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Black holeform ation m ay occurifthespectrum ofthecurvatureperturbation � increasesstrongly

asthe scale decreases.Asno such increase isobserved on cosm ologicalscales,black hole form ation

requires strongly positive running n
0
ofthe spectralindex n,though the running m ight only kick

in below the ‘cosm ologicalscales’probed by the CM B anisotropy and galaxy surveys. A concrete

and well{m otivated way ofproducing thisrunning isthrough the running m ass m odelofslow roll

ination.W e obtain a new observationalbound n
0
< 0:026 on the running provided by thism odel,

im proving an earlierresultby a factortwo. W e also discussblack hole production in m ore general

scenarios.W eshow thatthe usualconditions� � 1 and j�j� 1 are enough to derive the spectrum

P �(k),the introduction ofhigherorderparam eters�
2
etc.being optional.

PACS num bers:26.35.+ c,98.80.Cq,98.80.Ft CER N -PH -TH /2007-242

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theprim ordialcurvatureperturbation � isonly ofor-

der10�4 on cosm ologicalscales,butitm ightbeoforder

1on sm allerscales.Prim ordialblack holeswillthen form

as those scales enter the horizon,with possibly observ-

able consequences. The purpose ofthis paper is to see

to whatextentthe valueoforder1 isreasonable,taking

intoaccountobservationalconstraintsand currentthink-

ing aboutthe origin of�.

In Section II we see what is required for black hole

form ation, in term s of the spectral index n(lnk) �

dlnP�=dlnk,which speci�esthescale-dependenceofthe

spectrum of�. Averaged overthe whole range ofscales

we need strongly increasing n corresponding to running

n0 � 10�2 . Up to thispointwe assum ed nothing about

the origin of�. In Section IIIwe introduce the assum p-

tion thatitoriginatesfrom theinaton perturbation dur-

ing slow-rollination (the standard paradigm ). W ithin

thisparadigm ,theonly extantm odelgiving therequired

running n0 is the running m ass m odel,which typically

m akesn0 roughly constanthence requiring n0� 10�2 on

cosm ologicalscales.

In Section IV we ask whether such a large value of

the running is stillperm itted by current data,thereby

updating an earlierwork.W e �nd thatitis.

Thequestion then arises,whetherblack holeform ation

can stillbe achieved ifn0 is negligible on cosm ological

scales,asm ightbe required by future data. In Sections

V to VIIIweshow thatblack holeform ation can indeed

be achieved within the standard paradigm . Along the

way,we are led to consider the standard paradigm in

m oredetailthan before.

In Section IX we departfrom the standard paradigm ,

by allowing a curvaton-typem echanism to contribute to

the curvature perturbation. W e show that black hole

form ation can occurifthereisaswitch from thestandard

paradigm to a curvaton-type paradigm as we go up in

scale,orvice-versa.W e concludein Section X.

II. FO R M IN G B LA C K H O LES

A . V iable black hole form ation

Thecurvatureperturbation � istim e-independentdur-

ing any erawhen thereisa uniquerelation P (�)between

pressure and energy density [1]. From the success of

the BBN calculation,we know that such is the case to

high accuracy a few Hubble tim es before cosm ological

scalesstartto com einside the horizon.O n cosm ological

scales,the spectrum P�(k)isthen observed to be about

(5� 10�5 )2 [2].# 1

W hen sm aller scales start to com e inside the hori-

zon P�(k) could be bigger. To discuss that case,recall

thatthe typicalvalueof�(x)in the observableUniverse

[3],sm oothed on the scale k�1 ,is oforderP�
1=2

(k). If

P�
1=2

(k)isbiggerthan 10�2 orso,then black holeswill

form [4]with an abundancethatcan be ruled out[5]by

a variety ofobservations.A som ewhatsm allervalue,say

P�
1=2

� 10�3 ,would givean abundancewhosee�ectm ay

be observable in the future. W e wantto see how such a

valuem ay be generated oversom erangeofk.

Thespectralindex n isde�ned by

n(k)� 1 =
dlnP�(k)

dlnk
’ �

dlnP�(N )

dN
: (1)

In the�nalexpression weassum ealm ost-exponentialin-

ation,with N (k)the num berofe-foldsofination re-

m aining afterthe epoch ofhorizon exitk = aH forthe

scale k. W e willfreely use N asan alternative variable

to lnk.

# 1 The precise num ber refers to the pivot scale de�ned in Section

III. A s usual, k is the coordinate wavenum ber so that k=a is

the physicalwavenum ber,with a the scale factorofthe U niverse

norm alized to 1 at present. The H ubble param eter is H � _a=a

and horizon entry isde�ned as k = aH .

http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.5006v2
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W e take N 0 = 50 unless otherwise stated,where the

subscript 0 denotes the epoch of horizon exit for the

presentHubble scalek = H 0.Thisisthe largestobserv-

able scale,and sm allerscalesleave the horizon �N > 0

e-folds later. For scales probed by W M AP and galaxy

surveys,�N � 7 [2].

