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Abstract. We develop a C++ package of the STOchastic LAttice Simulation (STOLAS)
of cosmic inflation. It performs the numerical lattice simulation in the application of the
stochastic-δN formalism. STOLAS can directly compute the three-dimensional map of the
observable curvature perturbation without estimating its statistical properties. In its ap-
plication to two toy models of inflation, chaotic inflation and Starobinsky’s linear-potential
inflation, we confirm that STOLAS is well-consistent with the standard perturbation theory.
Furthermore, by introducing the importance sampling technique, we have success in numeri-
cally sampling the current abundance of primordial black holes (PBHs) in a non-perturbative
way. The package is available here.
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1 Introduction

Cosmic inflation, the accelerated expansion phase of the early universe, is a widely accepted
scenario of the dawn of our universe. Not only does it realise a globally flat and homogeneous
universe, but inflation can also provide local fluctuations in the metric or the energy density
by stretching the quantum vacuum fluctuation, those primordial perturbations growing into
the current rich structures of the universe such as galaxies and clusters. Since its advent [1–6],
a tremendous number of inflation models have been proposed, but its concrete mechanism is
yet to be clarified despite the significant improvement in its understanding through the cos-
mological observations represented by the Planck measurements [7] of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) anisotropies. To figure out its whole aspect, further detailed studies on
the properties of the generated primordial perturbation as well as the deep observations of
cosmological structures as its descendants are necessary.

Speaking of the connection between the primordial perturbation and the late-time ob-
servables, the importance of numerical simulations such as N -body simulations for dark
matter halos and hydrodynamic simulations for galaxy formations (see, e.g., Ref. [8] for a
recent review on cosmological simulations) has been increasing more and more. The lattice
simulation of inflation [9–14] has started to attract attention but has been less developed
compared to the simulations of the late universe. The key obstacle is that quantum mechan-
ics and the theory of gravity, the two principal elements of inflation, are unified only in a
perturbative manner and no guidance principle for a non-perturbative simulation has been
clarified yet.
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The stochastic formalism of inflation (see Refs. [15–24] for the first works and Ref. [25]
for a recent review) can bring about a breakthrough in this situation. It is an effective theory
for superHubble coarse-grained fields (IR modes) which is obtained by integrating out the
other UV modes perturbatively (and hence the quantum theory of gravity is well-defined at
least at tree level). The IR modes are well approximated by classical fields and the horizon
exit of the UV modes are treated as classical stochastic noise onto the IR modes. Furthermore,
the gradient expansion (the long-wavelength approximation) justifies, at its lowest order, the
assumption that the IR spacetime locally reads the flat Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–
Walker (FLRW) universe, which significantly simplifies the computation. In this way, the
stochastic formalism can provide a guidance principle for a numerical lattice simulation of
the superHubble IR fields. Coarse-graining in this formalism has a good compatibility with
a lattice simulation as it anyway needs to “discretise” the spacetime.

The lattice simulation of stochastic inflation has been done by Salopek and Bond [26]
for the first time to simulate the inflaton field’s fluctuation, but not for the observable curva-
ture perturbation. To calculate the curvature perturbation in the stochastic formalism, the
stochastic-δN technique has been intentionally developed in recent years (see Refs. [27–29]
for the first papers and also Refs. [30–32] for applications to numerical simulations other
than lattice). In this work, we propose a C++ package, STOchastic LAttice Simula-
tion (STOLAS), for the curvature perturbation in combination with the stochastic-δN
formalism and the numerical lattice simulation.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the stochastic formalism and
provide the implementation of STOLAS. In Sec. 3, we show that STOLAS successfully
reproduce the primary statistics such as the power spectrum and the non-linearity parameter
of the curvature perturbation. In Sec. 4, we exemplify the calculation of the primordial black
hole (PBH) mass function as a powerful application of STOLAS. PBHs are the productions
of O(1) fluctuations which are good targets of the non-perturbative simulation. Also, it has
been recently claimed that the PBH formation criterion is sensitive to the spatial profile of
the large perturbation (see, e.g., Refs. [33, 34]), which can be simulated by the position-
space lattice computation. The importance sampling technique (see Ref. [35] in the context
of stochastic inflation) enables us to sample the PBH formation, the statistically rare event.
Sec. 5 is devoted to conclusions. We adopt the natural unit c = ℏ = 1 throughout the paper.

2 STOchastic LAttice Simulation

Our STOLAS implements the stochastic formalism of inflation in the numerical lattice simu-
lation. Though the basic idea has already been proposed in 1991 by Salopek and Bond [26],
it has long been out of the spotlight. The significant development in computational re-
sources provides more casual opportunities for numerical simulations than in those days.
Furthermore, the recent stochastic-δN technique [27–29] enables us to calculate not only the
inflatons’ fluctuations but also the observable curvature perturbations. In this section, we
first review the stochastic formalism of inflation and then describe its implementation in the
discrete lattice simulation.
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2.1 Stochastic formalism of inflation

Let us review the stochastic formalism of inflation in this subsection. First, we start from
the action of general relativity and a canonical scalar field ϕ:1

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
1

2
M2

PlR− 1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
. (2.1)

R is the Ricci scalar associated with the spacetime metric gµν , V (ϕ) is the scalar potential, and
MPl = 1/

√
8πG is the reduced Planck mass. We adopt the Arnowitt–Deser–Misner (ADM)

decomposition of the spacetime metric as

ds2 = −N 2 dt2 + γij(dx
i + βi dt)(dxj + βj dt), (2.2)

where N is the lapse function, βi is the shift vector, and γij is the spatial metric. The
corresponding Lagrangian density S =

∫
dtd3xL reads

L = N
√
γ

[
M2

Pl

2

(
R(3) +KijK

ij −K2
)
+

1

2N 2
v2 − 1

2
γij∂iϕ∂jϕ− V (ϕ)

]
. (2.3)

Here, γ = det γij , R
(3) is the corresponding spatial Ricci curvature,

Kij =
1

2N

(
2β(i|j) − γ̇ij

)
, (2.4)

is the extrinsic curvature (where dots denote time derivatives, the symbol | indicates the
covariant derivative associated with γij , and the parentheses signal symmetrisation), K = Ki

i

is its trace where the spacial indices are raised and lowered by γij and its inverse γij , and

v = ϕ̇− βi∂iϕ. (2.5)

This Lagrangian is followed by the constraint equations

C = Ci = 0, (2.6)

with

C =
2

γM2
Pl

[
πijπ

ij − 1

2

(
πii
)2]− M2

Pl

2
R(3) +

1

2γ
π2I +

γij

2
∂iϕ∂jϕ+ V,

Ci = −2

(
πji√
γ

)
|j

+
1
√
γ
πI∂iϕ =

1
√
γ

(
−2∂k(γijπ

jk) + πjk∂iγjk + πI∂iϕ
)
,

(2.7)

and equations of motion (EoMs) (in the scalar sector)

ϕ̇ =
N
√
γ
πI + βi∂iϕ,

π̇I = −√
γN V ′ + ∂i

(√
γN γij∂jϕ

)
+ ∂i(β

iπI),

(2.8)

with the conjugate momenta (the subscript “I” stands for “inflaton”)

πI =
∂L
∂ϕ̇

=

√
γ

N
v, πij =

∂L
∂γ̇ij

=
M2

Pl

2

√
γ(Kγij −Kij). (2.9)

1See, e.g., Ref. [36] for a generalisation to multiple scalar fields.
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For convenience (and conceptual relevance; see, e.g., Ref. [37]), we employ the e-folding
number N as the time variable and take the spatially flat gauge, neglecting the vector and
tensor perturbations:

