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The recently released data by pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations present strong evidence
for a stochastic signal consistent with a gravitational-wave background. Assuming this signal orig-
inates from scalar-induced gravitational waves, we jointly use the PTA data from the NANOGrav
15-yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2 to probe the small-scale non-Gaussianity. We put the
first-ever constraint on the non-Gaussianity parameter, finding |FNL| ≲ 13.9 for a lognormal power
spectrum of the curvature perturbations. Furthermore, we obtain −13.9 ≲ FNL ≲ −0.1 to prevent
excessive production of primordial black holes. Moreover, the multi-band observations with the
space-borne gravitational-wave detectors, such as LISA/Taiji/TianQin, will provide a complemen-
tary investigation of primordial non-Gaussianity. Our findings pave the way to constrain inflation
models with PTAs.

Introduction. Various inflation models (see e.g. [1–
8]) predict the existence of a sizable primordial non-
Gaussianity, making it an important role in exploring the
early Universe [9–11]. How to probe the non-Gaussianity
of the Universe is one of the key questions in modern
physics. Over several decades, significant advancements
have been made in precisely measuring a nearly scale-
invariant power spectrum characterizing primordial den-
sity fluctuations. These measurements have been accom-
plished through the utilization of observational data from
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [12] and large-
scale structure [13, 14] surveys, offering valuable insights
into the fundamental properties of the Universe. Al-
though significant efforts have been dedicated to precisely
characterizing power spectra of primordial perturbations
on large scales, searching for new and independent probes
becomes crucial when examining phenomena at the small
scale.

Gravitational waves (GWs) offer a fascinating avenue
for acquiring insights into the history and composition
of the Universe, serving as another probe of small-scale
non-Gaussianity. In fact, space-borne GW detectors,
such as LISA [15], Taiji [16], and TianQin [17], can ex-
plore the non-Gaussianity through scalar-induced GWs
(SIGWs) [18–27] in the mHz frequency band. Pul-
sar timing arrays (PTA) [28, 29], on the other hand,
are sensitive in the nHz frequency band, providing an-
other opportunity to probe the early Universe. Recently,
NANOGrav [30, 31], PPTA [32, 33], EPTA+InPTA [34,
35], and CPTA [36] all announced the evidence for a
stochastic signal in their latest data sets consistent with
the Hellings-Downs [37] spatial correlations expected by

a stochastic gravitational-wave background (SGWB). Al-
though there can be a lot of sources [38–51] in the PTA
window, whether this signal is of astrophysical or cosmo-
logical origin is still under intensive investigation [52–66].

A possible explanation for this signal is the SIGW pro-
duced by the primordial curvature perturbations at small
scales. When the primordial curvature perturbations
reach significant magnitudes, they can generate a consid-
erable SGWB through second-order effects resulting from
the non-linear coupling of perturbations. Additionally,
large curvature perturbations can trigger the formation
of primordial black holes (PBHs) [67–69]. PBHs have
attracted a lot of attention in recent years [70–101] (see
also reviews [102–104]) as a promising candidate for dark
matter and can explain the binary black holes detected
by LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA [105, 106]. The formation rate
of PBHs would be entirely altered if there is any signifi-
cant non-Gaussianity, as PBHs are produced at the large
amplitude tail of the curvature perturbation probability
distribution [107].

In this letter, assuming that the signal detected by
PTAs is from SIGWs, we jointly use the NANOGrav 15-
yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2 to constrain
the small-scale non-Gaussianity when the scalar modes
re-enter the horizon. As a demonstration, we employ
a lognormal power spectrum of curvature perturbations
and constrain the non-Gaussianity parameter as −13.9 ≲
FNL ≲ −0.1.