UntilSection IXB wewillassum ethattheblack holes

form on thescaleleaving thehorizon attheend ofina-

tion,corresponding to N = 0.W e willtakethecriterion

forsigni�cantblack hole form ation to be P �(0)= 10�3 .

Then we need ln[P�(0)=P�(N 0)]’ ln(10�3 =10�9 )’ 14.

W ith constantn thisrequiresn� 1’ 14=N0 ’ 0:3.This

was com patible with observation for m any years but is

now excluded.

Takinginstead n0� dn=dlnk tobeconstantblackhole

form ation requires

14= ln

�
P�(0)

P�(N 0)

�

= N 0(n0 � 1)+
1

2
N

2
0n

0
: (2)

Since observation requires n0 � 1 ’ � 0:05 [2],the �rst

term is negligible and we need n0 ’ 28=N 2
0 ’ 0:01. As

we willsee,this iscom patible with observation. Atthe

end ofination,nend � 1’ n0� N0 � 0:5.Thism ightbe

regarded asm oreorlesscom patiblewith therequirem ent

jn � 1j� 1,that m usthold if� atthe end ofination

is generated by the perturbation in a single light �eld

[6,7,8]. W e are going to assum e such a scenario and

thereforeruleoutjnend � 1j>� 1.

Finally,supposethatn0increasesm onotonically aswe

go down in scale. A signi�cant increase would require

jnend � 1j>� 1 which we rule out. A signi�cantdecrease

would requiren00 signi�cantly biggerthan 0:01,which as

wewillseewould be in conictwith observation.

B . T he case P � � 1

W e end this section by discussing briey the case

P�(k)� 1.If� isgenerated from the inaton perturba-

tion during slow-rollination (the standard paradigm ),

thisisruled out. The reason isthatthe regim e P�
>
� 1

then correspondsto eternalination [9],whoseduration

isinde�nitely long. Then the slow rollm odelhasnoth-

ing to do with theobserved perturbations,which instead

haveto be generated when the eternalination isover.

However,such a perturbation could also be generated

by the perturbation of a curvaton-like �eld [8, 10], as

one can readily understand from the non-perturbative

form ula [1,6,11]� = �N which m akessense no m atter

how big is�.In thatcase,a localobserverwould notice

nothing am iss before horizon entry,and it is not clear

whatwillhappen athorizon entry.

III. R U N N IN G M A SS M O D EL

Now weassum ethat� isgenerated by theinaton per-

turbation in a single-�eld slow-rollm odel. O fthe m any

such m odelsthathavebeen proposed,theonlyonegiving

thelargepositiverunning required forblack holeform a-

tion is the running m ass m odel[12,13,14,15,20]# 2 .

Thism odelinvokessoftly broken globalsupersym m etry

during ination,with a potential

V = V0 �
1

2
m

2(�)�2; (3)

and a running m assm 2(�)whoseform isdeterm ined by

Renorm alization G roup Equations(RG E’s).

O ver the lim ited range ofcosm ologicalscales,n(N )

typically hasthe two-param eterform

n(N )� 1

2
= se

c(N 0�N ) � c: (4)

W ith

c’ 10�1 to 10�2 (5)

thisgives

n0 = 2(s� c)� 1; n
0

0 = 2sc; (6)

whoseinverseis

c= �
n0 � 1

4
�

s
�
n0 � 1

4

� 2

+
n00

2
: (7)

W e seethatsigni�cantnegativerunning isforbidden;# 3

n
0

0 > � (n0 � 1)2=8� � 3� 10�4 : (8)

Higher derivatives n(m ) � dm n=d(� N )m are sup-

pressed;

n
(m + 1) ’ cn

(m )
; m � 1; (9)

butasthe form (4)isonly approxim ate one should not

takehigherderivativestoo seriously.

G oingfurtherdown in scale,theform ofn(N )depends

on the assum ed interactionsthatdeterm ine the RG E’s.

Typically,n0 willincreaseordecreasem onotonically.As

we have seen,black hole form ation willthen need n0 to

have a roughly constantvalue,n0 � 10�2 ,and this can

beachieved with suitableinteractions[20].From Eq.(7),

n0 � 10�2 correspondsto to c ’ s ’ �
p
n00=2,m aking

jcj� 10�1 ,in agreem entwith the expectation (5).

# 2 Seeforinstance[21]and referencestherein form odelswith strong

negative running
# 3 Thiscorrectsthe relation n

0

0
> (n0 � 1)2=4 given in [14].W e are

ignoring the correction to slow rollinvoked in partofthatwork.
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IV . O B SERVA T IO N A L B O U N D O N T H E

R U N N IN G M A SS M O D EL

Them ostrecentcom parisonoftherunningm assm odel

with observation wasm ade in 2004 using W M AP (year

on)and galaxy survey data availableatthe tim e[15].It

gaven00 < 0:04orso,easily allowingblack holeform ation

in versionsofthe m odelwhere n0 doesnotincrease too

strongly going down in scale. In this section we report

an updateto theearlierbound,using yearthreeW M AP

data and m orerecentgalaxy survey results.

