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Abstract: The induced gravitational wave (GW) background from enhanced primordial
scalar perturbations is one of the most promising observational consequences of primor-
dial black hole (PBH) formation from inflation. We investigate the induced GW spectrum
ΩIGW from single-field inflation in the general ultra-slow-roll (USR) framework, restricting
the peak frequency band to be inside 10−3-1 Hz and saturating PBH abundance to com-
prise all dark matter (DM) in the ultralight asteroid-mass window. By invoking successful
baryogenesis driven by USR inflation, we verify the viable parameter space for the specific
density ratio between baryons and PBH DM observed today, the so-called “cosmic coinci-
dence.” We show that the cosmic coincidence requirement bounds the spectral index nUV

in the high frequency limit, ΩIGW(f � 1) ∝ f−2nUV , into 0 < nUV < 1, which implies that
baryogenesis triggered by USR inflation for PBHs in the mass range of 10−16-10−12M� can
be tested by upcoming Advanced LIGO and Virgo data and next generation experiments
such as LISA, Einstein Telescope, TianQin and DECIGO.

ar
X

iv
:2

20
2.

00
70

0v
3 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 1
1 

Ju
l 2

02
2

mailto:sbalaji@lpthe.jussieu.fr
mailto:silk@iap.fr
mailto:ywu@lpthe.jussieu.fr


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Generalised ultra-slow-roll inflation 2

3 Baryogenesis triggered by the ultra–slow–roll transition 4
3.1 Time evolving scalar masses 5
3.2 Final baryon asymmetry 8

4 The cosmic coincidence of dark matter and baryons 9
4.1 Primordial black hole dark matter 9
4.2 The cosmic coincidence 12
4.3 Implications for the gravitational wave background 13

4.3.1 Induced gravitational wave production 13
4.3.2 Non-Gaussian corrections 17
4.3.3 Gravitational waves from binary mergers 18

5 Conclusion 18

A The power spectrum of induced tensor perturbations 19

1 Introduction

The cosmological gravitational wave (GW) background induced by scalar-type density fluc-
tuations at non-linear orders must exists in all viable scenarios for the early universe [1–19]
(see [20] for a recent review). In most of the scenarios, such as inflationary models or alter-
natives, the induced GWs generated by primordial scalar perturbations at second order are
already too small and thus very challenging to observe [4–7], yet exciting opportunities still
exist for future space-based telescopes that may search for largely enhanced GW spectra
that are closely related to primordial black hole (PBH) formation [8–13, 21–24].

Since the first detection of GW events from a binary-black-hole merger in 2016 [25],
PBHs have turned into compelling dark matter (DM) candidates [26] and the mass windows
allowed for PBHs to comprise all DM have been severely constrained by observations (see
[27–29] for recent reviews). Given that the largely enhanced scalar power spectrum on small
scales from inflation manifests the mainstream scenario for PBH formation, the induced
GW background from these inflationary models is considered one of the most promising
signatures of PBH DM, flourishing many intensive investigations [30–48]. Currently, the
viable window for PBH DM in the ultralight asteroid-mass range seems to put the peak
amplitude of the induced GW spectrum inside the joint frequency band (10−4–103 Hz) for
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LIGO and the next-generation experiments [49], such as Einstein Telescope (ET) [50], LISA
[51, 52] and DECIGO [53, 54].

However, if we suppose that PBHs indeed occupy a significant fraction of the DM
density in today’s universe, they will exhibit a surprisingly similar amount of energy density
relative to that of the baryons and thus they are inevitably confronted by the so-called
“cosmic coincidence problem,” as is the case for all other DM candidates. The cosmic
coincidence problem can provide a good motivation to consider PBH DM as a consequence
of inflation, due to the recent theoretical validation of successful baryogenesis triggered by
single-field inflationary models for PBH formation [55, 56].

In this work, we investigate baryogenesis from single-field inflation with an enhanced
power spectrum for curvature perturbations on small scales driven by the ultra-slow-roll
(USR) transition of the rolling dynamics of the inflaton field. We consider baryon asymme-
try created by the Affleck-Dine (AD) mechanism, but we relax the constant-mass assump-
tion for the AD field used in Refs. [55, 56] so that it is possible to adopt a more general
inflationary power spectrum away from the exact USR limit. This is to say that the in-
flationary spectrum can have a very sharp power-law decay on small scales (from its peak
amplitude), which is favourable for PBH formation with a monochromatic mass spectrum.
We review the general USR spectrum in Section 2.

After solving the generalised coherent motion of the AD field during inflation, we obtain
the initial conditions for computing the final baryon asymmetry in the radiation dominated
epoch, as provided in Section 3. In Section 4, we explore the modified parameter space
from successful baryogenesis through general USR inflation and clarify its indication to the
cosmic coincidence problem (Section 4.2). We compute the spectrum of the induced GWs
associated with the input USR inflation and we discuss prospects for the validity of the
“cosmic coincidence” residing in the PBH DM paradigm and the implications for current
and future experiments. For completeness, we address in Section 4.3.2 the corrections to
the induced GW spectrum led by non-Gaussianity of the curvature perturbations and we
briefly illustrate the GW counterpart that result from the binary PBHs mergers in this
scenario. Finally, our conclusions are provided in Section 5.

2 Generalised ultra-slow-roll inflation

In this work, we consider PBH formation from single-field models of inflation that experience
a transient USR phase with largely enhanced curvature perturbation ζ on very small scales.
The pivot scale k0 that denotes the peak position of the power spectrum Pζ(k) should be
in the range of k0 ∼ 1012−1015 Mpc−1 so that the resulting PBHs formed during radiation
domination are inside the ultra-light asteroid-mass windowMPBH/M� ∼ 10−16−10−12 and
they are still allowed to account for all dark matter. The three most relevant parameters
that one should keep in mind throughout this work, are defined as

δ ≡ φ̈

Hφ̇
, ∆N ≡ N∗ −N0, Nend, (2.1)
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kmin k0 k* kend

N = 0 N* Nend

δ1 = 0 δ2 < -3 δ3 = -δ2 -3

phase 1 phase 2 phase 3

∝ k4

Pζ (k)

Figure 1. The broken power-law template for the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation
Pζ based on a 3-stage inflation. The rate-of-rolling δ1 = 0 is used in the primary slow-roll phase
(phase 1) and δ2 < −3 in the transient ultra-slow-roll (USR) phase (phase 2) is allowed to be away
from the exact ultra-slow-roll limit (δ2 = −3). The post-USR phase (phase 3) exhibits a continuous
scaling from phase 2 yet it must be an acceleration phase with δ3 = −δ2 − 3 > 0 to terminate
inflation.

where δ parametrises the rate of rolling of inflaton φ, ∆N measures the duration of the
USR phase and Nend is the e-fold number at the end of inflation. For convenience, we set
the e-fold number N0 = 0 at which the pivot scale k0 crosses the horizon.

As shown in Figure 1, the generic scaling behavior of the power spectrum Pζ as a
function of k can be summarized by a template of the broken power-law form [31, 57–62]

Pζ(k) =


ACMB k < kmin,

APBH(k/k0)4, kmin < k < k0,

APBH(k/k0)6+2δ2 , k > k0,

APBH = ACMB

(
k0

k∗

)6+4δ2

. (2.2)

Where ACMB = H2
∗

εCMBM
2
P
≈ 2.2 × 10−9 is measured by CMB experiments and k∗ is the

comoving scale that crosses the horizon at N = N∗ (the end of the transient USR phase).
The duration of the USR phase is ∆N = ln a∗

a0
= ln k∗

k0
.