SIGWs and PBHs. We will briefly review the
SIGWs that arise as a result of the local-type non-
Gaussian curvature perturbations [21, 108–112]. The
local-type non-Gaussianities are characterized by the ex-
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pansion of the curvature perturbation, R(x⃗), in terms
of the Gaussian component in real space. Specifically,
the expansion up to the quadratic order can be written
as [113–118]

R(x⃗) = RG(x⃗) + FNL

(
R2

G(x⃗)−
〈
R2

G(x⃗)
〉)

, (1)

where RG(x⃗) follows Gaussian statistics, and FNL repre-
sents the dimensionless non-Gaussian parameters. It is
worth noting that the non-Gaussianity parameter FNL is
related to the commonly used notation fNL through the
relation FNL ≡ 3/5fNL. The non-Gaussian contributions
are incorporated by defining the effective power spectrum
of curvature perturbations, PNG

R (k), as [21]

PNG
R = PR(k)+F 2

NL

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

PR(uk)PR(vk)

u2v2
. (2)

In the conformal Newton gauge, the metric perturba-
tions can be expressed as

ds2 = a2(η)
{
−(1 + 2ϕ)dη2 + [(1− 2ϕ)δij + hij ]dx

idxj
}
,

(3)
where η represents the conformal time, ϕ is the Newto-
nian potential, and hij corresponds to the tensor mode of
the metric perturbation in the transverse-traceless gauge.
The equation of motion for hij can be obtained by consid-
ering the perturbed Einstein equation up to the second
order, namely

h′′
ij + 2Hh′

ij −∇2hij = −4T ℓm
ij Sℓm, (4)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the
conformal time η, H ≡ a′

a represents the conformal Hub-
ble parameter, and T ℓm

ij is the transverse traceless pro-
jection operator in Fourier space. The source term Sij ,
which is of second order in scalar perturbations, reads

Sij = 3ϕ∂i∂jϕ− 1

H
(∂iϕ

′∂jϕ+ ∂iϕ∂jϕ
′)− 1

H2
∂iϕ

′∂jϕ
′.

(5)
The characterization of SGWBs often involves describing
their energy density per logarithmic frequency interval
relative to the critical density ρc(η),

ΩGW(k, η) ≡ 1

ρc(η)

dρGW(k, η)

d ln k
=

k3

48π2

(
k

H

)2 〈
|hk(η)|2

〉
,

(6)
where the overline represents an average over a few wave-
lengths. During the radiation-dominated era, GWs are
generated by curvature perturbations, and their density
parameter at the matter-radiation equality is denoted as
ΩGW(k) = ΩGW(k, η → ∞). Using the relation between
curvature perturbations R and scalar perturbations ϕ in
the radiation-dominated era, ϕ = (2/3)R, we can calcu-
late ΩGW(k) as [23]

ΩGW(k) =

∫ ∞

0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
duT PNG

R (vk)PNG
R (uk), (7)

where the transfer function T = T (u, v) is given by

T (u, v) =
3

1024v8u8

[
4v2 −

(
v2 − u2 + 1

)2]2 (
v2 + u2 − 3

)2
×

{[(
v2 + u2 − 3

)
ln

(∣∣∣∣3− (v + u)2

3− (v − u)2

∣∣∣∣)− 4vu

]2
+ π2

(
v2 + u2 − 3

)2
Θ(v + u−

√
3)

}
.

(8)
According to the Eq. (2) and Eq. (7), ΩGW(k) can be
expanded as

ΩGW(k) = A2Ω(0)(k) +A3F 2
NLΩ

(2)(k) +A4F 4
NLΩ

(4)(k),
(9)

where Ω(0)(k), Ω(2)(k), and Ω(4)(k) represent the cor-
responding integral terms, and A ≡

∫
PR d ln k is the

amplitude of PR. From Eq. (9), we see that positive and
negative FNL will generate identical SIGWs. In other
words, positive and negative FNL are degenerate regard-
ing their impact on SIGWs.

