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Abstract. We compute the power spectrum of super-horizon curvature perturbations gen-
erated during a late period of thermal inflation, taking into account fluctuation-dissipation
effects resulting from the scalar flaton field’s interactions with the ambient radiation bath.
We find that, at the onset of thermal inflation, the flaton field may reach an equilibrium
with the radiation bath even for relatively small coupling constants, maintaining a spectrum
of thermal fluctuations until the critical temperature Tc, below which thermal effects stop
holding the field at the false potential minimum. This enhances the field variance compared
to purely quantum fluctuations, therefore increasing the average energy density during ther-
mal inflation and damping the induced curvature perturbations. In particular, we find that
this inhibits the later formation of primordial black holes, at least on scales that leave the
horizon for T > Tc. The larger thermal field variance also reduces the duration of a period
of fast-roll inflation below Tc, as the field rolls to the true potential minimum, which should
also affect the generation of (large) curvature perturbations on even smaller scales.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
1.

11
66

6v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

9 
Ju

l 2
02

4

mailto:mbg@ugr.es
mailto:j.m.gomes@liverpool.ac.uk
mailto:jgrosa@uc.pt


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Thermal inflation 2

3 Curvature Perturbations 6

4 Comparison between the thermal and quantum power spectra 10

5 Conclusion 12

A Derivation of the Langevin-like equation 14

B Evolution of the temperature during thermal inflation 16

C Field correlation functions 17

1 Introduction

It is widely believed that the universe went through a period of inflation in its early stages
[1–4], thus explaining its observed homogeneity and isotropy on large scales, as well as its
apparently small spatial curvature. Most importantly, inflation in principle provided the
seeds for the small curvature perturbations that grew into the large-scale structure that we
observe in the Universe.

Although the simplest models postulate a single period of slow-roll inflation lasting for at
least 50-60 e-folds after the largest presently observable scales became super-horizon, there is
a priori no reason to exclude scenarios with multiple inflation periods with different dynamics.
In particular, it is well known that reheating after inflation may lead to the production of e.g.
topological defects if the associated reheating temperature exceeds the grand unification scale
(∼ 1016 GeV) [5] or other unwanted relics such as moduli or gravitinos in supersymmetric
(SUSY) models [6–8]. Such relics could have overclosed the Universe or spoiled the successful
predictions of primordial nucleosynthesis through their late decay [9]. This and the fact that
currently there is no evidence for such relics motivates considering scenarios with additional
inflationary stages that could have diluted their abundances [10–14].

One of the most appealing possibilities is a late period of thermal inflation, where a
scalar flaton field is trapped in a false vacuum by thermal effects above a certain critical
temperature. Candidates to drive such a secondary inflation period are ubiquitous in SUSY
and supergravity theories, in particular given the many flat directions in the scalar potential
that characterize such models at the renormalizable level [15]. The spectrum of curvature
perturbations generated during such a period (or possibly multiple periods) need not be
nearly as scale-invariant as the one generated by the first period of slow-roll inflation, during
which the large-scale perturbations observable in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
anisotropies became super-horizon. In fact, this spectrum was recently computed in [16],
where it was shown that large curvature perturbations could have been generated (on small
scales) during a period of thermal inflation and a fast roll inflation period [17] that potentially
followed it once thermal effects stopped trapping the field in the false vacuum state. These
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large curvature/density perturbations could have then collapsed into a significant population
of primordial black holes upon horizon-reentry later in the radiation-dominated epoch. Such a
possibility has attracted a substantial interest in the recent literature given the latter’s appeal
as dark matter candidates and the possibility that these may explain the recent LIGO/Virgo
detections of heavy black hole binaries (see e.g. [18]).

The analysis in [16] considered, however, only the part of the curvature spectrum gen-
erated by quantum fluctuations of the flaton scalar field. Since thermal effects are a crucial
aspect in the dynamics of thermal inflation, one should investigate whether thermal fluctu-
ations also play an important role. This is our goal with this work. We note, in particular,
that the flaton field is trapped in a false vacuum at temperatures above a certain critical tem-
perature, as we review in the next section, due to the large thermal mass resulting from its
interactions with the ambient thermal bath. It is well-known that such interactions also lead
to fluctuation-dissipation effects, resulting in an effective Langevin-like equation describing
the dynamics of the scalar field. Such effects have been thoroughly analyzed in the context
of warm inflation scenarios [19–36], in setting initial conditions for slow-roll inflation in a
pre-inflationary radiation epoch [37], and in cosmological phase transitions both after and
during (warm) inflation [38, 39]. Our objective is then to apply the techniques developed in
these contexts to the case of thermal inflation, and investigate their role in the generation of
curvature perturbations during this period.

Surprisingly, we find that for thermal flaton fluctuations the amplitude of the curvature
power spectrum is suppressed with respect to the purely quantum case analyzed in [16], at
least for scales exiting the horizon before the temperature decreases below the critical value.
This is essentially due to the fact that, as we will show, thermal effects, by enhancing flaton
density fluctuations, also increase the time-dependent part of the average energy density
during thermal inflation. This effect overcomes the enhancement of individual perturbation
modes, therefore suppressing the corresponding power spectrum.

This work is organized as follows. We will start by constructing a generic model for
thermal inflation in Section 2. The curvature perturbation spectrum induced by the thermal
flaton fluctuations is computed in Section 3. In Section 4 we compare our result with the
purely quantum computation performed in [16], discussing and summarizing our conclusions
in Section 5. We use natural units throughout this work, ℏ = c = kB = 1 and the reduced
Planck mass MP = 2.435× 1018 GeV.

2 Thermal inflation

Let us consider a scalar field ϕ interacting with a thermal radiation bath at temperature
T , with energy density ρR = π2

30 g∗T
4, where g∗ denotes the number of relativistic degrees

of freedom. For concreteness, we consider a radiation bath made up of NF Dirac fermion
species ψi, which interact with the scalar field through Yukawa interactions with universal
coupling constant g:

LY = −gϕ
NF∑
i=1

ψ̄iψi . (2.1)

We take the mass of the fermions mψi
≪ T , so that they can be treated as relativistic degrees

of freedom, but such that mψi
> H, so that flat quantum field theory calculations for the

decay width of scalars into fermions are valid [37].
We assume that the scalar field ϕ corresponds to a renormalizable flat direction, or

flaton field, common in several SUSY/supergravity scenarios [11, 12, 14, 40, 41], such that
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its potential is only lifted by soft terms (such as a mass term from SUSY breaking), and
non-renormalizable terms. We are interested in the case where the squared mass term is
negative, such that the field acquires a large expectation value M0 at zero temperature
from the latter’s interplay with the non-renormalizable operators. The interaction with the
radiation bath induces, however, a thermal mass correction such that the field’s effective
mass is of the form [42]:

m2
eff = α2T 2 −m2 , (2.2)

wherem corresponds to the zero temperature (tachyonic) mass and α is the effective coupling
to the thermal bath. For the Yukawa interactions described above we have α2 = g2NF /6 at
one-loop order. This implies, in particular, that for temperatures above the critical value,
Tc ≡ m/α, the origin is a stable minimum of the scalar potential, whereas for lower tempera-
tures the minimum is non-trivial and asymptotes toM0 in the limit of vanishing temperature.
The origin thus constitutes a false vacuum state, near which we may write the scalar potential
as:

V (ϕ) =
1

3
M2

0m
2 +

1

2
m2

effϕ
2 + · · · , (2.3)

where for concreteness we have chosen the constant term such that, if the leading non-
renormalizable term is ∼ ϕ6 the cosmological constant vanishes at the minimum, V (ϕ =
M0) = 0, although this is not crucial to our analysis. For typical flat directions, M0 ≫ m,
since the scale at which the non-renormalizable operators become relevant is generically large
(around the grand unification or even the Planck scale).