The broken power-law template given by (2.2) includes three phases of inflation, which
are denoted as the primary slow-roll phase (phase 1), the transient USR phase (phase 2)
for enhancing the amplitude of the power spectrum and the post-USR phase (phase 3)
with δ > 0 that can terminate inflation. It is remarkable that the curvature perturbation
ζk in the range of kmin ≤ k < k0 are modes that have exited the horizon in phase 1,

where kmin ≈ k0

(
k0
k∗

)−3/2−δ2
. These modes undergo superhorizon evolution after the USR

transition into phase 2 [60], and eventually settle in the final boundary measured at the
end of inflation as a Pζ ∼ k4 growth [58, 59, 63]. The Pζ ∼ k4 growth is a consequence of
entropy perturbation domination [64], which is the criterion for breaking the initial scaling
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power Pζ ∼ k0 led by phase 1 [61, 63].1 On the other hand, the entropy domination does
not occur in most of the single-field models across the transition from phase 2 to 3 so that
Pζ(k) exhibits a continuous scaling in the power of k till the end of inflation. This adiabatic
condition fixes the rate-of-rolling in phase 3 as δ3 = −δ2 − 3 [61].

The previous studies [55, 56] considered a transient quasi-USR phase with −3.2 . δ2 <

−3 to sustain the constant-mass approximation for the charged scalar that is responsible
for creating the baryon asymmetry. In this work, we relax such a restriction by considering
a general value allowing for δ2 � −3. 2 There can be at least two benefits for constructing
the scenario in the region of δ2 � −3. First, the effective mass of the inflaton in phases
2 and 3 reads

m2
φ

H2
∗
≈ −δ(δ + 3) [56, 61] (assuming constant δ), where mφ is continuous

across the two phases as protected by the scaling condition δ3 = −δ2 − 3. Taking δ2 � −3

thus gives mφ/H∗ � 1, which is expected to significantly reduce the effect of quantum
diffusion in the exact USR case with δ2 = −3 [65–67]. Second, Pζ(k > k0) ∼ k6+2δ2 with
δ2 � −3 decays sharply in the large k limit, leading to a narrow peak at k = k0. As
shown in Section 4.1, such a narrow-peak spectrum can transfer into a narrow distributed
mass function for PBHs, which is more appropriate (although still not quite accurate) when
comparing with most of the observational constraints in which the monochromatic PBH
mass assumption is generically applied.

3 Baryogenesis triggered by the ultra–slow–roll transition

The breakdown of the constant mass approximation [56] for the charged scalar is the price to
pay for entering into the δ2 � −3 regime. In this section, we investigate the coherent motion
of the charged scalar with time-varying mass induced by the transient USR transition.
Given that we consider the charged scalar, σ, as the source field for generating baryon
asymmetry via the AD mechanism, we also identify σ as the AD field.

As introduced in Ref. [56], we consider σ possessing a U(1) baryon number given by
nB = j0 = i(σ∗σ̇−σσ̇∗). The dynamics of inflaton φ enters the effective mass of σ through
derivative couplings described in the Lagrangian

Lσ = |∂σ|2 +m2
σ|σ|2 +

c1

Λ

∣∣σ2
∣∣�φ+

c2

Λ
∂µφ [σ∂µσ + σ∗∂µσ∗] +

c3

Λ2
(∂φ)2 |σ|2, (3.1)

1The domination of entropy mode in ζ is so far a sufficient condition for violating the continuity of the
momentum scaling ∆ in the power spectrum as Pζ ∼ k2∆ is protected by the dilatation symmetry of the
de Sitter background. Note that ∆ = 3/2 − |3/2 + δ| → 0 in the slow-roll and exact USR inflation with
δ = 0 or δ = −3, respectively. It is interesting to seek other mechanisms that can break the scaling power
∆ in single-field inflation.

2In single-field inflation, the rolling rate δ < −3 is generally realized from inflaton φ to climb up a little
bump in the potential V (φ) that exhibits a tachyonic mass (∂2

φV < 0 and ∂φV > 0) region. A transient
off-attractor phase is usually required for the inflaton to obtain enough kinetic energy to climb up the
bump. Such an off-attractor phase with increasing kinetic energy results in a generic dip feature in the
power spectrum right before the k4 growth. However, this dip feature in the power spectrum has little
effect on the PBH abundance or the baryogenesis process considered in this work, so it can be removed by
considering the broken power-law template (2.2) for simplicity. As reflected from the discussion in Section 4,
our scenario in fact focuses on the regime of −4 < δ < −3 where the possible kinetic energy domination
(with εH ∼ O(1)) due to the off-attractor phase is negligibly short.
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where c1, c2, c3 are O(1) coupling constants. The Lagrangian (3.1) is C/CP invariant but
the c2 term violates baryon number. Note that the imaginary phase in c2 can be absorbed
into the phase term of σ. The cutoff scale Λ should be in the range of H∗ � Λ ≤ MP to
justify the effective field theory description during inflation.

To study the coherent motion of the AD field, it is more convenient to decompose the
Lagrangian into the mass eigenstates σ± via σ ≡ σ−+iσ+√

2
, where (3.1) becomes a system of

two real scalars as

L± =
1

2
(∂σ+)2 +

1

2

[
m2
σ +

c1 + c2

Λ
�φ+

c3

Λ2
(∂φ)2

]
σ2

+

+
1

2
(∂σ−)2 +

1

2

[
m2
σ +

c1 − c2

Λ
�φ+

c3

Λ2
(∂φ)2

]
σ2
−. (3.2)

The effective masses are therefore controlled by the coherent motion of φ, where

m2
± = m2

σ +
c1 ± c2

Λ
�φ+

c3

Λ2
(∂φ)2 . (3.3)

We note that the necessary CP violation for successful baryogenesis is spontaneously realised
by the emergence of a CP-violating initial VEV in a local universe [68, 69] (similar to the
idea of spontaneous T violation [70]).

3.1 Time evolving scalar masses

Let us now apply the inflationary background with the transient USR transition introduced
in Section 2. Based on the definitions in Eq. (2.1), we get the equations of motion

�φ = −φ̈− 3Hφ̇ ≈ −(δ + 3)
√

2εHMPH
2
∗ (3.4)

and

(∂φ)2 = φ̇2 ≈ 2εHM
2
PH

2
∗ , (3.5)

where εH = − Ḣ
H2 is the first slow-roll parameter. Therefore, with the transition of δ in each

phase of inflation, the effective masses take different values like

m2
i± = m2

σ +
c1 ± c2

Λ
[−(δi + 3)]

√
2εiMPH

2
∗ +

c3

Λ2
2εiM

2
PH

2
∗ . (3.6)

Note that d ln εH
dN ≈ 2δ and ε1 ≡ εH(N < 0) = εCMB is approximately a constant. This

yields ε2 ≡ εCMBe
2δ2N and ε3 = ε∗e

2δ3(N−N∗) where ε∗ ≡ εH(N∗) = εCMBe
2δ2N∗ .

