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This paper proposes two levels of preheating for the inflaton that is non-minimally coupled with
gravity. The first level, later named by the quadratic regime, corresponds to the matter-dominated
era and is responsible for draining the inflaton’s energy density. The second level, which we will call
the quartic regime, corresponds to the radiation-dominated era and is responsible for the reheating
of the universe. We investigate the behavior of non-renormalizable higher dimension operators in
both the quadratic and quartic regimes. In the quadratic regime, the certain order n in the non-
renormalizable higher-dimension operator could lead to an efficient preheating. On the other hand,
the non-renormalizable higher dimension operators in the quartic regime are extremely inefficient
for any order of n. In our work, we also introduce a mechanism controlled by the characteristic
momentum α to suppress the particle production during preheating. Additionally, we emphasized
the significance of the small momentum of the particles produced during preheating for the abun-
dance of primordial black holes. This result favors the efficient preheating in the quadratic regime.
Finally, we evaluate two modes of the reheating temperature, which differ based on the preheating
efficiency during the quadratic regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The new inflation scenario requires a preheating stage
to be complete. This stage occurs after inflation
ends when the inflaton oscillates and produces particles
through non-perturbative processes [1]. These particles
can be much heavier than the inflaton’s effective mass.
Although the preheating stage could complete the in-
flationary theory, it lacks observational evidence and is
highly model-dependent.

Several preheating models have been proposed in re-
cent years. Ref. [2] discusses preheating in the context of
a quadratic potential. Most models of inflation with non-
minimal coupling [3, 4], Starobinsky inflation [5, 6], and
their extensions follow the preheating stages described
in these references. Ref. [7] presents a model of pre-
heating involving a quartic potential, which has inspired
subsequent works such as Refs. [8, 9]. In Ref. [4], the
energy drain due to inflaton oscillation is described as
extremely efficient, with depletion occurring in just one
zero-crossing of the inflaton. However, in two-field infla-
tion models, such as the mixed Higgs-R2 model [10], the
inflaton zero-crossing is milder.

In our paper, we propose two levels of preheating,
termed the first and second levels of preheating. These
levels are derived from the Lagrangian with non-minimal
coupling, resulting in two stages of preheating. 1 We de-
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1 Originally, the idea of the second-level preheating was discussed

fine the first-level preheating as the quadratic regime dur-
ing the matter-dominated era and the second-level pre-
heating as the quartic regime during the later radiation-
dominated era. For the second-level preheating to occur,
particle production should not be overly efficient during
the first-level preheating. In our paper, ”efficient” means
that the inflaton’s energy density could be depleted in
just a few zero-crossings. With certain parameter tuning,
the inflaton zero-crossing can become so efficient that it
drains all of the inflaton’s energy in a single crossing.
Since we aim for preheating to be less efficient, we calcu-
late such crossing to establish an upper bound on certain
parameters. Violating these conditions could prevent the
second-level preheating from occurring.
In Ref. [11], it is noted that during preheating, the

production of bosonic species may dominate the universe
instead of fermions due to Pauli blocking. We analyze
this issue during the first-level preheating phase, which
occurs during the matter-dominated era. Later, fermions
are efficiently produced during the second-level preheat-
ing, which takes place during the radiation-dominated
era. This distinction will significantly affect the reheat-
ing temperature in our model.
This paper is organized as follows: Section II dis-

cusses the preheating stage which focuses on the first
and second-level preheating phases. In section III, we
present additional features including preheating for the
non-renormalizable higher dimension operator, a brief ex-
planation of the chosen values of the non-minimal cou-
pling ξ, the ceased out mechanism, tachyonic preheating,

in Ref. [2] with or without backreaction.
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and the production of grand-daughter fields. Later, in
section IV, we discuss primordial black holes to obtain
constraints on our momentum after inflation. Finally,
section V exclusively addresses the reheating tempera-
ture. The summary of our research is presented in section
VI.

II. THE PREHEATING WITH INFLATON
NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED WITH GRAVITY

A. Inflation and Preheating

In this subsection, we will consider the action of the
inflaton ϕ which is non-minimally coupled with gravity
as follows2,

SJ =

∫
d4x

√
−gJ

×
(
1

2
M2
pR+

1

2
ξϕ2R− 1

2
gµνJ ∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

4
λϕ4

)
,

(1)

where SJ and R are the action and Ricci scalar in the
Jordan frame. Mp is the reduced Planck mass, λ is the
quartic coupling of the ϕ self-interaction, and ξ is the
non-minimal coupling of the inflaton ϕ with gravity. This
action can be transformed into the Einstein frame by
using the following,

gµνE = Ω2gµνJ , Ω2 ≡ 1 +
ξϕ2

M2
p

≡ e
√

2
3
χ
Mp . (2)

The subscript E denotes the Einstein frame. Then, the
action in the Einstein frame is given by

SE =

∫
d4x

√
−gE

(
1

2
M2
pRE − 1

2
gµνE ∂µχ∂νχ− U(χ)

)
,

(3)
where RE = RΩ−2 − 6Ω−3□Ω. In the rest of the paper,
the subscript E will be omitted for simplicity. Note that
we have omitted non-canonical kinetic terms due to the
scale of inflation in the above expression.