If, after the first period of slow-roll inflation, the Universe is reheated to attain a tem-
perature T > Tc, the flaton field will thus be driven to the false minimum at the origin by
Hubble friction, where it is trapped and gives a contribution V0 = M2

0m
2/3 to the vacuum

energy. Since the temperature drops as the universe expands, i.e. ρR ∝ a−4, eventually this
vacuum energy may become dominant, thus triggering a new period of inflation, with expan-
sion rate H ≃ mM0/3MP ≲ m. Thermal inflation thus begins when the temperature drops
below:

Ti =

(
10

g∗π2

) 1
4√

M0m . (2.4)

Assuming that there is no significant entropy production during thermal inflation, as we
confirm in Appendix B, the temperature of the radiation bath drops as T ∝ a−1 during
thermal inflation, eventually reaching the critical value Tc below which the minimum at the
origin is destabilized. The nature of the phase transition (or smooth crossover) that ensues is
model-dependent and irrelevant to our discussion (see e.g. [43]), since we are mostly interested
in what happens for temperatures Tc < T < Ti.

We note that thermal inflation is only possible if the flaton field has a non-negligible
interaction with the thermal bath, and in particular Ti > Tc imposes:

α >

(
g∗π

2

10

) 1
4
√

m

M0
. (2.5)

For instance, for m ∼ 10 TeV and M0 ∼ MP , this imposes the lower bound α ≳ 10−7 for
g∗ = 10−100. Although this may not seem too restrictive, we note that the number of e-folds
of thermal inflation is given by:

N (TI)
e = ln

(
Ti
Tc

)
=

1

2
ln

(
M0

m

)
+

1

4
ln

(
10

π2g∗

)
+ ln(α) . (2.6)
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For the reference values given above, we see that a period of thermal inflation lasting more
than 10 e-folds is only possible for α ≳ 0.01, with even larger effective couplings required for
scenarios with a smaller hierarchy between the mass scales m and M0.

We note that inflation does not necessarily end when the temperature falls below Tc,
since expansion only stops accelerating once the flaton’s kinetic energy surpasses its potential
energy. Below Tc the field develops a tachyonic instability, sincem2

eff ≃ −m2 < 0 once T ≪ Tc,
and its value moves away from the origin as ∼ emt ∼ e

m
H
Ne for H ≲ m, and there may be

a period of fast-roll inflation [17] until the field gets close to the minimum at M0 and its
kinetic energy takes over. Note that, in the opposite regime m ≲ H, thermal inflation would
be followed by an additional period of slow-roll inflation, but we will not consider this regime
in our discussion. The duration of the fast-roll period is, of course, model dependent and,
moreover, dependent on the mean field value at the critical temperature.

In [16,17] it was shown that this period may last for as much as, or even longer than, the
thermal inflation period for H/m ≲ 1, depending on the flaton’s mass value. This assumed,
however, that the mean field value at the critical temperature is set by quantum fluctuations,
which as we will see is not necessarily the case. In particular, thermal fluctuations typically
enhance the field’s variance at Tc, therefore reducing the duration of the subsequent fast-
roll period. For this reason, we will restrict our analysis to the thermal inflation period
(Tc < T < Ti), discussing the implications of our results to the subsequent cosmological
evolution at the end of our discussion.

Independently of whether or not there is a significant period of inflation below Tc, the
field will eventually begin oscillating about the minimum of its potential and decay away
through the Yukawa interactions in Eq. (2.1) [44]. Although we do not specify the exact
nature of the fermion fields in the thermal bath, since we are only modelling the interactions
between the flaton and the ambient radiation and our discussion is largely independent of the
particular interactions considered, it is implicit that such interactions will eventually lead to
the reheating of the Standard Model degrees of freedom at temperatures exceeding at least
a few MeV to ensure the correct conditions for primordial nucleosynthesis.

We note that having late thermal inflation and fast-roll inflation periods alters the
predictions of inflationary cosmology [45], since the largest CMB scales leave the horizon
50-60 e-folds before the end of the full inflationary epoch, including the primary slow-roll
inflation period, which therefore must necessarily be shorter.

Although the leading effect of the interactions between the flaton and the thermal bath
is the thermal mass correction responsible for its trapping at the origin, it also induces
fluctuation-dissipation effects in the flaton’s dynamics that, as we will see, can play an im-
portant role in the evolution of field perturbations during thermal inflation1. These have
been considered in [46] to analyze the nature of the phase transition at Tc, but their effects
on the associated spectrum of curvature perturbations have so far been overlooked. To study
them, we consider the full Langevin-like equation for the flaton field modes ϕk of comoving
momentum k in the spatially flat gauge, which can be obtained through standard techniques
in linear response theory assuming the ambient radiation bath is close to an equilibrium
state, and is given by (see e.g. [25, 47]):

ϕ̈k + (3H + Γϕ)ϕ̇k + ω2
kϕk = ξk , (2.7)

1Note that, in warm inflation, the thermal corrections to the scalar potential need to be suppressed by
some mechanism so that dissipative effects play the dominant role in the corresponding slow-roll dynamics.
On the other hand, in the case of thermal inflation that we are considering in this work, the dissipative effects
are crucial in stabilizing the flaton field at the false minimum.
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where ω2
k = k2/a2+m2

eff and Γϕ is the dissipation coefficient, which for a field oscillating near
a local minimum of its potential (in this case the false minimum at the origin for T > Tc)
coincides with its finite-temperature decay width [48, 49]2. We give a brief overview of the
derivation of the Langevin-like equation in Appendix A. On the right hand side of (2.7), ξk
is a stochastic noise term which encodes the randomness of the field’s interactions with the
thermal bath. For modes with physical momentum p = k/a ≲ πT it is well approximated by
a gaussian white noise term with a two-point correlator given by the fluctuation-dissipation
relation [46,51]:

⟨ξk(t)ξk′(t′)⟩ = 2ΓϕT
(2π)3

a3
δ3(k + k′)δ(t− t′) . (2.8)

We note that physically this is reminiscent of the Brownian motion of a heavy particle in an
gas, for which random collisions with the gas molecules induce an effective friction that damps
its motion. However, the particle never actually comes to rest due to the very same random
collisions, eventually reaching an equilibrium with the gas. We expect something very similar
to occur to the flaton field modes, with the combined effects of dissipation (Γϕ) and thermal
fluctuations (ξk) driving the field towards a thermal equilibrium with the radiation bath.
This behaviour has been observed for scalar fields interacting with a radiation bath both
in an inflationary and non-inflationary context [37, 39], so we anticipate that the same will
occur in the case of thermal inflation.