In the earlier �t,we took c and s as the param eters

to be �tted,and only afterward generated contourplots

ofn0 versus n00. In the present �t,we instead took n0
and n00 astheparam etersto be�tted.Taking advantage

ofthe factthatEq.(4)practically excludesnegativen00,

and thatitrequiresn0to haveslow variation,wetook n0

to be constantand im posed n00 > 0 asa prior.Asin the

previous�twetook the tensorperturbation to be negli-

giblesincethatisa prediction ofthem odel.Thisdi�ers

substantially from the m ethod adopted in [2]where the

running ofthespectralindex wasletfreeto negativeval-

uesand wheretensorswereincluded.In thatcasea neg-

ative value ofthe running is obtained,with no running

excluded atthelevelof� 1� (seee.g.[2,16,17,18,19]).

W hile thisapproach isobviously correctwhen a general

set ofinationary m odels is considered,it is im portant

to stressthatin ourcase,wherewedon’tconsiderm od-

elswith n0< 0,the inclusion ofthose m odelscould bias

the resulttowardsm ore restrictive bounds.M oreover,a

m odelwith n0= 0 givesan acceptablegoodness-of-�tto

the W M AP data and it is therefore statistically legiti-

m ate to assum ethe priorn0� 0.

As is now com m on practice,we base our analysis on

M arkov Chain M onte Carlo m ethods m aking use ofthe

publicly available cosmomc package [22]. W e sam ple

the following dim ensional set of cosm ologicalparam e-

ters,adopting at priors on them : the physicalbaryon

and CDM densities,!b = 
bh
2 and !c = 
ch

2,the ra-

tio of the sound horizon to the angular diam eter dis-

tanceatdecoupling,�s,thescalarspectralindex,n,and

the opticaldepth to reionization,�.W e considerpurely

adiabatic initialconditions. W e choose a pivotscale at

k = 0:002h�1 M pc.

The M CM C convergence diagnostics are done on 7

chainsapplyingtheG elm an and Rubin \varianceofchain

m ean"=\m ean of chain variances" R statistic for each

param eter. O ur 1 � D and 2 � D constraints are ob-

tained after m arginalization over the rem aining \nui-

sance" param eters,again using theprogram sincluded in

the cosmomc package. Tem perature,cross polarization

and polarization CM B uctuations from the W M AP 3

yeardata [2,23,24,25]areconsidered and weinclude a

top-hatageprior10 G yr< t0 < 20 G yr.

W e also consider the sm all-scale CM B m easure-

m ents of the CBI [26], VSA [27], ACBAR [28] and

BO O M ERANG -2k2 [29]experim ents. W e com bine the

CM B data with the real-spacepowerspectrum ofgalax-
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FIG .1: 68% and 95% c.l. likelihoods in the n � n
0
plane

from the W M AP data alone (Top Panel) and W M AP+ LSS

(Bottom Panel).

iesfrom the 2dF survey [30].W e restrictthe analysisto

a rangeofscalesoverwhich theuctuationsareassum ed

to be in the linearregim e(technically,k < 0:2h�1 M pc)

and we m arginalize overa biasb considered asan addi-

tionalnuisanceparam eter.

In Figure1 weplotthe68% and 98% con�dencelevels

in then-n0planefortwodi�erentchoicesofourdatasets:

W M AP data alone, that should be considered as the

m ost conservative result, and \W M AP+ LSS" that in-

cludes the rem aining CM B data and galaxy clustering

data from 2dF.

Aswecan seefrom theFigure,when negativerunning

isnotconsidered,thedataisstillin good agreem entwith

a sm all,but stillnon-zero running. W hen the W M AP

dataset is considered we found a 95% c.l. upper lim it

ofn0 < 0:039,while the spectralindex is bound to be

n = 0:935+ 0:039
�0:049 again at 95% . The best �t (m axim um

likelihood) m odelhas a negligible running n0 = 0:005

and n = 0:953. W hen the rem aining cosm ologicaldata

areincluded,wefound astrongerbound on running,with

n0< 0:026,and n = 0:940+ 0:032
�0:040 at95% c.l..Thebest�t

(m axim um likelihood)m odelhasparam etersn0= 0:0026

and n = 0:951. W e conclude that the value n0 � 10�2
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FIG .2:Theband correspondstothespectrum P � versuslnk,

with constantslope corresponding to n = 0:94.The width of

the band corresponds to a fractionaluncertainty 0:025. The

range oflnk correspondsto the range ofcosm ologicalscales,

explored by observation of the cm b anisotropy and galaxy

surveys.W esee thatthe band isnarrow enough to m ake the

variation ofP � signi�cantoverthe cosm ologicalrange.

required by the running m assm odelisstillviable.

W e have checked that our lim its on n’are also con-

sistentwith the W M AP resultseven in the case when a

negativerunning isallowed.The�tted param etesarein

reasonable agreem ent with the lim its we quoted above,

even if slightly m ore stringent due to the inclusion of

negativerunning.

