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Abstract

In this thesis we consider the production of primordial black holes (PBH) in the context
of single field inflation with the aim of describing a significant fraction of dark matter.
In the models we consider, the inflaton is a string modulus and its potential is typical of
type IIB fibre inflation. The potential presents a plateau at CMB scales and an extremely
flat region on smaller scales. The background is analysed by solving the Friedmann’s
and the Klein-Gordon equations for the system. Perturbations are introduced through
the usual Mukhanov-Sasaki equation for the gauge invariant curvature perturbations,
whose solution allows us to find the primordial power spectrum which is then compared
to observations. In the class of models considered there is an often occurring tension
between the tilt of the scalar power spectrum and observations. We study this tension
and propose mechanisms to minimise it. We modify the form of the fibre inflationary
potential, modifying therefore the slope of the ultra slow-roll plateau. We find that a
better agreement with the experimentally measured value of the spectral index can be
reached. Therefore that tension between the value of the spectral index on CMB scale
and the power spectrum enhancement on PBH scales can be explained as a consequence
of the class of potential taken into account. This tension can be avoided in models that
provide a different plateau form.






Sommario

In questa tesi considereremo la produzione di buchi neri primordiali (PBH) in un conte-
sto di inflazione a campo singolo con lo scopo di attribuire loro una frazione significativa
dell’attuale concentrazione di materia oscura. Nei modelli considerati, I'inflatone & rap-
presentato da un modulo il cui potenziale e tipico dell’inflazione fibrata con stringhe di
tipo IIB. Il potenziale presenta un plateau nelle scale della CMB e una regione estrema-
mente piatta su scale piu piccole. Il background ¢ analizzato risolvendo per tale sistema
le equazioni di Friedmann e Klein-Gordon. Le perturbazioni vengono successivamente
introdotte attraverso ’equazione di Mukhanov-Sasaki per perturbazioni di curvatura che
siano gauge invarianti. Le soluzioni di tale equazione ci permettono di trovare lo spettro
di potenza primordiale e compararlo alle osservazioni. I risultati trovati presentano una
tensione con le osservazioni tipica della classe di modelli da noi considerata. Vengono
quindi studiati e proposti meccanismi per ridurre tale disaccordo modificando la forma
del potenziale inflazionario, agendo sulla pendenza del plauteau di ultra slow-roll. Si nota
come in questo modo si possa ottenere un accordo migliore con le osservazioni. Dunque,
la tensione fra l'indice spettrale alle scale della CMB e I'aumento nell’ampiezza dello
spettro di potenza alle scale dei PBH puo essere attribuita al tipo di classe di potenziali
considerati. E possibile quindi evitare tale tensione utilizzando modelli che prevedono
una diversa forma del plateau.
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Chapter 1

A Brief Introduction to Standard
Cosmology

1.1 Principles of Standard Cosmology

In this first chapter the aim is to provide an introduction to Modern Cosmology [1][2][3] [4][5].
The first principle of cosmology claims that the universe is both homogeneous and
isotropic on sufficiently large scales (larger than 300 million light years). Homogene-
ity is the property of being identical everywhere in space, while isotropy is the property
of looking the same in every direction. This axiom is called the Cosmological Principle,
which is consistent with observations, the prime example being the very high degree of
isotropy and homogeneity of the cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB), which
has a temperature of T' ~ 2.7 K everywhere in the celestial sphere.

This principle was taken further by imposing that the universe would also look the same
in all times, letting the universe be static. This takes the name of Perfect Cosmolog-
ical Principle. Although the idea of a static universe did not seem plausible since the
1930s, in the 1960s, as a consequence of the first observations of CMB, models based
on this principle were definitely abandoned, leaving Big Bang models as the only viable
ones. As we will see later in this chapter, Big Bang models also present some problems,
whose solutions requires an inflationary period. Inflation consists in a phase describing
an expanding universe with positive acceleration. This mechanism is capable of solving
the issues brought by the Big Bang theory and furthermore it explains how the CMB is
formed and why it is homogeneous and isotropic.

Hence, the universe is expanding and its expansion is controlled by the scale factor a, in
particular by its second time derivative a, whose value states an accelerated or deceler-
ated expansion if positive or negative respectively.

A crucial parameter for the analysis of expanding universe is the Hubble parameter



H(t), defined by '
e =2 (1.1.1)
a

Nowadays it is known to have a value around [1]
Hy =~ 65 km s™! Mpc ™. (1.1.2)

Through its value it is possible to have an estimate of the age of the universe as

1 9
to < — ~ 13- 107 years, (1.1.3)
Hy

where 1/Hj is the Hubble time.

Theories of Cosmology are based on Einstein’s General Relativity [1][6][7] and are de-
scribed by Einstein equations

1 8rG
GMV = Ruu — §g/ﬂ,R - 62 T'u,l/7 (114)
where R, is the Ricci tensor, R = RY = ¢g" R, the Ricci scalar, T, the energy-
momentum tensor and G the gravitational constant. G, is the so called Einstein’s
tensor. Later a second form of this equation was proposed

Ry — %guvR — Ng = 8:_2GT,U«V7 (1.1.5)
where a term containing the cosmological constant A is added.
When it was initially proposed, A was supposed to be interpreted as adding term to the
geometry of the universe, in order for Einstein to obtain an equation describing a static
(@ = 0) universe, since it was the generally accepted view by cosmologists of the time
and from he could only obtain non-static solutions.
For an empty universe we have a Minkowski space R, — % g = 0 from , while
from ([1.1.5)) we have solutions that describe a curved geometry R, — %g,wR +Ag,, =0,
even if no matter is present. Universes of this type have a constant scalar curvature
R = const and are called de Sitter universes if A > 0 and anti-de Sitter if A < 0. These
special solutions, in particular the de Sitter one, are interesting in a cosmological context,
both in the early and late universe.

Considering also the contribution of A, the components forming the universe are es-
sentially three: the A component, which is associated with dark energy, the radiation
and matter’s components, whose contribution are baryonic and dark matter.



Theories containing dark matter arise as natural consequence from observations on galax-
ies’ masses and their velocity, noticing that a new type of non-luminous matter is present.
It is not directly observable, since it only interacts gravitationally, and its nature has
remained a mystery.

Different properties can be searched for in the description of particles composing dark
matter: hot dark matter (HDM), whose components are relativistic particles, or cold
dark matter (CDM), whose components are non-relativistic.

In the past two decades observations (most recently the observations of the Planck satel-
lite) have established a standard model of cosmology, the ACDM model, which requires a
universe described by the Einstein equations and dark matter of cold type. From
observations we can state that our universe is filled with 68% dark energy, 27% dark
matter, and only 5% baryonic matter [§].

In this thesis we will investigate the connection between the dark matter problem and
cosmic inflation. We study the possibility that dark matter is formed by very light,
atomic sized primordial black holes produced by density perturbations generated dur-
ing inflation. Our main aim will be to render the primordial black holes production
mechanism compatible with CMB constraints on the curvature power spectrum.

1.1.1 FRW Spacetime
This sort of spacetime is described by the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric:

2

2 27,2 | 2 2 102

dS = —C dt —+a (t) m +r dQ s (116)
where k gives the curvature of the space-like 3-hypersurface: k = 0 describes a flat 3D-
space, while £ = +1 and £ = —1 describe a positively and negatively curved surface
respectively.

In order to simplify the notation, we will stick to the case £ = 0 and define the conformal
time
dr = —. 1.1.7
ey (1.1.7)
As a consequence, the FRW metric in (1.1.6) can be written as
ds® = @*(7)[—d7? + dr? + r2dQ?] = a*(7) N dat dz” (1.1.8)

and factorized into a Minkowski metric 7,,, multiplied by the scale factor a(r).

The radial propagation of photons is described by a 2-dimensional metric
ds? = a*(7)[—d7? + dr?] (1.1.9)
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and the maximal distance they can cover is given by

t dt/

Ar:ATET—Ti:/ —_—, (1.1.10)
t a(t’)

where t > t; and t; is the initial time. If ¢; = 0 is taken to be the initial time of the
universe where a singularity occurs for a; = a(t; = 0) =0

tog
Ar = /0 o) = 7(t) — 7(0). (1.1.11)

Ar is called the comoving horizon.

1.1.2 Friedmann’s Models and the Inevitability of the Big Bang

Considering the homogeneity and the isotropy of the universe, it can be treated as a
perfect fluid
p = wpc*, (1.1.12)

where 0 < w < 1 is the Zeldovich interval. Thus the energy-momentum tensor T;;
becomes
Ty = (p + p*)U;U; — pgij, (1.1.13)

where Uy is the fluid 4-velocity. The Einstein’s equation and the perfect fluid approxi-
mation yield together the Friedmann’s equations

. 47 P

i=—=G (p+3§)a (1.1.14)

ai + 20 + 2ke® = 4G <p— %) a, (1.1.15)
C

for the time-time and space-space component respectively.
Using the first Friedmann’s equation, the second simplifies to

8t
a+ ke = %paQ. (1.1.16)
In case of models that include the cosmological constant, these equations become
. 41 - D
8tG
a2+ ke = ”Tﬁcﬂ, (1.1.18)
where p = p + 81;620 and p=p— 8/;‘32 are the effective mass density and pressure.