At finite temperature the flaton decay width into relativistic fermions is given by [27,37]:

Γϕ(p) =
3m2

effα
2

4πωp

{
1 +

2T

p
ln

[
1 + exp(−ω+

T )

1 + exp(−ω−
T )

]}
, (2.9)

where ω± =
|ωp±p|

2 and we have neglected the mass of the fermions, mψi
≪ T . Note that

fermions acquire a mass through their interaction with the flaton field but, as we will obtain
bellow,

√
⟨ϕ2⟩ ≲ T for perturbative couplings.

Since the thermal bath will excite field modes p ≲ T and meff ≲ T , the decay width can
be well approximated by:

Γϕ ≃
3m2

effα
2

16πT
≃ 3α4

16π
T , (2.10)

where in the last step we have used meff ≃ αT for T ≳ Tc. At the onset of thermal inflation,
we then have:

Γϕ
H

∣∣∣∣
Ti

≃ 9

16π

(
10

g∗π2

)1/4

α4 MP√
M0m

≃ 2.3g
−1/4
∗

( α

0.03

)4
(
MP

M0

)1/2 ( m

10 TeV

)−1/2
, (2.11)

so that we expect dissipative effects to play an important role in the field’s dynamics roughly
for the same range of the effective coupling α leading to a period of thermal inflation lasting
for more than 10 e-folds, as we have seen above. In the next section we compute the thermal
field correlators and associated curvature perturbation power spectrum to better quantify
this statement.

2In the spatially flat gauge the temporal component of the metric perturbation does not vanish, but this
has no significant effect on the field fluctuations equation to leading order. Since the background field is
essentially sitting at the origin during thermal inflation, i.e. ϕ ∼ ϕ̇ ∼ ϕ̈ ∼ 0 , then the field equation for the
flaton perturbations will reduce to the form (2.7) (c.f. Appendix B, Eq. (B16) in [50]).
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3 Curvature Perturbations

Let us consider the gauge-invariant curvature perturbation on uniform density hypersurfaces,
which in the spatially flat gauge can be written as [52,53]:

ζ = − H
˙⟨ρ⟩
δρ , (3.1)

where the perturbation of a generic function is given by δf(t,x) ≡ f(t,x) − ⟨f(t,x)⟩, and
brackets denote its thermal averaged value. The dimensionless power spectrum of ζ is defined
as [16]:

∆2
ζ(k) =

k3

2π2

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ζ(0)ζ(x)⟩ ,

=
2k3

(2π)2

(
H
˙⟨ρ⟩

)2 ∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨δρ(0)δρ(x)⟩ .

(3.2)

The total energy density ρ during thermal inflation includes the contributions from both the
flaton field and the radiation fluid [54]:

ρ = ρϕ + ρR =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ) +

1

2
a−2(t)∂iϕ∂iϕ+

π2

30
g∗T

4 , (3.3)

and so we have:

⟨ρ⟩ = π2

30
g∗T

4 +
1

3
m2M2

0 +
1

2
m2

eff ⟨ϕ2⟩+
1

2
⟨ϕ̇2⟩+ 1

2
a−2 ⟨∂iϕ∂iϕ⟩ , (3.4a)

δρ =
1

2
m2

effδ(ϕ
2) +

1

2
δ(ϕ̇2) +

1

2
a−2δ(∂iϕ∂iϕ) . (3.4b)

Since density perturbations involve perturbations of quadratic functions of the field and its
derivatives, the power spectrum, Eq. (3.2), involves contributions of the form:

⟨δ(Xi(0)
2)δ(Xj(x)

2)⟩ = ⟨Xi(0)
2Xj(x)

2⟩ − ⟨Xi(0)
2⟩ ⟨Xj(x)

2⟩ , (3.5)

where Xi generically denotes the field perturbations and their derivatives. The first term
on the right-hand side corresponds to 4th moments involving the gaussian variables Xi.
According to Isserlis’ theorem [55] it is possible to write a kth moment of zero-average
gaussian variables in terms of their variances. Thus, the correlators can be simply written
as [56]:

⟨δ(Xi(0)
2)δ(Xj(x)

2)⟩ = 2 ⟨Xi(0)Xj(x)⟩2 . (3.6)

The two-point correlation function for the energy density is then:

⟨δρ(0)δρ(x)⟩ =
m4

eff

2
⟨ϕ(0)ϕ(x)⟩2 +m2

eff ⟨ϕ(0)ϕ̇(x)⟩
2
+ a−2m2

eff ⟨ϕ(0)∂iϕ(x)⟩
2 ,

+
1

2
⟨ϕ̇(0)ϕ̇(x)⟩2 + a−2 ⟨ϕ̇(0)∂iϕ(x)⟩

2
+
a−4

2
⟨∂iϕ(0)∂jϕ(x)⟩2 ,

(3.7)

that is, contributions from all possible correlation functions involving ϕ, ϕ̇ and ∂iϕ.
We note that we are interested in computing the curvature perturbation power spectrum

on super-horizon scales, k ≪ aH. To do this we need to compute the field variance ⟨ϕ2⟩ and
the average kinetic and gradient energies appearing in Eq. (3.4a), which involve integrating
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over all thermally excited field modes3. However, the correlation function of the noise terms
is exponentially suppressed for length scales smaller than the correlation length ξ ∼ (πT )−1,
that is for physical momentum scales larger than p ∼ πT [46]. Therefore, we may consider the
hard cutoff, p = πT , as a good approximation when computing (3.7). This can be translated
into a comoving momentum cutoff kc = πTc if we set a(Tc) = 1, following the conventions
of [16] to allow for a better comparison with the purely quantum calculation.

To compute the power spectrum we need the three combinations of the correlations
between ϕk and ϕ̇k, i.e. ⟨ϕkϕk⟩, ⟨ϕkϕ̇k⟩ and ⟨ϕ̇kϕ̇k⟩. These are the building blocks of all the
remaining correlation functions involved in the power spectrum. We will explicitly compute
the correlator of the field modes and list all others in Appendix C as their computation
follows similar steps.

The equal-time two-point correlation function of the field modes can be written in terms
of the Green’s function associated with (2.7) and the noise correlator:

⟨ϕk(z)ϕk′(z)⟩ = H−4

∫ z

zi

ds1

∫ z

zi

ds2 s
−2
1 s−2

2 Gs(z, s1)Gs(z, s2) ⟨ξk(s1)ξk′(s2)⟩ , (3.8)

where we have traded the time-dependence for a dependence on the variable z = T/H, with
zi = Ti/H. Note that z ∝ a−1 during thermal inflation, so that it is a decreasing function of
time. For simplicity, we have chosen initial conditions such that the thermal field correlator
vanishes at the onset of thermal inflation (the full correlator will, of course, include quantum
fluctuations as we discuss in Section 4), which constitutes a “worst-case scenario” as we
consider below. Note that formally the homogeneous (noise-independent) solutions of (2.7)
should be included, and that these depend on whether the field is displaced from the high-
temperature minimum at the origin after the first slow-roll inflation period. Nevertheless,
such a displacement is typically damped away well before thermal inflation begins, so that
we may safely discard the contribution from the homogeneous solutions. These solutions are
required, however, to compute the Green’s function, which is given by the usual expression:

Gs(z, s) =
ϕ
(1)
k (s)ϕ

(2)
k (z)− ϕ

(1)
k (z)ϕ

(2)
k (s)

W (ϕ
(1)
k , ϕ

(2)
k )(s)

, (3.9)

where ϕ
(1)
k and ϕ

(2)
k are the homogeneous solutions of equation (2.7) and W denotes their

Wronskian.
During most of thermal inflation, except for temperatures close to the critical value,

the thermal mass dominates over the field’s zero temperature mass, αT ≫ m. This allows
us to compute analytically the field modes, and thus obtain the field’s two-point correlation
function with a decay width of the form (2.10).