In perform ing this �t, we chose a pivot point k =

0:002hM pc
�1
,corresponding to �N = 1:8. O ur �tted

valuen = 0:94thereforecorrespondston0 = 0:94� 1:8n0.

(Recallthatthe subscript0 denotesthe scale k = H 0 =

0:00033hM pc
�1
.) In Figure 2, we plot the shape of

the spectrum with (i) no running and n = 0:95, (ii),

n0= 0:01,and n = 0:95atthepivotpoint.In thesecond

case,n � 1 soon clim bsto positivevaluesaswego down

below thepivotscale.(The�nitewidth oftheband isnot

im portantatthisstage,and willbe discussed in Section

VI.)

V . SLO W R O LL FO R M A LISM

In the future,observation m ay require negligible run-

ningoncosm ologicalscales.W ehaveseenthatthiswould

not perm it black hole form ation if n0 increased or de-

creased m onotonically aswego down in scale,butblack

holeform ation m ay stillbepossiblewith a m orecom pli-

cated behaviorofn0.W earegoing to exhibita coupleof

form sofn(k)thatwould do thejob,and stillbecom pat-

iblewith slow-rollination.In orderto do that,weneed

to consider carefully what the slow-rollapproxim ation

involves.# 4

The slow roll form alism is reviewed for instance in

[7,32,33,34].Itstartsfrom the exactFriedm ann equa-

tion# 5

3M 2
PH

2 = V (�)+
1

2
_�2; (10)

and the exactunperturbed �eld equation

�� + 3H _� +
dV

d�
= 0; (11)

from which follow the identity

_H M
2
p = � _�2=2: (12)

In itsm ostbasicform ,theslow-rollapproxim ationcon-

sistsofthe two assum ptions;

�
�
�
�
�

_�2

H 2M 2
p

�
�
�
�
�
� 1

�
�
�
�
�

��

H _�

�
�
�
�
�
� 1: (13)

These assum ptions are usually stated in the equivalent

form s

3M 2
PH

2 ’ V (�) (14)

3H _� ’ � V
0(�); (15)

and they im ply � � 1 where

� �
1

2
M

2
P

�
V 0

V

� 2

: (16)

To calculatethespectrum P�(k)oneusually considers

additionalparam eters;

� � M
2
P

V 00

V
(17)

�
2 � M

4
P

V 0V 000

V 2
(18)

�
3 � M

6
P

V 02V 0000

V 3
: (19)

Thelasttwo param eterscan haveeithersign despitethe

notation.

# 4 W e consider only single-�eld ination m odels. The generation

of black holes has recently been investigated within a double

ination m odelwith a strong negative running [31].
# 5 A susualM P = 2� 1018 G eV isthe reduced Planck m assand V

isthe potentialofthe inaton �eld �.
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Using Eq.(15)one�nds

dlnH

dN
= � (20)

d(ln�)

dN
= � 4� + 2� (21)

d�

dN
= � 2�� + �

2 (22)

d�2

dN
= � (4� � �)�2 + �

3
: (23)

M oregenerally onecan de�ne

�m � M
2m
P

V 0m �1 (dm + 1V=d�m + 1)

V m
; (24)

which satisfy

d�m

dN
= [(m � 1)� � 2m �]�m + �m + 1; (25)

Assum ing thatthe�rstderivativeofEq.(15)isalso a

valid approxim ation,one �nds

��

H _�
= � � �; (26)

Com paringEq.(15)with theexactequation,weseethat

the fractionalerrorin Eq.(15)isO (�;�),and so we re-

quirethe additionalcondition

j�j� 1: (27)

Assum ingthatthecurvatureperturbation isgenerated

from the vacuum uctuation of��,its spectrum in the

slow rollapproxim ation isgiven by [35]

P�(k) =
1

24�2M 4
P

V

�
[1+ O (�;�)]; (28)

=
1

12�2M 6
p

V 3

�

3H _�

�2 [1+ O (�;�)] (29)

The right hand side is evaluated at the epoch ofhori-

zon exit.Thedisplayed uncertainty takesaccountofthe

fractionalerror in the slow rollapproxim ation that we

justestim ated,and �rstorder(linear)correctionsto the

calculation ofthe vacuum uctuation described by the

M ukhanov-Sasakiequation [37,38,39,40](It does not

accountfornonlineare�ects,com ing from interactionsof

��.Such e�ects,which would generated non-gaussianity

of�,areexpected to be sm all[41].

Now di�erentiate Eq.(28) with respectto lnk,using

dlnk = � dN and ignoring the uncertainty. O ne �nds

[36]

n � 1 = 2� � 6� (30)

n
0 = 2�2 + 24�2 � 16��: (31)

The error in n � 1,com ing from the derivative ofthe

errorin P�,isO (�
2;�2;��).W ewillassum ethatthereis

no cancellation between the two term s ofEq.(30),and

m akea sim ilarassum ption forn0 and higherderivatives.