Next, the potential in Eq.(3) has the following form

U(χ) =
λ

4Ω2
ϕ4 =

λ

4ξ2
M4
p

(
1− e

−
√

2
3
χ
Mp

)2

. (4)

The power spectrum Ps is written as follows,

Ps =
1

12π2

U3

M6
p (∂U/∂χ)

2

∣∣∣∣∣
ini

. (5)

2 There is a potential term 1
2
m2

bareϕ
2, where mbare is the bare

mass of inflaton ϕ. However, it is not relevant to our scenario in
this paper.

If we use Ps = 2.101×10−9 at κ∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1 [12] and
number of e-folds N = 56, we obtain the constraint of

the ratio ξ2

λ during inflation as follows,

ξ2

λ
≃ 2.1× 109. (6)

In general, both ξ and λ are not fixed and depend on the
running coupling of their energy scale. This means the
constraint from the CMB in Eq. (6) may not apply at
lower energy levels. Thus, after the end of inflation, ξ and
λ are no longer constrained by CMB. However, studying
the running coupling is beyond the scope of this paper.
Below we define two regimes of the preheating stages

(after inflation) based on the potential as follows,

U ≃

{
1
2

(
λ

3ξ2M
2
p

)
χ2 if χ̃ > χ̃crit

1
4λχ

4 if χ̃ < χ̃crit

, (7)

where χ̃crit ≈ ϕ̃crit ≈ Mp

ξ . The tilde refers to the am-

plitude of the fields. This critical value corresponds to
the field value when the amplitude of the scalaron χ in
the Einstein frame coincides with the amplitude of ϕ in
the Jordan frame. In Eq. (7), the condition of χ̃ > χ̃crit

corresponds to the quadratic regime, as indicated by the
χ2 on the potential. Conversely, the condition χ̃ < χ̃crit

corresponds to the quartic regime, indicated by the χ4

term in the potential.

B. The First-Level Preheating, The Quadratic
Regime

In the following, we will investigate the feature of the
inflaton in the quadratic regime. This regime is defined
when the field value of the inflaton is χ̃ < Mp, as stated
in the previous subsection. At this time, the inflaton
oscillates around zero and the slow-roll conditions are
violated (ϵ = 1). After the end of inflation, the potential
in Eq. (7) can be rewritten as follows,

U(χ) ≡ 1

2
m2χ2, (8)

where m2 = λ
3ξ2M

2
p corresponds to the effective inflaton

mass during preheating and is strongly constrained by
Eq. (6). The equation of motion obtained from Eq. (3)
can be written as

□χ− dU

dχ
= 0. (9)

If we write the field χ by using the Heisenberg repre-
sentation as

χ(x, t) =

∫
d3k

(2π)
3
2

(
âkχk(t)e

−ik·x + â†kχ
∗
k(t)e

ik·x
)
.

(10)
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where âk and â†k corresponds to the annihilation and cre-
ation operators, we obtain

χ̈k + 3Hχ̇k +

(
k2

a2
+m2

)
χk = 0. (11)

Note that the dot represents the derivative with respect
to the physical time t and k is the momentum. During
this time, the universe enters the matter-dominated era
due to the nature of the potential U(χ). It is obvious
from Eq. (11) that the resonance of self-χ production is
conformally suppressed [2].

Next, we add another Lagrangian to Eq. (1), which
has the form as

−gµνJ ∂µψ∂νψ − 1

4
gψ2ϕ2, (12)

where g is the real-valued coupling and ψ is another scalar
field. The interaction terms can be provided in the Ein-
stein frame up to the leading order as

−1

2
g′ψ2χ, (13)

where

g′ ≡ g
Mp

ξ
√
6
. (14)

Below, we will calculate the particle production of the
ψ field by the resonance of the inflaton field χ. By using
the Heisenberg representation similar to Eq. (10), we can
redefine ψ and obtain the equation of motion as

d2ψk
dt2

+ 3Hψ̇k +

(
k2ψ
a2

+ g′χ̃ sin(mt)

)
ψk = 0, (15)

where we have used

χ = χ̃ sin(mt). (16)

This equation of motion is similar to that in Ref. [13].
Note that the last equation could develop the tachyonic
preheating.