γij(N,x) = a2(N)δij , a(N) ∝ eN , (2.10)

where the scale factor a(N) is spatially homogeneous. Relevant equations are simplified in
this gauge as R(3) vanishes and

√
γ = a3. Hereafter, we also rescale the inflaton momentum

as πI → a3πI.
In stochastic inflation, the physical variables (represented by the symbol X) are decom-

posed into the superHubble “IR” part and the other “UV” part as

XIR(N,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xXk(N)Θ(σa(N)H− k),

XUV(N,x) = X(N,x)−XIR(N,x),

(2.11)

where Θ(z) is the Heaviside step function,2

Θ(z) =

{
0 for z < 0,

1 for z > 0.
(2.12)

The dimensionless and dimensionful parameters σ and H are chosen so that kσ := σa(N)H ≪
a(N)H(N,x) for relevant spacetime points and realisations, where the local Hubble param-
eter H(N,x) is defined below.3 Practically, we will fix H by the global Hubble parameter at
the simulation starting time and σ by a positive and small number, σ ≪ 1.

We characterise the decomposed variables in our setup as

ϕ = φ+Q, πI = ϖ + P,

N = NIR + α, βi = a−2δij∂jψ.
(2.13)

φ, ϖ, and NIR are IR while Q, P , α, and ψ are UV. We fixed βiIR = 0 as it is a pure
gauge choice in the long-wavelength limit. Substituting them into the constraints (2.6) and
EoMs (2.8), keeping terms at all orders in IR but up to linear order in UV, and dropping the
spatial derivatives of IR quantities, one finds

dφ(N,x)

dN
=
ϖ(N,x)

H(N,x)
+ ξϕ(N,x),

dϖ(N,x)

dN
= −3ϖ(N,x)− V ′(φ(N,x))

H(N,x)
+ ξπ(N,x),

(2.14)

2The consistent definition of Θ(z) at z = 0 requires a detailed discussion of the discretisation of the path
integral. See Refs. [38, 39].

3The literature often chooses σa(N)H(N,x) with a positive small parameter σ ≪ 1 as the IR cutoff scale.
Though the Hubble parameter is practically almost constant, this cutoff is spatial-dependent and circularly
defined as the local Hubble parameter itself is defined by the IR quantities, strictly speaking. Hence, the
consistent definition of the stochastic formalism in this way is tough and non-trivial. Our choice of the cutoff
seems less physical but can avoid all these problems. From the viewpoint of the lattice simulation, H can be
understood as a parameter of the grid size and causes no problem as long as σa(N)H ≪ a(N)H(N,x).
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for the IR part and the standard Mukhanov–Sasaki equation

dQk

dN
=
Pk

H
+

ϖ2

2M2
PlH

2
Qk,

dPk

dN
= −3Pk − k2

a2H
Qk − 1

H

(
V ′′ +

V ′ϖ

M2
PlH

+
3ϖ2

2M2
Pl

)
Qk − ϖ2

2M2
PlH

2
Pk,

(2.15)

for the UV part. The local Hubble parameter is defined by H = 1/NIR and calculated via
the local Friedmann equation

3M2
Pl

N 2
IR(N,x)

= 3M2
PlH

2(N,x) =
ϖ2(N,x)

2
+ V (φ(N,x)), (2.16)

derived from the constraint equation (2.6).
ξ’s in the IR EoM (2.14) are defined by

ξϕ(N,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xQk(N)∂NΘ(σa(N)H− k),

ξπ(N,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xPk(N)∂NΘ(σa(N)H− k),

(2.17)

as a consequence of the time-dependent cutoff σa(N)H. Physically, they represent the hori-
zon exit of subHubble modes. While the UV mode is understood as a quantum vacuum
fluctuation, the superHubble IR mode is well approximated as a classical field. The ξ terms
hence have an intermediate feature: classical but random variables originating from the
quantum vacuum fluctuation. Their statistical nature should be determined by the quantum
theoretical expectation as4

⟨ξX⟩ = 0,
〈
ξX(N,x)ξY (N

′,x′)
〉
= PXY (N, kσ(N))

sin kσr

kσr
δ(N −N ′), (2.18)

where X and Y represent ϕ or π, r = |x− x′| is the distance between x and x′, and the
dimensionless power spectrum PXY (N, k) is defined by〈

QX,k(N)QY,k′(N)
〉
= (2π)3δ(3)(k+ k′)

2π2

k3
PXY (N, k), (2.19)

in the notation Qϕ,k(N) = Qk(N) and Qπ,k(N) = Pk(N). Practically, the momentum noise
is suppressed as Pϕπ ∼ O(σ2) and Pππ ∼ O(σ4) in a single-field slow-roll model. We hence
neglect ξπ and adopt the approximated EoM,

dφ(N,x)

dN
≃ ϖ(N,x)

H(N,x)
+ P1/2

ϕ (N, kσ(N))ξ(N,x),

dϖ(N,x)

dN
≃ −3ϖ(N,x)− V ′(φ(N,x))

H(N,x)
,

(2.20)

with the renormalised noise,

⟨ξ⟩ = 0,
〈
ξ(N,x)ξ(N ′,x′)

〉
=

sin kσr

kσr
δ(N −N ′). (2.21)

4ξϕ and ξπ should be real because φ and ϖ are. However, the cross power spectrum Pϕπ is not necessarily
real in the definition (2.19). It exhibits the limitation of the “heuristic” derivation of the stochastic formalism
here. In a more sophisticated path-integral approach, one finds ⟨ξϕξπ⟩ = ⟨ξπξϕ⟩ ∝ RePϕπ; see Ref. [36]. In
this paper, we merely neglect ξπ hereafter and hence this subtlety is not problematic.

– 5 –



2.2 Discretisation

In the numerical lattice simulation, we solve the dynamics of the stochastic inflation in the
discretised spacetime with the time step ∆N and the grid size ∆x within the comoving box
L on a side. NL = L

∆x + 1 is the number of grids per side. We will take NL = 64 and our
formulation will be based on the assumption that NL is an even number (a power of two,
more specifically, to utilise the fast Fourier transformation algorithm).

In the simplest Euler–Maruyama method (but the application to a higher-order method
is straightforward), the EoM (2.20) is discretised as5

φ(N +∆N,x)− φ(N,x) =
ϖ(N,x)

H(N,x)
∆N + P1/2

ϕ (N, kσ(N))∆W (N,x),

ϖ(N +∆N,x)−ϖ(N,x) =

(
−3ϖ(N,x)− V ′(φ(N,x))

H(N,x)

)
∆N,

(2.22)

with the Gaussian random variable ∆W satisfying

⟨∆W ⟩ = 0,
〈
∆W (N,x)∆W (N ′,x′)

〉
=

sin kσr

kσr
δNN ′∆N. (2.23)

For stability, we adopt the fourth-order Runge–Kutta (RK4) method for the deterministic
part in the EoM (2.22).