Also,we willassum e that� isnegligible com pared with

�,�2 and any other relevant �m . Then the fractional

uncertainty in n � 1 willbe sm allifand only if

j�2j� j�j: (32)

Sim ilarly,the fractionalerrorin n0 willbe sm allifand

only if

j�3j� j�2j: (33)

In principleonecan go on to calculatehigherderivatives

ofn,requiring a m oreextended hierarchy

j�m + 1j� j�m j: (34)

From Eq.(21),thisisequivalentto

�
�
�
�
dm ln�

dN m

�
�
�
��

�
�
�
�
dm �1 ln�

dN m �1

�
�
�
�: (35)

W e have been exploring the validity of successive

derivatives with respect to N ,ofthe slow-rollapprox-

im ation Eq.(30) for n � 1. Barring cancellations,the

validity oftheseup to a given orderwillbeequivalentto

the validity ofderivativesofthe slow-rollapproxim ation

forthe�eld equation Eq.(11),up toonehigherorder.To

seethis,startwith Eq.(26)which expressesthe validity

ofthe �rstderivative ofEq.(11). Putit into Eq.(11),

and use ln(1+ x)’ x to �nd the approxim ation

ln(jV 0j)= ln(3H j_�j)+
� � �

3
: (36)

Assum ing that the derivative of the approxim ation

Eq.(26) is also valid,we can di�erentiate this with re-

spectto N :

dlnjV 0j

dN
=
dln(3H _�)

dN
+

d

dN

�
� � �

3

�

: (37)

Barring cancellations,the �rst term on the right hand

side is oforder n � 1 as is easily seen by com paring it

with the derivative ofEq.(29). Therefore,barring can-

cellations,the validity of this approxim ation is indeed

equivalent to the validity of the �rst derivative of the

approxim ation Eq.(30),and so on forhigherderivatives.

The equivalence that we saw in the last paragraph

m eans that the standard slow-roll approxim ation for

n � 1,n0and so on willbevalid,ifthesecond,third and

so on derivativesoftheslow-rollapproxim ation Eq.(26)

to the exact�eld equation Eq.(11)are valid.Reverting

to ourassum ption that� isnegligible,we conclude that

thehierarchy Eq.(32),Eq.(33)etc.willhold (justifying

the standard form ulas for n � 1,n0 etc.) to the extent

thatderivativesofthe slow-rollapproxim ation Eq.(26)

hold.

W ith thehierarchyin place,onecan system aticallyim -

provethepredictions(28),(30)and (31)[38,39].Thehi-

erarchyisin generalsatis�ed by therunningm assm odel,
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and including the leading ordercorrection [38],the run-

ning m assprediction (4)becom es[14]

n(N )� 1

2
= (s+ 1:06cs)ec(N 0�N ) � c (38)

’ (s+ 0:50n0)ec(N 0�N ) � c: (39)

Such corrections are usually equivalent to a change in

param eterswhose values are notknown (in this case,a

change to s),m aking them oflim ited practicalim por-

tance.

O f course, a given inequality in the hierarchy will

failfor a few Hubble tim es ifits righthand side passes

through zero. Forinstance,Eq.(32)willfailif� passes

through zero. Then, if� is negligible,n � 1 willpass

through zero as well,and while it is doing so the frac-

tionalerrorin itspredicted value willbecom elarge.Ac-

cording to our�tto the data,n(N )� 1 willindeed pass

through zero on som e scale nearthe bottom end ofthe

cosm ologically accessible range,ifn0 has a slowly vary-

ing value oforder 10�2 . The passage ofn � 1 through

zero need notbea m atterofconcern,astheabsolute er-

rorrem ainsthesam e.Therunning m assprediction (39)

should rem ain valid even asn passesthrough zero.

M ore generally, it could happen that derivatives of

Eq.(15) beyond the �rst are invalid over an extended

range,so thatthehierarchy failsoveran extended range.

Tohandlesuch casesonecan usetheexact(at�rstorder)

M ukhanov-Sasakiequation oran analyticapproxim ation

[40].

V I. FIN IT E D IFFER EN C E V ER SIO N O F T H E

SP EC T R A L IN D EX

Although the hierarchy leads to sim ple and widely-

used results,we have seen that its use m ay som etim es

be problem atic and we willsee som e m ore exam ples of

that in the following two sections. For that reason,we

explain in thissection how thehierarchy can ifnecessary

be avoided.

The starting point is to realise that the prediction

Eq.(28),with a suitably sm allerror,willaccurately de-

�ne the variation ofP � over a �nite range,even ifthe

m athem aticalderivative should have large errors (com -

ing forinstance from an oscillation ora break). Thisis

illustrated in Figure2.

Let us therefore rede�ne n � 1 so that it speci�es a

�nite di�erence:

~n � 1�
lnP�2� lnP�1

�lnk
; (40)

where �lnk � lnk2 � lnk1 and P�i � P�(ki). To the

extentthatobservationalboundson thevariation ofn(k)

are quite weak,this �nite di�erence is really about all

thatobservation can determ ineatpresent,with �lnk ’

7 orso.