By adopting the procedure on Ref. [14], we can obtain
the equation of motion as

d2ψk
dq2

+ (p2 + q)ψk = 0, (17)

where

p2 =
k2ψ
K2

, q = Kt, K = [g′χ̃m]
1/3

, (18)

and we have approximated χ̃ sin(mt) ≃ χ̃mt and a = 1
for the zero-crossing. For p2 > q, the ψk particle produc-
tion is mostly inefficient. Greater q impacts the larger
particle production. For p2 ≪ q, the particle production

is extremely efficient and can be estimated analytically
as

ρ̃ψ =

∫ ∞

0

d3kψ
(2π)3

e−πp
2√

g′χ̃. (19)

The particle produced by inflaton oscillation is mostly
heavy and non-relativistic during this matter-dominated
era. Hence, the contribution of the momentum kψ is
neglected. In section IV, we will show that the large mo-
mentum is discouraged for appropriate primordial black
hole abundance. By solving Eq. (19), we can obtain the
energy produced during the (first) single-crossing to be

1

4π3
(g′χ̃)

3/2
m ≃

(
g

ξ

)3/2

2.65× 10−8M4
p , (20)

where we have used χ̃ ≃ Mp that corresponds to the field
value during the start of the preheating stage. Compar-
ing the inflaton energy to be 1

2m
2χ2 ≃ 8×10−11M4

p with
our result on Eq. (20), the inflaton’s energy could po-
tentially be drained by the first single-crossing if we take
the value

g

ξ
≳ 0.02. (21)

In realistic models such as Higgs inflation [15], produc-
ing gauge bosons through parametric resonance is less
efficient due to large ξ and small gauge boson couplings.
Consequently, the violation of Eq. (21) results in less effi-
cient preheating. It is important to note that, according
to the criterion in Eq. (21), efficient preheating is favored
by small ξ and large g. Since g is typically smaller than
unity, values of ξ ≳ O(100) are not favorable for efficient
preheating. However, in the context of Higgs inflation,
the decay of gauge bosons is nearly instantaneous, which
favors a high reheating temperature [14].
We can see that the second-level preheating exists if

Eq. (21) is not fulfilled. Thus, the criterion for second-
level preheating can only be valid if we rewrite it to be

g

ξ
< 0.02. (22)

In other words, second-level preheating is favored by the
inflation model with smaller g and larger ξ.
For the numerical calculation of Eq. (15), we need to

define

mt = 2z − π/2, A =
4k2ψ
m2

, and Q =
2gMp

m2ξ
√
6
χ̃. (23)

Thus, neglecting the expanding universe effect (a = 1),
we obtain

d2ψk
dz2

+ (A− 2Q cos(2z))ψk = 0, (24)
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FIG. 1. The growth of ψk. We used fixed A = 1, Q = 0.2
(dotted), Q = 0.25 (dashed), and Q = 0.3 (solid line) for
this numerical calculation in our sample. Note that z is in a
unit of π/2 and we neglected the expansion of the universe
(a = 1). This figure shows the growth of the mode ψk due to
resonance. For the numerical calculation, we take ψk(0) = 1

and dψk
dz

∣∣
z=0

= 0.

FIG. 2. The Mathieu instability chart with corresponding
values of A and Q. The color of the figure’s legends shows
the characteristic exponent µp.

from which it belongs to the Mathieu equation. Note
that we used χ̃ = Mp, corresponding to the field value
during the end of inflation.

We show the numerical calculation of Eq. (24) in Fig.
1. The varied A and Q parameters obey the Mathieu
instability chart in Fig. 2, in which the colored legends
correspond to the characteristic exponent µp that can be
written analytically as,

µp =
1

2π
ln
(
1 + 2e−πp

2

− 2 sin θpe
−π

2 p
2
√
1 + 2e−πp2

)
,

(25)
where θp is a phase. Note that we only use A ∼ 2Q for a
sample. Generally speaking, larger Q gives more growth
to ψk. In our paper, we specifically consider the case
Q ≫ A where the particle production can be estimated
analytically as in Eq. (19).

C. The Second-Level Preheating, The Quartic
Regime

During the preheating stage, the field value of the χ
drops each crossing. After some point where χ̃ ≈ ϕ̃ ≈
Mp/ξ, the action in the Einstein frame (Eq. (3)) co-
incides with the Jordan frame (Eq. (1)), making them
nearly indistinguishable [16] and the quartic regime, as
the second-level preheating, is started3. One should have
a note since it is still debatable which frame is more physi-
cal than the other. It is advisable in Ref. [18] to consider
only one frame when discussing the whole inflationary
scenario. Consequently, even if we seem to work in the
Jordan frame for this second-level preheating, we still
work in the Einstein frame. During this time Ω2 = 1,
the potential of Eq. (4) can be written as 1

4λχ
4 (See

Eq. (7)). However, as ϕ is coincided with χ during this
regime, we can write the potential as

1

4
λϕ4, (26)

where the quartic regimes could be easily distinguished
from the quadratic regimes (as it uses χ as the inflaton).
The equation of motion of inflaton ϕ which is derived
from Eq. (1) turns out to be

d2ϕ

dt2
+ 3Hϕ̇+ 3λϕ3 = 0. (27)