In order to address the time evolution of εi in the effective masses (3.6), we use the
dimensionless parametrisation

M2
i± ≡

m2
i±

H2
∗

= M2
σ +Ai±e

δiN +Bie
2δiN , (3.7)

where Mσ = mσ/H∗. Ai± and Bi are dimensionless constants, and the coherent motion of
the mass eigenstates in each phase, σi± are governed by the equation of motion

d2σi±
dN2

+ 3
dσi±
dN

+M2
i±(N)σi± = 0. (3.8)

– 5 –



5 10 15 20 25
-4

-2

0

2

4

5 10 15 20 25
-20

-18

-16

-14

-12

-10

Figure 2. The time evolution of M2
3 (N) (left panel) and the baryon asymmetry at the end

of inflation YB(Nend) (right panel) with various choices of δ2 and δ3 = −δ2 − 3. In both panels,
mσ
H∗

= 0.1, Λ
MP

= 1, ∆N = N∗ = 2 are used.

The dimensionless constants are solved to be

A1,2± =
(c1 ± c2)[−(δ1,2 + 3)]

√
2εCMBMP

Λ
, B1 = B2 =

2c3εCMBM
2
P

Λ2
. (3.9)

Since δ1 → 0 in phase 1, one can easily find that M1± are constants so that we may adopt
the initial conditions from [56] as

σ1±(N0) =

√
3

8π2

H2
∗

m1±
, σ̇1±(N0) = 0, (3.10)

where c1, c2 are chosen such that m2
1± are positive.

The general solution of (3.8) is very complicated. Fortunately, the duration of the
transient USR phase (phase 2) is constrained by the PBH abundance and in fact ∆N =

N∗ < 3 in all physical models with an arbitrary choice of statistical method. We have
checked that M2± being approximately constant holds in the whole parameter space of
interest for N∗ ≤ 3, and this allow us to import the constant mass results from Ref. [56],
where at the of end phase 2 we have

σ2±(N∗) =

√
3

8π2

H2
∗

m1±

1

2ν2±

(
∆+

2±e
−∆−

2±N∗ −∆−2±e
−∆+

2±N∗
)
, (3.11)

dσ2±
dN

∣∣∣∣
N=N∗

=

√
3

8π2

m2
2±

m1±

1

2ν2±

(
e−∆+

2±N∗ − e−∆−
2±N∗

)
, (3.12)

with definitions ν2± =
√

9
4 −M

2
2± and ∆±2± = 3

2 ± ν2±.
Now only the solutions for phase 3 remain. In phase 3, we restrict ourselves to the

broken power-law template (2.2) with δ3 = −δ2 − 3, where

A3± = (c1 ± c2)[−(δ3 + 3)]
√

2εCMB
MP

Λ
e(δ2−δ3)N∗ ,

B3 = 2c3εCMB
M2
P

Λ2
e2(δ2−δ3)N∗ .
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Some examples for the time evolution of M2
3 with respect to the e-fold number N are

given in Figure 2. One can see that the B3 term in Eq. (3.7) (illustrated by the dashed line
in Figure 2) only comes to dominate the effective mass with sufficiently long duration in
phase 3. Hence, if we consider the end of inflation with Nend < 20, then the B3 term can
be neglected in most cases of interest. Under this condition the solution of (3.8) reads

σ3±(N) = C31e
−3N/2Γ

(
1− 2

νσ
δ3

)
J− 2νσ

δ3

(
2

δ3

√
A3±eδ3N

)
+ C32e

−3N/2Γ

(
1 + 2

νσ
δ3

)
J 2νσ
δ3

(
2

δ3

√
A3±eδ3N

)
, (3.13)

where Jn(x) is Bessel function of the first kind and we have denoted νσ =
√

9
4 −M2

σ . For
each mass eigenstate, one can solve the coefficients C31, C32 by matching the solutions with
boundary conditions σ2± = σ3±,

dσ2±
dN = dσ3±

dN at N = N∗. The results are given by

C31 =
π

2δ3

e3N∗/2

Γ
(

1− 2νσ
δ3

) {[−2dσ2∗ + (−3 + 2νσ)σ2∗] J 2νσ
δ3

(
2

δ3

√
A3eδ3N∗

)

−2σ2∗
√
A3eδ3N∗J1+ 2νσ

δ3

(
2

δ3

√
A3eδ3N∗

)}
csc

(
2νσ
δ3

π

)
, (3.14)

C32 =− e3N∗/2

4νσδ2
3

[
1

δ3

√
A3eδ3N∗

]− 2νσ
δ3

Γ

(
−2νσ
δ3

)
×{

2δ3νσ [2νσσ2∗ + (2dσ2∗ + 3σ2∗)] 0F̃1

[
1− 2νσ

δ3
;−A3

δ2
3

eδ3N∗

]
+4νσA3e

δ3N∗σ2∗ 0F̃1

[
2− 2νσ

δ3
;−A3

δ2
3

eδ3N∗

]}
, (3.15)

where 0F̃1[n;x] = 0F1[n;x]
Γ(n) is the regularized confluent hypergeometric function, and σ2∗ ≡

σ2(N∗), dσ2∗ ≡ dσ2
dN |N=N∗ are given by (3.11) and (3.12) respectively. It is important to

note that we have suppressed the notation for each mass eigenstate in C31, C32, A3, σ2∗
and dσ2∗.

We can estimate the (temporal) baryon asymmetry at the end of inflation by assuming
instantaneous reheating soon after N = Nend. The temperature T∗ = [ 30

π2g∗
ρr∗]

1/4 is given
by the energy density of radiation ρr∗ ≈ 3M2

PH
2
∗ , where g∗ = 106.75 is the number of

relativistic degrees of freedom above 300 GeV. The baryon asymmetry is then given by

YB(Nend) =
nB(Nend)

s∗
=
H∗
s∗

(
σ3+

dσ3−
dN

− σ3−
dσ3+

dN

)∣∣∣∣
N=Nend

, (3.16)

where s∗ = 2π2g∗T 3
∗

45 is the entropy production. According to the right panel of Figure 2, one
can see that in the regime of δ2 � −3, the A3 term in Eq. (3.7) grows very fast in phase
3. If M3 � 1 with sufficiently large Nend, the AD field starts to oscillate rapidly, which
washes away the generated baryon asymmetry.
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3.2 Final baryon asymmetry

Having acquired the initial conditions of the AD field at the end of inflation, in this section
we compute the final baryon asymmetry in the radiation domination epoch through reheat-
ing of the universe via inflaton decay. We consider that the decay of inflaton φ, is dominated
by a perturbative channel with the decay width ΓI . As in the typical reheating scenario, in-
flation is terminated by a rapid oscillation of φ with an effective mass ∂2V (φ)

∂φ2 ≈ m2
I � H2

∗ so
that the inflaton density ρI ∼ a−3 decays as dust-like matter at the beginning of reheating
when H > ΓI .

Denoting tend = 0 as the physical time at the end of inflation, we can write down an
analytic solution in the limit of H∗(t− tend)� 1 as [56, 68, 71]

φ(t) = φmaxa
−3/2 cos [mI(t− tend)] e−ΓI(t−tend)/2, (3.17)

where φmax =
Λ2
I

mI
is the maximal amplitude for φ at t = tend and Λ4

I = 3M2
PH

2
∗ = ρI0 is

the definition of the energy scale of inflation. It is easy to check that tr ≡ 1/ΓI is the time
scale at which the density of radiation ρr starts to overcome ρI .