Theerrorin ~n � 1 generated by a fractionalerrorx in

the prediction (28)willbe atm ostoforder

�(~n � 1)’
x

�lnk
: (41)

Letusassum ex ’ 0:025,corresponding to Eq.(28)with

� � j�j’ 0:05 (the observed value ofjn � 1j).Then the

error in the theoreticalprediction willbe sm all,ifthe

prediction satis�es

j~n � 1j�
x

�lnk
’ 0:004: (42)

As illustrated in Figure 2,this is very wellsatis�ed if

~n � 1 hasthe observed value ’ � 0:05.

W e can go a bitfurther,to considera �nite-di�erence

version ofthe running;

~n0 �

�
lnP�1� lnP�3

�lnk=2
�
lnP�3� lnP�2

�lnk=2

�

=(�lnk=2)(43)

=

�
lnP�2� 2lnP�3+ lnP�1

(�lnk)2=4

�

; (44)

with 2lnk3 � lnk1 + lnk2.The errorin ~n0 generated by

the errorx in the prediction willbe atm ostoforder# 6

�~n0�
10x

(�lnk)2
: (45)

Theerrorwillbe sm allifthe prediction satis�es

j~n0j�
10x

(�lnk)2
’ 5� 10�3 ; (46)

where we again setx = 0:025 asan illustration. Taking

accountoftheuncertainties,theprediction forthe�nite-

di�erence version ofthe running m ay be valid ifn0 �

10�2 .

V II. FLO W EQ U A T IO N S

In the aboveanalysiswe worked directly with the po-

tential.A di�erentapproachworksinitiallywith the�eld

�(t),connecting only laterwith thepotential.Thestart-

ing point is Eq.(12),providing a param eter �H which

m ay be written in variousform s;

�H � �
_H

H 2
=
d(lnH )

dN

=
1

2M 2
P

�
d�

dN

� 2

= 2M 2
P

�
1

H

dH

d�

� 2

;: (47)

# 6 The factor 10 accounts roughly for the 1=4 in the denom inator

and the fourterm s ofthe num erator.
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Itsderivativessatisfy the exactsetofequations

d(ln�H )

dN
= � 2(�H + �1) (48)

d�m

dN
= (�1 � m �H )�m + �m + 1; (49)

where[39,40]

�m � d
m
�=dt

m
=H

m _�: (50)

Equivalently,one can use � instead ofN asthe vari-

able.Then [42]

d(ln(�H )

d�
= � 2(�H � �1) (51)

d�m

d�
= [(m � 1)�1 � m �H ]�m + �m + 1; (52)

where[43]

�m �

�
2M P

H

� m �
dH

d�

� m �1
dm + 1H

d�m + 1
; (53)

Thesearereferred to asow equations.

The ow equations (equivalently Eqs.(49) and (50))

resem ble Eqs.(20),(21),and (25) but are exact. Slow

rollwith the potentialhierarchy (34),up to m = M ,is

obtained ifthere isa hierarchy# 7

j�m + 1j� j�m j; (54)

orequivalently

j�m + 1j� j�m j (55)

up to m = M + 1.Following [43]onem ightcallthisthe

‘Hubble hierarchy’,as opposed to the ‘potentialhierar-

chy’(34).

Conversely,ifthe potentialhierarchy issatis�ed up to

m = M ,then onecan expectthe solution �(t)to satisfy

the hierarchy (55)(equivalently (54))up to m = M + 1,

atleastforlow M .Thisisbecausetheslow-rollapprox-

im ation (15)isknown to bea strong attractorfora wide

rangeofinitialconditions.Aswith the potentialhierar-

chy,the Hubble hierarchy willfailbriey ifa param eter

(�m or�m passesthrough zero,and itm ightnotbevalid

atall.

# 7 The strongerhierarchy j�m + 1j
1=(m + 1) <

� j�m j1=(m ) issom etim es

considered (equivalently j�m + 1j
1=(m + 1) <

� j�m j
1=(m ). Itim plies

the potential hierarchy j�m + 1j
1=(m + 1) <

� j�m j1=(m ), which is

satis�ed by a wide class of potentials but not by the running

m asspotential.

V III. T W O FO R M S FO R T H E P O T EN T IA L

Now we considerform softhe potential,which would

perm itslow rollination leadingtoblack holeform ation,

and be consistentwith a negligible value ofn00. A com -

m on procedure forgenerating potentialsconsistentwith

assigned values of(say) n0 and n00 uses the ow equa-

tions.The equationsarenum erically integrated with an

initialhierarchy im posed such asj�m + 1j=j�m j< 1=5 [44]

or 1=10 [42]. This procedure is quite com plicated,and

willobviously m isspotentialsviolating theinitialhierar-

chy asdiscussed atthe end ofthe previoussection.# 8

O urprocedurewillbeto sim ply specify suitableform s

ford(ln�)=dN ).(Itresem blestheoneadvocated in [45].)

From these the potentialcan be constructed using

�(N ) = �(N0)exp

"

�

Z N 0

N

dln�

dN

#

(56)

H (N ) = H (N 0)exp

"

�

Z N 0

N

�(N )dN

#

(57)

�(N 0)� �(N ) = M P

Z N 0

N

p
2�(N )dN (58)

V (�) = 3M 2
PH

2(�): (59)

The value H (N 0) is determ ined once the ination scale

V (N 0)is set,and then �(N0) isobtained from Eq.(28)

using the observed valueP�(N 0)= (5� 10�5 )2.