Using the relation between the wavenumber and fre-
quency, k = 2πf , we obtain the energy density fraction
spectrum of SIGWs at the present time,

ΩGW,0(f) = Ωr,0

[
g∗,r(T )

g∗,r (Teq)

] [
g∗,s (Teq)

g∗,s(T )

] 4
3

ΩGW(k).

(10)
It is given by the product of ΩGW(k), the present energy
density fraction of radiation, Ωr,0, and two factors involv-
ing the effective degrees of freedom for entropy density,
g,s, and radiation, g,r. To demonstrate the method, we
adopt a commonly used power spectrum for PR, taking
the lognormal form [23, 119]

PR(k) =
A√
2π∆

exp

(
− ln2(k/k∗)

2∆2

)
, (11)

where A is the amplitude, k∗ is the characteristic scale,
and ∆ denotes the width of the spectrum.

We note that a positive value of FNL will increase the
abundance of PBHs for a given power spectrum of cur-
vature perturbations. Conversely, a negative value of
FNL will decrease the abundance of PBHs. This behav-
ior highlights the impact of non-Gaussianity, quantified
by FNL, on the formation and abundance of PBHs. The
Gaussian curvature perturbation RG can be determined
by solving Eq. (1) as [107, 120]

R±
G(R) =

1

2FNL

(
−1±

√
1 + 4FNLR+ 4F 2

NL⟨R2
G⟩
)
.

(12)
PBHs are expected to form when the curvature perturba-
tion exceeds a certain threshold value Rc ∼ 1 [121–124].
The PBH mass fraction at formation time can be calcu-
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FIG. 1. The posterior predictive distribution for the energy density from SIGWs for the MNG model. The solid olive line
is the median value, while the shaded region represents the 90% credible region. We also show the energy density spectra
derived from the free spectrum from NANOGrav 15-yr data set (red violins), PPTA DR3 (green violins), and EPTA DR2 (blue
violins). The black solid, dashed, and dash-dotted lines represent the power-law integrated sensitivity curves for LISA, Taiji,
and TianQin, respectively.

Parameter A ∆ f∗/Hz |FNL|
Prior log-U(−3, 2) U(0.05, 5) log-U(−9,−2) log-U(−5, 3)

Result for MG 1.73+5.57
−1.47 3.24+0.70

−1.34 3.25+51.1
−3.22 × 10−5 –

Result for MNG 1.06+5.20
−1.02 3.36+1.10

−1.29 1.81+45.3
−1.79 × 10−5 ≲ 13.9

TABLE I. Prior distributions and results for the model parameters. We consider two cases: a model with non-Gaussianity,
MNG, and a model without non-Gaussianity, MG. Here U and log-U denote the uniform and log-uniform distributions,
respectively. We quote each parameter’s median value and 90% equal-tail credible interval.

lated as [107]

β(M) ≃ 1

2


erfc

(
R+

G(Rc)√
2⟨R2

G⟩

)
+ erfc

(
− R−

G(Rc)√
2⟨R2

G⟩

)
; FNL > 0,

erf

(
R+

G(Rc)√
2⟨R2

G⟩

)
− erf

(
R−

G(Rc)√
2⟨R2

G⟩

)
; FNL < 0.

(13)
One can define the total abundance of PBHs in the dark
matter at present as [102]

fPBH ≡ ΩPBH

ΩCDM
= 2.7× 108

∫ ∞

−∞
d lnM

×
( g∗,r
10.75

)3/4 ( g∗,s
10.75

)−1
(

M

M⊙

)−1/2

β(M),

(14)

where ΩCDM is the cold dark matter density.