If we used the definition of the conformal field

φ = aϕ = aϕ̃f = φ̃f (28)

and conformal time dτ =
√
λϕ̃dta , we obtain

d2f

dτ2
+ f3 = 0. (29)

The solution of Eq. (29) is [7]

f = cn

(
τ,

1√
2

)
, (30)

where cn
(
τ, 1/

√
2
)

corresponds to the Jacobi elliptic
function. With this result, we can calculate the ψ pro-
duction by using the equation of motion from Eq. (12)
by considering the quantum fluctuation of ψ-field in the
Heisenberg picture via

d2ψk
dt2

+ 3Hψ̇k +

(
k2ψ
a2

+
1

2
gϕ2

)
ψk = 0. (31)

If we define

Ψ = aψk, kΨ =
kψ

a
√
λϕ̃
, (32)

3 We adopt this mechanism in our earlier work, see Ref. [17]
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FIG. 3. The production growth of ψk as a function of the
conformal time τ in the quartic regime. In this plot, we have
used fixed kΨ = 1 and g/2λ = 1000 (dashed line), g/2λ =
100 (red line), and g/2λ = 1 (blue line). This numerical
calculation is based on Eq.(33). For the numerical calculation,
we take Ψ(0) = 1 and dΨ

dτ

∣∣
τ=0

= 0.

and using the conformal time τ , we obtain

d2Ψ

dτ
+

(
k2Ψ +

g

2λ
cn2

(
τ,

1√
2

))
Ψ = 0. (33)

The numerical calculation of Eq. (33) is depicted in
Fig. 3. In this figure, we used g/2λ = 1000, 100, and 1 for
the fixed value of kψ = 1. These three values correspond
to the three regimes on the behavior of the Lame equa-
tion depicted in Eq. (33). Generally, the greater g/2λ
corresponds to the larger ψk growth. For kψ ∼ g/2λ,
the ψk growth is affected by the instability chart for the
Lame equation (See Fig. 4). In our paper, we primarily
consider effective preheating as the upper bound. In that
case, it is favored by the kψ ≪ g/2λ. This condition can
be approximated analytically to obtain the constrained
upper bound as we show it shortly.

In the following, we can approximate the conformal
energy density produced by the resonance during this
quartic regime for a single crossing as

δρ̃Ψ ≈
∫ ∞

0

d3kΨ
(2π)3

exp

(
−π k2Ψ

g/4λ

)√
g

2λ
≃ 0.044

g

λ
,

(34)
which corresponds to the physical energy density (ne-
glecting the expansion of the universe) as

δρψ = λ2ϕ̃4 × 0.044
g

λ
≃ 0.01g × 1

4
λϕ̃4. (35)

With g should not be more than unity, the second-level
preheating could not efficiently drain the inflaton energy.
Thus, it does not violate the late stage of the preheating
which favors the narrow resonance condition. Our simple
result is independent of the ξ as it is supposed to be.

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

g

2 λ

k ψ
2

FIG. 4. The Lame instability plot with varied k2ψ and g/2λ.
The darker the plot depicts the greater the characteristic ex-
ponent related to the growth of ψk. The darkest region cor-
responds to the characteristic exponent µp = 0.12. Every
brighter shade corresponds to a decrease of ∆µp = 0.02. The
characteristic exponent in this quartic regime resemble with
µp (of the quadratic regime) in Eq. (25) with p interchanged

with
kψ√
g/2λ

III. THE ADDITIONAL FEATURES

A. The non-renormalizable higher dimension
operator preheating

In the preheating, we have already calculated the tri-
linear interaction (first-level preheating) and the four-legs
interaction (second-level preheating). However, we sug-
gest that the possibility of a higher dimensional term also
plays a significant role in the preheating stage. Ref. [13]
shows that the higher terms could lead to efficient pre-
heating.

1. Quadratic regime

Straightforwardly, we start with the potential on the
dimension-n operator as,

− yn

Mn−2
p

ψ2ϕn, (36)

where yn is the higher dimensional couplings (we assume
it is real-valued) and n is an integer. For higher orders,
we start n = 3 for the dimension-5 operator. Typically,
the denominator of Eq.(36) contains some UV cut-off
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with the same order as Planck mass Mp. Thus, we used
Mp for simplification.