To keep thingssim plewefocuson sm all-�eld ination,

which corresponds to � far below 1. To be precise,we

assum e � � 1=N0 for 0 < N < N 0,corresponding to

tensorfraction r� 16=N 0 ’ 0:03.Then V can be taken

to be constant,and black hole form ation requires

�ln� � ln[�(N0)=�(0)]’ ln[P�(0)=P�(N 0)]’ 14: (60)

Thepredictionsforthe spectralindex and itsrunning

arethen

n � 1

2
= � � M

2
P

V 00

V

�

’
1

2

dln�

dN

�

(61)

n0

2
= �

2 � M
4
P

V 0V 000

V 2

�

’
1

2

d2 ln�

dN 2

�

(62)

W e haveconsidered following two form s.

d(ln�)

dN
= B

�
N

N 0

� p �

1�
N

N 0

� q

� D :CaseI;

(63)

# 8 The ow equations were used in [44] to search for potentials

consistent with black hole form ation but none were found. The

authorsconcluded that\...itseem sextrem ely unlikely to usthat

prim ordialblack holes form ed asa resultofinationary dynam -

ics". It was the discrepancy between this result and the earlier

positive conclusion of[20]that m otivated the present investiga-

tion. W e suppose that itiscaused by the use in [44]ofthe ow

equations and the hierarchy.
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n(N 0) n(N 0 � �N ) n
0
(N 0) n

0
(N 0 � �N )

Case I 0.9500 0.9529 0 0.0017

Case II 0.9500 0.9511 1:4942� 10
� 15

5:9700� 10
� 16

TABLE I:n and n
0
atN = N 0 and N = N 0 � �N in Case I

and Case II.

and

d(ln�)

dN
= B exp

�

�

�
N

N 0 � �N � A

� q�

� D :CaseII:

(64)

In Fig.3weplottheschem aticpicturesin caseI(top)and

case II(bottom ),respectively. In �gure 5 we show the

derivativesofdln�=dN with respecttoN .Thehierarchy

(35)isin generalrespected exceptwhere the denom ina-

torspassthrough zero.

W eim posetheobservationalconstraintson P�,n and

n0.To be on the safesidewe also im pose a rough �nite-

di�erenceversion oftheconstrainton n0in thefollowing

way.TheW M AP data spansa rangeroughly ‘� O (1){

O (103),correspondingto�N � 7(� �N ,and n derived

from that data has an error of about 0:1. Therefore,

we require that n should change by less than 0.02 in

the range N 0 to N 0 � �N . W e have checked that the

condition (60)needed forthePBH production issatis�ed

with allofthe observationalconstrainsforp = 1,q = 3,

B ’ 5:5,D ’ 0:05,N 0 = 60 and �N = 5 for Case

I,and q = 10,A = 5,B ’ 0:5,D ’ 0:05,N 0 = 50

and �N = 10 for Case II.For the detailed num erical

values ofn and n0,see Table I. It is clear that with a

param eterisation like the one in Figure 3,we can m ake

n practically constantoverthe range�N � 10 ofscales

probed by large-scaleobservations.

For the param eterisation I,the potentialhas a scal-

ing V0 / (� � �0)
2. W e plot it in Figure 4. Note that

V
1=4

0 =M p should belessthan � 10�3 fortheslow-rollin-

ation � � 1=N0 and � < M p. Thisshape issim ilarto

thosein som eclassesofhilltop ination m odels[46].

IX . B LA C K H O LE FO R M A T IO N IN A

C U RVA T O N -T Y P E PA R A D IG M

The inaton contribution �i(k) is tim e-independent,

and istheonly onepresentathorizon exit.Subsequently

though,thecontribution �c(t;k)ofsom eother(curvaton-

type)�eld could grow and becom edom inant.(See[8]for

adiscussion ofthepossibilitieswith extensivereferences.)

Eventually �(t)willleveloutto the observed value;

�(k)= �i(k)+ �c(k); (65)

where the last term is the eventual tim e-independent

value ofthe curvaton-type contribution. In an obvious

notation,the observed spectrum isnow

P� = Pi+ Pc; (66)

10 20 30 40 50 60

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

10 20 30 40 50 60

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

FIG .3:Schem aticpicturesoffunctionalform ofy(N)in Case

I(top)and Case II(bottom ),respectively. For reference we

also plotthe constantcase,n = 0:3 (see the text).

FIG .4: Form ofthe potentialV as a function ofthe �eld

�. The horizontal axis is the norm alized value of �, ~� =
h

�� �0

M p

i

=

»

V
1=4

0

M p

=10� 3

–2

with �0 � �(0)and V0 � V (�0).The

verticalaxism eans ~V =

h

V

V0
� 1

i

=

»

V
1=4

0

M p

=10
� 3

–4

.
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FIG .5:D erivativesofd(ln�)=dN with respectto N forCase

I(top)and Case II(bottom ),respectively. Here we plotthe

higherderivatives(ln �)(‘) = d
(‘)(ln�)=dN (‘) for‘= 2,3,and

4.