Using the background evolution �φ = −φ̈ − 3Hφ̇ ≈ m2
Iφ and (∂φ)2 = φ̇2 with φ(t)

given by (3.17), we can solve the equations of motion for the mass eigenstates according to

σ̈+ + 3Hσ̇+ +

(
m2
σ +

c1 + c2

Λ
m2
Iφ+

c3

Λ2
φ̇2

)
σ+ = 0, (3.18)

σ̈− + 3Hσ̇− +

(
m2
σ +

c1 − c2

Λ
m2
Iφ+

c3

Λ2
φ̇2

)
σ− = 0, (3.19)

where initial conditions at the end of inflation (N = Nend) are given by (3.13). The final
baryon asymmetry at some time tf � tr well inside the radiation dominated epoch reads

YB(tf ) =
nB(tf )

s(tf )
=

45

2π2g∗T 3(tf )
(σ+σ̇− − σ−σ̇+)t=tf . (3.20)

Since initial conditions σ±0 and σ̇±0 imported from (3.13) depend on the USR parameters δ2,
N∗ and Nend, the final baryon asymmetry (3.20) is therefore controlled by the inflationary
scenario considered in Section 2.3

The value of N∗ for successful baryogenesis YB ∼ 10−10 is our main concern as it
is the key parameter that determines the fraction of PBH density that comprises DM
(see Section 4.1). To be more precise, we are interested in finding the threshold of N∗
(denoted as N∗c) from which the final baryon asymmetry is nearly unchanged, namely
YB(N∗c) ≈ YB(N∗ � N∗c). Our numerical tests for various choices of δ2 indicate that N∗c
is not sensitive to the AD mass for mσ . H∗ but it is significantly affected by the cutoff
scale Λ. In general, the smaller the cutoff Λ, the larger the value of N∗c is obtained since
the A2 term in Eq. (3.7) needs a longer time to be diluted.

3Initial VEVs of the mass eigenstates can realise successful baryogenesis (YB ∼ 10−10) in the regime of
σ±0 � H∗. In contrast to the conventional scenario for AD baryogenesis from flat directions [72], initial
VEVs for the AD field are usually much larger than H∗.
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Figure 3. The final baryon asymmetry in radiation domination at t = tf with various choices of
δ2 and δ3 = −δ2 − 3, where mσ

H∗
= 0.1, Λ

MP
= 1 and Nend = 18 is used.

In the rest of this work, we shall focus on the highest cutoff Λ = MP since this gives
the lowest N∗c possible among all the viable scenarios so that the parameter space for the
constant YB is maximized. As shown in Figure 3, the constant YB plateau is recovered
in the USR limit when δ2 → −3, which are the cases investigated in Refs. [55, 56]. With
the generalization of δ2 away from −3, the constant YB plateau is narrowed down towards
large N∗. This result has important consequences for the “cosmic coincidence” as will be
addressed in the next Section.

4 The cosmic coincidence of dark matter and baryons

CMB observations reported that the cold dark matter (CDM) density in the standard
ΛCDM scenario today is ΩCDM0 = 0.265 and the redshift at matter-radiation equality is
zeq = 3402 [73]. These findings indicate that ΩCDMeq = 0.42 and ΩBeq = mBnBeq = 0.08,
where mB = 0.938 GeV is the averaged nucleon mass and nBeq = |YB|s(teq) is the baryon
number density. The specific ratio between the two species, namely

ΩCDMeq

ΩBeq
≈ 5, (4.1)

seems to imply a non-trivial connection of their origin, since one would expect that the
densities between CDM and baryons to differ by orders of magnitude if their genesis is
completely uncorrelated in the early universe. Therefore the nearly O(1) ratio shown in
Eq. (4.1) is sometimes remarked referred to as the “cosmic coincidence problem” and in this
section we address a possible scenario for the cosmic coincidence in which dark matter is
composed by PBHs fostered from USR inflation.

4.1 Primordial black hole dark matter

Since the inflaton decays during reheating, the enhanced curvature perturbations are in-
herited by the radiation density perturbations. Therefore, shortly after reentry into the
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horizon in radiation domination, PBHs are formed at the high variance peaks of the den-
sity fluctuations. This is because the overdense regions will cease expanding some time
after they enter the particle horizon and collapse against the pressure if they exceed the
the Jeans mass.

We shall focus on the viable window for PBHs to comprise all DM in the asteroid-mass
rangeMPBH ' 10−16-10−12M� which indicates that the pivot scale k0/keq ' (Meq/MPBH)1/2

for the initiation of a USR phase in the range k0 ' 3 × 1012-1014 Mpc−1, where keq and
Meq denote the horizon wavenumber and the horizon mass at matter–radiation equality
respectively. The comoving horizon length is defined R = 1/(aH) and the horizon mass is
given by MH = 4πρ

3(H)3 . We will define R as a function of MH below.
Given a specific primordial scalar power spectrum Pζ(k), we can use standard tech-

niques to calculate the PBH mass function f(M) which characterises the fraction of PBHs
constituting DM today. Here, we shall focus on scales of the density field that reenter the
Hubble radius during the radiation dominated epoch. At matter-radiation equality, the
PBH-to-DM density ratio is given by

fPBH =
ΩPBHeq

ΩDMeq
=

1

ΩDMeq

∫
f(MH)d logMH , (4.2)

where f(MH) = β(MH)
ΩDM

(
Meq
MH

)1/2
shows the PBH mass function as a function of the horizon

mass at matter-radiation equality and β(MH) is the fraction of PBH density at the given
MH .4 Note that PBHs behave as dust-like matter and thus aeq/a ∼ (Meq/MH)1/2 describes
the relative growth of β(MH) during radiation domination. The scale dependent horizon
mass MH and the co–moving scale R can be written in terms of MH as

MH = Meq

(
keq

k

)2(geq
g∗

)1/3

, R(MH) =
1

keq

(
MH

Meq

)1/2( g∗
geq

)1/6

, (4.3)

where the horizon mass is given by Meq = 2.94 × 1017M� and the number of relativistic
degrees of freedom at matter–radiation equality is given by geq = 3, it also follows from
Eq. (4.3) that R(Meq) ≈ 1.57 × 1040 GeV−1. We use keq = 0.01Mpc−1 and g∗ = 106.75

since the horizon mass satisfiesMH < 1.5×10−7M� where the temperature of the universe
exceeds 300 GeV.

If we now consider the simplest fiducial Press-Schechter statistic [76] for Gaussian
fluctuations to be distributed with a dispersion σ0, then the rare density peaks that exceed
a critical value δc, are responsible for production of PBHs. The fraction of energy density
that collapse into BHs at the mass scale MH during radiation domination reads

β(MH) = 2

∫
νc

dν
e−ν

2/2

√
2π

= erfc
(
νc√

2

)
= erfc

(
δc√
2σ0

)
, (4.4)

4Strictly speaking, the PBH massMPBH can be much smaller than the horizon massMH at the formation
epoch due to the effect of critical collapse [74, 75]. Therefore the density fraction β = β(MPBH,MH) in
general has a distribution in MPBH at a given MH . However, if we are only interested in the value of N∗ for
a fixed ratio for example, fPBH = 1, then the difference led by critical collapse is negligible [55]. Thus, for
USR inflation, we find that MPBH ≈ MH can be a good approximation for resolving the PBH abundance
and this relation simplifies the density fraction as β = β(MH).
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where erfc(z) is the complimentary error function, ν = δr/σ0 is the peak value of radiation
fluctuations, and we take the critical value δc = 0.45 from [77]. Based on the linear relation
Pδr = (4