The two equations ([1.1.14]) and (|1.1.16|) are not independent, but instead they are
bounded through the adiabatic relationship

AU = —pdV, (1.1.19)

which becomes
d(?pa’) = —pda®. (1.1.20)

Models based on the perfect fluid approximation are called Friedmann’s models and for
these we can study the evolution of the different densities composing the universe using

both (T.1.12) and (T.1.20)

d(pc*a®) = —wpc*da’ (1.1.21)
dpa® + da’*p = —wpda®
dpa® = —pda®(1 + w)
dp da?

s —?(1 + w),

which gives the behaviour of p depending on w

p oc a 30w, (1.1.22)

-3
Once it is normalized, we obtain pu = Pmato <%> since for matter w = 0, while for

—4
radiation w = 1/3 and praa = Prado (%) )

As we already noticed, another factor has to be considered and it is the one brought
by the cosmological constant A, introduced in the Einstein’s equations (1.1.4)) by Ein-
stein himself as adding term to the spacetime side of this equation

1 8rG
For this type of contribution w = —1, therefore its density is constant in time
PA = PAO- (1124)

An important parameter is the density parameter, which is detectable and can give us
information about the p of different components. We can define it as

0=" (1.1.25)

3
Perit



where p.;; = 3H? /87G and its value today is peri0 = SHE/87G ~ 2.78 101 h2 M, /Mpc,
where h is defined as h = Hy/(100 km s™! Mpc™'). The values the density parameters
assume today for matter, radiation and cosmological constant are the following respec-
tively: Qmaro = 0.3, Qyedo = 1072 and Qo ~ 0.7.

Substituting (1.1.12)) in (1.1.14)), we have

a= —%Gp(l + 3w)a (1.1.26)
and we can point out that, if for ordinary matter the Zeldovich interval is valid, the term
(1 + 3w) must always be positive and for this reason @ is negative, meaning that for a
Friedmann’s universe a decelerated expansion is expected.

Since @ < 0 and @ > 0, then there must be a singularity at a finite time in the past, i.e.
a point when a = 0.

a(t)

-

Figure 1.1: Plot of a(t). If a(t) > 0 and a(t) < 0, a(t) must be 0 at some point in the
past: the Big Bang. Source [1].

This moment is called the Big Bang singularity and it also ensures that the age of the
universe #o is smaller than the Hubble time 1/Hy, as seen in (1.1.3) and in Figure[1.1]

Considering the Big Bang singularity as intial point for our universe, the first period
we can get information about through observations is the Planck era, starting from
t, ~ 107* s. To this time is related a temperature T, ~ 10" GeV. Between T}, and
200 — 300 MeV three phase transitions can be identified.

Before ¢, no information can be obtained, since quantum cosmology is necessary.

The first phase transition we consider is the Grand Unification Theory transition, whose



name has to be referred to the fact that, before this transition, all the forces were united.
In fact, this is the period were the strong and the electro-weak forces separate each oth-
ers, creating leptons and hadrons as distinct particles.

To this era is associated a time tgyr ~ 10737 s and a temperature Tgyr ~ 10 GeV.
Inflation takes place in the time between the Planck era and the GUT transition.

The next occurring phase transition is the Electro-Weak (tgpy ~ 107 s and Tgy =~
102 GeV), where the electromagnetic and the weak forces separate.

The last phase transition is the Quark-Hadron (tgn ~ 107° s and Ty ~ 200—300 MeV),
which leads to the confinement of quarks into hadrons.

1.2 The need for Inflation

In this section we will study some problems that the Big Bang theory presents, such
as the horizon problem, the flatness (or age) problem and the exotic particles problem.
Around 1980 a mechanism able to solve these problems was proposed: it consists in the
introduction of a period, called inflation, where the universe is expanding with a positive
acceleration. Besides solving the issues brought by the Big Bang theory, it is also capable
to explain how the cosmological principle of homogeneity and isotropy arises, allowing
us to avoid taking it as an axiom but providing us a dynamical explanation instead.

1.2.1 The Horizon Problem

This problem arises from the difference in values between the cosmological horizon Ry
and the last scattering surface Ry [1].

The former is the finite region containing the points in causal connection while the latter
is the surface described at the moment the CMB is generated, which corresponds to the
last scattering between radiation and matter. At 7,.. the scattering rate between matter
and photons becomes negligible, yielding the radiation-matter decoupling and providing
the photons with an infinite mean free path, constituting afterwards to the CMB. As we
already pointed out in section [I.1], from observations the CMB is observed to be homo-
geneous and isotropic (in a range of temperature about one part on 10°). This suggests
that the last scattering must be occurred in thermal equilibrium, i.e. must be generated
within the region inside the cosmological horizon.

Despite this fact, if we evaluate Ry, it happens to be larger than the horizon Ry cal-
culated at the same time z;, therefore according to Big Bang cosmology the CMB was
created in a region outside the horizon, which means that some of its points were never
in causal contact. Another way to explain this is that the conformal time between the
Big Bang singularity and the decoupling of the CMB from the matter is not enough to
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Figure 1.2: The diagram shows no causal contact in most spots of the CMB for a standard
FRW cosmology. The Big Bang singularity is thought to take place at 7 = 0. After this

time, at finite 7,.. the decoupling between matter and radiation occurs, originating in
this way the CMB. Source [9)].

have overlapping past light cones [9][10], see Figure [1.2] that again leads to a lack of
causal contact among different points of the CMB, although we can observe it.

A simple solution to this problem is the introduction of a phase called inflation where
the universe expands with a positive acceleration a > 0.

Raft)

I (1) 12
B [t--} R e o NG s e g

Figure 1.3: Thanks to inflation, the CMB scale enters the horizon at ¢; and leaves at ts,
then re-enters at t3. Source [I].



In this way, we can state that the CMB scale enters the horizon at t¢;, leaves during
inflation at ¢5 and re-enters at t3. This means that the CMB was created within the
horizon region, leading to overlapping light cones, i.e. causal contact among all points
in the sky.

Conformal Time

T0 ¢

Past Light-Cone

Last-Scattering Surface

Particle Horizon

Recombination
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Reheating

Inflation

causal contact

Big Bang Singularity

Figure 1.4: Conformal time diagram for inflationary cosmology. The Big Bang singularity
occurs at 7 = —oo. After this, for a finite 7 < 0 an inflationary period takes place ending
at 7 = 0 with the reheating phase. At 7,.. the decoupling between matter and radiation
occurs, originating in this way the CMB. Source [9].

In terms of the conformal time, during inflation the Hubble radius is decreasing

%(aH)_l < 0. (1.2.1)

If this condition lasts long enough, the horizon would shrink such that the horizon
problem can be avoided.

The solution is to push the Big Bang singularity to a negative conformal time, leading
in this way to a larger time interval between the Big Bang and the CMB formation
(1.2.2)

Y

T; X . a%(1+3w)
(14 3w)
where w < —1/3 during inflation, therefore the Big Bang singularity is shifted to 7; =
—00.



Now the initial time is no longer considered to be at 7 = 0 but at 7 = —oo0 and
7 = 0 becomes the time inflation ends, entering the reheating phase and starting the
baryogenesis, see Figure [I.4]

1.2.2 The Flatness Problem

Another problem arising from the Big Bang model is the flatness problem [9][1].
As already seen, considering the second Friedmann’s equation with a spatial curvature,

i.e. k # 0, and simplifying it using ([1.1.14)), we obtain
8
a* + ke® = ngaz.

We can now express it in terms of the Hubble parameter and then of the density param-
eter, with c=1

k 8
H?>=—— + —
a? 3p
1—-Qa) =— i (1.2.3)
a) = (l)? 2.

From (1.2.3])) we can state that if the universe is flat, it tends to remain flat for all time,
since k = 0 would lead to 2(a) = const(= 1) for every a, which in terms of time becomes
Q(t) = const. On the other hand, if the universe carries some curvature at early times,
it will grow.

From observations we know that today |1 — Q(ap)| < 0.01, hence 2 is today close to 1.
From it is clear that |1 — Q(a)| is a function of (aH)™!, which in standard condi-
tions tends to increase in time, making the curvature grow. In early times the flatness
was more extreme, for instance in the GUT epoch |1 — Q(agyr)| < 1075°.

We can refer to this problem also as the age problem: if the universe presented a positive
curvature (closed universe), it would have rapidly recollapsed near the Planck time ¢,
while if it presented a negative curvature (open universe), the curvature term k%c?/a? in
the Friedmann’s equation would have dominated causing to reach the present
temperature in ¢, ~ 10~ s, which would be the age of the universe today. From the
Hubble parameter we can evaluate t; and state that the only consistent case we can
obtain is a universe described by k = 0.

The flatness problem states that such finely tuned initial conditions seem extremely

unlikely. Any other initial condition different from €2 = 1 at early times would have led
to a curved universe at present time, with a value of 2 much far from 1, see Figure [L.5]

10



Qt
(t) ®)

Figure 1.5: Evolution of Q(t) for an open (a) and a closed universe (b). Inflation occurs
in the time interval (¢;, ty), yielding an accelerated expansion and driving (ty) close to
1. Source [1].

The solution for this problem can be found by introducing an inflationary period: in
this phase we require that the Hubble sphere is decreasing and for this reason infla-
tion drives the universe to unity of €2, leading to a flat universe with a present age of
to ~ 1010 S.

1.2.3 Exotic Particles Problem

Exotic particles are produced in the early universe in phase transition and symmetry
breaking processes. These particles are also called cosmic relics and they have not been
detected today even tough they should have been copiously produced in the early uni-
verse. The solution to this problem, as we will see later in this section, will be the
introduction of an inflationary period which will dilute those kind of particles away.

Two types of exotic particles can be created. The first is constituted by thermal relics,
which are produced and remain in thermal equilibrium with other components of the
universe until decoupling, like the massless neutrino. This class can be further divided
in hot and cold relics, where the former are relativistic at the decoupling time, while the
latter are not. The second type of exotic particles are the non-thermal relics, that are
not produced in thermal equilibrium, like axions and magnetic monopoles.