By using the Weyl transformation in Eq. (2), we can
write Eq. (36) in the Einstein frame as (up to the leading
order of χ)

−
(
2

3

)n
4 yn

ξ
n
2M

n
2 −2
p

ψ2χ
n
2 . (37)

The half-integer on the power of χ is strange for conven-
tional field theory. However, it is allowed on a low-energy
effective description for string-derived inflationary theo-
ries such as axion monodromy [19] (See also Ref. [20]).
The equation of motion of the ψ field for the higher di-
mension in the Heisenberg picture can be approximated
as

d2ψk
dt2

+ 3Hψ̇k +

(
k2ψ
a2

+
2 (2/3)

n
4

ξ
n
2M

n
2 −2
p

ynχ
n
2

)
ψk = 0. (38)

Furthermore, if we define

qn =
4(2/3)

n
4 ynχ̃

n
2

m2ξ
n
2M

n
2 −2
p

(39)

and using the definition of A and z in Eq. (23), we finally
obtain the n-dependent Mathieu-like equation as

d2ψk
dz2

+
(
A+ 2qn(− cos(2z))

n
2

)
ψk = 0. (40)

To better understand the behavior of field ψk in Eq. (40),
we need to split the discussion on the even-n and odd-
n separately as they show extremely different results as
follows:

• even-n case

For the even-n case, we can simplify Eq.(40) to be

d2ψk
dz2

+
(
A− 2qn cos

n
2 (2z)

)
ψk = 0, (41)

The numerical results of Eq.(41) are illustrated in
Fig. 5. For this numerical calculation, we have
used Q = qn = 0.3 and A = 1, consistent with the
values employed in Fig. (1). In the upper panel of
Fig. 5, we present the results for n = 2, 6, 10, and
14, which represent higher-dimensional operators.
For the case of n = 2, it corresponds to the lower
dimension preheating discussed in section II B. The
figure shows that the particle growth of ψ is not as
strong as that in the lower dimension case. It is
important to note that in general, Q ≫ qn, due to
Mp suppression on qn (see Eq. (39)). The lower
panel of Fig. 5 shows the case of n = 4, 8, 12, and
16. All of them are found to be nearly overlapped
at z ≲ 5.

FIG. 5. The production growth of ψk as a function of the
time z. In the upper panels, we compare the lower dimension
operator (solid-black) from Eq. (24) and the higher dimension
operators (n = 6 (dashed), n = 10 (blue), and n = 14 (red)).
For the lower panels, we used n = 4 (solid black), n = 8
(dashed), n = 12 (blue), and n = 16 (red). The results nearly
overlap. In both panels, we used A = 1, Q = qn = 0.3,
ψk(0) = 1, and dψk

dz

∣∣
z=0

= 0.

The difference between the lower and upper panels
of the figure could be understood if we write the
expansion of cos

n
2 (2z) as follows,

cos
n
2 (2z) = 1− n

4
sin2(z) +

n(n− 4)

32
sin4(z)

− n(n− 4)(n− 8)

384
sin6(z)

+
n(n− 4)(n− 8)(n− 12)

18432
sin8(z)

− n(n− 4)(n− 8)(n− 12)(n− 16)

737280
sin10(z)

+ . . .

(42)

For larger values of z ≳ 5, starting from the third
term of the expansion, the series increasingly dis-
favors n = 4, 8, 12, 16, and subsequent values.
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FIG. 6. The complex plot of ψk as a function of z. We set
n = 3 from Eq. (40). It shows that this mode’s growth of ψk
is null. We have also clarified with other odd-n.

Additionally, Eq. (42) implies that the phase dif-
ferences observed in the lower panel of Fig. 5 are
caused by the higher-order terms associated with
different values of n and larger z.

• odd-n case

For odd-n case, Eq. (40) turns into

d2ψk
dz2

+
(
A− i2qn cos

n
2 (2z)

)
ψk = 0, (43)

where the imaginary part comes from the negative
square root of odd-n. From the numerical calcula-
tion in FIG. 6, the production of particle in odd-n
higher operator is totally suppressed. In this figure,
we used n = 3 but clarified with the higher-order
odd-n operators.

In conclusion, only certain higher-order with even-n
could show significant preheating (n = 6, 10, 14, ...).
This partially supports the finding of Ref. [13] in which
the higher-order operators could show an efficient pre-
heating. Conversely, the other even-n (n = 4, 8, 12, ...)
could not show an efficient preheating, while odd-n is
totally suppressed.

As a demonstration, we consider n = 4. The solution
is straightforward and helps to clarify our numerical re-
sults, as shown in the lower panels of FIG. 5. Specifically,
particle production from Eq. (38) with n = 4 simplifies
to

d2ψk
dt2

+

(
k2ψ +

4y

3ξ2
χ̃2 sin2(mt)

)
ψk = 0, (44)

where we used Eq. (16) and a = 1. At the small mt, we
obtain

d2ψk
dt2

+

(
k2ψ +

4y

3ξ2
χ̃2m2t2

)
ψk = 0. (45)

If we define the dimensionless momentum k4 =
kψ√
χ̃m

and

dimensionless time q4 =
√
χ̃mt we obtain

d2ψk
dq24

+

(
k24 +

4y

3ξ2
q24

)
ψk = 0. (46)