Data analyses and results. We jointly use the
NANOGrav 15-yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2
to estimate the model parameters. The ongoing efforts of
these PTAs have lasted for more than a decade. Specif-
ically, the NANOGrav 15-yr data set contains observa-
tions of 68 pulsars with a time span of 16.03 years [30],
PPTA DR3 contains observations of 32 pulsars with a
time span of up to 18 years [32], and EPTA DR2 con-
tains observations of 25 pulsars with a time span of 24.7
years [34]. These PTA data sets all present a stochas-
tic signal consistent with the Hellings-Downs spatial cor-
relations expected for an SGWB. If this signal is in-
deed of GW origin, it should share the same proper-
ties among these PTAs. Therefore, we combine the ob-
servations from these PTAs to estimate model parame-
ters to increase the precision rather than using each in-
dividual PTA. In this letter, we use the free spectrum
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amplitude derived by each PTA with Hellings-Downs
correlations. Given the time span Tobs of a PTA, the
free spectrum starts with the lowest frequency 1/Tobs.
NANOGrav, PPTA, and EPTA use 14, 28, and 24 fre-
quency components in their SGWB searches, respec-
tively. Combining these data together results in 66 fre-
quencies of a free spectrum ranging from 1.28 nHz to
49.1 nHz. A visualization of the data used in the anal-
yses is shown in Fig. 1. In this work, we also con-
sider the constraint from baryon acoustic oscillation and
CMB [125] for the integrated energy-density fraction
that

∫∞
kmin

h2ΩGW,0(k) d ln k ≲ 2.9 × 10−7 [126], where

h = H0/(100km s−1 Mpc−1) = 0.674 [125] is the dimen-
sionless Hubble constant.

We use the time delay data released by each PTA. The
time delay d(f) can be converted to the power spectrum
S(f) by

d(f) =
√
S(f)/Tobs. (15)

We then convert S(f) to the characteristic strain, hc(f),
by

h2
c(f) = 12π2f3S(f). (16)

Further, we obtain the free spectrum energy density as

Ω̂GW(f) =
2π2

3H2
0

f2h2
c(f) =

8π4

H2
0

Tobsf
5d2(f). (17)

For each frequency fi, with the posteriors of Ω̂GW(fi) at
hand, we can estimate the corresponding kernel density
Li. Therefore, the total likelihood is

L(Λ) =
66∏
i=1

Li(ΩGW(fi,Λ)), (18)

where Λ ≡ {A,∆, f∗, |FNL|} is the collection of the model
parameters. We use dynesty [127] sampler wrapped in
Bilby [128, 129] package to search over the parameter
space. The model parameters and their priors are sum-
marized in Table I.

We consider two models: one without non-Gaussianity,
MG, and another with non-Gaussianity, MNG. The
posterior distributions for the parameters are shown in
Fig. 2, and the median and 90% credible interval values
for each parameter are summarized in Table I. We note
that the MG model has been studied by NANOGrav
with their 15-yr data set, which is called SIGW-GAUSS in
their paper. While we obtain consistent results, the com-
bined data from NANOGrav, PPTA, and EPTA can con-
strain the parameters to higher precision than using the
NANOGrav data set alone, as expected. For the MNG

model, the FNL and A parameters are generally degen-
erate. The combined data can constrain the amplitude
to be A = 1.06+5.20

−1.02, therefore constraining |FNL| ≲ 13.9.
Since positive and negative FNL values are degenerate, we
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FIG. 2. One and two-dimensional marginalized posteriors of
the parameters for the MG (red) model and the MNG (blue)
model. We jointly use the PTA data from the NANOGrav
15-yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2. The contours
in the two-dimensional plot correspond to the 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ
credible regions, respectively.

have −13.9 ≲ FNL ≲ 13.9. Moreover, the abundance of
PBHs cannot exceed that of dark matter, i.e., fPBH ≲ 1.
Using Eqs. (13) and (14), this limitation allows us to
break the degeneracy and obtain constraints on FNL as
−13.9 ≲ FNL ≲ −0.1.