As example of these exotic particles we can study the magnetic monopoles. It is possible
to estimate the mass and the abundance [I] they are expected to carry at the GUT time

tour:

myrym ™~ 1016G6V

nyym > 10_10”’7

11



where n, is the abundance of photons at tqyr.

Since the ratio nsas/n, remains constant in time and today the number of photons is
101° larger than the one of baryons, we can state that the number of monopoles today
should approximately be the number of baryons today nasp0 =~ Npero. It means that
nowadays we should observe as many monopoles as baryons, but this does not happen.

Furthermore, the density parameter for monopoles is Qurar > (Marar/Mpar) Qpar == 101,
which seems absurdly large and would cause an almost instant closure of the universe.

Once again, the solution is to introduce an inflationary period, where the universe is
subjected to such an expansion that the monopole are diluted, leaving less than one
monopole per present horizon scale. In this way their concentration is reduced and their
density parameter becomes smaller. We decided to display the monopoles problem, but
this analysis can be extended to all types of exotic particles and for them the solution is
also to introduce a period with accelerated expansion.

12



Chapter 2

The Physics of Inflation

2.1 Conditions for Inflation

As we already stated in the previous chapter, the main condition for inflation [9] is the

shrinking Hubble sphere

d
—(aH)™t <0

but this definition leads to other equivalent ways of describing inflation.

For instance another way to write it, introducing a relation we already introduced in
section can be @ > 0. Let us see where it comes from:

d d a
- H -1 — — (¢ -1 = —— 211
ClaH) = L) = 21.1)
since the Hubble sphere must decrease, we expect an accelerated expansion
d’a
— > 0. 2.1.2

The shrinking Hubble sphere can also be used to define some parameters that control
inflation

d aH +all 1

—(aqH) '= - — _Z(1-— 2.1.3

it “H) @m? ~ ol To (213)
where ¢ = —H /H? is always a positive quantity. Another bound on & can be set using

the shrinking Hubble sphere condition defining the number of e-folds N of inflationary
expansion dN =dlna = Hdt

H
d InH
= — 1. 2.1.
N < (2.1.5)



It implies that the Hubble parameter per number of e-fold changes slowly and inflation
ends once ¢ reached 1. We can yet state that an additional condition to inflation is that
the Hubble parameter must be nearly constant.

Another important factor has to be considered: inflation must last long enough (from 40
to 60 e-folds) to solve the above cosmological problems brought by the Big Bang model.
To measure that ¢ actually remains small for sufficiently long time, we introduce

€

= — 2.1.
=1 (2.1.6)
d Ine
= . 2.1.
N (2.1.7)

As long as |n| < 1 inflation persists.

In the de Sitter limit € — 0 and the space grows exponentially in time as a(t) o< eff*,
where H ~ const. We have already seen that in Friedmann’s models the perfect fluid
approximation (|1.1.12)) is valid. Substituting it in the Friedmann’s equation ((1.1.14)), we
obtain

. 32
H=-2" (1#—7) (2.1.8)
This yields

5——£—§(1+E) <1

p

where w is defined as w = p/p and w < —1/3 during the inflationary phase, as we have
already seen in section [I.2.1]

It means that inflation requires a negative pressure.

2.2 Background evolution

Let us consider a background FRW space-time, a spatially homogeneous scalar field ¢
with Lagrangian density

L(¢) =1/2 0"¢0,0 — V(¢) = ¢*/2 — V(). (2.2.1)

The stress-energy tensor for this field is 7" = 0*¢0,¢0—L(¢p)g"". Since ¢ is homogeneous,
T+ takes the form of a perfect fluid with effective energy density and effective pressure

po=0"/2+V(¢) (2.2.2)
ps = ¢*/2 = V(9) (2.2.3)

14



By using the Eulero-Lagrange equation

d o 0
——L——L=0 2.2.4
dt 9¢ 0] ( )
where L = La? is the Lagrangian, we can find the equation of motion for ¢
. .9
O +3Ho+ 55(V) =0, (2.2.5)

In order to be sure that the inflationary period lasts long enough to solve the horizon
problem, it is useful to impose some conditions, called slow roll conditions:

¢ < V(o) (2.2.6)
$~0. (2.2.7)
The (2.2.6) let the kinetic term be negligible requiring a flat potential, while the (2.2.7))

describes a non-accelerated field.

Consider the second Friedmann’s equation ({1.1.16)) rewritten in terms of H and as a
function of the reduced Planck mass M, ? = 87G = (2.4 10'*GeV)~? (usually set to one)

o 1[4
H? = e (7 + V(¢)> . (2.2.8)

It is possible to evaluate € and n from [2.1.4) and [2.1.6| and to do that it is useful to derive

the continuity equation from equations ([2.2.5)) and ([2.2.8)
1 ¢?

H=—-—-—. (2.2.9)
2 M2
Now ¢ can be written as .
1/2 ¢
- _ (2.2.10)
H2M?
The first slow roll condition (2.2.6) implies
Vv
H? ~ (2.2.11)
302

and, using the second slow roll condition ([2.2.7)), the equation of motion ({2.2.5) becomes

3HG ~ —V, (2.2.12)

15



hence € can be written as

M2 V¢ 2
e(¢) ~ Tp (V) . (2.2.13)
In the same way
n(¢) = M (%) (2.2.14)

where Vy and V4 are the first and the second derivatives of the potential V' taken with
respect to ¢.

Using the equation of motion and the (2.2.11]), we can see that

PP
— 1 2.2.15
% <K ( )

2
<1, (2.2.16)

thus, as already seen in section , e and n, taking respectively the form (2.2.13)) and
(2.2.14]), must both be < 1 to permit inflation to occur.

Another important value we have introduced is the number of e-folds, which can be
used to measure the duration of inflation. Using the definition of N

N = / dlna—/ H(t (2.2.17)

the approximations both of H in (2.2.11)) and of the equation of motion in (2.2.12)), we
can obtain the behaviour of N in terms of the field ¢

H H 3H?
Hdt = —d¢ = — = ——
o ¢ Vy/3H dé = Vs
3H? 1
V2eV T ¢ V2eM, ¢
o 1
= N= do (2.2.18)

i V 2e Mp
where ¢; and ¢ are defined as the boundaries of the interval where e < 1.
As already stated in section 2.1} the e-folds number must be N ~ 40 — 60 to obtain a
successful solution to the horizon problem.

2.3 Cosmological perturbation theory

In this section primordial perturbation are studied. By introducing them the variation
of 1 part on 10° in the CMB temperature can be explained.
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2.3.1 Classical Perturbations

Consider a single-field slow roll model of inflation, whose action can be written as
1 1
5= [aev=g | §R - 4 0,00,0- V(o). 23.1)

where R is the 4-dimensional Ricci scalar and /—g¢ is the determinant of the metric g,,.
We have four metric perturbations dgoo , dgii, 0go; and 6g;; and one scalar perturbation
0¢. Two are removed by the Einstein constraint equation and other two from the invari-
ance of the action under the coordinate transformation ¢t — t + €, x; — x; + O;¢, letting
the physical mode be just one.

It is convenient to work in a fixed gauge where the momentum density is vanishing
0Ty; = 0, which becomes d¢ = 0 in the slow roll inflation. In this gauge, perturbations
are characterized purely by fluctuations in the metric

0gij = a*(1 = 20)di; + a’hij;, (2.3.2)

where the perturbations are carried by the term —a?(d;;. hy; is a transverse traceless
tensor and ( is a scalar and it is time-independent on the super-horizon scale £ < aH

lim ¢ = 0. (2.3.3)

k<aH

By substituting (2.3.2)) for the components (0,0) and (0,4¢) in the action (2.3.1) and
expanding in powers of (, we find

S— 1/dt Fx P (2 Laop] o (2.3.4)
5 7 — (0 3.
Let us define
v=2( (2.3.5)
the canonically normalized Mukhanov variable, where
2 2 ¢* 2
F=ats = 2a°¢. (2.3.6)
We can now express the action in conformal time 7
1 Z”
=3 /dT d*x l(q/f — (0v)* + =0? (2.3.7)
z
and recognize the harmonic oscillator action with the effective mass equal to
5 Z//
Mg (T) = - (2.3.8)
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which is time-dependent.

From ([2.3.7), we obtain the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation

vE + <k2 - é) v =0, (2.3.9)
where we defined the Fourier modes

vk = /d3x e *y(7, %) (2.3.10)
and where the term (k* — 2”/z) represents the effective frequency w?(7) of the modes vy.