For 4y
3ξ2 q

2
4 ≫ k24, the conformal energy density by the

single crossing can be analytically approximated as

δρ̄4 =

∫ ∞

0

d3k4
(2π)3

exp

(
−π k24

4y/3ξ2

)√
4y

3ξ2
=

1

3π3

y

ξ2
,

(47)
In addition, it corresponds to the physical density

δρ4 = m2χ̃2 · δρ̄4 =

(
2

3π3

y

ξ2

)
· 1
2
m2χ̃2. (48)

It means that to drain the inflaton energy by a single
crossing for this dimension-6 operator, we need a con-
straint as

2

3π3

y

ξ2
≳ 1. (49)

It is obvious, as y is always in order of unity (or smaller),
even if we put ξ to be in the order of unity, the criterion
Eq. (49) is still impossible to fulfill. This last result is in
line with our numerical prediction.

2. Quartic regime

When the field value of the inflaton drops toMp/ξ, the
second-level preheating occurs. The equation of motion
in the conformal mode of the dimension-n operator in the
Heisenberg picture can be written by

d2Ψ

dη2
+

(
k2ψ +

2yna
2

Mn−2
p

ϕ̃ncnn
(
η,

1√
2

))
Ψ = 0, (50)

where it has been derived from the Lagrangian with po-
tential (36). We also use the definition of Ψ on Eq. (32),
dη = dt

a , and Eq. (28). The numerical calculation can
be seen in FIG. 7. In that figure, it is clear that the pre-
heating is extremely inefficient compared to the lower-
dimension operators. In this regime, odd-higher dimen-
sions are not entirely suppressed, unlike in the quadratic
regime, although their production remains equally in-
significant with even-n.

B. On 0 < ξ < 1

In this paper, the first (quadratic) and the second
(quartic) preheating are split strongly by the value of
ξ. For example, we consider the end of inflation to
be marked when χ = Mp. If we take ξ = 10, the
quartic regime begins when the field value reaches ap-
proximately 0.1Mp based on Eq. (7). However, for
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FIG. 7. The preheating in the quartic regime for the
dimension-n operator in the conformal mode. We used n = 3
as representation since higher n shows similar behavior but
only differs in their phases for the same reason as depicted in
the lower panel of FIG 5. We used kψ = 0.01, yn = 1, ξ = 10,

a = 1, Ψ(0) = 1, dΨ
dη

∣∣
η=0

= 0, and ϕ̃ = Mp/ξ for this numer-

ical calculation. Unlike the quadratic regime, the odd higher
n is not totally suppressed. We also varied the parameters
(kψ, yn, and ξ) but they do not show significant results.

ξ = 1000, the quartic regime starts at a much smaller
field value, around ∼ 0.001Mp. A problem arises if we
take 0 < ξ < 1. According to the definition in Eq. (7),
the starting point of the quartic regime would occur at a
field value larger than the end of inflation, which is not
possible.

To answer this issue, let us reconsider when ξ = 10. In
this scenario, the starting point of the quartic regime is at
one-tenth of the inflaton field value at the end of inflation.
This implies that the quadratic regime spans field values
from approximately Mp down to 0.1Mp. If we decrease
ξ, the duration of the quadratic regime shortens, and
the quartic regime begins at a higher energy. Following
this logic, when ξ = 1, the quadratic regime is effectively
skipped. It means, that just after the end of the inflation,
it is straightforwardly continuing into the quartic regime
[9]. This condition also applies to the smaller ξ.

C. The ceased-out mechanism

It is important to note that in FIG. 1, the growth of
ψk is enormous. Instead of our chosen parameters, the
trilinear interaction preheating is always large due to the
appearance of the tachyonic preheating [2]. Thus, if the
crossing is so strong, the preheating will end in the first-
level preheating with no remaining inflaton’s energy for
the second-level preheating.

In the numerical study of the preheating, we treat mo-
mentum kψ as a fixed value. The large kψ corresponds
to the condition when the produced particles are rela-
tivistic. On the contrary, the smaller kψ refers to the
heavy-non relativistic particle production. Realistically,
at the beginning of the preheating stage, the particle pro-

duced during the early crossing should be stronger than
the next crossing since the inflaton’s oscillation induces
it.
Thus, it is more convenient to say that kψ should be

time-dependent. In this case, the function of kψ(t) should
behave like a cease-out mechanism for ψ. To straightfor-
wardly explain this matter, let us define the momentum
evolution kψ(t) as

kψ(t) = k0e
αt, (51)

where α refers to a constant. It is more convenient to dub
this parameter as the characteristic momentum. Eq. (51)
shows that it exponentially grows with respect to t.
In the preheating scenario. Originally, the fixed mo-

mentum and the coupling strength between the produced
and inflaton fields solely give the fate of the created par-
ticle density [2, 7]. However, in this paper, we introduce
the characteristic momentum α as the selector of the pro-
duced fields. In this case, the momentum kψ becomes
time-dependent.
To be more realistic, we can consider 2 fields: ψ1 and