The spatial dependence (2.23) can be realised with the use of the discrete Fourier space.
We define the discrete Fourier and inverse Fourier transformation by

∆Wn(N) =
∑
x

∆W (N,x)e−i 2π
L
n·x, ∆W (N,x) =

1

N3
L

∑
n

∆Wn(N)ei
2π
L
n·x, (2.24)

where n = (nx, ny, nz), (ni ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · , NL − 1}) is the wave vector. Note that the discrete
Fourier mode exhibits the following periodicity:

∆W(nx,ny ,nz) = ∆W(nx+L,ny ,nz) = ∆W(nx,ny+L,nz) = ∆W(nx,ny ,nz+L). (2.25)

It enables us to shift the wave vector domain to ñ = (ñx, ñy, ñz),
(
ñi ∈

{
−NL

2 + 1,−NL
2 + 2, · · · , NL

2

})
with the definition

ñi =

{
ni for ni ≤ NL/2,

ni −NL otherwise,
⇔ ni =

{
ñi for ñi ≥ 0,

ñi +NL for otherwise.
(2.26)

The original indexation is conventional for the fast Fourier transformation, while the reality
condition in Fourier space,

∆Wñ = ∆W ∗
−ñ (2.27)

is easy to handle in the shifted one.
Due to the reality condition, only the half of ∆Wn is independent. We specify the set

C of the independent points by

C =

5⋃
i=1

Ci, (2.28)

5Note that the stochastic differential equation should be discretised in Itô’s way in the stochastic inflation
(see Refs. [36, 38–40]). The noise coefficient Pϕ is hence evaluated at the time N for the increment at N .
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where

C1 =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ 1 ≤ ñx ≤ NL

2
− 1, ñy ̸= NL

2
, ñz ̸=

NL

2

}
,

C2 =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ ñx =
NL

2
, ñy ̸= NL

2
, 1 ≤ ñz ≤

NL

2
− 1

}
∪ (2 even perms.),

C3 =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ ñx = 0, ñy ̸= NL

2
, 1 ≤ ñz ≤

NL

2
− 1

}
,

C4 =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ ñx = ñy =
NL

2
, 1 ≤ ñz ≤

NL

2
− 1

}
∪ (2 perms.),

C5 =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ ñx = ñz = 0, 1 ≤ ñy ≤ NL

2
− 1

}
∪
[{

n

∣∣∣∣ ñx =
NL

2
, 1 ≤ ñy ≤ NL

2
− 1, ñz = 0

}
∪ (2 even perms.)

]
.

(2.29)

Each set Ci includes the points of (NL/2−1)(NL−1)2, 3(NL/2−1)(NL−1), (NL/2−1)(NL−1),
3(NL/2 − 1), and 4(NL/2 − 1), reaching (N3

L − 8)/2 points in total. As they are complex,
they correspond to (N3

L − 8) real degrees of freedom (DoFs). The remaining eight DoFs
correspond to the following eight points:

R =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ ñi = 0 or
NL

2
(i = x, y, z)

}
. (2.30)

Their reflecting points are congruent to the original points modulo NL:

ñ− (−ñ) = 2ñ = (nNL,mNL, kNL), n,m, k ∈ Z, for ñ ∈ R. (2.31)

It hence follows from the periodicity (2.25) and the reality condition (2.27) that ∆Wn for
n ∈ R is real. The N3

L real DoFs expected in the position space are exhausted in total.
Finally, the spatial correlation (2.23) can be realised if ∆Wn is non-zero only for

2πñ/L = kσ. Practically, we allow a small error for this condition, taking account of the
discreteness of ñ itself, as

ς(N) =

{
n

∣∣∣∣ |ñ− nσ(N)| ≤ ∆nσ
2

}
, nσ(N) =

kσ(N)L

2π
, (2.32)

where we choose ∆nσ = 1. The noise distribution is then determined at each time step by
Re[∆Wn(N)] ∼ Im[∆Wn(N)] ∼ N

(
0,

N6
L

2|ς(N)|∆N
)

for n ∈ C ∩ ς(N),

∆Wn(N) ∼ N
(
0,

N6
L

|ς(N)|∆N
)

for n ∈ R ∩ ς(N),

∆Wn(N) = ∆W ∗
n̄ for n ∈ (C ∪ R) ∩ ς(N),

∆Wn(N) = 0 otherwise,

(2.33)

where N(µ, σ2) is the normal distribution with the mean µ and the variance σ2, |ς(N)| is the
number of elements of ς(N), and n̄ is the grid point congruent to −n modulo NL:

n̄i =

{
0 for ni = 0,

NL − ni otherwise.
(2.34)
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Figure 1. 3D plots of the sample of ∆W (N,x) (top) and the corresponding spatial correlation
⟨∆W (x)∆W (x′)⟩ as a function of r̂ = NL

L |x− x′| (bottom) at N = 3.0, 4.0, and 4.6 corresponding to
nσ ≃ 2.0, 5.5, and 10 from left to right. In the bottom panels, the blue dots with error bars represent

the numerical results, while the black dashed lines are the theoretical requirement sinc
(

2πnσ

NL
r̂
)
. The

numerical correlation is estimated in the Monte Carlo way, that is, 106 pairs of points (x,x′) are
randomly chosen, sorted to the r̂-bin with the width ∆r̂ = 2, and the average and the standard error
are evaluated for each bin. One finds that the realised noise reproduces the theoretical correlation
well for large enough nσ, while it fails for small nσ due to the discreteness of the lattice.

With this noise distribution, the spatial correlation is reproduced as〈
∆W (N,x)∆W (N ′,x′)

〉
=
δNN ′

N6
L

∑
n,m

⟨∆Wn(N)∆Wm(N)⟩ ei
2π
L
(n·x+m·x′)

=
δNN ′∆N

|ς(N)|

 ∑
n∈C∩ς(N),

n∈(C∪R)∩ς(N)

ei
2π
L
(n·x+n̄·x′) +

∑
n∈R∩ς(N)

ei
2π
L
n·(x+x′)


=
δNN ′∆N

|ς(N)|
∑

n∈ς(N)

ei
2π
L
n·(x−x′)

→ δNN ′∆N

4π

∫
dΩ eikσ(N)·(x−x′) =

sin kσ(N)r

kσ(N)r
δNN ′∆N. (2.35)

Note that exp
[
i2πL n̄ · x′] = exp

[
−i2πL n · x′] for n ∈ C and exp

[
i2πL n · x′] = exp

[
−i2πL n · x′]

for n ∈ R. We also used the continuous limit in the last line.
In Fig. 1, we showed samples of the ∆W (N,x) map at N = 3.0, 4.0, and 4.6 correspond-

ing to nσ ≃ 2.0, 5.5, and 10 for σ = 0.1 and the scale factor normalisation a(N = 0)HL = 1
at the beginning of the simulation N = 0. The correlation ⟨∆W (N,x)∆W (N,x′)⟩ calculated
for these maps as a function of the (normalised) distance r̂ = NL

L |x− x′| is also compared
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with the theoretical requirement sinc(kσr) = sinc
(
2πnσ
NL

r̂
)

where sincx = sinx
x is the sine

cardinal function. Though the small nσ map fails due to the discreteness of the lattice, the
maps for large enough nσ successfully reproduce the required correlation.

2.3 Stochastic-δN

So far, one has successfully calculated the fluctuations in the inflaton fields (and their conju-
gate momenta) in the stochastic formalism. However, the inflatons’ fluctuations in themselves
are not direct observables in the late universe as they decay into daughter particles and dis-
appear after the end of inflation. That is why cosmologists often calculate the conserved
quantity on a superHubble scale: the curvature perturbation ζ. Thanks to the δN formal-
ism [41–47], the curvature perturbation (on a uniform-density slice) ζ can be obtained as
a fluctuation in the e-folding number, δN , between an initial flat-slicing hypersurface to a
final uniform-density hypersurface. In the stochastic formalism, the e-folding number is also
a stochastic variable labelled N , which is understood as the first passage time to the end
of inflation in terms of stochastic calculus. The techniques in stochastic calculus can reveal
the statistics of N and hence ζ, known as the stochastic-δN approach [27–29] (see, e.g.,
Refs. [30–32, 48–75] for its application).