Its most general solution, since the frequency wy(7) depends only on k = |k|, is given by
the expansion of the complex modes vy (7) and v;(7):

vk = ayg vp(T) + advi(7), (2.3.11)

where @, and @] are two time-independent complex constant. The Wronskian of the
functions v (7) and vi(7) is defined as

W g, vi] = vpvi — vevg = 20Im(vvf) (2.3.12)

and always satisfies, through a rescaling of the mode functions as vy, — Avy, = W/vg, vf] —
IA|*W [, ], the normalization

Wik, vp] = —1. (2.3.13)

Through the Fourier transforming of the solution in (2.3.11)), we have

(7, %) = /%[a;vk(ﬂeik'x + af i (T)e ™. (2.3.14)

2.3.2 Quantum origin of Perturbations

To obtain the quantisation we promote to operators the field v ad its momentum 7 = v/,
which satisfy the equal-time commutation relations

[0(7 k), #(1,y)] = 6(x —y) (2.3.15)
[0(1, k), 0(r,y)] = [7(1, k), 7(T,y)] = 0. (2.3.16)

In the same way, the standard commutation rules are valid for the complex constant
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a, and al, = (ay )* once we operated the canonical quantization turning them into the
operators a, and a; .

lar, i) = o(k — k') (2.3.17)

[ay , ax | = [ay, a5 = 0. (2.3.18)

Hence the solution ([2.3.14]) becomes:

~ d3k ~— ik-x ~ * —ik-x
U(T,x):/w[akvk(ﬂek + a v (T)e X (2.3.19)

The operators G, and @, can be interpreted as the annihilation and creation operators
and used together with the vacuum state |0) to create quantum states in the Hilbert
space

a, 10) =0, di |0) = |1y) - (2.3.20)
To create further excited states we will use
1 A \M A+ \N

where (k,p, ...) are the particles’” momenta.

In the physical interpretation of the quantum states ambiguity arises, since the vacuum
we may choose can not be interpreted as unique. Let us consider the functions

ur (1) = (1) + Brug(T), (2.3.22)

where oy, and ) are complex constant. We will prove later in this section that, intro-
ducing some conditions, these functions can be seen as modes of the Mukhanov-Sasaki
equation.

In fact, as for vg(7), also for this functions the Wronskian takes the form as in (2.3.13))
for proper «aj and i coefficient, such as

k> = |8k = 1. (2.3.23)

Both u(7) and wvg(7) satisfy the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation and at this point
nothing allows us to perform a better choice preferring one function with respect to the
other, since both would be a reasonable choice. Therefore, modes can not be uniquely
chosen.

The same happens in the choice of states’ basis. We can expand vy (7) in terms of uy(7)

N dgk 7— ik-x 74+ % —ik-x
o7, %) = / Gy e () Bai(r)e ] (2.3.24)
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where dlf and ZA)lf are both creation/annihilation operators, but form different bases in
the Hilbert space:

1

ay |0y, =0, |mu,np,...), = N (@)™ (@ah)"...] o), (2.3.25)
b 10), =0, [, g, ), = ﬁ (RGN (2.3.26)

The choice we may perform on the vacuum is not unique, since we proved there exists
another equivalent but different basis.

Between these two operators a Bogolyubov transformation can be performed in order to
pass from one basis to the other

iy = by + Bibk (2.3.27)
iy = apbi + Biba.. (2.3.28)

Since different vacua can be chosen, let us consider two example that would be useful
later.

Vacuum in Minkowski Space In the Minkowsi space the (2.3.9) becomes
vy + kv, = 0. (2.3.29)

In a time-independent spacetime we can define a unique physical vacuum |0), requiring
that in this vacuum state the expectation value of the Hamiltonian , (0| H |0), is mini-
mized.

The Hamiltonian is given by

~ 1
H=3 /dgk Gy a0 Fy: + ayfal Fy + (20 dy, +6(0)) ] (2.3.30)
where
By = v + Ko (2.3.31)
Fy = v + Ko} (2.3.32)

Using the first relations in ([2.3.20]), the only non vanishing term for , (0| H 0), is given
by the Hamiltonian

A1
=3 / d*k 6(0)E}, (2.3.33)
and the expectation value we get is
~ 0(0
» (0| H |0y, = % /d3k Ej. (2.3.34)
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Since §(0) arises due to the fact that we are considering an infinite spatial volume, it is
convenient to stick to the energy density

1
€= 5/d?’k Ey, (2.3.35)

and it is clearly minimized when Fj, is minimized.
Writing the modes and their first time-derivatives as vy = rie'®* and vy, = re'™* (iay) +

e from (2.3.31]) we have
Ey, = 'r’ﬂem’“‘ + 7’,%|(za§c)ew‘k| + kQTz‘em’“

12 2 12 2,2
:Tk. +Tk04k +k Tk

‘2
. DL IR (2.3.36)
412 ’

which reaches its minimum value for 7, = 0 and r, = 1/v2k.

From ([2.3.13) we know vj v} — vyvy’ = —i, which gives
2 1 1
that, once integrated, yields o, = —k7 and permit us to write the modes as
1 —ikT
e T, (2.3.38)

Uk(T) = \/_Q_k

Bunch-Davies Vacuum In a quasi-de Sitter space all the modes have time-independent
frequencies in remote past, therefore they behave just like in Minkowski space not being
affected by gravity. This happens because, if a curved space interval small enough is
considered, it can be analysed as it was flat, and hence it can be treated as Minkowski
space. For this case the solution has already been calculated in the paragraph above.
The Minkowski initial condition for the mode functions is enough to avoid the non-
uniqueness of vacuum and permit us to solve the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation with the
initial condition

e kT (2.3.39)

71—1>IE100 Uk (T) -

o

2.3.3 The Power spectrum

In a perfect de Sitter space a = —(H7)™!, hence the effective frequency reduces to
wi(r) = k* — 2/72. Therefore in this space the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation takes the
form

2
vy + (k2 — —) v = 0. (2.3.40)

72
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The exact solution is given by

v(T)—aﬂ(l—i>+ﬁikT(l+i> (2.3.41)
F V2k kT V2k kt )’ o
The initial condition ([2.3.39)) set f = 0 and o = 1, therefore the ([2.3.41]) becomes

S P (2.3.42)

It is possible to evaluate the effect of quantum zero-point fluctuations:

<0| f)kf)k/ |0> = <O| (a;vk + aiv,ﬁ)(a;,vk/ —+ aj(,v,’;,) |0>

= vrvj (0] @ aZy [0)

= vy (0] ([ay, al] — aleay ) 0)
= |op*6(k + 1) (2.3.43)
= P,(k)d(k + k) (2.3.44)

where P, (k) is the power spectrum for field in de Sitter space. It is important to state that
this type of power spectrum is not physical, since it describes a never ending inflation.
For this reason, we have to consider curvature perturbations ¢, in order to deviate from
the de Sitter space during inflation and therefore let it end. Curvature perturbations
are meaningless in perfect de Sitter space, because in this space ¢ = z~!'v can not be
properly defined since z vanishes. In quasi-de Sitter space the power spectrum of the
curvature perturbations, from equation , is

1 Uk2

P=—=P, = 2.3.45
¢ 52 e ( )
and in its dimensionless form it becomes
/'Cg Vi 2
P=—|— 2.3.46
L) P ( )

which gives us the amplitude of the power spectrum.

On super-horizon scales the curvature perturbations remain constant and the two-point
function can therefore be evaluated at horizon crossing £ = aH. On super-horizon
P, = (aH)?*/(2k?), hence
1 H
P,=—— . 2.3.47
"7 82 ¢ lk—an ( )

Besides the amplitude, another crucial parameter to be considered is the spectral index,
which quantifies how much the power spectrum P, deviates from its scale invariant form
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Py, and it is defined as

. dlnPk

T TS ik
_dnPydin N
~ dlnN dlnk
_ ( dln H dlns) dln N

dN  dN ) dlnk

(2.3.48)

dln N
dink’

= (=2 —1n)

The last term can be evaluated using the horizon crossing condition £ = aH and the
definition of N =1Ina:

Ink=N+1InH (2.3.49)
dinN  [dlnk]™!
dink {dlnN} B (2:3.50)
dlnH1™"
= {1 + dlnN} (2.3.51)
=l—-¢'=1+¢ (2.3.52)
therefore n, can be written as
ns—1=(-2c—n)(1+¢), (2.3.53)
that reduces to
ns—1=—-2—n (2.3.54)

at its first order.

Experimental constraints are set on P, and ng:

PEMB —2.107° (2.3.55)
ns = 0.9650 £ 0.0050 (2.3.56)
dn
= 0. + 0. 2.3.
ok 0.009 % 0.008, (2.3.57)
where P,fMB is P, evaluated at the CMB scale, while n, and the running dﬂ?lsk are

evaluated at pivot scale k, = 0.05 Mpc™' at 68%CL [11].
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Chapter 3

Primordial Power Spectrum and
PBH Dark Matter

In the early 1970s S. Hawking and Y. B. Zeldovich independently proposed that over-
dense inhomogeneities in the early universe could lead to gravitational collapse and the
formation of Primordial Black Holes (PBHs). Forming during radiation-dominated era
when fluctuations with sufficiently large amplitude re-enter the horizon and undergo
gravitational collapse, PBHs could contribute to the present dark matter abundance.
For PBHs to be a significant contribution to the dark matter fraction the power spec-
trum at small scales needs to be enhanced by several orders of magnitude with respect
to its value on CMB scales.

Today the idea of PBHs constituting a significant fraction of dark matter has become
more and more present, because this sort of mechanism for dark matter production does
not require any beyond the Standard Model physics or particle.

Constraints are set on the masses range that PBHs can have, in order for them to de-
scribe a total or partial fraction of dark matter. This vast range is limited from below by
Hawking radiation, since very light PBHs (M < 107'7M) would have entirely evapo-
rated by now. As upper bounds several experimental measurements have excluded some
values from the masses range, see Figure (3.1}

In this dissertation we will focus on PBHs with masses in the range 107"M, < M <
10~ M. In this range PBHs can make up between 10% and 100% of dark matter.
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Figure 3.1: The diagram shows the current experimental constraints on PBHs mass.
Different bounds are shown: the extra-galactic y-ray background (yellow); the micro- and
milli- lensing observations from Fermi, Eros, Kepler, Subaru HSC (blue); the dynamical
constraints from White Dwarves and Ultra-Faint Dwarf galaxies (green); the constraints
from the CMB (orange). The LISA observatory is now investigating PBHs around M ~
107" M. Source [12].