ψ2. Both coupled with inflaton ϕ via interactions

1

4
g1ψ

2
1ϕ

2 and
1

4
g2ψ

2
2ϕ

2. (52)

Straightforwardly, if we use the same procedure in sub-
section II B for both fields, we can simulate their particle
productions. To obtain the numerical result, we can set
that ψ1 and ψ2 have coupling strength g1 > g2 to show
that ψ1 growth should be higher than ψ2. Also, to show
the effect of the ceased-out mechanism, we set α1 > α2.
For the numerical Mathieu equation, we have A ∝ kψ. It
can be written for corresponding ψ1 and ψ2 fields as

A1 = Ã1e
α1t A2 = Ã2e

α2t, (53)

where Ã1 and Ã2 are constants. The result of the nu-
merical calculation can be seen in the FIG. 8.
Originally, if we consider fixed momentum for both

fields, the growth of ψ1 should be stronger than ψ2. How-
ever, due to the greater suppression from the characteris-
tic momentum α1 than α2, the ψ1 production is smaller
than ψ2. This mechanism could select appropriate large
coupling fields to be more suppressed, allowing the lower-
valued coupling fields to be more abundant. Also, this
ceased-out mechanism could guarantee the appearance of
the second-level preheating by suppressing the efficiency
of the inflaton zero crossing.

D. Tachyonic preheating

The tachyonic preheating is mainly viable in the tri-
linear interaction depicted in Eq. (13). It is when the
scalaron turns negative and overlaps the momentum kψ.
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FIG. 8. The upper figure corresponds to the ψ1 (solid-line)
and ψ2 (dashed-line) growth. It is shown that due to the
larger coupling, ψ1 overwhelmed the ψ2 production. In the
lower figure, the ψ2 production is higher than ψ1 due to a
smaller characteristic momentum (α1 > α2). The z in unit
of π/2. In this figure we used α1 = 0.009, α2 = 0.00375,

ξ = 1000. We also set Ã1 = Ã2 = 1, Q1 = 0.4 (corresponds
to g1 = 2.33 × 10−7), and Q2 = 0.25 (corresponds to g2 =
1.45× 10−7). It is shown that when z ≈ 30, ψ2 surpasses the
growth of ψ1.

As the momentum increases at later times4, this effect
wears off. This means the tachyonic preheating in this
trilinear interaction is only important in the first several
crossings.

In this part, we will study the nearly pure tachyonic
condition. For this purpose, we consider the interaction
part of Eq. (12) which can be rewritten as

−1

4
gAψ

†ψϕ2 − 1

4
gB |ψ†|2ϕ2 − 1

4
gC |ψ|2ϕ2, (54)

where we have defined the complex field ψ =
1√
2
(ψa + iψb), in which both ψa and ψb are assumed to

4 Including the cease-out mechanism we introduced in III C.

be real fields. For simplification, we assume that the
couplings in those interactions have the same strength so
that we may set the coupling as gA = gB = gC = g. This
leads to the following term

+
1

4
gψ2

bϕ
2. (55)

We omit the discussion of ψa as it has no significant effect
compared to ψb.
In the Einstein frame (up to the leading order), the

interaction term can be written as

+
1

2
g′ψ2

bχ, (56)

and the equation of motion in the Heisenberg represen-
tation is

d2ψbk
dt2

+ 3Hψ̇bk +

(
k2ψb
a2

− g′χ̃ sin(mt)

)
ψbk = 0. (57)

Note that the negative sign in Eq. (57) could lead to
’serious’ tachyonic preheating, as will be shown later. If
we neglect the expansion of the universe we obtain

d2ψk
dt2

+
(
k2ψ − g′χ̃ sin(mt)

)
ψk = 0, (58)

where the subscript b has been omitted for simplicity.
If we consider the production during the zero crossing
(sin(mt) ≈ mt) we obtain

d2ψk
dq2

+
(
p2 − q

)
ψk = 0, (59)

where the definitions are provided in Eq. (18). Dur-
ing the early stage of preheating, p2 ≪ q, the analytical
calculation of the energy density can be estimated as fol-
lows:

δρtachψ =

∫ √
|g′χ̃|

0

d3kψ
(2π)3

√
|g′χ̃|eπp

2

≃ K2

4π2
g′χ̃eπ

g′χ̃
K2 (60)

We select the upper bound of the integration due to the
minimum value of tachyonic preheating. The result of
the calculation of Eq. (60) can be expressed as

δρtachψ =
m2/3

4π2

[
g
Mp

ξ
√
6
χ̃

]5/3
exp

π
[
g
Mp

ξ
√
6
χ̃
]1/3

m2/3

 .