In STOLAS, practically simulations proceed on flat slices and will be stopped well before
the end of inflation for all grid points. At that end time, the grid spacing is larger than the
Hubble scale. Therefore, one can understand the final configuration of the simulation as an
initial flat-slicing hypersurface with superHubble fluctuations for the δN scheme. After that,
one solves the EoM (2.20) until some final uniform-density slice around the end of inflation6

with the independent noise ξ(N,x) for each grid as they are separated further than the
Hubble scale and then obtains ζ(x) for each point as the time fluctuation δN(x). One may
want to understand ζ(x) as the coarse-grained curvature perturbation over all the smaller
scales than the grid spacing. In that case, letting N (φ,ϖ) the stochastic e-folding number
from the initial field values (φ,ϖ) to the end hypersurface, the coarse-grained curvature
perturbation ζcg(x) is calculated as

ζcg(x) = ⟨N (φ(x), ϖ(x))⟩ − ⟨N (φ(x), ϖ(x))⟩, (2.36)

where (φ(x), ϖ(x)) are the field values at x at the end of the simulation, the braket stands for
the ensemble average, and the overline represents the grid average,7 X(x) = 1

N3
L

∑
xX(x).

If one sets the simulation end time so that all grid points are well converged to a slow-roll
attractor behaviour as we will do in this paper, the ensemble average can be approximated
by the classical e-folds Ncl obtained without noise:

ζcg(x) ≈ Ncl(φ(x), ϖ(x))−Ncl(φ(x), ϖ(x)). (2.37)

We adopt RK4 in the calculation of Ncl. Hereafter, we will omit the subscript cg for brevity.
In Fig. 2, we show sample maps of ζ(x) for two different models described in the following

sections in detail. Though we adopt the same noise map in these two models, the resultant
ζ(x) is obviously distinct in both the amplitude and the scale dependence.

6Practically, we choose the end slice at the end of inflation ϵ1 = ϖ2/(2M2
PlH

2) = 1 for chaotic inflation and
a uniform-inflaton surface for Starobinsky’s linear model for simplicity. See Sec. 3.3 for the detailed condition
for Starobinsky’s linear model.

7One may include the volume effect in these averagings. See Ref. [76] for details.
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Figure 2. Sample maps of ζ(x) for the chaotic (left) and Starobinsky’s linear (right) models with
the parameter sets given in Sec. 3.

3 Primary statistics

In this section, we check the behaviour of STOLAS by comparing the primary statistics of
ζ, the power spectrum and the skewness of the probability density function (PDF), with the
standard perturbation theory. We consider two models of inflation: chaotic inflation and
Starobinsky’s linear potential.

3.1 Calculation of power spectrum

Let us first discuss how to convert the discrete map ζ(x) obtained in the lattice simulation (see
Fig. 2 for example) to the (dimensionless) power spectrum Pζ(k) defined in the continuous
Fourier space as usual. The discrete Fourier transformation of ζ is defined similarly to
Eq. (2.24) as

ζn =
∑
x

ζ(x)e−i 2π
L
n·x, ζ(x) =

1

N3
L

∑
n

ζne
i 2π
L
n·x. (3.1)

According to the ergodic theorem, the stochastic average of the one-point variance
〈
ζ2(x)

〉
(both in the discrete and the continuous space) can be approximated by the grid-average
variance as 〈

ζ2(x)
〉
≈ ζ2(x). (3.2)

The grid-average variance is related to the discrete Fourier mode by

ζ2(x) =
1

N6
L

∑
n,m

ζnζmei
2π
L
(n+m)·x =

1

N6
L

∑
n

|ζn|2, (3.3)

where we used ei
2π
L
(n−m)·x = δnm and the reality condition ζ−n = ζ∗n. On the other hand,

the continuous-space variance can be calculated as the integral of the power spectrum in the
logarithmic wavenumber, 〈

ζ2(x)
〉
=

∫ ln kmax

ln kmin

d ln kPζ(k), (3.4)
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within the relevant wavenumber range k ∈ [kmin, kmax]. The consistency hence leads to
the following relation between the continuous-limit power spectrum and the discrete Fourier
mode:

Pζ

(
2π

L
n

)
≈ 1

N6
L∆ lnn

∑
|lnm−lnn|≤∆ lnn

2

|ζm|2, (3.5)

where ∆ lnn is a certain binning parameter.

3.2 Chaotic inflation

Let us first see the simplest example: chaotic inflation with the quadratic potential,

V (ϕ) =
1

2
m2ϕ2, (3.6)

wherem is the mass of the inflaton. We chose the mass and the initial condition of the inflaton
as m = 2.11× 10−2MPl and (φi, ϖi) = (11MPl,−

√
2/3mMPl). We have chosen these values

that correspond to ∼ 30 e-folds before the end of inflation in the classical trajectory because
we are interested in small-scale physics in this work. For the single-field slow-roll models
such as chaotic inflation, the inflaton’s power spectrum as the noise amplitude is calculated
up to the next-to-leading order in the slow-roll approximation as8

Pϕ =

(
H

2π

)2(σH
2H

)−6ϵV +2ηV

[1 + ϵV (10− 6γ − 12 ln 2)− 2ηV (2− γ − 2 ln 2)], (3.7)

where γ is a Euler’s constant (see also Appendix A for detailed derivation). The slow-roll
parameters are given by

ϵV =
M2

Pl

2

(
V ′

V

)2

, ηV =M2
Pl

V ′′

V
. (3.8)

Note that these slow-roll parameters as well as the Hubble parameter should be understood
as functions of the field values φ and ϖ at the spatial grid and the time step of interest.
ϵV = ηV does hold in the quadratic model.

In the left panel of Fig. 3, we show the power spectrum Pζ (3.5) at the end of the
inflation. We simulate with N3

L = 643 points and the coarse-graining scale σ = 0.1. The
average and the standard error of the power spectrum are estimated with 1000 realisations
of the three-dimensional map of curvature perturbation. In this plot, the blue points are our
simulation results and the black dashed line is the linear-perturbation estimation through
the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation. As expected from Fig. 1, while they are scattered for small
wavenumbers, the simulation results are well-consistent with the linear perturbation theory
for large-enough wavenumbers n ≳ 4.

We also show the one-point PDF of ζ(x) in the right panel of Fig. 3. The blue dots
show our simulation result and the black dashed line is its Gaussian fitting with the standard

8One sees that it reduces to the standard noise-amplitude P1/2
ϕ ∼ H/(2π) at the leading-order in the slow-

roll approximation (ϵV , ηV → 0). We found that this simple noise amplitude leads to a slightly inconsistent
result with the linear perturbation theory. It is necessary to incorporate up to the first order of the slow-roll
approximation into the noise amplitude in order for a consistent result within the numerical error.
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Figure 3. The power spectrum Pζ (left) and PDF P(ζ) (right) of the curvature perturbation in chaotic
inflation. We set parameters as ∆ lnn = 0.1,, N3

L = 643, and σ = 0.1. The blue points represent
the simulation result, while the black dashed line represents the estimation in the linear perturbation
theory through the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation in the left panel and the Gaussian fitting with the
standard deviation σζ ≃ 0.027 in the right panel.

deviation σζ = 0.027 calculated by the data. The result is almost Gaussian but one can
detect small non-Gaussianity, e.g., in terms of the non-linearity parameter defined by

fNL =
5

18

〈
ζ3(x)

〉
⟨ζ2(x)⟩2

, (3.9)

equivalent to the standard non-linearity parameter in the local-type assumption. In partic-

ular, the so-called Maldacena consistency relation predicts the relation fNL = − 5
12

d lnPζ

d ln k for
which the Mukhanov–Sasaki result reads 2.98 × 10−2 obtained via the power-law fitting in
our setup. Our simulation shows fNL = (3.06±0.43)×10−2 which also shows the consistency
with the standard linear perturbation theory as well as the power spectrum.