3.1 PBH Formation

The total energy density of PBHs with mass M at their formation[I3][14][15] is given by

_ PPBH
Br(M) =
Ptot

(3.1.1)

f

The probability for curvature perturbations to form PBHs with mass M is assumed to
follow a Gaussian distribution with standard deviation oy = o(M), hence

> 1 _2(5?2\/[
ﬁf(M):/CC e (3.1.2)

where (. is the critical value for mass to collapse into PBH.
A typical value for ¢ in the Gaussian approximation is (. = 1, therefore we can approxi-
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mate the equation (3.1.2)) as

_ <
By(M) ~ \/UQL;Q e . (3.1.3)

For non-Gaussian case, see [16].

A constraint must be set on the smallness of o), since PBHs are created to be a signif-
icant fraction of dark matter, hence the fluctuations that collapse to from them can not
be too rare.

Since PBHs behave as matter, we can study the fraction of their total energy density at
their formation

Ho\* Qoo
6f(M):(Ff) 1;;\4 fpea(M), (3.1.4)

where a; is the scale factor at formation time, fppy (M) is the fraction of PBHs against
the total dark matter and Q2p,; is the density parameter for dark matter, which today
is QDMO ~ 0.26.

The mass of a PBH is assumed to be proportional to the horizon mass My

4_7T Ptot

M =~My = 3, (3.1.5)
where v is a correction factor associated with the gravitational collapse rate.
Using H? = piot/(3M), we can write (3.1.5) as
2
M = 47r7?:, (3.1.6)

where Hy the Hubble parameter evaluated at formation time, i.e. when perturbations
re-enter the horizon.

Let us see how we can write Hy, taking into account that the formation of PBHs occurs
in a radiation-dominated universe. Using the conservation of entropy S = a®s ~ a3¢, T3,
we can find the radiation density

1/3
Prad = g:T* = goa}* (g*o) Ty (3.1.7)

*

and therefore the radiation density parameter today

Prado ~ g*OTS1
Peritd 3M3Hg

Qyado = (3.1.8)
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from which we can obtain a relation for 7T and therefore write the Hubble parameter at
formation as

2 = Pred (9 - 40, a0 H2 (3.1.9)
I 3M5 ~ Ge0 Ay 3diradodly- 1.

where Q400 = 8-107°, while g,; and g.o are the number of degrees of freedom at forma-
tion time and today respectively.

Using the equation (3.1.6]) together with [3.1.9] 8;(M) in (3.1.4]) takes the form

1/4
By (M) ~ % -107° (Zfé) \/ M%QfPBH(M)~ (3.1.10)

We can now evaluate it setting v = 1 (M = My) and fppy(M) = 1, for PBHs constitut-
ing the totality of dark matter, and assuming only SM degrees of freedom are present,
namely g,y = 106.75 and g.o = 3.36:

5 (M) ~ 105 | - (3.1.11)
O]

that in the case of M = 1075 M,, gives B;(M) ~ 3-10716.

From the equations (3.1.3)) and (3.1.11]), we can find oy, = 0.12 for (. = 1, implying
that the amplitude of the power spectrum must reach O(1072), which is 7 order of mag-

nitude greater than the amplitude on the CMB scale ([2.3.55)).
This enhancement can be obtained in single field inflation framework by considering a
model based on a potential with an extremely flat and sufficiently long region.

3.2 Fibre Inflation Potential

Fibre inflation [I7][14] is a class of string inflationary models built within the frame-
work of type IIB flux compactifications [10][18]. The simplest model of fibre inflation is
obtained considering a Calabi-Yau volume

V= tpiTis — Toh (3.2.1)

where 14p is the volume of diagonal del Pezzo divisor and 7g3 is the Kéahler modulus
over the base P! with volume tp1.

The flat direction 7x3 is a valid candidate to represent the inflaton.

V and 74p do not play a significant role during inflation, which is mainly driven by the
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Figure 3.2: Fibre inflationary potential. It can be noticed a minimum at small scale, a
plateau-like behaviour at large scale and the fast-roll phase at larger scales. The graph
is evaluated for the set of value found in [17].

field 73, hence fibre inflation models can be well approximated to a single-field inflation
model, whose potential takes the form

V. _ W02 Cup QCKK + WOQ €p4 CW W02 A/ TK3
inf \/@ V2 )

Ve \yis T2 T eyl TV
(3.2.2)

where gs; < 1 is the string coupling constant; W, is the superpotential generated by
background fluxes; C,, is a constant controlling the uplifting contribution; Cxx > 0,
Dgg > 0 and Cy are coefficients of 1-loop opens string correction, are functions of
the vacuum expectation values of the complex structure moduli and are expected to be
Cxi ~ Drrx ~ Cw ~ O(1); €pa ~ dpa ~ O(1073) are positive but small coefficient
depending only on the topology of the considered space geometry.

TK3
+ gzDKKW + 04

A potential of this form presents three distinct behaviours: for small 73 it features
a minimum, for large 7x3 an inflationary plateau and for very large 7x3 a fast-roll regime
region, see Figure [3.2]

By writing 7x3 using the canonically normalized inflaton with ¢, we obtain

>0 >é
TK3 — evs’ = <7’K3>€‘/§ s (323)
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where ¢ has been expanded around its minimum ¢ = \% In(7xs3) + .
Substituting (3.2.3)) in (3.2.2)), we have

Ving = Vo (C1 + Coe™ 57 + Cye™¥3% = ¢ 3% 4 Cues® + Cres? ) (3.2.4)

where all the numerical constant can be wittren by parameterising the inflaton minimum
(ria)/? = V.

Vo = % (3.2.5)

Oy = 71/32—7;;’ (3.2.6)

Cy = géfg; (3.2.7)
2

Cy = /32/;@;1;/43 (3.2.8)

0, = 793170_1;( (3.2.9)

Cs = 703%‘. (3.2.10)

In order for the potential to have a plateau region which can support enough e-folds of
inflation, we must have 'y < 1 and C5 < 1, hence 7 < 1. This is naturally achieved
when y ~ g2, i.e. when the three negative exponential terms compete to give a minimum.
On the other hand, the inflationary plateau is mainly generated by the fourth term.

3.2.1 Ultra Slow-Roll Background for PBH

This type of potential is valid to describe inflation, but not to form PBHs because it does
not have enough structure to induce the enhancement on small scales required in the
power spectrum amplitude. We will use a generalization [14] of it: Cy will be promoted
from a constant to a function of 7x3

Ow(TKg) = CW — M, (3211)
VTk3 — Bw
where Cy ~ Ay ~ By ~ O(1). Aw depends on the vacuum expectation values of
the complex structure and By, on the topology of the Calabi-Yau manifold. Moreover,
a further generalization is yielded by an additional winding 1-loop correction to the
potential

TK3 GW

SViy = W@W Dy — (3.2.12)

32 |
1+ Rw —}‘()3

29



where Dy ~ Gy ~ Ry ~ O(1). Gw becomes constant only after complex structure of
moduli stabilisation and Ry, depends on the topology of extra dimensions. This term
will be crucial for PBHs formation.

10 4
1010vim,

— 10"0V/Mm*

(o2}

1010 Vy/M,*

I

10"0Vg/M,*

N

-2

-4
diMp

0 2 4 6 8 10

Figure 3.3: Left: The image shows the scalar potential for set P,. Right: The image
shows the potential (blue line) and its first (green line) and second (orange line) deriva-
tives near the minimum and the plateau, both as function of the canonically normalized
field and obtained through the set Py in Table The PBH plateau region can be seen
in 2.7 < ¢/M, < 4, while the post-inflationary minimum lies around ¢ = 2.3

Sticking to a simple situation where just the winding 1-loop correction is considered, i.e.
Cxx = Dix = 0, and where higher derivative F'* are negligible, the potential that leads
to PBHs formation simplifies to

we | C Cw Aw TK3 Gw
Vinf = o | St — s | Dy ——W 3.2.13
O IR =ty i 2l e |

Now, in order to create a significant abundance of PBHs during the inflationary period,
the potential must present an inflection point close to the minimum. From (3.2.13]) we
can see that at small 7x3 the second and third terms dominate and induce a minimum

for the modulus
Cy B2,

)~ o — A

while for large 73 the fourth dominates V. The fifth term behaves as —7x3 at small
field and as —7'[;;/ ? at large field, and it has a maximum for at %.

As already said in the present section, the term that turns out to be crucial is the fifth:
in fact, in order to obtain the enhancement needed in the power spectrum for PBHs
production, this term will be tuned such that the potential presents a plateau region

close to the post-inflationary minimum, see Figure |3.3]

(3.2.14)

30



Fibre inflation models require a trans-Planckian field range to obtain enough e-foldings
of inflationary expansion, for this reason they predict a tensor-to-scalar ratio
AF(k*)
A5<k*) Ncous

where r is the ratio between the tensor and the scalar power spectrum amplitude calcu-
lated at the CMB scale.

T =

= 16¢ ~ 0.005 — 0.01, (3.2.15)

Ultra slow-Roll dynamics

The ultra slow-roll period [19] is described by an extremely flat potential, as can be seen
in Figure[3.3|for 2.7 < ¢/M,, < 4. The flatness of the potential causes a drastic reduction
in its slope value, giving V' ~ const and hence V4 ~ 0. Thus, the equation of motion for
the field ¢ described by the Lagrangian simplifies to

¢+3Ho~0. (3.2.16)

The inflationary parameter 7, using its own definition and the equation ([2.2.10]), can be

written as ) oV I

=S =6 T o, (3.2.17)
He o

that for the ultra slow-roll phase becomes

U

N~ —64 2. (3.2.18)

Since € < 1 during the entire inflationary period, n ~ —6.