9)2(kR)4Pζ in our fiducial estimation, the variance σ2
0(R) for a given power spectrum

Pζ is computed by

σ2
0(R) =

∫ ∞
0

dq

q

(
4

9

)2 [
(qR)4 Pζ(q)W

2(qR)T 2(qR)
]
, (4.5)

where the window function W (qR) and the transfer function T (qR) contained in the kernel
of integral are given by

W (qR) = e−
q2R2

2 , T (qR) =
9
√

3

(qR)3

(
sin

qR√
3
− qR√

3
cos

qR√
3

)
, (4.6)

respectively. Here we choose the volume-normalised Gaussian window function with smooth-
ing radius R = 1/(aH) led by the comoving horizon at conformal time η. Therefore one
can refer to R or MH as the time parameter in this calculation. Note that T (qR) → 1 as
qR→ 0 where the q mode perturbation is well outside the horizon scale.
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Figure 4. The ultra-slow-roll inflation duration ∆N (solid line) required for primordial black holes
to saturate the total dark matter density and ∆Nc (dashed) required for the cosmic coincidence is
shown as a function of the ultra-slow-roll rate δ2 (left panel). The blue and purple shaded regions
correspond to “overabundant primordial black hole dark matter” and “no clear indication to the
cosmic coincidence problem from the USR triggered baryogenesis” respectively. The primordial
black hole mass functions for various rates are shown (right panel), we consider a broken power-
law spectrum with a pivot scale of k0 = 3 × 1012 Mpc−1 rates of δ2 = −[4, 3.7, 3.5, 3.3, 3.1]. The
constraints coming from neutron stars (NSs) and white dwarfs (WDs) are shown in dotted and
dot-dashed respectively while the solid line with the upper shaded region corresponds to HSC M31
microlensing limits which are obtained from the PlotBounds [78] package.

Let us now apply the generalised USR scenario (2.2) to (4.5) to obtain the mass function
f(M). Note that Pζ is only controlled by δ and ∆N and therefore f(M) or fPBH is not
sensitive to Nend. In Figure 4, we show the USR duration ∆N = N∗ as function of
the USR rate δ2 while ensuring that PBHs produced through USR inflation in Eq. (4.2)
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saturates the DM density limit (fPBH = 1). The explicit PBH mass functions in Figure 4
are shown for a selection of δ2 values. We have also shown constraints for the large mass
limit of the ultralight asteroid-mass window from neutron star disruption [79] and the
white dwarf explosions triggering supernovae [80] as dashed and dot–dashed curves. These
stellar disruption limits are not currently considered robust since having being discredited
by Ref. [81]. Improving experimental limits in this mass range presents an excellent way
to test the mass spectrum of PBHs produced by the cosmic coincidence. The more robust
microlensing constraints for sub–planetary–mass compact objects, including PBHs, coming
from Subaru HSC observations of M31 [82] are shown as the red shaded region in the right
panel. This excludes PBH DM saturation above 10−12M� but loses strength at lower mass.
The selection of the pivot scale k0, the USR rates δ2, and durations ∆N , largely evade the
best available constraints.

4.2 The cosmic coincidence

In the regime close to the exact USR inflation scenario (−3.2 < δ2 < −3), the required
duration for PBHs to account for all DM (∆N > 2, see the left panel of Figure 4) lies well
within the constant YB plateau, as shown in Figure 3. Given that a O(0.2) variation in ∆N

can cause around 1050 difference in fPBH [55], the uncertainty of ∆N (for fPBH = 1) due
to various effects in the statistics of PBH abundance is at most of O(10−1) [56]. This is the
reason why the coincidence ratio ΩDMeq

ΩBeq
≈ 5 is rather guaranteed in this scenario despite

the fact that we are using the simplest statistical method shown in Eq. (4.4).
However, with the extension of the scenario to the regime of δ2 < −3.2, the constant YB

plateau starts to collapse towards the large ∆N limit (see Figure 3), whereas the required
∆N for fPBH = 1 is smaller since the enhancement for APBH given in Eq. (2.2) is more
efficient. As a result, one expects that the parameter space for PBH DM to drop out of the
YB plateau with a sufficiently small δ2, wherein the scenario loses its indication of the cosmic
coincidence as the correct baryon asymmetry also relies on tuning of other parameters.

To specify the lower bound of δ2 for preserving the predictability of the cosmic co-
incidence, let us quantify the plateau threshold ∆Nc = N∗c by defining the edge of the
constant plateau of the final baryon asymmetry as YB(N∗c) ≡ YB(N∗ → ∞)/2. For a
numerical demonstration we take the asymptotic YB at N∗ = 4. The results based on this
definition are given in the left panel of Figure 4, where the intersection is around δ2 = −3.6.
This implies that the required ∆N for fPBH = 1 is located inside the constant YB plateau
when δ2 > −3.6. Considering the uncertainties in the statistics of PBH abundance, we
therefore impose conservative bounds for the USR rate as

−3.5 < δ2 < −3.1 (for the cosmic coincidence), (4.7)

where the conservative upper bound ensures that the effective mass of inflaton during the
USR phase (phase 2) is at least of order H∗ so that the effect of quantum diffusion can be
largely suppressed [61].
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4.3 Implications for the gravitational wave background

In this section we study the relevant GWs generated in the PBH dark matter scenario
and we also investigate the implications from the cosmic coincidence to the resulting GW
spectrum for current and future observations.

4.3.1 Induced gravitational wave production

Here, we are interested in calculating the GW spectral density as measured in the present
universe. For a given mode in Fourier space, the frequency of GWs today is given by

f =
k

2π
= 1.55× 10−15kMpcHz. (4.8)

With the scale crossing the Hubble radius at matter-radiation equality being keq = 1.3 ×
10−2Mpc−1 , all modes with frequencies f & 10−17 Hz have re-entered the horizon during
radiation domination, assuming the standard thermal history between the end of inflation
and the radiation-dominated era considered in Section 3.2. For the broken power-law type
spectrum adopted in Eq. (2.2), the peak frequency fpeak of the GW spectrum is determined
by the peak scale of the curvature perturbation spectrum Pζ (namely at pivot scale k0),
which is related to the horizon mass corresponding to the pivot scale as [33]

fpeak ∼ 6.7× 10−9

(
MH(k0)

M�

)−1/2

Hz. (4.9)

Note that the central peak in the PBH mass function depends on the choice of δ2 as one
can see from the right panel of Figure 4.