3.3 Starobinsky’s linear potential

Let us also study Starobinsky’s linear-potential model [77] as a toy model beyond the slow-roll
dynamics. The potential is given by

V (ϕ) =

{
V0 +A+(ϕ− ϕ0) for ϕ > ϕ0,

V0 +A−(ϕ− ϕ0) for ϕ ≤ ϕ0,
(3.10)

where V0 and A± > 0 are parameters and ϕ0 is a broken point of potential. If A+ > A−,
the terminal velocity of the inflaton before ϕ0 is larger than that after ϕ0 and hence the
inflaton experiences the friction-dominated phase called ultra-slow-roll (USR) right after ϕ0.
The USR phase can amplify the curvature perturbation and is compatible with the PBH
scenario.

While the noise power is well approximated by P1/2
ϕ = H/(2π) in the first stage before

ϕ0, the slow-roll result (3.7) is not applicable for the second stage after ϕ0 due to the violation
of the slow-roll condition. In the constant Hubble and neglecting noise approximations, the
Mukhanov–Sasaki equation has an analytic solution at each phase and can be connected at
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Figure 4. The same plots as Fig. 3 for the Starobinsky’s linear model. The black dashed line
represents the analytical formula (3.12) in the linear perturbation theory in the left panel, while it
exhibits a Gaussian fitting with the standard deviation σζ ≃ 0.095. In the left panel, the black vertical
thin line indicates the peak position of the power spectrum, n∗ ≃ 4.47, and the orange dotted line is
a log-normal fitting of the power spectrum about that peak, which are relevant for PBH formation in
the next section.

ϕ0, which leads to the analytic expression of Pϕ for the second stage as (see also Ref. [78])

Pϕ,2(k = σaH)

=

(
H

2π

)2

× 1

2α6Λ2σ6
[
3
(
Λ2
(
α4(4α− 7)σ6 + α3(7α− 16)σ4 + (3− 12α)σ2 − 3

)
+ Λ

(
2(5− 2α)α4σ6 + 2(14− 5α)α3σ4 + 6(4α− 1)σ2 + 6

)
−3
(
α4σ6 − (α− 4)α3σ4 + (4α− 1)σ2 + 1

))
cos(2(α− 1)σ)

+
(
σ2 + 1

) (
−18Λ

(
α2σ2 + 1

)2
+ 9

(
α2σ2 + 1

)2
+ Λ2

(
2α6σ6 + 9α4σ4 + 18α2σ2 + 9

))
+ 6σ

(
α5(Λ− 1)Λσ4

(
σ2 − 1

)
+ α4

(
7Λ2 − 10Λ + 3

)
σ4 − α3

(
4Λ2 − 7Λ + 3

)
σ2
(
σ2 − 1

)
−3α(Λ− 1)2

(
σ2 − 1

)
− 3(Λ− 1)2

)
sin(2σ − 2ασ)

]
, (3.11)

where Λ := A+/A−, H ≃ H ≃ H0 :=
√
V0/(3M2

Pl), and α = exp(N −N0) where N0 is the

transition time: φ(N0) = ϕ0.
In the simulation, we chose the initial condition of the inflaton as (φi, ϖi) = (1.93 ×

10−2MPl,−5.45 × 10−7M2
Pl) and set the end surface of the δN formalism at ϕth = −1.87 ×

10−2MPl, where the inflaton sufficiently asymptotes to the slow-roll attractor behaviour,
supposing that the curvature perturbation gets frozen well regardless of whether inflation
ends there or not. In the left panel of Fig. 4, we show the power spectrum with the same
lattice setup and plot style as chaotic inflation. For the UV dynamics, we adopt the analytic
solution of the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation given by

Pζ(k)

PIR
=

9(Λ− 1)2

k6
(sin k − k cos k)4 +

[
3(Λ− 1)

2k3
[(
k2 − 1

)
sin(2k) + 2k cos(2k)

]
+ Λ

]2
,

(3.12)

where we set the parameters as Λ = 1700, and PIR = 8.5 × 10−10. One again sees their
sufficient consistency for n ≳ 4. In particular, STOLAS works well for the peak value at
n∗ ≃ 4.47 (indicated by the vertical thin line) relevant for the PBH abundance.

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we show the PDF of curvature perturbation with a Gaus-
sian fitting (black dashed) for the standard deviation σζ = 0.095. The simulation result is
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consistent with the Gaussian distribution as fNL = (−1.44± 2.77)× 10−3. We comment on
the so-called exponential-tail feature which has recently attracted attention. For the flat-
inflection potential including an USR phase, it is suggested that the probability of large
curvature perturbations decays only exponentially rather than the Gaussian decay (see, e.g.,
Refs. [30, 51, 58]). The non-Gaussian feature represented by this exponential tail in the
USR model is sensitive to the end of the USR phase [79, 80]. In our setup, the USR phase
smoothly connects with the second slow-roll phase. Such a smooth transition is known to
erase the non-Gaussian feature. This is why the simulation result is almost Gaussian. One
may add a second breaking point in the potential to force the USR phase to end at that
point, and then the exponential-tail feature is expected.

4 Importance sampling for primordial black holes

In this section, we further show the power of STOLAS, simulating the formation of PBHs.
The PBHs are hypothetical black holes produced by overdense regions in the radiation-
dominated era through gravitational collapse, proposed by Hawking and Carr [81–83] (see
also Refs. [84–87] for several reviews). Recently, they have had much motivation from both
the theoretical and observational sides. The most famous motivation is the candidate of
dark matter (DM). The current observational constraints on PBHs show the window for the
whole DM in the mass range ∼ 1020 g, which corresponds to the subHertz scalar-induced
gravitational wave (GW) as an interesting target of the space-based future GW telescopes
such as LISA [88], Taiji [89], TianQin [90], and DECIGO [91]. As other motivations, they
can explain the seed of supermassive black holes [92], the microlensing events observed by
OGLE [93], the hypothetical ninth planet in the solar system [94, 95], the origin of faint
supernovae which are the calcium-rich gap transients [96], etc. Subsolar compact objects
recently suggested by the observations of the merger GWs are also the interesting possibility
of PBHs because the astrophysical BHs cannot be lighter than the solar mass [97–99].

It is suggested that the PBH formation is characterised not only by the absolute value
of the curvature perturbation but also its spatial profile (see, e.g., Refs. [33, 34]). STOLAS
can get the spatial map of ζ and hence sample the PBH formation in principle. However,
the direct sampling of PBHs is non-realistic because PBHs should be extremely rare (∼ 10σ
rarity, roughly speaking) at their formation time not to overclose the universe. In this paper,
we introduce the importance sampling technique (see, e.g., Ref. [35]) to STOLAS to efficiently
sample the rare objects.

In this section, we first review the PBH formation in the so-called peak theory. We
then introduce the importance sampling method in the context of STOLAS and show some
results in the PBH abundance.