The homogeneous equation of motion for the flaton field modes (2.7) can be written in
terms of the z variable as:

z2ϕ′′k − z (2 + γz)ϕ′k + z2ω̄2
kϕk = 0 , (3.10)

where ω̄2
k ≡ ω2

k/T
2 ≃ k2/T 2

c + α2 and γ ≡ 3α4/16π, such that Γϕ/H = γz. Let us define
ϕk = zeγz/2χk, such that:

χ′′
k +

(
ω̄2
k −

γ2

4
− γ

z
− 2

z2

)
χk = 0 . (3.11)

3Note that the field variance and related correlation functions exhibit the usual zero-temperature diver-
gences that need to be appropriately renormalized. The finite temperature contributions that we are interested
in are, however, finite and thus require no additional renormalization procedure (see e.g. [57]).
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Even though we can express the exact solutions of the above equation in terms of Whittaker
functions [58], it is more instructive to note that, since γ ≪ ω̄2

k for α ≲ 1 and z > zc =
m/αH > α−1 > 1, we may neglect all the terms inside the brackets in Eq. (3.11) except for
the one involving ω̄2

k to a good approximation. This means that the homogeneous solutions
are approximately given by:

ϕ
(1)
k (z) ≃ ze

γ
2
z sin(ω̄kz) , ϕ

(2)
k (z) ≃ ze

γ
2
z cos(ω̄kz) , (3.12)

thus constituting oscillatory functions in the z variable with an amplitude decreasing due to
both Hubble expansion (z ∝ a−1) and the field’s decay into the light fermions. This yields
the Green’s function:

Gs(z, s) =
1

ω̄k

z

s
exp

[
γ

2
(z − s)

]
sin

[
ω̄k(z − s)

]
. (3.13)

The noise correlation function (2.8) can be written in terms of the z variable as:

⟨ξk(z1)ξk′(z2)⟩ = 2Hz1ΓϕT
(2π)3

a3
δ3(k + k′)δ(z1 − z2) ,

≃ 2γH3z61
(2π)3

z3c
δ3(k + k′)δ(z1 − z2) ,

(3.14)

where in the second line we used the dominance of the thermal mass for T > Tc.
We may now substitute Eqs. (3.13) and (3.14) into Eq. (3.8) to obtain the field’s two-

point correlation function:

⟨ϕk(z)ϕk′(z)⟩ = (2π)3δ3(k + k′)
T

a3ω2
k

(1− δ) , δ = exp

[
− 3α4

16π

Ti
H

(
1− T

Ti

)]
, (3.15)

where again we used that ω̄k ≫ γ. Note that for Γϕ/H(Ti) ≳ 1, we have δ ≪ 1 for all
temperatures below Ti (but above Tc), thus yielding a thermal equilibrium distribution for
the field modes that is independent of the decay width. This means that if the field decays
efficiently at the onset of thermal inflation it will attain an equilibrium distribution that
simplify redshifts with expansion (with corresponding decrease in temperature). This is a
generic result4 obtained in other cosmological contexts [37, 39] that we now recover also
within thermal inflation – it simply states that if the field interacts significantly with the
thermal bath at some point during its evolution it reaches a near-thermal configuration that
is subsequently maintained unless there is some significant change in the field’s properties
(in our case the tachyonic instability just below the critical temperature).

We note that the two-point correlation function vanishes at the onset of thermal inflation
by construction, since the integral Eq. (3.8) is zero at z = zi. This assumes that field
modes were not excited when thermal inflation begins, which need not be the case since
interactions with the thermal bath are present in the prior radiation-dominated epoch. If field
modes thermalize before its vacuum energy becomes dominant, Eq. (3.15) will nevertheless
hold (with δ ≃ 0), since this result is also valid for a radiation-dominated cosmological
background [37]. However, we note that during the radiation era Γϕ/H ∝ T/H ∝ a, while

4This was already known in the simple case of a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator in Brownian motion
[59]. Here also the late time variance of the displacement ceases to depend on the viscosity of the fluid, as the
suspended particle has reached equilibrium with its environment.
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Γϕ/H ∝ a−1 during thermal inflation, so that this ratio attains its maximum value at the
onset of thermal inflation. Recalling Eq. (2.11), we conclude that α ≳ 0.01 is required for
field thermalization if the zero temperature mass m is not far from the TeV scale at which
new physics may be expected. As discussed in the previous section, this is exactly the regime
where a period of thermal inflation lasting more than 10 e-folds (and which can in particular
sufficiently dilute unwanted relics of the first reheating process) can occur. We will thus
henceforth focus our analysis on this parametric regime, in which the field thermalizes either
before or at the onset of the thermal inflation epoch.

We may now use Eq. (3.15) to compute the field variance and related correlation func-
tions, as we detail in Appendix C. We obtain for the total average energy density:

⟨ρ⟩ = π2

30

(
g∗ +

5

π
(1− δ)

)
T 4 +

1

3
m2M2

0 , (3.16)

where we note that the field contributes essentially as an additional bosonic degree of freedom
to the radiation energy density if thermalization is efficient (δ ≪ 1). Its contribution is not
exactly one degree of freedom since we have considered a hard cutoff on the momentum
of the modes that are excited by interactions with the thermal bath at kc = πTc. This is
only an approximation to the smooth cutoff associated with the noise correlator [46], which
nevertheless captures the essential physics of the problem.

Using the values of each component of the power spectrum (3.5) given in Appendix C,
the density perturbations are:∫

d3x exp(−ik·x) ⟨δρ(0)δρ(x)⟩ ≈ πT 5

6a3

[
1+3

(
3α4

32π2

)2(
1−α

π
arctan

(π
α

))]
(1−δ)2 , (3.17)

to leading order on super-horizon scales k < aH < αTc. We note that the first term within
the square brackets dominates over the second one. This then yields for the power spectrum
on super-horizon scales:

∆2
ζ
(therm)

(k) =
150

(2π)5
k3

T 3
c

(1− δ)2[
g∗ +

5
π (1− δ)− 5

π
3α4

64π
T
H δ

]2 ,
≃ 150

(2π)5
α3

g2∗,ϕ

(
H

m

)3( k

kc

)3

, (3.18)

where in the second line we have taken the prompt thermalization limit, i.e. δ ≪ 1, in
which case the flaton field contributes to the total number of relativistic degrees of freedom,
given by g∗,ϕ ≃ g∗ + 5/π. Note that this result is time-independent, reflecting the freeze-out
of curvature perturbations on super-horizon scales and thus the single-fluid nature of the
dynamics, i.e. the fact that the flaton field thermalized with the radiation bath.