To summarise, the parameter || is initially small but when the potential becomes very
flat it tends to grow reaching values that are larger than unity (|n| ~ 6). For this reason
the slow-roll approximation is no longer valid for a period of ultra slow-roll inflation.

3.2.2 Numerical results

First, we set Cy, = Dy = 0, hence the potential becomes

WO2 —Cw AW\/TK?) TK3 Gw
Ving = ~2 +

+ -7
V3 /TK3 \/TK —BW % 1+RWiV/32

(3.2.19)

The background is analysed as in section solving both the Friedmann (2.2.8) and
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Figure 3.4: Left: The image shows the behaviour of the slow-roll parameters ¢ (blue line)
and 7 (orange line) for Py as functions of the e-folds number N in the complete domain
of inflation. Right: from 10 to 25 e-folds. For N > 19 the system undergoes a slow-roll
phase, for 15 < N < 19 it enters the ultra slow-roll phase with 1 reaching 6, and finally
for N < 15 the system faces a second slow-roll phase with n = O(1). At N = 0 inflation
ends.

the Klein-Gordon equations .
On the other hand, in the plateau the physics deviates significantly from slow-roll infla-
tion, entering a region with ultra slow-roll dynamics. For this reason, the power spec-
trum amplitude and the spectral index must be calculated through the Mukhanov-Sasaki
equation , because in the slow-roll approximation these values would be drastically
underestimated. The effective mass of curvature perturbations can be expanded as

2" 3 1 1

1
~= (aH)* |2 —¢+ 31— 3En+ 1772 + 50| (3.2.20)

where k = n/(nH). Therefore the (2.3.9)) is computed and as initial conditions the
Bunch-Davies limit ([2.3.39)) is taken.

From Figure [3.4] it is clear that the inflationary period can be divided in three dif-
ferent phases: for N > 19 the system undergoes a slow-roll period, transitioning then
for 15 < N < 19 to an ultra slow-roll phase and lastly for N < 15 to a second slow-roll
period, which this time is characterized by a large value of 7.

It is useful to evaluate the difference between the e-folds number corresponding to the
PBH and the CMB scales leaving the horizon [20]:

H H
ANEBH _ ln( i > _ (&) ~In (al; f) . (3.2.21)

acmB acypHy

Using the equations (3.1.9) for the Hubble parameter and (3.1.6) for the PBHs mass,
which can be written as a function of the gravitational constant M = ’yﬁ, the equation
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(13.2.21)) becomes

M\ L2 . ~1/12 e ~1/2 1
AN = In [(%) (i) Qs (TM@) H&”k— (3.2.22)
1. g 1 1. M
— 184 — —1 Sy — = In 3.2.23
2 g 2 T2 AL (3.2.23)

Evaluating it in Q,4490 = 8 - 1075, v = 1 and assuming only SM degrees of freedom are
present g.; = 106.75 and g.o = 3.36, for PBHs with masses around 10~ Mg — 10~ M,
the PBH scales leave the horizon approximately after 34.2-36.5 e-folds the CMB scales.

We find now the scalar power spectrum as in , evaluated at the end of infla-
tion, and the spectral index as defined in (2.3.48).

Numerical results can be found in Table[3.2] These numerical examples are calculated as-
suming (. = 1 for PBHs with masses a few times 107'° M, which leads to ANLPH = 35.

Py P P Py
W 1.04- 107! 9.47 1.85 - 107 1.60
Cy 1/10 47100 1.978,/100 17/100
Ay 2/100 2/100 1.65,/100 8,100
By 1 1 1.01 1

Gw/V | 1.303386 - 1072 | 3.080548 - 107° | 9.257715 - 107° | 1.8001844 - 10~*

RwV || 6.58724-1073 | 7.071067 - 10~* 1.414-107° 9.1079272 - 10~*
1% 107.3 1000 5- 10 550

(TK3) 3.88738 14.2957 168.033 12.4865

Table 3.1: Numerical values for parameters in the potential ([3.2.19)).

P1 Py P3 Py
1, 0.9473 0.9447 | 0.9460 | 0.9467
Pilpear | 0.01985 | 0.0609513 | 0.0223268 | 0.0386759
ALER 35 35 35 35
r || 0.00904034 | 0.0109949 | 0.0143309 | 0.0098281

Table 3.2: Observables ng and P, evaluated in the peak at PBH scales for the scalar
power spectrum obtained through the sets presented in Table [3.1]

As expected, the slow-roll approximation is no longer valid for modes that cross the hori-
zon near the ultra slow-roll region. The power spectrum for modes leaving the horizon
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Figure 3.5: Scalar power spectrum evaluated at the end of inflation for the set Py. The
continuous line has been obtained through the solution of Mukhanov-Sasaki equation,
while the dotted line represents the slow-roll approximation. The e-folds number at

which n, is calculated is written in the upper part of the graph and it is represented in
the graph by the dot.

before and after the ultra slow-roll transition are shown in Figure [3.6|

In the first case, the CMB scale modes case, the evolution of the power spectrum follows
the slow-roll estimate of , remaining constant after crossing the horizon, while in
the second, the PBH scale case, the modes leaving the horizon during the ultra slow-roll
phase undergo super-horizon growth and therefore these modes cannot be described by
the background physics. This behaviour for small scales can be attributed to the fact
that 7 ~ —6 in the ultra slow-roll phase, see Figure [3.4]

We stress that the choices of the microphysical parameters are in line with expectations
and that the values of the compactification volume V has no constraints from the request
that PBHs form the total present dark matter. For different sets it can in fact take values
that differ for many orders of magnitude, as it can be seen from Table [3.3] All examples
lead to a spectral index that lies outside the observational range by about 2 to 3 sigma

with respect to the current best fit (2.3.56[), while giving rise to a spectral running and
a tensor fraction that are in line with current bounds.
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Figure 3.6: Left: The power spectrum for modes scales that leave the horizon 53 e-fold
before the end of inflation, i.e. at CMB scales. Right: The power spectrum for modes
scales that leave the horizon 24 e-fold before the end of inflation, i.e. at PBH scales. On
the upper part of both graphs the number of e-folds at which they exit the horizon is
showed. Both figures are obtained using the parameters in set Ps.

Results for alternative models

Other models for PBHs formation have been proposed over the past year. The specific
cases are reported and analysed below. In order to obtain the power spectrum and its
observables, for the following models the same analysis’ approach for the fibre inflation
model is used.

e The first model we consider is the one proposed in [21]. This model is based on a
single-field model constructed as a ratio of polynomials

V() = (%ngs? — o + iw) (1+€6%)2, (3.2.24)

where m, a, v, A, £ are assumed to be constants.

As in the string case, this potential presents a plateau-like region associated with
the ultra-slow roll inflation.

The results obtained in [21] are the following

n, = 0.951 (3.2.25)
dng

= —0.001 2.2
Tk 0.0018 (3.2.26)
r=0.013, (3.2.27)
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where ANEBH = 35 is used.

These results are qualitatively similar to the ones of section [3.2.2} there is a tension
in the spectral index ng values, while the spectral running 3 d"é and the tensor to
scalar ratio r are in line with the observational constraints.

The second model we are going to consider is the one in [22]. It is based on
potentials that are polynomial combinations of the field ¢. Two examples of this
sort of potential are

V() = az¢? — aze® + as¢’ (3.2.28)
V(g) = adl ¢11ln — ¢2 (m ¢—2)2 + .| ¢ (3.2.29)
4 sbo 3 ’

where as, as, as, Ao, ¢g are assumed to be constants.

The results obtained for the two sets in [22] are the following

= 0.9531 = 0.9503

dns _ ns —

dne. — —(.0016 ddln —0.0018
r =0.036 r=0.027

where ANEBH ~ 33.

Also for this case, results are likely to the ones obtained for the fibre inflation
model. A tension in the spectral index ng values is still present, while the spectral
running ddlns and the tensor to scalar ratio r are in line with the observational

constraints.

The third and last model we are reviewing is the [23].
This model is described by the axion potential originated from string theory

Vig) =Vo —I— —m’¢* + A4? cos (?) + Ajsin (?) . (3.2.30)

The following parameters 3; = A}/m?f? and f are used to evaluate the first set of

values for n, ddlnsk and 7 in the power spectrum

B~ 0.86, By~ 025, M,/f~=16, ¢y=11.55 M,, (3.2.31)
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Figure 3.7: The exact power spectrum for the model [23], obtained for the set of values

in (3.2.31).

while for the second set 8 ~ 0.9, 3 >~ 0.16 and M, /f = 1.7 are used, letting the
initial condition ¢y remain still.
The results obtained for the two sets in [23] are the following

ns = 0.9672 ns = 0.9641

dns _ dns —
dn 00306 | 2 — —0.0299

r = 0.0079 r = 0.0048

These sets are evaluated at pivot scale N = 63.593 the first and at N = 54.015 the
second.

In this model the values for n, seem to better fit the experimental expectations.
Also the values for the tensor to scalar ratio r are in line with the observational
constraints.

Let us now concentrate on the spectral running ddﬁsk: its values lie outside the range
provided by observations. This discrepancy can be attributed to the behaviour of
the power spectrum at CMB scales, where in fact a bump can be observed, as we
can seen in Figure 3.7l This significant curvature in the power spectrum on CMB
scales is the responsible factor of the tension in the spectral running values.