FIG . 6: Two scenarios for generating black holes using a

curvaton-typeparadigm .

and the spectralindex is

n � 1 = fi(ni� 1)+ fc(nc � 1); (67)

where fi = Pi=P� and fc = Pc=P�. W e willconsider

two di�erentpossibilitiesfortheratio P i(k)=Pc(k),illus-

trated in Figure6.

A . B lack holes from the inaton perturbation

W e �rstassum e thatfc � 1 atthe end ofination so

thatblack holesare generated by the inaton perturba-

tion,butthatfi � 1 while cosm ologicalscalesleavethe

horizon. To agree with observation,we willdem and at

N = N 0

nc � 1’ n � 1 ’ 0:05; (68)

and

fijni� 1j< 1� 10�2 : (69)

To form black holes,Eq.(60)becom es

14 = ln[P�(0)=Pc(N 0)] (70)

= ln[P�(0)=P�(N 0)]+ ln[fi(0)] (71)

= (ni� 1)N + ln(fi(0)); (72)

where we setn0i = 0 to getthe lastline. These require-

m entsare satis�ed with,forexam ple,fi(0)’ 10�1 and

ni ’ 1:4,and the observationalbound on the running

im posesno furtherconstraint.

The required spectralindex ni correspondsto � = 0:2

which is m ore or less com patible with the slow-rollre-

quirem entj�j� 1.In thecontextofsupergravity such a

valueism orenaturalthan thesm allvalue� = � 0:025re-

quired to �tobservation.Thislooksprom ising forblack

hole form ation,butwe have to rem em berthatin a cur-

vaton type m odelthe prediction forn becom es[8]

n � 1 = 2��� � 2� (73)

��� � �
1

3H 2
�

@2V

@�2
: (74)

If� isnegligible aswe are assum ing,thisrequires��� =

� 0:025 which m ay di�cult to achieve since � willtend

to rollaway from any m axim um ofitspotential[8].In a

curvaton typem odelitm ay thereforebem oreattractive

[33]to take��� negligibleand � = 0:025,butwehavenot

explored thatoption.

B . B lack holes from the curvaton-type contribution

Now we suppose that the roles of the inaton and

the curvaton are reversed, so that the inaton gener-

ates the observation curvature perturbation while the

curvaton perturbation generatesblack holes.In thiscase

blackholegenerationoccursonlywhen thecurvaton-type

m echanism operateswhich willusually be long afterin-

ation isover.

In thisscenario,we have to m odify Eqs.(69){(72)by

interchanging iand c,and replacing theepoch N = 0 by

an earlier epoch N curv. This is the epoch at which the

scaleleavesthehorizon,thatisenteringthehorizon when

thecurvaton m echanism operates.To achieveblack hole
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form ation we willtherefore generally need nc > 1:4,but

thatneed notbe a problem . Indeed,within the context

ofsupergravity a value nc signi�cantly bigger than 1 is

expected [8],justasitisforni.This,ourthird scenario

for generating black holes, therefore seem s at least as

good asthe othertwo.

A particularly interesting possibility in this case, is

that the curvature perturbation generating the black

holes could easily be highly non{gaussian, to be pre-

cise the square ofa gaussian quantity [8]. This would

notm ake m uch ofa change [47]in the m agnitude ofP�

needed togenerateblackholes(upon which ourestim ates

are based)butitcould alterthe predicted shape ofthe

black holem assfunction.

X . C O N C LU SIO N

The possibility ofprim ordialblack hole form ation at

the end ofination has a long history,which was long

overdueforan update.The update isneeded partly be-

cause observation now requireson cosm ologicalscales a

tilt far below 0:3 (and with negative sign) and not too

m uch running. It is also needed because the original

paradigm ,that the inaton perturbation is entirely re-

sponsibleforthecurvatureperturbation,isnow only one

possibility.

According to the standard paradigm , the curvature

perturbation isgenerated during slow rollination from

the vacuum uctuation of the inaton �eld. W ithin

thisparadigm ,the running-m assm odelprovidesa well-

m otivated way of achieving black hole form ation. To

form blackholes,them odelprobablyrequiresstrongrun-

ning on cosm ologicalscales,n0� 0:01.

Such running is allowed by the data. If a value

n0 � 10�2 on cosm ologicalscalesisruled outin the fu-

ture, n0 willstillhave to increase to >
� 10�2 in order

to form black holes. W e saw thatthism ay be achieved

within the standard paradigm by a suitable potential.

Alternatively,itm ightbe achieved by a switch from the

standard paradigm to a curvaton-typeparadigm ,orby a

switch from thecurvaton-typeparadigm to thestandard

paradigm .

For observers,we would like to re-iterate and earlier

conclusion [34],that an upper bound n0 < 10�3 ,orde-

tection,would haveim portantim plicationsand isa very

worthwhilegoal.
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