The power spectrum is blue-tilted so its maximum value is attained for the last scale to
leave the horizon during thermal inflation, i.e. kc = H which leaves at T = Tc. Although our
calculation assumes the dominance of the thermal part of the flaton’s mass, an approximation
that breaks down close to the critical temperature, we may extrapolate our results with a
reasonable accuracy to kc, thus yielding an upper bound on the power spectrum of scales
leaving the horizon before the phase transition, in the thermal equilibrium limit:

∆2
ζ
(therm, max)

(k) ≃ 150

(2π)5
α3

g2∗,ϕ

(
H

m

)3

. (3.19)
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The power spectrum would, thus, be maximized for g∗,ϕ ∼ α ∼ H
m ∼ 1, yielding ∆2

ζ
(therm, max) ∼

10−2, but in realistic scenarios with perturbative couplings and at least one fermionic degree
of freedom in the ambient thermal bath the power spectrum should have a parametrically
smaller amplitude.

Hence, if the flaton field has significant interactions with the radiation bath, α ≳ 0.01 (as
expected in scenarios with a significant number of e-folds of thermal inflation), the thermal
nature of its fluctuations suppresses the amplitude of the induced curvature perturbations
on super-horizon scales, which is the main result of this work. While this may seem sur-
prising, given that thermal fluctuations generically have a larger amplitude than quantum
vacuum fluctuations (as considered in [16]), it has a simple physical explanation: fluctuation-
dissipation effects increase not only the density fluctuations on super-horizon scales but also
the field variance and the average gradient and kinetic energies, thus, the average energy den-
sity. The latter effect turns out to be more significant and, hence, decreases the amplitude
of the associated curvature power spectrum with respect to the quantum case.

A relevant consequence of our analysis is that, in realistic scenarios, we do not expect the
amplitude of the curvature power spectrum to be sufficiently large to lead to the formation of
primordial black holes, which would require ∆2

ζ ≳ 10−2 [60–62], at least on scales that become
super-horizon above the critical temperature. This motivates a better comparison with the
results obtained in [16] for quantum flaton fluctuations, where larger curvature perturbations
were obtained. We pursue this comparison in the next Section.

4 Comparison between the thermal and quantum power spectra

The linear approximation to the quantum power spectrum is given in [16] by5:

∆2
ζ
(quan)

(k) =
4√
π

Γ(ν)

ν2Γ
(
ν − 3

2

)(H
m

)3−2ν( k

kc

)3[( k

kc

)2

+
m2

H2

]−ν
, (4.1)

where ν =
√
m2/H2 + 9/4. To better compare our results with those obtained assuming

purely quantum flaton fluctuations in [16], we plot both power spectra as a function of
comoving momentum in Figure 1. We show the case of H/m = 0.3 (which according to the
analysis in [16] yields all dark matter in the form of primordial black holes) and taking α = 1,
NF = 1 and δ = 0 to maximize the thermal power spectrum. We note that the thermal power
spectrum is only shown up to k = kc, since our calculation is only valid for modes that exit
the horizon before the phase transition; whereas the quantum calculation can be extended to
larger momentum, assuming a subsequent period of fast-roll inflation as mentioned earlier.

As one can clearly see in this figure, thermal fluctuations significantly suppress the cur-
vature perturbation spectrum with respect to the quantum case, for the reasons explained
in the above section. Furthermore, whereas quantum vacuum fluctuations may yield a suf-
ficiently large amplitude that leads to primordial black hole formation, a thermalized flaton
field induces much smaller perturbations, although they may nevertheless exceed the even
smaller fluctuations observed on large scales in the CMB anisotropies spectrum.

We should note that the quantum power spectrum peaks at scales that leave the horizon
for T < Tc, where our approximations break down. Extending our calculation to this regime

5This was computed considering only the contribution from super-horizon field modes, effectively removing
the unphysical divergence associated with sub-horizon modes. Note that the thermal contribution is finite,
i.e., that the only divergent piece arises in the zero-temperature quantum contribution.
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Figure 1. The quantum power spectrum (blue) and the thermal power spectrum (red) as a function
of k for H/m = 0.3, α = 1, NF = 1 and δ = 0.

would involve a different form of the dissipation coefficient, since as the field experiences
a tachyonic instability the latter no longer corresponds to the perturbative decay width
at finite temperature. Let us note, however, that fluctuation-dissipation effects are more
pronounced at the start of thermal inflation as discussed earlier, so that they no longer
play a significant role near Tc. If the field thermalizes at the onset of thermal inflation, it
will nevertheless maintain an equilibrium distribution with a decreasing temperature due to
inflationary expansion. Let us then compare the magnitude of field fluctuations at Tc in both
the quantum vacuum and thermal cases. The thermal variance is obtained by expanding the
field in terms of its modes:

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(y)⟩ =
∫

d3k

(2π)3
d3k′

(2π)3
⟨ϕkϕk′⟩ exp(ik · x) exp(ik · y) , (4.2)

and using the field modes correlator (3.15), we obtain for the field variance in the thermalized
limit:

⟨ϕ2⟩therm =
2

(2π)2
T

a

∫ kcutoff

0
dk

k2

k2 + α2T 2
c

=
T 2

2π

[
1− α

π
arctan

(
π

α

)]
, (4.3)

which we note is only mildly dependent on the effective coupling α, while the quantum one
is given by [16]:

⟨ϕ2⟩quan =

(
H

2π

)2Γ2(ν)22ν

6π

(
aH

m

)2ν

F

(
ν,

3

2
;
5

2
;−

(
aH

m

)2)
, (4.4)

where F (a, b, c, z) denotes the Hypergeometric function. The field variance in both cases is
shown in Figure 2, where we extrapolate the thermal variance beyond the phase transition
purely for comparison purposes.

As one can clearly observe in this figure, the quantum field variance is several orders of
magnitude smaller than the thermal variance before the phase transition, which validates our
calculation in neglecting vacuum fluctuations in the thermalized flaton scenario. While at
the critical temperature this is still true, if one extrapolates the thermal variance for T < Tc
(a > ac = 1), we see that quantum fluctuations become dominant less than one e-fold after
the critical temperature is attained.
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Figure 2. Quantum (blue) and thermal (red) field variance as a function of the scale factor for
H/m = 0.3, α = 1 and δ = 0. The critical temperature corresponds to the dashed vertical line, below
which the thermal variance is extrapolated, as indicated by the dashed red line.

While this extrapolation is non-trivial, since the fluctuation-dissipation effects would
have to be re-computed, it may suggest that vacuum perturbations may become dominant
after the phase transition, in which case the computation in [16] would hold. In fact, the peak
in the quantum power spectrum is obtained for modes with k = H

2

√
3(2ν + 3) > kc = H,

which leave the horizon for temperatures below the critical value and thus, in the example
shown above, already in the regime where the quantum variance is dominant.