4.1 Review of PBH formation

In the radiation-dominated era, basically the subHubble density contrast cannot gravita-
tionally grow due to the radiation pressure. However, if the density contrast is as large as
δth ∼ p/ρ = 1/3 at the horizon reentry, the gravitational force can overcome the pressure and
the overdensity collapses to a BH right after the horizon reentry. The formed BH is called
primordial black hole (PBH).9 Its mass is roughly given by the horizon massMH = 4π

3 ρH
−3,

9Several other mechanisms to produce PBHs have been proposed so far: the bubble collision [100–107],
the collapse of isocurvature fluctuations [108, 109], the quark confinment [110], etc.
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which is calculated as (see, e.g., Ref. [111])

MH(k) = 1020 g ×
( g∗
106.75

)−1/6
(

k

1.56× 1013Mpc−1

)−2

, (4.1)

for the horizon reentry of the comoving mode k: aH/k = 1. Here, g∗ is the effective DoFs
for energy density at the horizon reentry and we suppose that it is approximately equivalent
to that for entropy.

Since Carr’s simplest criterion δth ∼ 1/3, the detailed condition of the PBH forma-
tion has been investigated both theoretically and numerically. There, the compaction func-
tion [112, 113], the difference between the Misner–Sharp mass and the expected mass in the
background universe or the volume average of the density contrast at its horizon reentry,
plays a key role. In the spherically symmetric case, it is given by

C(r) = 2

3

[
1−

(
1 + rζ ′(r)

)2]
, (4.2)

where r is the comoving radius from the spherical centre. According to the latest works [33,
34], the average compaction function defined by

C̄m =

4π

∫ R(rm)

0
C(r)R̃2(r) dR̃(r)

4π

3
R3(rm)

(4.3)

gives a relatively profile-independent criterion, C̄th = 2/5. Here, rm is the innermost maxi-
mum radius of the compaction function and R(r) = aeζ(r)r is the areal radius.

The numerical simulations in general relativity suggest that the PBH mass follows the
scaling behaviour [114–120],

MPBH ≃ K
(
C̄m − C̄th

)γ
MH , (4.4)

whereK is an order-unity factor, γ ≃ 0.36 is the universal power index, andMH is the horizon
mass at the horizon reentry R(rm)H = 1. We adopt K = 1 in this work for simplicity. It
is practically useful to rewrite the horizon mass (4.1) in terms of the box size L and the
renormalised maximal areal radius R̃m = NL

aLR(rm) = r̃me
ζ(rm) as

MH(k = r−1
m e−ζ(rm)) = 2.4× 1022 g ×

( g∗
106.75

)−1/6
(

L

10−12Mpc

)2
(
R̃m

NL

)2

. (4.5)

The current energy density ratio fPBH of PBHs to total DM in each logarithmic mass
bin is defined by

fPBH(M) d lnM =
MnPBH(M)

3M2
PlH

2
0ΩDM

d lnM , (4.6)

where ΩDM is the DM density parameter, nPBH is the comoving number density of PBHs, and
H0 is the current Hublle parameter. Below, we calculate the probability pt(M) d lnM with
which a single PBH within the mass range lnMPBH ∈

[
lnM − 1

2 d lnM , lnM + 1
2 d lnM

]
is
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realised in the simulation box L3, i.e., nPBH(M) = pt(M)/L3. One then finds a numerical
formula for the PBH abundance:

fPBH(M) =

(
ΩDMh

2

0.12

)−1(
M

1020 g

)(
L

10−12Mpc

)−3( pt(M)

6.62× 10−13

)
, (4.7)

where h = H0/
(
100 km s−1Mpc−1

)
is the normalised Hubble parameter.

Let us mention the analytic estimation of the PBH abundance so far. Recently, the
so-called peak theory [121] has attracted attention as the state-of-art scheme for the PBH
abundance estimation [122–125]. If the curvature perturbation is well approximated by a
Gaussian random field, the probability of any configuration of ζ(x) can be determined only
by its power spectrum in principle. In particular, if the power spectrum is monochromatic
as

Pζ(k) = Asδ(ln k − ln k∗), (4.8)

with the amplitude As and the characteristic scale k∗, the estimation becomes much simpler.
For example, the rare peak is typically fit by the spherically symmetric profile,

ζ̂(r) = µ̃2 sinc(k∗r), (4.9)

with the Gaussian random amplitude µ2. The expected PBH number density reads10

npeakPBH(M) d lnM =
k3∗

(6π)3/2
f

(
µ̃2√
As

)
PG(µ̃2, As)

∣∣∣∣d lnMdµ̃2

∣∣∣∣−1

d lnM , (4.10)

with the function f(ξ),

f(ξ) =
1

2
ξ(ξ2 − 3)

(
erf

[
1

2

√
5

2
ξ

]
+ erf

[√
5

2
ξ

])

+

√
2

5π

{(
8

5
+

31

4
ξ2
)
exp

[
−5

8
ξ2
]
+

(
−8

5
+

1

2
ξ2
)
exp

[
−5

2
ξ2
]}
, (4.11)

the Gaussian PDF PG(x, σ
2) = 1√

2πσ2
e−x2/(2σ2), and the µ̃2-dependence of the PBH mass

numerically found as11∣∣∣∣d lnMdµ̃2

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣2dζ̂(rm)dµ̃2

+
γ

µ̃2 − µ̃2,th

∣∣∣∣∣ ≃ 0.282 +
0.36

µ̃2 − µ̃2,th
, (4.12)

where µ̃2,th ≃ 0.615 is the PBH formation threshold for the profile (4.9). The PBH abundance
is hence estimated as

fpeakPBH(M) =

(
ΩDMh

2

0.12

)−1(
M

1020 g

)(
k∗

1.56× 1013Mpc−1

)3

×


∣∣∣d lnM

dµ̃2

∣∣∣−1
f
(
µ̃2(M)√

As

)
PG(µ̃2(M), As)

1.4× 10−14

. (4.13)

Below, we compare the result in our STOLAS with this analytic formula.

10Note that the expression in the original work [122] suffers from the extra factor of 27, which propagated
to several literatures. It is fixed in our expression.

11Note that the scaling behaviour of the PBH mass with respect to the amplitude µ̃2 is used to derive this
relation in Ref. [125], which results in a mere difference of the prefactor K.
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4.2 Importance sampling

The direct sampling of PBHs is non-realistic as they should be extremely rare. We here
introduce the importance sampling technique to STOLAS (see Ref. [35] for its application
to the stochastic-δN formalism). The simulation of the stochastic process is realised by
numerically generating the stochastic noise. Given the probability distribution of the noise,
one can conversely introduce intentionally large noise whose true probability is calculable as
well. In this way, one can sample overdensities much more efficiently and correct the obtained
histogram to follow the true probability distribution.

In this work, we introduce an offset B(N,x)∆N called bias to the stochastic noise
∆W (N,x) as

φ(N +∆N,x)− φ(N,x) =
ϖ(N,x)

H(N,x)
∆N + P1/2

ϕ (N, kσ(N))(B(N,x)∆N +∆W (N,x)),

ϖ(N +∆N,x)−ϖ(N,x) =

(
−3ϖ(N,x)− V ′(φ(N,x))

H(N,x)

)
∆N.