The induced GWs sourced by the scalar-mode perturbation (on cosmological scales) at
second order consist a stochastic background, and it is usual to describe the induced GW
spectrum by energy density per logarithmic frequency interval normalized by the critical
density. The dimensionless spectral density associated with the induced GWs, ΩIGW(k, η),
evaluated at late enough times when the modes are contained within the Hubble radius
during the radiation dominated epoch, is given by

ΩIGW(k, η) =
1

24

(
k

aH

)2

Ph(k, η), (4.10)

where the conformal time is defined η = (aH)−1 at horizon reentry in the radiation domi-
nated era and the two respective polarisation modes of GWs have been summed over. Ph is
the power spectrum of the induced tensor-mode perturbation sourced by linear scalar-mode
perturbations at second order (A.8), which can be solved via the Green’s function method
[4, 5] as

hλ(~k, η) = 4

∫ η

dη1G~k(η; η1)
a(η1)

a(η)
Sλ(~k, η1), (4.11)

where λ = +,× are the two polarisations, G~k(η; η1) = 1
k sin(k(η−η1)) is the Green’s function

in radiation domination and Sλ is the source term with detailed information provided in
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Appendix A. The overline in Eq. (4.10) denotes average over a few wavelengths for time
oscillations led by the Green’s function and the transfer function T (kη) given in Eq. (4.6).
Note that the GW density measured in today’s universe, ΩIGW0h

2, is related to (4.10) in
radiation domination like

ΩIGW0h
2 =

h2

3M2
PH

2
0

dρIGW

d ln k

= Ωr0h
2 ρr
ρr0

(
a

a0

)4

ΩIGW

≈ 1.62× 10−5ΩIGW, (4.12)

where Ωr0h
2 = 4.18 × 10−5 is the density fraction of radiation today [73] and the factor

ρr(η)
ρr0

(
a(η)
a0

)4
= g∗

g0

(
g∗
g0

)−4/3
≈ 0.4 [43, 45] is valid for η � ηeq where the temperature

of the universe is much higher than 300 GeV. This is correct in our case since the epoch
ηk0 = −1/k0 at which the pivot scale reenters the horizon for the PBH masses of interest
(k0 = 1012 − 1014 Mpc−1) corresponds to the temperature T ' 106 − 107 GeV.

10-9 10-7 10-5 10-3 10-1 101 103 105 107
10-19

10-17

10-15

10-13
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10-3

Figure 5. The present day dimensionless induced gravitational wave spectrum h2ΩIGW0 is shown
as a function of frequency f in Hz assuming radiation domination for ultra–slow–roll rates of
δ2 = −[4, 3.7, 3.5, 3.3, 3.1] are shown (solid lines). The shaded region between δ2 = −3.1 and
δ2 = −3.5 corresponds to the cosmic coincidence region. The theoretical predictions are overlaid
with relevant experimental constraints coming from IPTA (red dot-dashed), LISA (purple dashed),
LIGO (A+) (purple dot-dashed), ET (red dashed) and DECIGO (red dotted). The experimental
bounds are derived from the power-law integrated sensitivity curves [83] in terms of the gravitational
wave spectral density for some gravitational wave detectors universe at the time of gravitational
wave generation. In each case we consider a broken power-law power spectrum with pivot scale
k0 = 3× 1012 Mpc−1.
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Using (2.2) as an input for the primordial value of the source term, we show the result of
(4.10) in Figure 5 for the induced gravitational wave spectrum at present day for the same
USR rate δ2 and duration ∆N range considered in Section 4.1. We emphasise once again,
that the PBHs produced during inflation ensures that the DM density of the universe is
completely explained by PBHs. For the chosen pivot scale k0 = 3×1012 Mpc−1, we find the
peak frequency to be around fpeak ' 7× 10−3 Hz with a peak amplitude around ' 10−8.5

The peak in ΩIGW near k ∼ 2k0/
√

3 is due to the resonance (of the Green’s function) of
the tensor perturbation with both of the scalar perturbation sources [20], where 1/

√
3 = cs

is the sound speed of radiation and the factor two captures the second-order effect.
The induced GW spectral shape from scalar perturbations with a broken power-law

spectrum has been well studied, which is indeed the case for our input in Eq. (2.2). In what
follows we summarise the model-(in)dependent results with respect to the USR parameters.

The infrared (IR) tail: In the regime of k � k0, the only contribution from our input
template is Pζ = APBH(k/k0)nIR with nIR = 4 in the range of kmin < k < k0. This is the
soft limit for the induced tensor perturbation where the main contribution is from scalar
modes with k ≈ k0 that have been well inside the horizon. One can check that the scaling
dependence in the integrand of (A.9) only comes from the transfer function T (kη) given
in Eq. (4.6), as the scalar perturbations well inside the horizon behave like plane waves.
In our case, with nIR = 4, the convolution of internal momentum of the scalar sources is
dominated at the peak scale k0 [84], where it is found that

ΩIGW(k � k0) ∼ A2
PBH

(
k

k0

)3

ln2

(
k

k0

)
. (4.13)

The ΩIGW ∼
(
k
k0

)3
∼ f3 behaviour manifests the stochastic nature of the signals as if the

GW background is a kind of random white noise [32]. The logarithmic running ∼ ln2(k/k0)

is due to the integration over the oscillatory part of the transfer function (4.6), which
is a characteristic feature of the induced GW spectrum generated during the radiation
dominated universe [34]. Note that both the k3 scaling and the logarithmic running are
model independent features for the input spectrum Pζ so that the resulting ΩIGW exhibits
little difference among various choices of δ2.

The ultraviolet (UV) tail: In the regime of k � k0, our input template reads Pζ =

APBH

(
k
k0

)−nUV

, where the USR parameter enters the spectral index as nUV = −2δ2 − 6.
This regime corresponds to the generation of GWs right after horizon reentry for the scalar
modes so that there is not enough time for the Green’s function or the transfer function to
play an important role. While the results depend on the choice of nUV in general [84–86],

5For an input inflationary spectrum parametrised by a lognormal template with the spectral amplitude
Aζ and width ∆, we find the ratio ΩIGW

A2
ζ

< 0.01 for the entire range of the induced GW spectrum, except

for the resonance peak in the limit of ∆ → 0 where the lognormal template reproduces the delta-function
spectrum [35]. This is the reason why the peak amplitude of Ωpeak

IGW ≈ A2
PBH led by broken power-law

templates considered in this work is higher than induced GW spectra provided in Refs. [20, 36, 43, 45] for
PBHs as all DM.
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we focus on cases with nUV < 4 (due to the cosmic coincidence condition in Eq. (4.7) for the
USR rate δ2), in which the GW spectrum behaves as if it directly extracts the momentum
dependence from the input power spectrum

ΩIGW(k � k0) ∼ A2
PBH

(
k

k0

)−2nUV(δ2)

. (4.14)

The cosmic coincidence conservative shaded parameter region between −3.5 ≤ δ2 ≤ −3.1

in Figure 5 corresponds to the condition (4.7) described in Section 4.2. We remark that
baryogenesis triggered by USR inflation is still available even if the UV tail of the induced
GW spectrum is found to be outside the shaded region. It is only that both the observed
baryon asymmetry and the PBH DM rely on fine-tuning of parameters so that the scenario
discussed in Section 3 has no clear resolution of the cosmic coincidence.

Observational implications: The predictions for the USR inflation model considered
yields compelling GW phenomenology in the observational window of the aforementioned
experiments. The relevant GW bounds include those determined by studying the time of
arrival from many pulsars in space. This includes data from the pulsar timing array (PTA)
[87] which is comprised of three constituent projects, the European Pulsar Timing Array
(EPTA) [88], the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array (PPTA) [89], and the North American Obser-
vatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) [90], while the International Pulsar Timing
Array (IPTA) [91] constraint comes from a combination of all three and covers the fre-
quency band 10−9–10−7 Hz. At higher frequency, we have a band that would be observable
with the advanced Laser Interferometer Gravitational Wave Observatory (aLIGO) [83] and
Einstein Telescope (ET) [50], which would be sensitive to the range 10–103 Hz. In between
IPTA and aLIGO/ET we expect LISA [51, 52] and DECIGO [53, 54] to be applicable. In
Figure 5, we display the recently derived future sensitivity curves for ET and LISA using
the latest experimental design specification computed in Ref. [92]. These are obtained by
including the stochastic GW background, in contrast to model selection analyses that have
discriminating power only up to the GW detector horizons. The use of the stochastic GW
background to determine sensitivity curves accounts for the redshift integration of all GW
signals in the universe and therefore presents a more appropriate projection for comparison
with model predictions.