Summary and discussion. While the CMB and
large-scale structure observations have provided increas-
ingly precise measurements on the largest scales of the
Universe, our knowledge of small scales remains limited,
except for the constraints imposed by PBHs. PTAs,
on the other hand, are an invaluable tool to probe the
small-scale non-Gaussianity through SIGWs. Assuming
the stochastic signal detected by the PTA collaborations
originates from SIGWs, we jointly use the NANOGrav
15-yr data set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2 to constrain
the SIGWs accounting for non-Gaussianity. For the first
time, we constrain the non-linear parameter as |FNL| ≲
13.9 for a lognormal power spectrum of the curvature per-
turbation. Furthermore, we obtain −13.9 ≲ FNL ≲ −0.1
to avoid overproduction of PBHs. Although we have only
dealt with the lognormal power spectrum of curvature
perturbations, the method and the framework proposed
in this work can be easily extended to different types of
power spectra. For instance, a similar constraint on the
non-Gaussianity parameter associated with the broken
power-law spectrum is presented in the Supplementary
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Material.
The constraints on primordial non-Gaussianity of lo-

cal type have significant implications for inflation models
that involve scalar fields, other than the inflaton, in gen-
erating the primordial curvature perturbations. For in-
stance, adiabatic curvaton models predict that [130, 131]

fNL =
5

3
FNL =

5

4rD
− 5rD

6
− 5

3
, (19)

when the curvaton field has a quadratic potential [132–
136]. Here the parameter rD = 3ρcurvaton/(3ρcurvaton +
4ρradiation) represents the “curvaton decay fraction” at
the time of curvaton decay under sudden decay approxi-
mation. Our constraint |FNL| ≲ 13.9 implies

rD ≳ 0.05 (95%), (20)

and the further constraint that FNL ≲ −0.1 yields

rD ≳ 0.62 (95%), (21)

indicating that the curvaton field has a non-negligible
energy density when it decays. Our findings, therefore,
pave the way to constrain inflation models with PTA
data.

Furthermore, as indicated in Fig. 1, the energy den-
sity spectrum of SIGW can generally be extended to
the frequency band of the space-borne GW detector.
Therefore, the multi-band observations of PTAs with
the forthcoming space-borne GW detectors, such as
LISA/Taiji/TianQin, will provide a complementary in-
vestigation of non-Gaussianity.

Note added. While finalizing this work, we found
two parallel independent studies [137, 138] that also ex-
plore the potential connection between the NANOGrav
signal and SIGWs associated with non-Gaussianity. In
particular, Ref. [137] focused on the significance of the
non-Gaussianity parameter to address the issue of PBH
overproduction; however, it did not constrain the non-
Gaussianity parameter with PTA data. On the other
hand, Ref. [138] did obtain a constraint on the non-
Gaussianity parameter with the NANOGrav data, but
it is noteworthy that Ref. [138] adopted a less rigor-
ous approach by manually fixing other model parame-
ters. In contrast, our approach employs a comprehen-
sive Bayesian inference methodology, providing a rigor-
ous constraint on the non-Gaussianity parameter using
multiple PTA data sets.
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and H. Veermäe, Phys. Rev. D 96, 023514 (2017),
arXiv:1705.05567 [astro-ph.CO].

[74] C. Germani and T. Prokopec, Phys. Dark Univ. 18, 6
(2017), arXiv:1706.04226 [astro-ph.CO].

[75] Z.-C. Chen, F. Huang, and Q.-G. Huang, Astrophys. J.
871, 97 (2019), arXiv:1809.10360 [gr-qc].

[76] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, and R.-G. Cai, Phys. Rev. D 99,
063523 (2019), arXiv:1812.05376 [astro-ph.CO].

[77] Z.-C. Chen and Q.-G. Huang, Astrophys. J. 864, 61
(2018), arXiv:1801.10327 [astro-ph.CO].

[78] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, and R.-G. Cai, Eur. Phys. J. C 79,
717 (2019), arXiv:1901.07672 [astro-ph.CO].

[79] C. Fu, P. Wu, and H. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 100, 063532
(2019), arXiv:1907.05042 [astro-ph.CO].