(4.14)
Respecting the typical profile (4.9), we adopt the sinc spatial dependence around the origin
at about the time of interest Nb as

B(N,x) = B(N)S(N,x),

{
B(N) = b√

2π∆Nb
exp
(
− (N−Nb)

2

2(∆Nb)
2

)
,

S(N,x) = sinc(kσ(N)x),
(4.15)

where b is the overall amplitude parameter and ∆Nb controlls the duration of the bias
around Nb. According to the discussion in Sec. 2.2, the sinc function can be represented by
the superposition of the Fourier modes in the shell ς(N) as

S(N,x) ≃ 1

|ς(N)|
∑

n∈ς(N)

ei
2π
L
n·x. (4.16)

Hence the biased EoM (4.14) is equivalent to replacing the Fourier-space noise as ∆Wn(N) →
∆Wn(N) +

N3
L

|ς(N)|B(N)∆N . Appropriately choosing the amplitude b, maps realising PBHs
around the origin can be sampled more efficiently.

Though the biased EoM is different from the original one, the realised samples by this
equation denoted ω ∈ Ω in the sample space Ω can be the solutions of the original one

in principle if the whole shifted noise ∆Wn(N) +
N3

L
|ς(N)|B(N)∆N is realised by the original

distribution (2.33). Only its realisation probability is different: ω is realised with the sampling
probability ps(ω) by the biased EoM, while the true target probability pt(ω) is associated
with the original EoM. As ps(ω) can be estimated by the numerical histogram, the target
probability pt(ω) can be obtained by calculating the weight function defined by

W(ω) =
pt(ω)

ps(ω)
. (4.17)

The sampling probability of ω is the realisation probability of the noise ∆Wn as ps(ω) =
p({∆Wn(N)} | ω), while ω is realised by the shifted noise in the true system, i.e., pt(ω) =

p
({

∆Wn(N) +
N3

L
|ς(N)|B(N)∆N

} ∣∣∣ ω). Recalling the noise distribution (2.33), the (log of)
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weight function is hence calculated as

lnW(ω) =
∑
N

lnw(N), (4.18)

where

lnw(N) = −
∑

n∈C∩ς(N)

∣∣∣∆Wn(N) +
N3

L
|ς(N)|B(N)∆N

∣∣∣2 − |∆Wn(N)|2

N6
L

|ς(N)|∆N

−
∑

n∈R∩ς(N)

(
∆Wn(N) +

N3
L

|ς(N)|B(N)∆N
)2

− (∆Wn(N))2

2
N6

L
|ς(N)|∆N

= −B(N)

N3
L

∑
n

∆Wn(N)− 1

2
B2(N)∆N

= −B(N)∆W (N,x = 0)− 1

2
B2(N)∆N. (4.19)

Here we used 2|C ∩ ς| + |R ∩ ς| = |ς|, ∆Wn = 0 for n /∈ ς, and
∑

nRe[∆Wn] =
∑

n∆Wn.
This is a Gaussian variable of the average and variance given by

⟨lnW⟩ = −1

2

∑
N

B2(N)∆N ≃ −1

2

∫
B2(N) dN ≃ − b2

4
√
π∆Nb

,

〈
(lnW − ⟨lnW⟩)2

〉
=
∑
N

B2(N)∆N ≃
∫
B2(N) dN ≃ b2

2
√
π∆Nb

.

(4.20)

Dividing the samples into bins as Ω =
⋃

iΩi with respect to quantities of interest, the
sampling probability is evaluated by the histogram as

ps(Ωi) ≈
|Ωi|
|Ω|

. (4.21)

The target probability is then obtained by multiplying it by the average weight in the corre-
sponding bin:

pt(Ωi) = ⟨W(ω ∈ Ωi)⟩ ps(Ωi). (4.22)

Practically, the average weight is difficult to be estimated by the direct sample average as the
weight varies by many orders of magnitude. Rather the log of the weight can be expected to
well follow the Gaussian distribution in each bin like as the unbinned one (4.19). Supposing
its lognormal distribution, the average weight can be estimated more accurately by the log
average and variance within the propagated error as (see Ref. [35])

⟨W(ω ∈ Ωi)⟩ = exp

(
lnWi +

σ2lnWi

2

)∣∣∣∣∣∣exp
±
√
σ2lnWi

|Ωi|
+

σ4lnWi

2|Ωi| − 2

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣, (4.23)

where

lnWi =
1

|Ωi|
∑
ω∈Ωi

lnW(ω), σ2lnWi
=

1

|Ωi| − 1

∑
ω∈Ωi

(lnW(ω)− lnWi)
2. (4.24)
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4.3 Results and Discussion

Let us see the results of the importance sampling in Starobinsky’s linear model with the same
parameters discussed in Sec. 3.3. We adopt the box size L = 10−12Mpc and (b,Nb,∆Nb) =
(20

√
∆Nb, 3.8, 0.1) for the bias parameters in Eq. (4.15), where Nb corresponds to the peak

wave number n∗ = 4.47 of the power spectrum shown in Fig. 4 via the cutoff scale nσ(Nb) =
σeNb . In Fig. 5, we show two sample xy-slices at z = 0 of the biased ζ contour map for a
PBH-forming C̄m > 2/5 realisation and not C̄m < 2/5. The corresponding spherical-average
profile ζ(r̃) and numerically obtained compaction function C(r̃) (4.2) as functions of the
normalised radius r̃ = NL

L |x| are compared with the correspondings of the sinc profile (4.9).
They are consistent around the peak for the PBH-forming realisation as the power spectrum
is well peaked around nσ(Nb) and the curvature perturbation is almost Gaussian.

The left panel of Fig. 6 shows the density histogram in the average compaction function
C̄m (4.3) and the weight function W (4.19). Their negative correlation indicates that larger
overdensities are rarer as expected and the choice of the bias function (4.15) works well.
For PBH-forming maps C̄m > 2/5, the corresponding PBH mass MPBH can be calculated by
Eq. (4.5) with the computed C̄m and Rm and then one finds the density histogram in MPBH

and W as shown in the right panel of Fig. 6. Through the lognormal estimator (4.23), it
converts the sampling probability ps by the histogram (4.21) (the left panel of Fig. 7) into the
target probability pt shown in the right panel of Fig. 7. It is directly followed by the current
PBH mass function fPBH via the formula (4.7). Our final result is shown in Fig. 8 with the
prediction of the peak theory as a comparison. Here, the peak theory calculation is done by
first fitting the peak of the power spectrum by the log-normal function (the orange-dotted
line in the left panel of Fig. 4) and approximating it by the Dirac delta function (4.8) with the
same amplitude As = 5.054× 10−3. Despite their completely independent approaches, their
qualitative features are impressively consistent, indicating that STOLAS with the importance
sampling technique works. The quantitative difference would be caused by the monochro-
matic power spectrum assumption (4.8) in the peak theory or the low spatial resolution of
STOLAS, which we leave for future work.

The results for chaotic inflation are shown in Fig. 9.12 One can find a broad feature of
the mass function reflecting the nearly scale-invariant power spectrum shown in Fig. 3 though
the bias is introduced only for a specific scale ∼ nσ(Nb). It is enabled by the randomly added
noise ∆W (N,x). One can extract fPBH for different masses more accurately by changing the
bias time Nb.