This would, in fact, suggest that large enough curvature perturbations leading to pri-
mordial black hole formation may be generated after thermal inflation (from quantum fluc-
tuations), but it is not clear that quantum and thermal fluctuations may be examined in-
dependently nor that the thermal variance maintains its form below Tc. In addition, and
perhaps most importantly, the fact that the thermal variance is still typically a few orders
of magnitude larger than the quantum one at the critical temperature indicates that the fla-
ton field should reach the minimum of its potential much quicker if it thermalizes, therefore
considerably shortening, or even possibly, precluding an ensuing period of fast-roll inflation.

A more complete analysis of the problem including both thermal and quantum fluctua-
tions in the analysis, potentially along the lines of [63], is required to compute the spectrum
of curvature perturbations on scales that leave the horizon at temperatures below Tc, and is
left for future work.

5 Conclusion

We have computed the spectrum of curvature perturbations generated during thermal in-
flation taking into account the thermal fluctuations of the flaton field driving this period.
These are associated with fluctuation-dissipation effects driven by the flaton’s interactions
with the ambient radiation bath. Our analysis involved solving the Langevin-like equation
effectively describing the evolution of the flaton’s Fourier modes. We computed the associ-
ated correlation functions in the approximation of a gaussian white noise and a dominant
thermal contribution to the flaton’s mass, for temperatures above the critical value at which
the flaton is held at the false vacuum at the origin.
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We have concluded that, if the flaton’s (finite-temperature) decay width exceeds the
Hubble parameter at the onset of thermal inflation, the field essentially thermalizes with
the ambient radiation bath, contributing approximately as an extra relativistic degree of
freedom. This occurs when the effective coupling between the flaton and the thermalized
degrees of freedom α ≳ 0.01, which roughly corresponds to the parametric regime where over
10 e-folds of thermal inflation (above Tc) occur. We found that the consequent increase in
the field variance and the average gradient and kinetic energies enhances the background
energy density (namely its time-dependent part that determines curvature perturbations)
with respect to a field with purely quantum vacuum fluctuations analyzed in [16]. Despite the
enhancement of super-horizon density fluctuations in the thermal case, the overall amplitude
of the curvature power spectrum is significantly reduced with respect to the quantum case, so
that thermal fluctuations behave very differently compared to their quantum counterparts,
regarding the generation of curvature perturbations during periods of thermal inflation.

While our analysis is not applicable for modes that leave the horizon once the tempera-
ture has fallen below the critical value and the field starts rolling towards the true minimum
of its potential, we expect thermal effects to become less relevant in this regime and quantum
fluctuations to become dominant, potentially yielding large curvature perturbations at such
scales as computed in [16]. However, a full analysis including both quantum and thermal
fluctuations in the dynamics of the flaton field is required to accurately describe the puta-
tive fast-roll inflation phase below the critical temperature. It must be noted, in any case,
that such a phase is necessarily shortened by the fact that the field variance at the critical
temperature, which sets the typical field value at this stage, is much larger if the field ther-
malizes with the radiation bath. It is therefore unclear whether super-horizon fluctuations
with k > kc can be generated in this phase.

We have modelled the thermal bath through a set of fermion species coupled to the
flaton field, but we expect our main conclusions to hold with the inclusion of other bosonic
fields, like scalars or vector bosons: if Γϕ > H at some stage during thermal inflation, the
field will be driven towards a thermal fluctuation spectrum. Only the details of how and when
this equilibrium is attained may depend on the types of light fields that interact with the flat
direction. Our analysis shows that thermalization does not require large coupling constants
describing the interaction between the flaton and the radiation bath. In any case such
couplings cannot be too suppressed to sustain a sufficiently long period of thermal inflation
that may, in particular, dilute any unwanted relics generated after the primary slow-roll
inflation period. Hence, fluctuation-dissipation effects cannot in general be neglected in the
dynamics of the flaton field and on the curvature perturbations they induce during thermal
inflation. This is particularly relevant if one wishes to understand whether thermal inflation
periods may leave behind a sizeable population of primordial black holes, and we hope that
our work motivates further exploration of these and related issues, including other potential
implications for structure formation in our Universe [64].
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A Derivation of the Langevin-like equation

Here we give a brief overview of how to derive the Langevin-like equation (c.f. Eq. (2.7))
determining the dynamics of a scalar field interacting with an ambient heat bath, which is
the basis of our analysis of the dynamics of the flaton field during thermal inflation. We
will follow mostly the discussion in [25] and consider, for simplicity, only the flat space case,
referring the reader to the detailed discussion in [25] on the inclusion of curved space-time
effects, particularly for a flat FLRW universe.

We use the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, or closed-time path (CTP) formalism of non-
equilibrium quantum field theory, to compute the effective action describing the interacting
quantum field at finite temperature. In this formalism, the expectation values of operators
at a given time t are evaluated using a closed time path, from t = −∞ to t = +∞ and back,
and introducing two copies of the same scalar field, ϕ1 and ϕ2, each with support on each
of the branches of the CTP. Field propagators are then described by 2 × 2 matrices Gab,
where a, b = 1, 2, and similarly for the self-energy matrix Σab. This matrix is, in particular,
specified by two functions:

iΣρ = i(Σ21 − Σ12) , iΣF =
1

2
(Σ21 +Σ12) , (A.1)

and it can be shown that in thermal equilibrium they satisfy the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger
(KMS) relation (in Fourier space):

ΣF (p, ω) = −i
[
n(ω) +

1

2

]
Σρ(p, ω) , (A.2)

where n(ω) is the Bose-Einstein distribution (for a bosonic field). The CTP action is of the
form:

S[ϕ1, ϕ2] =

∫
d4x

[
−1

2
ϕ1∂

2ϕ1 − V (ϕ1)

]
− (ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2) . (A.3)

It is convenient to use the Keldysh representation ϕc = (ϕ1 + ϕ2)/2 and ϕ∆ = ϕ1 − ϕ2, such
that varying the action with respect to ϕ∆ and then setting ϕ∆ = 0 (since ϕ1 = ϕ2 correspond
to the same field) yields the classical equation of motion ∂2ϕc + V ′(ϕc) = 0.

To obtain the effective equation of motion including the effects of the interactions be-
tween the scalar field and fields in the heat bath (specified by some interaction Lagrangian),
we first compute the effective action, which incorporates only the effects of 1PI diagrams:

eiΓ[ϕ1,ϕ2] =

∫
1PI

D[ϕ′1]D[ϕ′2]ρ[ϕ
′
1(−∞), ϕ′2(−∞)]ei(S[ϕ1+ϕ

′
1]−S[ϕ2+ϕ′2]) , (A.4)

where ρ[ϕ′1(−∞), ϕ′2(−∞)] denotes the density matrix. The effective action can be expanded
in a perturbative series, yielding to quadratic order in ϕ∆ in the Keldysh representation:

Γ[ϕc, ϕ∆] = −
∫
d4x

[
∂2ϕc(x) + V ′(ϕc(x))

]
ϕ∆(x)−

∫
d4x

∫
d4x′ϕ∆(x)ΣR(x, x

′)ϕc(x
′)

+
1

2

∫
d4x

∫
d4x′ϕ∆(x)iΣF (x, x

′))ϕ∆(x
′) +O(ϕ3∆) , (A.5)
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where ΣR(x, x
′) = Σρ(x, x

′)θ(t − t′) is the retarded self-energy of the field, including the
interactions between the latter and the fields in the heat bath in an explicitly causal manner.
By means of a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation in the path integral, we may replace the
quadratic term in the quantum field fluctuations ϕ∆ by statistical fluctuations of a random
field ξ(x):

e−
1
2

∫
d4xd4x′ϕ∆(x)ΣF (x,x′)ϕ∆(x′) = |detΣF |1/2

∫
Dξe−

1
2

∫
d4xd4x′ξ(x)Σ−1

F (x,x′)ξ(x′)+i
∫
d4xξ(x)ϕ∆(x) .