We can hence state that the same tension arises in this model as in the others we
have considered, but in this case this tension is hidden in the values of ddfr‘fk rather
than in n;.
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We stress that approximately the same results are obtained for all the models considered.
For the fibre inflation model [14], [21] and [22] a tension occurs between the spectral index
and the power spectrum amplitude, while for [23] it occurs between the spectral running
and the power spectrum amplitude.

In an attempt to minimise this tension in the next chapter we will study a generalisation
of the fibre potential considered above.
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3.3 Modified Fibre Inflation

Since the model discussed above presents a tension between the calculated and the ex-
perimentally measured spectral index, we will study a different potential in an attempt
to find a better agreement with the observations on CMB scales.

The potential considered thus far is fixed by the explicit geometrical embedding of fibre
inflation [24], however to evaluate whether the low ng can be avoided, we will allow
ourselves the freedom to modify it to

we [-C A —c R
Ving =~ | —= + Y 4 ( UTxs )] : (3.3.1)
% v/ TK3 \/TK;J,—BW 1+C2TK3

This potential has the same structure as that of equation . The only modification
is regarding the field dependence in the third term: its powers p; and py are no longer
fixed to (1,3/2), but are taken to be free parameters. In general p; and p, must be
positive with py larger than p;.

10736V

L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L -[
100 200 300 400 500 600

Figure 3.8: The figure shows the behaviour of §V for the set S§; in Table |3.3] For

e L 1, 0V o« =7, = =72 and for ¢ > 1, 6V & =7, = 12
ey 7Pl ] '
Let us analyse the new term we introduced 6V = ( 1+c012 K4 > Two main behaviours can
TK3

be noticed: for co7”? < 1 the denominator in V' takes a value close to unity and for this
reason 0V & —cy 7P, while for com2 > 1 6V reduces to 0V =~ —i—;ﬂ’l_m. This behaviour
is depicted in Figure [3.§] for the set S; and is qualitatively similar to the original model

4.

Once we fixed the powers p; and ps, the parameters ¢; and ¢y are tuned to obtain
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the same behaviour for the scalar power spectrum on the CMB scales and the same
amplification needed on the PBH scales we were searching for in the previous section.
Numerical results are shown in Table [3.4]

S Sy S3 Sy

Wo 1.25 1.05 1.00 1.60
Cw 17/100 17/100 17/100 17/100
Ay 8/100 8/100 8/100 8/100
By 1 1 1 1

i 2 11/2 3/2 1/2
D2 5/2 6 72 72

c1 || 2.515598 - 1079 | 2.010074 - 10~'2 | 1.008004 - 10~ | 7.92944 - 107
¢; || 3.19994-107° | 7.770105- 10~ | 7.99339-10° | 1.4820-10°
% 450 450 450 600
) 10.6387 10.1452 10.6072 11.5045

Table 3.3: Numerical values for parameters in the potential (3.3.1]).

S Sy S3 Sy
T 0.9462 0.9462 0.9514 0.9610
Prlpear | 00225765 | 0.015603 | 0.019925 | 0.0133112
AFBH 35 35 35 35
r || 0.00938821 | 0.00676202 | 0.00612086 | 0.0075268

Table 3.4: Observables n, and Py, which is evaluated in the peak at PBH scales, for the
scalar power spectrum obtained through the sets presented in Table |3.3|

It is interesting to notice how the ultra slow-roll period behaves for different set of powers
p1 and ps. In Figure we can observe the variation of the length and position of the
plateau depending on the different values of the powers p; and ps.

Let us analyse the set Ss: for this case the powers are both greater than the ones occur-
ring in and for this reason the potential presents a smaller ultra slow-roll region,
the shortest of all our examples, see Figure [3.9]

The reduction of the duration of the ultra-slow roll periods can be better noticed com-
paring the behaviour of the slow-roll parameters € and 7 for the set Py in Figure
and S in Figure [3.10} In the first case the ultra slow-roll phase has a duration around
4 e-folds, while in the second around 2.5. In both cases ANEBHE = 35.

Although the ultra-slow roll period becomes shorter as the powers become larger, for
the set S; it last a sufficiently long time such that we are able to obtain a scalar power
spectrum that satisfies the normalization O(107?) at CMB and the correct enhancement
O(1072) at PBH scales.
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Figure 3.9: The figure shows the comparison between the potentials S; (green line), Sy
(yellow line), S3 (orange line) and S, (brown line) in Table [3.3|and the set Py (blue line)

in Table 3.1} The potentials are shifted to the same minimum to allow the comparison.

100 ¢
10,

- € 0.010py — €
[nl nl
. . . . . N . . . . N
10 20 30 40 50 60 4 6 8 10

Figure 3.10: Left: The image shows the behaviour of the slow-roll parameters e (blue line)
and 7 (orange line) for Sy as functions of the e-folds number N in the complete domain
of inflation. Right: from 3 to 11 e-folds. For N > 7.5 the system undergoes a slow-roll
phase, for 4.5 < N < 7.5 it enters the ultra slow-roll phase with n reaching almost 10,
and finally for N < 4.5 the system faces a second slow-roll phase with n = O(1 — 10).
At N = 0 inflation ends.

Regarding ng, it tends to reach values that are closer to the experimental measurements
(2.3.56)) when the difference between the powers p; and p, becomes larger, as can be seen
in Table 3.4

In the sets &) and Sy, p; and p, differ for a factor of 1/2; as in , and the corre-
sponding spectral index is in fact similar to the ones found for all the parameter sets in

41



59.

Py

10-3

1075

107

1079

10~

'I L L L L Il L L L L Il L w\ L L Il L L L L Il L L L L Il L L L L Il Ne
10-13 ¢ 10 20 30 40 50 60

Figure 3.11: Scalar power spectrum evaluated at the end of inflation for the set S;. The
continuous line has been obtained through the resolution of Mukhanov-Sasaki equation,
while the dotted line represents the slow-roll approximation for the background. The
e-folds number at which n is calculated is written in the upper part of the graph and it
is represented in the graph by the circle.

the previous chapter.

In &3 and S, the powers are chosen to be more different, in fact po is larger than p; for a
factor of 2 and 3 respectively. The former case presents a slightly better agreement with
experimental values, while the latter perfectly fits the range in (2.3.56)) and it reproduces
the expected scalar power spectrum amplitude at the CMB scales and the right ampli-
fication at PBH scales, as can be seen in Figure [3.11

We stress that, also for this model, the choices of the microphysical parameters are
in line with expectations. The first two examples (set S; and Ss) lead to a spectral index
similar to the one evaluated for the previous model, resulting 2 to 3 sigma redder than
the current best fit. By increasing the difference in the values p; and ps, an improvement
in the spectral index can be observed: the most promising n, can be seen for the set
Sy, which fits well enough the experimental measures. We further stress that for all sets
both the scalar power spectrum amplitude at the CMB scales and its amplification at
PBH scales are correct.
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Conclusions

In this thesis we studied the possibility of PBHs contributing partially or totally to the
present dark matter fraction and focused on satisfying the primordial power spectrum
bounds both on CMB and PBH scale.

The first chapter provides a general introduction to standard cosmology, whose con-
cepts are useful for the description of inflation. We introduced the main parameters as
the scale factor a and the Hubble parameter H and analysed how historically the idea of
inflation arose, starting from the problems Big Bang models presents and finding their
solutions with the introduction of an inflationary period at early times.

In the second we mainly focused on the mathematical description of the inflationary
phase. First, we studied the conditions required for inflation. We studied then how the
background evolves using the Klein-Gordon equation starting from single-field models,
with the homogeneous scalar field describing the inflaton.

Subsequently, we introduced perturbations and studied how they classically arise and
evolve through the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation. Using the quantisation method on clas-
sical case, we obtained quantum perturbations, from which we could get a description
for the power spectrum and its observables: the scalar amplitude P, the spectral in-
dex n, and its running ddl?jk. Experimental measurements can provide us very precise
constraints on the power spectrum amplitude at CMB scales and its spectral index and

running at pivot scale k = 0.05 Mpc~!.

The third chapter is dedicated to the analysis of PBHs formation and to the study
of the power spectrum associated with the inflationary period. Furthermore we consid-
ered PBHs formation due to gravitational collapse of curvature perturbations following
the Gaussian probability distribution and re-entering the horizon in a radiation domi-
nated era. From observations we know that the power spectrum at CMB scales must be
normalized at O(107Y) and, assuming a Gaussian probability distribution for primordial
fluctuations and studying the total energy density of PBHs, we found the need to en-
hance the power spectrum to O(1072) on PBH scales, in line with the estimates in the
literature.
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We considered fibre inflation models. In order to satisfy the enhancement required in the
power spectrum at PBH scales and hence to allow the formation of PBHs, a further term
to the fibre inflation potential must be added, which modifies the inflationary dynamics
by giving rise to an ultra slow-roll phase induced by an extremely flat plateau-like region
on PBH scales.

Through this analysis’ mechanism we obtained the proper normalization in the power
spectrum amplitude both at CMB and PBH scales, but a tension between the obser-
vations and the values of the spectral index obtained with this model arises. For this
reason we proposed a mechanism in order to minimise this tension. Modifying the form
of the additional term to fibre inflationary models and hence modifying the ultra slow-
roll plateau form, we noticed that a better agreement with the observational values can
be achieved. Therefore that tension can be explained as a consequence of the potential
form we considered at first, while it can be avoided in models that provide a different
plateau form.