The current bounds on the stochastic GW background from joint LIGO and Virgo O3
data excludes ΩIGW > 5.8× 10−9 in the band of 20-76.6 Hz at 2σ level [93]. Note that this
is the result for the flat GW spectrum (α = 0), from the power-law method

ΩGW(f) = Ωref

(
f

fref

)α
, (4.15)

where fref = 25 Hz and α = 2/3 describes the stochastic background from compact binary
mergers [93, 94]. The condition for the “cosmic coincidence” in Eq. (4.7) for the presented
scenario translates to −2 < α < −0.2, where the posterior strength is Ωref < 10−8 in
this region by using the log-uniform prior. As shown in Figure 5, the UV tail of the
induced GW spectrum which is realised as a consequence of PBH saturating DM (in the
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ultralight asteroid mass window) from USR inflation, could be tested by the projected
design sensitivity of LIGO (A+), LISA, ET, DECIGO and TianQin [95]. A measurement
of the spectral index α for the stochastic GW background in the range of −2 < α < 0 would
further support the cosmic coincidence triggered by USR baryogenesis. Non-detection of the
stochastic GW background by LIGO (A+) could exclude down to δ2 ' −3.2 for k0 & 1014

Mpc−1, which corresponds to a peak PBH mass smaller than 10−15M�. Note that LISA,
TianQin and DECIGO would be able to test the IR tail and the peak position of ΩIGW0

for arbitrary k0 chosen within the PBH mass window of interest 10−12 − 10−16M�.

4.3.2 Non-Gaussian corrections

In Section 4.3.1 above, we computed the GWs induced by a broken power-law primordial
curvature power spectrum. Previously, it has been argued that the spectral tilt of the USR
spectrum Pζ in the UV regime (k →∞) is related to the magnitude of the non-Gaussianity
parameter fNL [96] and further argued that fNL may be inferred directly from measurement
of the UV tail of the induced GW spectrum [84]. Here, fNL is defined according to the
standard local ansatz

ζ = ζg +
3

5
fNLζ

2
g , (4.16)

where ζg is the Gaussian curvature perturbation considered in Section 2.
Similar to the generation of secondary tensor perturbations, the second-order curvature

perturbations can be generated by non-vanishing fNL which contributes to the total power
spectrum as Pζ = Pζg + PNG

ζg
, where PNG

ζg
∼ f2

NLA
2
PBH. In the UV (k � k0) and IR

(k � k0) regimes, one can follow the similar arguments as for the induced GW spectrum
in Section 4.3.1 to find that

PNG
ζg (k � k0) ∼

(
k

k0

)−nUV

, PNG
ζg (k � k0) ∼

(
k

k0

)3

. (4.17)

Note that there is no logarithmic running in the IR regime since the curvature pertur-
bations are always computed on superhorizon scales. More detailed calculations for the
non-Gaussian power spectrum of USR inflation can be found in Refs. [49, 84, 97, 98].

For the single-field inflation scenarios considered in this work, the spectral tilt can be
related to the non-Gaussianity parameter by nUV = 5

12fNL [96] which translates to the USR
parameter via

fNL = − 5

12
(6 + 2δ2). (4.18)

Even when exaggerated scenarios are considered, such as where fNL ' 2 in Ref. [84], very
little correction to the total curvature perturbations or to the induced GW background
was realised. Our maximal value for non-Gaussianity corresponds to fNL = 5/12 from
the steepest spectral tilt of δ2 = −3.5 for the cosmic coincidence, and thus we can safely
conclude that non-Gaussian corrections to ΩIGW are subdominant in all cases of interest
here as well.
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4.3.3 Gravitational waves from binary mergers

In Section 4.3.1, we focused on the GWs induced by large primordial density fluctuations
during inflation. These large fluctuations collapse to form PBHs if their RMS amplitude
exceeds a threshold value. However, once PBHs have formed, they may also behave as
source for other GWs independent from those produced during inflation. The other GW
counterparts could be due to PBH mergers and graviton emission by Hawking evaporation
[30]. We note that if PBHs are lighter than 1015 g they have already evaporated by today
and no mergers can be resolved. PBHs heavier than 1015 g have not yet evaporated and
their binaries could be merging in the nearby universe. We avoid detailed discussion of
signals from mergers in this work due to the large astrophysical uncertainties and strong
model dependence associated with such predictions. However, there do exist some basic
approximations that provide very crude order of magnitude estimates of the frequency at
which we expect the GWs from the mergers of PBH binaries to show up at the Innermost
Stable Circular Orbit [99]

fGW,max ≈ 2fISCO ≈ 4.4 kHz
(
M�
M

)
, (4.19)

where M is the total mass of the binary merger. If we consider a monochromatic PBH
mass function then it follows that M = 2MPBH. Then we may compute the approximate
frequency in today’s universe fGW,max,0 =

fGW,max
1+z , where z denotes redshift. Hence for the

PBH mergers considered in Section 4.1 of mass' 10−12M�, we get very high frequency GWs
& 1012 Hz that are outside the scope of even the most futuristic experimental projections.

5 Conclusion

The sharp deceleration of the slow-roll dynamics on small scales into a transient ultra-
slow-roll (USR) phase is a generic mechanism to enhance the primordial power spectrum
for primordial black hole (PBH) formation in single-field inflation. If PBHs indeed play
an important role as dark matter (DM), the cosmic coincidence problem along with the
energy densities of the universe today might hint at a correlated origin for baryons and
DM. In this work, we have explored and confirmed the viability of baryogenesis, based on
the Affleck-Dine (AD) mechanism, with modified initial conditions driven by a generic USR
transition for PBH formation. Our results include the constant-mass AD field as a special
case considered in Refs. [55, 56].

In the generalised region δ2 < −3 away from the standard USR scenario, we find asymp-
totically constant behavior of the final baryon asymmetry YB towards the large USR dura-
tion limit (N∗ � 1) irrespective of the rate δ2. We find this to be generic feature of the model
and this is directly connected to the cosmic coincidence: for PBHs to occupy a significant
fraction or saturate the DM density today (or equivalently fPBH = ΩPBHeq/ΩCDMeq . 1),
the value of N∗ = ∆N must be precisely fixed. The allowed parameter space of N∗ for
PBH DM lies well within the constant plateau region for the correct baryon asymmetry,
ensuring the specific ratio ΩCDMeq/ΩBeq ≈ 5 within statistical uncertainties of the PBH
abundance [56]. However, the constant plateau for the correct baryon asymmetry narrows
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with the decrease of the USR rate δ2 from −3, and thus PBH as all DM can be satisfied
for ∆N ∈ [1.7, 2.6] in the corresponding range δ2 ∈ [−3.5,−3.1]. This is the condition for
the presented scenario to provide a clear indication to the cosmic coincidence problem.