(A.6)

Thus, varying the effective action with respect to ϕ∆ and then setting ϕ∆ = 0 yields the
effective equation of motion for the scalar field:

∂2ϕc + V ′(ϕc) +

∫
d4x′ΣR(x, x

′)ϕc(x
′) = ξ(x) . (A.7)

The way the field ξ(x) appears in the path integral shows that it can be interpreted as a
Gaussian stochastic noise with zero mean ⟨ξ(x)⟩ = 0 and a two-point correlation function
given by the scalar field’s self-energy:

⟨ξ(x)ξ(x′)⟩ = ΣF (x, x
′) . (A.8)

Note that, in this formalism, statistical averages over the ensemble characterizing the heat
bath are given by functional integration over the ξ(x) field. Due to its zero average, the noise
term will not affect the dynamics of the background scalar field, but its non-zero variance
will nevertheless source thermal field fluctuations as we analyzed in this work.

The equation of motion (A.7) includes a non-local term that encodes the dissipative
effects of the interactions between the field and the thermal bath, alongside the corrections
to the field’s mass (both the zero and finite temperature contributions). To see this more
explicitly, let us focus on the case of a scalar field oscillating about a minimum of its potential
(in the case of interest to our discussion, about the origin when T > Tc). For simplicity let us
consider only the homogeneous field component (i.e. the super-horizon field modes), of the
form ϕc = Φeiωt, although the discussion can be easily extended to generic Fourier modes
(see e.g. [49]). In this case the non-local term can be written as:∫

d4x′ΣR(x− x′)ϕc(x
′) = Φ

∫ t

−∞
dt′

∫
d3x′ΣR(x− x′)eiωt

′
,

= Φ

∫ t

−∞
dt′

∫
dω′

2π
Σ̃R(ω

′,x)eiω
′(t−t′)eiωt

′
, (A.9)

where the spatial integration over x′ is implicit in the definition of Σ̃R(ω
′,x). The time

integration can then be performed using [49]∫ ∞

0
dτei(ω

′−ω)τ = iP
1

ω′ − ω
+ πδ(ω′ − ω) , (A.10)

where P denotes the principal value, so that the non-local term becomes:∫
d4x′ΣR(x− x′)ϕc(x

′) = Φ

∫
dω′

2π
P
iΣ̃R(ω

′,x)eiω
′t

ω′ − ω
+

Φ

2

∫
dω′Σ̃R(ω

′,x)eiω
′tδ(ω′ − ω) .

(A.11)
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The first term corresponds, on the one hand, to the real part of the self-energy containing
corrections to the scalar field mass, including the divergent zero-temperature piece that must
be renormalized and contributes to the effective potential Veff(ϕc). The second term, on the
other hand, includes the imaginary part of the self-energy, related to the field’s decay in
Fourier space via Σ̃R(ω,p) = 2iωΓϕ(ω,p). Hence, the second term is simply ΓϕiωΦe

iωt =
Γϕϕ̇c, thus yielding the friction term in the Langevin-like equation, conventionally included
in e.g. studies of reheating after inflation, as well as in [37,39]:

∂2ϕc + V ′
eff(ϕc) + Γϕϕ̇c = ξ . (A.12)

We note that in other dynamical settings one may also approximate the non-local dissi-
pation term by a local friction term, for example in warm inflation where one may consider
an adiabatic approximation, since the field is varying slowly on the typical timescale char-
acterizing the dynamics of the heat bath. In these cases, however, the dissipation coefficient
does not in general coincide with the perturbative decay width.

Finally, the KMS relation between the self-energy functions ΣF and ΣR given in Eq. (A.2)
in momentum-space, valid when the heat bath fields are close to thermal equilibrium, yields
the fluctuation-dissipation relation between the noise two-point correlation function and the
dissipation coefficient (decay width) given in Eq. (2.8) at small energies/momenta, ω, p ≲ T .

B Evolution of the temperature during thermal inflation

In our calculation we assumed that no significant entropy is produced during thermal inflation
as a result of fluctuation-dissipation effects, i.e. that T ∝ a−1. In this appendix we aim to
verify this assumption. The flaton field satisfies the Langevin-like equation [25]:

ϕ̈+ (3H + Γϕ)ϕ̇− a−2∇2ϕ+m2
effϕ = ξ , (B.1)

and by multiplying both sides by ϕ̇ we obtain:

ρ̇ϕ + 3H(ρϕ + pϕ) = ξϕ̇− Γϕϕ̇
2 + α2T Ṫϕ2 + a−2∂i(ϕ̇∂iϕ) , (B.2)

where the field’s energy density and pressure are given by:

ρϕ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 +

1

2
a−2∂iϕ∂iϕ+ V (ϕ) ,

pϕ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 − 1

6
a−2∂iϕ∂iϕ− V (ϕ) .

(B.3)

Conservation of the full energy-momentum tensor then yields the following continuity equa-
tion for the radiation energy density:

ρ̇R + 4HρR = −⟨ξϕ̇⟩+ Γϕ ⟨ϕ̇2⟩ − α2T Ṫ ⟨ϕ2⟩ − a−2 ⟨∂i(ϕ̇∂iϕ⟩) . (B.4)

We note that the radiation energy density is an ensemble average over the energy density
of the relativistic degrees of freedom, which justifies considering also the thermal average
of the terms on the right-hand side of the above equation. Here we have also neglected the
sub-leading corrections to the radiation energy and entropy densities from the fermions’ finite
mass, ∼ g ⟨

√
ϕ2⟩ ∼ gT ≪ T .

– 16 –



Using the field solutions we obtained for the correlators6:

⟨ξϕ̇⟩ = π

6
ΓϕT

4 ,

Γϕ ⟨ϕ̇2⟩ =
π

6
ΓϕT

4(1− δ) ,

α2T Ṫ ⟨ϕ2⟩ = α2

2π
T 3Ṫ

[
1− α

π
arctan

(
π

α

)]
(1− δ) ≈ 15α2

4π3g∗
(1− δ)ρ̇R ,

⟨∂i(ϕ̇∂iϕ⟩ = 0 .