[80] J. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, and R.-G. Cai, Phys. Rev. D 101,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.123532
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.081301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.081301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.251101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.251101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12239
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.063018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00885
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/157593
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acda9a
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acda9a
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16217
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2023.36
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2023.36
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16230
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd02
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346841
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346844
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/183954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/183954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-019-9605-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-019-9605-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa203
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1797-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1797-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.06869
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac35cc
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac35cc
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.10518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1572-9494/ac7cdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1572-9494/ac7cdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00296
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.043520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.043520
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04758
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac86cb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac86cb
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.07194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137542
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01131
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01131
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.106.L081101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.106.L081101
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03880
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.042003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.042003
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00229
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/stad812
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/mnras/stad812
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.10767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/09/021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/09/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08091
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.6.3.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.6.3.060
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07901
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07901
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP10(2023)171
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP10(2023)171
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.14856
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16219
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16227
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16227
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.05389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.115023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.115023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L091706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L091706
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.00646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2023.07.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16912
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16912
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11433-023-2252-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.00722
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.03141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/09/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.08687
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.08687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.14911
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.14688
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00693
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05632
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05632
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/065
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.04419
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.00411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/152.1.75
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/152.1.75
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/168.2.399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/168.2.399
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1142/S0217732314400057
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1142/S0217732314400057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.083504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.03901
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.023514
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04226
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf581
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf581
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063523
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05376
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad6e2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad6e2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.10327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7227-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7227-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07672
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063532
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063532
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023513


7

023513 (2020), arXiv:1908.02662 [astro-ph.CO].
[81] R.-G. Cai, Z.-K. Guo, J. Liu, L. Liu, and X.-Y. Yang,

JCAP 06, 013 (2020), arXiv:1912.10437 [astro-ph.CO].
[82] Z.-C. Chen and Q.-G. Huang, JCAP 08, 039 (2020),

arXiv:1904.02396 [astro-ph.CO].
[83] L. Liu, Z.-K. Guo, R.-G. Cai, and S. P. Kim, Phys. Rev.

D 102, 043508 (2020), arXiv:2001.02984 [astro-ph.CO].
[84] C. Fu, P. Wu, and H. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 102, 043527

(2020), arXiv:2006.03768 [astro-ph.CO].
[85] V. De Luca, V. Desjacques, G. Franciolini, P. Pani,

and A. Riotto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 051101 (2021),
arXiv:2009.01728 [astro-ph.CO].

[86] Y. Wu, Phys. Rev. D 101, 083008 (2020),
arXiv:2001.03833 [astro-ph.CO].

[87] V. Vaskonen and H. Veermäe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
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IMPACT OF NON-GAUSSIANITY ON PBH ABUNDANCE

We consider the model of local quadratic non-Gaussianity as [113–118]

R(x⃗) = RG(x⃗) + FNL

(
R2

G(x⃗)−
〈
R2

G(x⃗)
〉)

, (S1)

where RG(x⃗) follows Gaussian statistics and the term
〈
R2

G

〉
is included to ensure that the expectation value for

the curvature perturbations remains zero, ⟨R⟩ = 0. Solving this equation to find RG as a function of R gives two
solutions [107, 120]

R±
G(R) =

1

2FNL

(
−1±

√
1 + 4FNLR+ 4F 2

NL⟨R2
G⟩
)
. (S2)

Making a formal change of variable, we can achieve the non-Gaussian probability distribution function as

PNG(R)dR =
∑
i=±

∣∣∣∣dRi
G(R)

dR

∣∣∣∣PG

(
Ri

G(R)
)
dR, (S3)

where

PG(R) =
1√

2π ⟨R2
G(x⃗)⟩

exp

(
−1

2

R2

⟨R2
G(x⃗)⟩

)
(S4)

is the Gaussian probability distribution function. The PBH mass fraction at formation time is given by