We stress that the potential’s form we considered generates PBHs at small scales via
an efficient enhancement of the power spectrum due to a period of ultra slow-roll and
provides parameters for the scalar power spectrum that are consistent with cosmological
observations at CMB scales.
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Appendix A

Code in Mathematica

The results and plots, if no source was given, discussed in the previous chapters are
obtained computing a code in the software Mathematica.
Let us consider as example the calculation for the set Ps.

First, we define the potential and its parameters.

e = 9.4698334348 ;

Cw =4 /10ee;
Aw = 2/ 108;
Bw = 1;

V = 1eee;

Gw = 3.880548 +10°° + V;
Rw = 7.871867 + 18™% « V;

t:Exp[z/ﬁ tqﬁ];

we? | -cw Aw T
Vinf = —

-Gw
+ + = T — j
3 32
v B - T - Bw v 1+Rw‘T

This potential presents a minimum that we shift to zero, calculating the minima for the
normalized field (¢) and (7x3) using the function FindRoot. In the code the minima
for these fields go under the names ¢ Min and 7Min. The latter is the value contained
in Table B.11

$Min = FindRoot [D[Vinf, ¢] =@, {¢, 1}]
tMin =t /. ¢$Min

Vtot = Vinf + Abs [Vinf /. ¢Min]
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It is now useful to write V,; in terms of the e-folds number N (Ne in the code).

VNe = Vtot /. {¢ > ¢[Nel};

The next step is to solve the Friedmann equation together with the Klein-Gordon
equation , both expressed in terms of N. Let us evaluate the first and second
derivatives taken with respect to the time ¢ in terms of the derivatives taken with re-
spect to N

d d
— = H— A.0.1
dt dN (A.0.1)
d? dH d d?
— =H—— + H? A.0.2
a2 Tavay T ane (A.02)
and see how the equations become:
dH d¢ , d%¢ o, do dV
H———+H — +3H" — = —— A.0.3
dN dN + dN?2 * dN do ( )
dH 1 (do\’

The initial conditions used are ¢y = g—ﬁ(t =0) =0, ¢g = ¢(t = 0) fixed (in this case
¢o = 10) and Hy = H(t = 0) calculated from equation (2.2.8)) evaluated in M, = 1 and
N=0

H(N) = % %H? (%) + V() (A.0.5)
H(0) = évw(o». (A.0.6)

The differential equations are solved through the function NDSolve and inflation ends
when the maximum value for N (we set N = 10°) is reached or when ¢ reaches 1, stop-
ping the calculation using the method EventLocator. In this way, H and ¢ are found.

$0 = 10;
d¢e = 0;
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solNe =
1
NDSnlveHH[Ne] «H'[Ne] = - — +H[Ne]? ¢ " [Ne]?,
2

H[Ne] * H" [Ne] ¢ " [Ne] +H[Ne]2t¢”[Ne] +3tH[Ne]2*¢'[Ne] == -D[VNe, ¢[Ne]],

1
H[®] = \]—* (VNe /. (d[Ne] » ¢8)) , #[@] = ¢8, ¢'[B] = dd’B}: {H, &},
3

_D[H[Ne], Ne]
{Ne, @, 160000}, Method — {"Euenthcatw", "Event" - Abs[—] = 1}]
H[Ne]

HNe = H[Ne] /. solNe;

¢Ne = ¢[Ne] /. solNe;

Using these solutions, we evaluated e,  and the derivative of  (called ny in the text
and Dn in the code)

Hy 1
2V,
= — 2e — A.0.
n H2on +2—-6 (A.0.8)
o Yes Ve
nN = —2 T2 20y (4de +n) —en|, (A.0.9)

where the subscripts NV and ¢ represent the derivations with respect to the e-folds num-
ber and the field respectively.

To evaluate ¢, n and 7y the equations and are used, in order to reduce
the oscillation in plots, consequence of the way the software Mathematica works: the
code solves derivatives numerically, causing oscillations in plots of functions containing
them and the more we use them the more the oscillations become larger, since H and ¢
were already calculated as derivatives. To reduce this mechanism we use the equation of
motion, limiting in this way the number of derivatives we use.

Now, the e-folds numbers where inflation ends and starts are set such that the total
inflation has a duration of 60 e-foldings and the tensor to scalar ratio r is evaluated.

NeFIN = (H /. solNe) [[1, 111[[111[[2]1]
NeIN = NeFIN - 60@;

r=16¢ /. (Ne —» NeIN)
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Let us define a and z. The variable n represents the number of points per e-folding
we want to calculate (we set n = 2), while Nyyeciqr is @ bias on N we used to decide the
precision with whom we wanted to calculate that points.

a = Exp[Ne - NeIN];
z=V2e xa;
NSpecial = 55;

nPoints = 2;

We have to define some new variables in order to solve the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation.
We write Ngg, the e-folds number at which the horizon exit occurs, Ngp, the e-folds
where the Bunch-Davies conditions are evaluated, Ngyp, it represents 0.1 e-folding be-
fore inflation ends (otherwise the code could not finish at the right e-folding trying to
reach for a larger value of N) and k, the scale we decide to evaluate the modes of the
Mukhanov-Sasaki equation. To achieve that, we use Table to create vectors running
along the index i,/,,, which starts from the initial value of the inflation’s e-folding Nyy
and ends on Ngyy.

iMax = IntegerPart [NeFIN - NeIN] nPoints;

NeHE = Table [NeIN + i / nPoints, {i, 1, iMax}];

NeBD = Table[If[NeHE[[i]] > NSpecial, NeHE[[i]] - 18, NeHE[[i]] - 5] {i, 1, iMax}];
NeEnd = Table[NeFIN-@.1, {i, 1, iMax}];

k = Table[aHNe /. {Ne - NeHE[[1]]}, {i, 1, iMax}];

We can evaluate the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation ([2.3.9)) for several scales using the Bunch-
Davies condition (2.3.39)). First, we have to write in terms of N the Mukhanov-Sasaki

equation
kO 1 n N
— 1+ - —==2)—-—|v= A.0.1
(aH)+(+2n)(e 0—2) - v=0,  (A0.10)

and the Bunch-Davies conditions for v and vy, where the phase is set to 1

oy + (1 —e)uy +

1

vn(Npp) = —z‘m. (A.0.12)

The Mukhanov-Sasaki equation is solved using a For loop running along ¢ys., in order
to obtain several values of the mode for different k.
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Fnr-[:i. =1, isiMax, i++,

tAux = AbsoluteTime[];

MSsolAux[i] =

k[[i]]
a HNe

2 1
NDSolveHu”[Ne]+(1—E)u'[Ne]+[[ ] +[1+—n] (E—n/2—2)—Dn/2]u[Ne] =0,
2

u[NeBD[[i]]] ==1/Sqrt[2k[[i]]],
u'[NeBD[[4]]] == -ISqrt[k[[i]]] /Sqrt[2 (aHNe) *2 /. {Ne » NeBD[ [i]]}]}J
u[Ne], {Ne, NeBD[[i]], NeEnd[[i]]}, MaxSteps + Infinity,
Method —» {"StiffnessSwitching", Method -» {"ExplicitRungeKutta", Au‘l:omatic}}] [[11];
Print[NeHE[[i]] // N, " ", AbsoluteTime[] - 'I:Aux]]

MSsol = Table[MSsolAux[i], {i, 1, iMax}];

Lastly, the scalar power spectrum ([2.3.46)) is evaluated through the solutions found from
the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation in the previous step and saved in a Table called M Ssol.
A matrix called P; is created (also with Table) and used to store the values of the power
spectrum with respect to the e-folding at which the modes exit the horizon.

P2 =
Table[{NeFIN ~ NeHE[[1]1,

]2 /.MSsol[[i]] /. Ne > NeEnd [[1]][[1]][[1]]}, (i, 1, iMax}];

*
2+ Pi? z

[[k[[i]]3 u[Ne]
Abs[

xpeak = Position[P2, Max[Transpose[P2][[2]]111[[1, 111;
Npeak = P2[ [xpeak] ] [[111]1;

Ne35 = Npeak + 35;

%35 = Position[P2, Ne35][[1, 1]];

logP =
Table[{Log[k[[i]111[[1]1,

k[[i]13 u[Ne]
Lng[ *Abs[
2« Pi?

]2] /.MSsol[[i]] /. Ne » NeEnd [[1]][[1]][[1]]},

=
{i, x35-1, x35+ 1}]

angcoeff = LinearModelFit[logP, 1+ vy, v]3;
nsMS = 1 + angcoeff[[1, 2, 2]]

The value of n, is evaluated as in equation ([2.3.48]), fitting the logarithm of the power

spectrum with respect to the logarithm of k around N35, which is the e-folds number cor-
responding to the pivot scale exiting the horizon evaluated finding the maximum value
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Py, reaches, called in the code Npeqr, and adding AZP/L = 35. For this procedure, another

Table, called logP, is created to store the values of In P, and Nyg. To allow us to use
the function LinearModelFit we have to include the package ”LinearRegression”.

Needs ["LinearRegression™ "]

In the calculation of P, Np;y — Ngg is used instead of Nyp to obtain plots for infla-
tion starting from N = 60 and ending at N = 0, otherwise it would have started at
N = Ny # 60 and ended in N = Ngry # 0. The results remain the same, this change
was only made to obtain plots that are easier to interpret.

As last step, the power spectrum amplitudes both at CMB and PBH scales are eval-
uated using the peak in the power spectrum corresponding to PBH scale and the first
value of P, we stored, corresponding to the value at CMB scale.

(#*PBH scalesx)

P2[[xpeak]]1[[2]]
(*CMB scales+)

P2[[1]1]1[([2]]
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