc.

An analytical study for the detailed effects of multiple (5-6) turns in the field space has

been presented in [61]. Here, we take a different approach to incorporate turns in field space

via the slow-roll violations as a virtue of the potential itself. Indeed, a detailed (possibly

analytical) study of the dependence of the background and perturbations on the model

parameters might be possible if one could single out one turn as the major contributor.

Nonetheless, in our multifield axion monodromy model, multiple turns with comparable

turning rates are unavoidable. Thus, we calculated numerically the adiabatic power spectra

using the PyTransport code.

We have shown in section 4.1 that PR(k) inherits the background oscillations and it can

have an enhanced peak profile at small scales. Although the exact dependence of the PR(k)

profile on the slow-roll parameters (and by extension, the potential parameters) is difficult

to estimate analytically, the profile can be attributed to the shape and duration of the turns

in the field space as well as their presence in large numbers. The extrinsic dependence of

PR(k) on the parameters λ
M and b can be seen in Fig. 6. It is to be emphasised that even

though we quote the initial values for the fields ρ and θ, this model is not fine-tuned, as

long as a reasonable number of inflationary e-folds is ensured. However, as we discussed,

the oscillations are large around CMB scales and the fractional amplitude of oscillations is

thus in tension with Planck bounds for oscillatory power spectra [1]. This motivates further

work on similar concrete models, where the oscillation amplitude at CMB scales is reduced,

while still attaining large oscillations and growth of PR(k) at small scales. A particularly
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interesting outcome of this model is that it represents the first concrete example of resonant

oscillatory feature in the power spectrum, which has been only explored phenomenologically

(with oscillation templates) before [1, 23–25, 27]. The resulting PR(k) executes logarithmic

oscillations with varying frequencies. For a model which is consistent with the CMB bounds

at large scales and also exhibits peaked profile of resonant oscillations at small scales, it

will be interesting to find a fit of PR(k) in log(k) around the peak, which we would like to

explore in the future.

Interestingly, PR(k) can be large enough for suitable choices of the model parameters

to generate abundant PBHs. In Fig. 8, we have shown the weighted mass spectra for

PBH MPBHψ(MPBH) for some chosen examples and obtained fPBH ∼ 10−4−10−2 for light

masses (10−24M�− 10−16M�), which have constraints from BBN and CMB. The presence

of multiple peaks in the PBH mass spectra may be useful to generate abundant PBHs with

a few target masses by tuning the model parameters. The PBH analysis in section 5.1

is done only for the standard RD epoch. However, an extended reheating epoch or an

additional scalar dominated epoch (e.o.s. we) may be present after inflation, particularly,

since Ninf can be large to enforce CMB-scale red-tilt in some cases. Then, if the peak

mode kp enters the post-inflationary horizon in this non-standard epoch, the dependence

between MPBH and k changes [45] since MPBH ∝ k−2−a
p , where a = 1−3we

1+3we
. Thus, the PBH

produced in a we-dominated epoch will have a higher mass corresponding to the peak in

the power spectrum at kp for a < 0. This is possible when the universe is dominated by a

stiff e.o.s. we > 1/3 after inflation and before BBN, and the PBH mass spectra (therefore

fPBH) are enhanced in this case [151], which can be interesting in view of stringent limits

on PBH abundance at low masses.

Enhancement in PR(k) also leads to wide and large induced GW spectra as shown in

Fig. 9 for several fiducial set of parameters, which are eligible for prospective detection in

multiple future GW surveys. Moreover, the characteristic resonant oscillations of PR(k)

on top of the peak profile are also imprinted in the GW spectra, which can be verified

and constrained in case of detection or overall upper bounds of PR(k) can be derived (for

non-detection), which can constrain λ/M and b.

In Table 2, we have quoted the tensor-to-scalar ratios r for each set of parameters,

which is within the latest CMB bound [2]. However, next generation of CMB surveys such

as LiteBird [153], CMB-S4 [154], CORE etc. propose to improve the bound on r by a few

orders, which can constrain or even refute the model under consideration.

Let us stress that the parameter choices in Table 2, which are used to show the profiles

of PR(k) (Fig. 6), Mψ(M) (Fig. 8) and ΩGW (Fig. 9), represent concrete examples to illus-

trate how the mechanism we introduced can be easily realised in a compelling supergravity

model of axion monodromy and the rich phenomenology that can arise from this class of

models. However, as we indicated in the Introduction and discussed in Sec. 5.1 and 5.2,

none of these parameter combinations are fully consistent with observational constraints

when the phenomenology at all the scales is considered. For example, in the three cases

for which the PBH mass spectra are presented in Fig. 8, observational bounds on PBH

abundance are possibly violated when exact bounds for the extended mass functions are

evaluated. On the other hand, for λ/M = 90, b = 50, light PBHs are produced with the
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abundance fPBH ∼ 10−4 and the induced GWs have a large, wide spectrum which indi-

cates to interesting and rich small-scale phenomenology. However, as can be seen from the

left panel of Fig. 6, for the examples in Table 2 with λ/M ≥ 90, despite the pivot-scale

values of ns and r being in agreement with CMB constraints, the large scale PR(k) has

no distinct red-tilt. On the other hand, for the first 3 and last 2 examples in Table 2,

overall red-tilt of the oscillatory envelope of PR(k) at large scales can be seen in Fig. 6.

Of these, the cases λ/M = 70, b = 50 and λ/M = 80, b = 50 lead to interesting small-scale

phenomenology for PBH and/or induced GW in view of the expected sensitivities of future

surveys. However, we emphasise again that due to large oscillations at the CMB scales,

even the examples with λ/M ≤ 80, b = 50 are in tension with CMB observations. More-

over, there can be substantial non-Gaussianities resulting from such transient large turns,

which need to be explored and may be instrumental to constrain the model parameters

more stringently [12, 15].

The present model of axion monodromy in supergravity is one example of a class of

models where the subleading non-perturbative corrections to the axion scalar potential

modify the potential to induce transient slow-roll violations. It would be interesting to

investigate whether these corrections to the axion in Kähler or Fibre inflation could give

similar interesting phenomenologies.
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