β ≃
∫ Rmax

Rc

PNG(R)dR. (S5)

When FNL is positive (or zero), Rmax = ∞. However, if FNL is negative, then R is bounded from Eq. (S2). In this
case, Rmax is given by the expression [107]

Rmax = − 1

4FNL

(
1 + 4F 2

NL⟨R2
G⟩
)
. (S6)

Fig. S1 illustrates the impact of the non-Gaussianity parameter FNL on the probability distribution of the curvature
perturbation R. The primary effect of FNL is to skew the distribution of R. When FNL is positive, we observe a peak
in the distribution for negative values of R, along with a large tail for positive values of R. Conversely, for negative
FNL, we observe a peak in the distribution for positive values of R, along with a small tail for positive values of R.
If the maximum curvature perturbation Rmax satisfies Rmax < Rc, then no PBH formation would be expected for
these values. In summary, a positive value of FNL will increase the abundance of PBHs, while a negative value of FNL

will decrease the abundance of PBHs. From Eq. (S5), for FNL > 0, we have

β ≃ 1

2

[
erfc

(
R+

G (Rc)√
2 ⟨R2

G⟩

)
+ erfc

(
−

R−
G (Rc)√
2 ⟨R2

G⟩

)]
, (S7)

and FNL < 0, we have

β ≃ 1

2

[
erf

(
R+

G (Rc)√
2 ⟨R2

G⟩

)
− erf

(
R−

G (Rc)√
2 ⟨R2

G⟩

)]
. (S8)
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FIG. S1. An illustration of the impact of the non-Gaussianity parameter FNL on the probability distribution of the curvature
perturbation R. Notably, non-Gaussianity induces a skew in the distribution. A positive FNL extends the tail of the probability
distribution for R > 0, thereby elevating the likelihood of R > Rc and consequently leading to increased production of PBHs.
Conversely, a negative FNL diminishes the PBH production.

BROKEN POWER-LAW SPECTRUM

Here, we consider another curvature perturbation spectrum characterized by a broken power-law form. The broken
power-law spectrum can describe a common class of spectra that exhibit peaks, often associated with single-field
inflation or curvaton models. The functional form is given by

PBPL
R (k) = A

(α+ β)
γ[

β (k/k∗)
−α/γ

+ α (k/k∗)
β/γ
]γ . (S9)

Here, α and β are both positive numbers that describe the growth and decay of the spectrum around the peak,
respectively. The parameter γ characterizes the flatness of the peak, with typical values for α being α ≲ 4 [140].
Additionally, in quasi-inflection-point models that give rise to stellar-mass PBHs, one typically expects β ≳ 0.5, while
for curvaton models β ≳ 2.

Parameter f∗/Hz A α β γ |FNL|
Prior log-U(−9,−2) log-U(−3, 2) U(0, 2) U(0, 10) U(0, 10) log-U(−5, 4)

Result for MG 3.2+12.3
−2.5 × 10−7 0.82+0.58

−0.37 0.86+0.76
−0.21 4.6+4.8

−3.60 4.9+4.6
−4.2 –

Result for MNG 2.7+9.8
−2.1 × 10−7 0.67+0.67

−0.65 0.83+0.79
−0.30 4.8+4.50

−3.7 5.1+4.4
−4.4 ≲ 11.1

TABLE S1. Same as Table I, but for the broken power-law spectrum.

The model parameters, along with their priors and inferred values are summarized in Table S1, while the posterior
distributions for the parameters are shown in Fig. S2. The joint analysis, incorporating the NANOGrav 15-yr data
set, PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2, yields the constraint: −11.1 ≲ FNL ≲ 11.1. To avoid the PBH overproduction, we
further constrain the non-Guassianity parameter as −11.1 ≲ FNL ≲ −0.3.
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FIG. S2. Same as Fig. 2, but for the broken power-law spectrum.
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