The ultralight asteroid-mass window 10−16 . MPBH/M� . 10−11 for PBH DM cor-
responds to the choice of pivot scales k0 ∈ [1012, 3 × 1014]Mpc−1 for the USR template.
As the most promising observational consequences of the general USR inflation, we have
computed the induced gravitational wave (GW) background for fPBH = 1 and found that
it has a peak frequency 10−3 < fpeak < 1 Hz with a maximum spectral amplitude around
h2ΩIGW0(f) ' 1 × 10−8. The frequency scaling of the ΩIGW ∼ f−2nUV spectrum in the
limit of k � k0 (namely the UV tail) is controlled by the choice of the USR rate δ2 (as
nUV = −2δ2 − 6), where the current LIGO and Virgo constraints on the stochastic GW
background [93] (& 10−8 in the vicinity of 25 Hz) is about one order of magnitude higher
than the highest UV tail for δ2 = −3.1. For PBHs comprising all DM from USR inflation in
the mass window of interest, the IR tail of ΩIGW0 must be measured by LISA, TianQin or
DECIGO. The UV tail of the induced GWs would be tested by future experiments such as
LISA, Advanced LIGO and Virgo (beyond O3), the Einstein Telescope (ET) and DECIGO,
regardless of whether it is compatible with the cosmic coincidence scenario considered or
not.

Further more, we find that non-Gaussianity would have subdominant effects on the
total curvature power spectrum and GW background since fNL = − 5

12(6 + 2δ2) is not
large enough to source notieceable corrections [84]. We also conclude that gravitational
waves resulting from binary mergers would be at frequencies fpeak ≥ 1012Hz which would
be far too high for observation even in the most optimistic future experimental scenarios.
Finally, we remark that even though the USR transition provides a striking solution to the
cosmic coincidence, the fine-tuning of inflationary parameters to properly realise PBH DM
inevitably remains.
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A The power spectrum of induced tensor perturbations

We provide the complete equations for the computation of the tensor power spectrum Ph
used in Eq. (4.10). Let us begin with the definition of linear perturbations in the conformal
Newtonian gauge for the metric of the form

ds2 = −a2(η)(1 + 2Ψ)dη2 + a2(η)

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj , (A.1)
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where Ψ is the Newtonian potential and Φ is the curvature potential. We define

hij(~x, η) =

∫
d3k(2π)−3/2[e+

ij(
~k)h+(~k, η) + e×ij(

~k)h×(~k, η)]ei
~k·~x, (A.2)

which is the linear tensor perturbation including the two polarisation modes. The transverse-
traceless polarisation tensors are

e+
ij(
~k) =

[e1
i (
~k)e1

j (
~k)− e2

i (
~k)e2

j (
~k)]

√
2

, e×ij(
~k) =

[e1
i (
~k)e2

j (
~k) + e2

i (
~k)e1

j (
~k)]

√
2

, (A.3)

which are expressed in terms of orthonormal basis vectors e1 and e2 orthogonal to ~k.
Keeping the tensor perturbation at linear order and the linear scalar perturbations up

to second order, one can obtain the equation of motion for each polarisation hλ from the
Einstein equation as

h′′λ(~k, η) + 2Hh′λ(~k, η) + k2hλ(~k, η) = 4Sλ(~k, η), (A.4)

where second-order perturbations are projected away in the transverse-traceless decompo-
sition [5] and we have neglected the anisotropic stress in the energy momentum tensor so
Ψ = Φ, and thus

Sλ(~k, η) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3/2
eλij(

~k)qiqjψ~pψ~pf(p, q, η), (A.5)

f(p, q, η) =2T (pη)T (qη) +
4

3(1 + w)

[
T ′(pη)

H
+ T (pη)

] [
T ′(qη)

H
+ T (qη)

]
, (A.6)

where H = aH = 2
(1+3w)η and w is the equation of state of the universe. ~k = ~p + ~q

with p ≡ |~p|, q ≡ |~q| are the two internal momenta. The time evolution of the scalar
potential is described by Ψ~k

(η) = T (kη)ψ~k with respect to the primordial value ψ~k, where
the transfer function in the radiation dominated universe is given by (4.6). The primordial
Newtonian potential ψ~k well outside the horizon is related to the (gauge-invariant) curvature
perturbation ζ as ψ~k = 3+3w

5+3wζ, or namely

〈
ψ~kψ ~K

〉
= δ(3)

(
~k + ~K

) 2π2

k3

(
3 + 3w

5 + 3w

)2

Pζ(k). (A.7)

This is where parameters of the inflationary scenario given by (2.1) enters the power spec-
trum of the tensor perturbation.

Solving the equation of motion (A.4) by virtue of the Green’s function method (4.11),
we can compute the total power spectrum of the tensor perturbation as

δ(3)(~k + ~K)Ph(k, η) =
k3

2π2

+,×∑
λ

〈
hλ(~k, η)hλ( ~K, η)

〉
,

=
k3

2π2

∫ η

dη1G~k(η; η1)
a(η1)

a(η)

∫ η

dη2G ~K(η; η2)
a(η2)

a(η)

×
+,×∑
λ

〈
Sλ(~k, η1)Sλ( ~K, η2)

〉
. (A.8)
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Here, it is convenient to use the dimensionless variables u ≡ p/k, v ≡ q/k and z ≡ kη to
rewrite the tensor spectrum as

Ph(k, z) = 4

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ 1+v

|1−v|
du

[
v

u
− (1− u2 + v2)

4uv

]2

I2(u, v, z)Pζ(ku)Pζ(kv), (A.9)

I(u, v, z) =
9(1 + w)2

(5 + 3w)2

∫ z

0
dz1

a(z1)

a(z)
kG~k(z, z1)f(u, v, z), (A.10)

where our definition of I(u, v, z) coincide with that defined in Ref. [30]. Note that the
projection of momentum under polarisation tensors can be found in the Appendix B of
Ref. [84], where

(e+
ijqiqj)

2 + (e×ijqiqj)
2 = k4v4

[
1− (1− u2 + v2)2

(2v)2

]2

. (A.11)

For numerical evaluation, we adopt new variables t = u + v − 1, s = u − v introduced in
Ref. [30], where u = t+s+1

2 , v = t−s+1
2 and the tensor spectrum now reads

Ph(k, z) =2

∫ ∞
0

dt

∫ 1

−1
ds

[
t(2 + t)(s2 − 1)

(1− s+ t)(1 + s+ t)

]2

(A.12)

× Pζ
(
k(t+ s+ 1)

2

)
Pζ

(
k(t− s+ 1)

2

)
I2

RD(s, t, z).

In the late-time limit of the radiation dominated universe i.e. where η →∞ and z � 1, we
have the oscillation averaged result from Ref. [30] as

I2
RD(s, t, kη →∞) =

288(−5 + s2 + t(2 + t))2

z2(1− s+ t)6(1 + s+ t)6
× (A.13){

π2

4

(
−5 + s2 + t(2 + t)

)2
Θ
(
t− (
√

3− 1)
)

+

[
−(t− s+ 1)(t+ s+ 1) +

1

2
(−5 + s2 + t(2 + t)) ln

∣∣∣∣(−2 + t(2 + t))

3− s2

∣∣∣∣]2
}
,

where Θ is the usual Heaviside theta function. Hence the averaged analytical transfer
function during radiation domination (A.13) above can be substituted into Eq. (A.12).
The resulting integral will yield the oscillation averaged power spectrum Ph(k, η) which
can be substituted into Eq. (4.10) and the dimensionless gravitational wave background to
be compared with experimental limits or signals can be determined. We have verified the
calculation by direct comparison with the scale invariant power spectrum normalised to
unity (Aζ = 1), which yields a dimensionless gravitational wave spectrum of ΩIGW/A

2
ζ =

0.822 as expected in Ref. [30].
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