(B.5)

Note that the third term is related to the time-dependence of the thermal flaton mass, and
yields a contribution to the variation of the radiation energy density comparable to the above-
mentioned sub-leading corrections from the fermions’ non-vanishing mass. For consistency,
we thus neglect this term, and obtain:

ρ̇R + 4HρR = −5/π

g∗
ΓϕρRδ . (B.6)

From this we immediately see that the right-hand side can only be significant if Γϕ ≳ H,
but this implies a quick thermalization of the flaton field such that δ → 0 exponentially
fast, thus making this term negligible. This simply reflects the balance between the effects
of fluctuations and dissipation as the flaton field reaches an equilibrium with the radiation
bath. Note, furthermore, that the term on the right-hand side is suppressed by the relative
contribution of the flaton to the number of relativistic species in equilibrium, (g∗,ϕ − g∗)/g∗,
as obtained in Section 3. We therefore conclude that one may consistently assume ρR ∝ a−4

and hence that T ∝ a−1 during thermal inflation.

C Field correlation functions

Here we list the field correlation functions used to compute the curvature perturbation power
spectrum. As we mentioned above, when integrating over momentum modes we consider
a sharp cutoff at k = πTc, which constitutes a good approximation to the behaviour of
the noise correlation function [46]. To compute the curvature perturbation power spec-
trum on super-horizon scales, k ≪ aH, we consider the leading order results in k/αTc ∼
(k/aH)(M0/MP )a≪ 1 considering M0 < MP and noting that in our convention a < ac = 1
above the critical temperature.

Mode correlators

The building blocks of all field correlators are the equal time correlators between the field
modes and their time derivatives. Writing ϕk and ϕ̇k in terms of the Green’s function (3.13):

ϕk = H−2

∫ z

zi

ds s−2Gs(z, s)ξk(s) ,

ϕ̇k = H−1z

∫ z

zi

ds s−2∂zGs(z, s)ξk(s) ,

(C.1)

6⟨∇(ϕ̇∇ϕ⟩) = −
∫

d3k1
(2π)3

d3k2
(2π)3

⟨ϕ̇k1ϕk2⟩k2 · (k1 +k2) exp [ix · (k1 + k2)] = 0 , since the integral of this delta

function is non-zero if and only if k1 = −k2.
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one finds:

⟨ϕkϕk′⟩ = (2π)3δ3(k + k′)
T

a3ω2
k

(1− δ) ,

⟨ϕ̇kϕ̇k′⟩ = (2π)3δ3(k + k′)
T

a3
(1− δ) ,

⟨ϕkϕ̇k′⟩ = −
Γϕ
2

⟨ϕkϕk′⟩ = −(2π)3δ3(k + k′)
TΓϕ
2a3ω2

k

(1− δ) .

(C.2)

Field correlators

To compute the total energy density (3.4a) one needs to determine the field variance and the
average kinetic and gradient energies. Expanding the field in terms of comoving momentum
modes, these are given by:

⟨ϕ2⟩ =
∫

d3k

(2π)3
d3k′

(2π)3
⟨ϕkϕk′⟩ exp(ix · (k + k′)) ,

⟨ϕ̇2⟩ =
∫

d3k

(2π)3
d3k′

(2π)3
⟨ϕ̇kϕ̇k′⟩ exp(ix · (k + k′)) ,

⟨∂iϕ∂iϕ⟩ =
∫

d3k

(2π)3
d3k′

(2π)3
⟨ϕkϕk′⟩k · k′ exp(ix · (k + k′)) .

(C.3)

Inserting the mode correlation functions (C.2) and integrating over comoving momenta up
to πTc one obtains:

⟨ϕ2⟩ = T 2

2π
(1− δ)

[
1− α

π
arctan

(
π

α

)]
,

⟨ϕ̇2⟩ = πT 4

6
(1− δ) ,

⟨∂iϕ∂iϕ⟩ =
π

2
a2T 4(1− δ)

[
1

3
−
(
α

π

)2

+

(
α

π

)3

arctan

(
π

α

)]
.

(C.4)

Contributions to the power spectrum

Consider the power spectrum of a generic correlator ⟨Xi(0)Xj(x)⟩, for example X1 = ϕ,
X2 = ϕ̇ and X3 = ∂iϕ, that appears in (3.7):∫

d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨Xi(0)Xj(x)⟩2 . (C.5)

Note that, upon expanding each quantity Xj(x) in terms of comoving momentum modes,
this yields four momentum integrals and a volume integral. Two of the momentum integrals
can be performed using the two delta functions appearing in the mode correlators (C.2).
Then, the volume integral will generate a delta function with the two surviving momentum
modes: ∫

d3x exp[−ix · (k1 + k2 + k)] = (2π)3δ3(k1 + k2 + k) . (C.6)

After integrating this delta function over another of the 3-momentum variables, we are left
with a single 3-dimensional integral over k that we need to compute in each case. In the
following table we give the different contributions to the power spectrum in terms of their
corresponding momentum integrals:
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Table 1. Contributions to the power spectrum in Eq. (3.17).

field-field
m4

eff
2

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ϕ(0)ϕ(x)⟩2 (1− δ)2 α3

2(2π)3
T 5

a3
I1(k)

field-kinetic m2
eff

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ϕ(0)ϕ̇(x)⟩2 (1− δ)2 α

(2π)3

(
3α4

32π

)2 T 5

a3
I1(k)

field-gradient a−2m2
eff

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ϕ(0)∂iϕ(x)⟩2 (1− δ)2 α3

(2π)3
T 5

a3
I2(k)

kinetic-kinetic 1
2

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ϕ̇(0)ϕ̇(x)⟩2 (1− δ)2 α3

2(2π)3
T 5

a3
I3(k)

kinetic-gradient a−2
∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨ϕ̇(0)∂iϕ(x)⟩

2
(1− δ)2 α

(2π)3

(
3α4

32π

)2 T 5

a3
I2(k)

gradient-gradient a−4

2

∫
d3x exp(−ik · x) ⟨∂iϕ(0)∂jϕ(x)⟩2 (1− δ)2 α3

2(2π)3
T 5

a3
I4(k)

The momentum integrals can be expressed in terms of the normalized comoving mo-
mentum y = k/αTc with norm 0 < y < π/α. These are given by:

I1(k) =

∫
dy dΩ

y2

(y2 + 1)[(y + k/(αTc))2 + 1]
,

I2(k) =

∫
dy dΩ

y2y · (y + k/(αTc))

(y2 + 1)[(y + k/(αTc))2 + 1]
,

I3(k) =

∫
dy dΩ y2 =

4π4

3α3
,

I4(k) =

∫
dy dΩ

y2[y · (y + k/(αTc))]
2

(y2 + 1)[(y + k/(αTc))2 + 1]
,

(C.7)

where dΩ denotes integration over the solid angle in momentum space. Except for I3(k), all
integrals above depend non-trivially on k. To leading order in k/αTc these integrals are given
by:

I1(k) ≃ 4π

[
− 1

2

πα

α2 + π2
+

1

2
arctan(π/α)

]
,

I2(k) ≃ 4π

[
π

α
+

1

2

απ

α2 + π2
− 3

2
arctan(π/α)

]
,

I4(k) ≃ 4π

[
− 2π

α
+

1

3

π3

α3
− 1

2

απ

α2 + π2
+

5

2
arctan(π/α)

]
,

(C.8)

which are the expressions used to compute the curvature perturbation power spectrum (3.17)
given in the main body of this article.
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