We mention a caveat in this result. As shown in Fig. 10, chaotic inflation generates
more non-spherical overdensities due to its broad power spectrum. In fact, we calculated, for
the first 100 samples, the angular power spectrum

Cℓ =
1

2ℓ+ 1

+ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

|aℓm|2, aℓm =

∫
ζ(Ω)Y m

ℓ (Ω) dΩ , (4.25)

where Y m
ℓ (Ω) is the spherical harmonics and found C1 = (1.1 ± 0.087) × 10−2 and C2 =

(3.0± 0.22)× 10−3 for Starobinsky’s linear model while C1 = (2.2± 0.17)× 10−2 and C2 =
(6.0± 0.44)× 10−3 for chaotic inflation at the quarter wave r̂ = NL/(4nσ(Nb)) ≃ 3.6. Large
non-sphericity may cause a wrong judgement of PBH formation with the spherical compaction

12The peak theory result is not shown because the calculation for the nearly scale-invariant or broad power
spectrum with the average compaction criterion has not been given in the literature.
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Figure 5. Samples of the contours of ζ for the z = 0 slice (top), the corresponding radial profile ζ(r̂)
(middle), and the compaction function C(r̂) (bottom) for Starobinsky’s linear model. The left panels
correspond to a PBH-forming realisation C̄m > 2/5, while the right panels are for a non-PBH-forming
one C̄m < 2/5. In the middle and bottom panels, the blue dots are the numerical results and the
black-dashed lines represent the sinc-profile fitting with nσ(Nb).
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2 = 0.12 [126]. The blue dots with error bars are the numerical results, while the black-dashed
line is the estimation of the peak theory in the monochromatic assumption (4.8) at nσ(Nb) ≃ 4.47
with the amplitude As = 5.054× 10−3.
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Figure 9. The same plots as Figs. 5–8 for chaotic inflation. The same noise map is used for the top
panels as the left panels of Fig. 5.
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Figure 10. Examples of the angular dependence of the curvature perturbation around the spherical
average, ∆ζ, at r̂ = 3.6 corresponding to the quarter wave NL/(4nσ(Nb)). The left panel is for
Starobinsky’s linear model while the right is for chaotic inflation. We use the same noise map. One
finds that the broader power spectrum in chaotic inflation causes a more non-spherical overdensity,
which may affect the PBH formation criterion.

function criterion as indicated by the worse fitting of the sinc profile or the less correlation
between W and C̄m in Fig. 9. We leave it for future work.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed the C++ package, STOchastic LAttice Simulation (STOLAS),
of cosmic inflation. It simulates the dynamics of the inflaton fields in the manner of the
stochastic formalism, the effective theory of superHubble fields, and calculates the observ-
able curvature perturbation according to the δN formalism. In Sec. 2, we described the
implementation of STOLAS by discretising the stochastic formalism. In Sec. 3, we calcu-
lated primary statistics such as the power spectrum and the non-linearity parameter of the
curvature perturbation in two toy models: chaotic inflation and Starobinsky’s linear-potential
inflation. The results (Figs. 3 and 4) show the consistency of STOLAS with the standard
perturbation theory in the perturbative observables. As a further application of STOLAS
beyond the perturbative quantities, we calculated the abundance of PBHs in the two mod-
els in Sec. 4 by introducing the technique of the importance sampling, which can efficiently
sample rare events such as PBHs. For the first time, we had success in directly sampling the
PBH abundance fPBH in a full numerical way as shown in Figs. 8 and 9. The quantitative
inconsistency between STOLAS and the analytic result in the peak theory may be caused by
the monochromatic power spectrum approximation in the peak theory and/or the low spatial
resolution of STOLAS, which we leave for future work.

The simulation reveals that the non-sphericity of the overdensity tends to be relatively
large for a broader power spectrum represented by chaotic inflation (Fig. 10). It will hence be
interesting to investigate the PBH formation criteria for a non-spherical overdensity in numer-
ical relativity (see, e.g., Ref. [127] for such an attempt). Also, while the non-Gaussianity of
the curvature perturbation is small in both models we consider, particularly in Starobinsky’s
linear model because the end of USR phase is smoothly connected to the second slow-roll
phase in our setup, one may introduce a sharp transition from USR to slow-roll which is known
to cause the exponential-tail feature in the curvature perturbation. This non-perturbative
feature can significantly enhance the PBH abundance and therefore be a good target of
the investigation with STOLAS. Multifield extensions such as hybrid inflation (see, e.g.,
Refs. [48, 74, 128]) are also attractive as they predict non-Gaussian curvature perturbations
in general (see, e.g., Refs. [129–132] in the context of hybrid inflation).

STOLAS’s application is not limited to the PBH. The map of the curvature perturba-
tions obtained in STOLAS could be used as the initial condition of the structure formation
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simulation such as N -body simulations. Since it does not require translating the informa-
tion of the curvature perturbation into small numbers of statistics such as the power or
bispectrum, one can extract the full non-perturbative features of the curvature perturbation
embedded into the large-scale structure (see, e.g., Ref. [64] for the effect of the exponential
tail to the number of massive clusters).
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A Derivation of the power spectrum of the scalar field at NLO in slow-roll

In this appendix, we derive the power spectrum of the scalar field up to the next-to-leading
order (NLO) in the slow-roll expansion. Note that we ignore the noise term throughout this
appendix. Following Ref. [133], the slow-roll parameters are given by

ϵ1 = − Ḣ

H2
, ϵ2 =

ϵ̇1
Hϵ1

. (A.1)

The relationship between the conformal time and the comoving horizon is calculated as

aH ≃ −1

τ
(1 + ϵ1). (A.2)

The Mukhanov–Sasaki equation for the canonicalised inflaton perturbation v = aδϕ is given
by

∂2v

∂τ2
+

(
k2 − 1

z

∂2z

∂τ2

)
v = 0, (A.3)

where z = aϕ̇/H. We can express the last term by using slow-roll parameters as

1

z

∂2z

∂τ2
≃ 1

τ2
(2 + 3ϵ1 +

3

2
ϵ2). (A.4)

Supposing the slow-roll parameters are almost constant up to NLO, Eq. (A.3) can be solved
analytically as

v(τ) =

√
π

4k
eiπ(ν+1/2)/2

√
−kτH(1)

ν (−kτ), (A.5)

where H
(1)
ν (x) is the Hankel Function of the First Kind, and the parameter ν is given by

ν ≃ 3

2
+ ϵ1 +

1

2
ϵ2. (A.6)
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Here, we chose the integration constant consistent with the adiabatic vacuum in the sub-
Hubble limit. The asymptotic form of the Hankel function in the superHubble limit is given
by

H(1)
ν (x) → −iΓ(ν)

π

(
2

x

)2

, (A.7)

where the Gamma function Γ(ν) is expanded as

Γ(ν) ≃ Γ

(
3

2

)[
1 + (ϵ1 +

1

2
ϵ2)(2− γ − 2 ln 2)

]
(A.8)

with the Euler’s constant γ. Using these relations, the power spectrum of ϕ is computed as

Pϕ(σaH) =
k3

2πa2
−τ
4

∣∣∣H(1)
ν (−kτ)

∣∣∣2
=

(
H

2π

)2

[1 + 2ϵ1(1− γ − 2 ln 2) + ϵ2(2− γ − 2 ln 2)]

(
σH

2H

)−2ϵ1−ϵ2

. (A.9)

One can change the slow-roll parameters to the potential form with the use of the relation

ϵV =
M2

Pl

2

V ′

V
≃ ϵ1, ηV =M2

Pl

V ′′

V
≃ 2ϵ1 −

1

2
ϵ2. (A.10)

Then, the power spectrum is written as

Pϕ(σaH) =

(
H

2π

)2

[1 + ϵV (10− 6γ − 12 ln 2)− 2ηV (2− γ − 2 ln 2)]

(
σH

2H

)−6ϵV +2ηV

. (A.11)

Practically, this form is more useful because the second time derivative in ϵ2 is not well
defined in the stochastic system.
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