(61)
From the last result, if the coupling g ≳ 10−6, the tachy-
onic instability could drain the whole inflaton’s energy by
its first-zero crossing. This criterion is much smaller than
Eq. (21), which requires g ≳ 0.02ξ, as expected. Note
that this ’purely’ tachyonic preheating could jeopardize
the appearance of the second-level preheating.
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During the second-level preheating, when the inflaton
field value drops belowMp/ξ, the equation of motion can
be written as

d2ψk
dt2

+ 3Hψ̇k +

(
k2ψ
a2

− 1

2
gϕ2

)
ψk = 0. (62)

Note that this equation is only valid when the tachyonic
preheating in the matter-dominated era cannot drain the
whole inflaton’s energy (means g < 10−6).

E. The grand-daughter fields production

So far the calculation of the preheating stage has fo-
cused solely on the inflaton’s resonance to produce the
daughter field. However, the daughter fields also oscil-
late around zero and probably produce significant grand-
daughter fields. Let us consider the scalaron χ produced
from the oscillating ψ. The equation of motion in the
Heisenberg picture can be written as

d2χk
dt2

+ 3Hχ̇k +
k2

a2
+

1

2
g′ψ2 = 0. (63)

If we neglect the expansion of the universe we obtain

d2χk
dt2

+
k2

a2
+

1

2
g′ψ2 = 0, (64)

which can be analytically shown to be insignificant. This
means we can conclude that the origin of the particles
during the preheating stage is solely due to the paramet-
ric resonance of inflaton oscillation.

IV. THE PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLE

In this part, we will review the analytical method
from Ref. [21, 22] on the Primordial Black Hole (PBH).
We adopt the model from these references in our infla-
tionary model with non-minimal coupling. We will see
that the abundance constraint of PBH is aligned with
the condition in the early preheating which favored non-
relativistic heavy matter production5. For PBH produc-
tion, it should be produced by the strong parametric res-
onance. It is implied (See Eq. (23)) that

Q =
2gMp

m2ξ
√
6
χ̃≫ 1 or g ≫ λ

ξ
. (65)

Note that we used the definition of m from Eq. (8) to
obtain the right side of Eq. (65). The power spectrum

5 The first investigation into preheating producing primordial
black holes (PBH) is presented in Ref. [21] (see also Ref. [22])
using the chaotic inflation model. One can refer to Ref. [23] for
the numerical calculation.

on the quantity of x can be written as [24]

Px =
k3x
2π2

⟨|xk|3⟩ , (66)

where kx = |kx| is the comoving wavenumber of x and
xk are the inverse Fourier transform of x. The effect of
the preheating in the ψ production can be calculated as
[2, 21, 22]

Pδψ = Pδψ|end exp (2µpm∆t) , (67)

where ∆t is evaluated after the end of inflation. The
characteristic exponent µp can be estimated (see Eq. (25)
by assumed θp ≃ 0) as

µp ≃
1

2π
ln
(
1 + 2e−πp

2
)
, (68)

where p is taken from Eq. (18). Thus

p2 =

(
kψ
K

)2

=
1

18
√
Q

(
kψ
kend

)2

. (69)

We imposed kend as the comoving wavenumber of the
scale which was evaluated at the exits of the Hubble ra-
dius during the end of inflation. For the strong coupling
Q ≫ 1, we obtain µp = 1

2π ln 3. To evaluate the power
spectrum for the non-adiabatic modes, we need to evalu-
ate the amplification of the non-adiabatic of the ψ field.
It is straightforward to write [21, 22]

Pζn-ad(kψ) ≃ A
(
kψ
kend

)3

I(p,m∆t), (70)

where ζn-ad is the non-adiabatic gauge-invariant curva-
ture perturbation. For solving Eq. (70) it is required to
solve

A =
3× 23/2

π6µ2
p

(
χ̃

Mp

)2(
Hend

m

)4

g2Q−1/4, (71)

I(p,m∆t) ≡ 3

2

∫ pcut

0

p′2dp′
∫ π

0

sin θdθe2(µp′−µp−p′ )m∆t,

(72)
and

µp′ − µp−p′ ≃ − 2p′ cos θ

2 + eπp′2
p+O(p2), (73)

where θ is the angle between p and p′. The constraint of
the PBH is controlled by

β =
ρpbh
ρtot

=

∫ ∞

δc

P (δ)dδ, (74)

where ρPBH and ρtot correspond to the total energy den-
sity of PBH and universe respectively. P (δ) corresponds
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to the probability distribution function. It can be ex-
pressed as

P (δ) =
1√
2πσδ

exp

(
− δ2

2σ2
δ

)
, (75)

which is strongly controlled by the mass variance σδ as

σ2
δ =

16

81

∫ ∞

0

W 2(k̃,R)

(
k̃

k

)4

Pn-ad
dk̃

k̃
, (76)

where we used the relation [25]

Pδψ(k) =
(
2(1 + w)2

(2 + 3w)2

)
Pζn-ad

(k̃) (77)

to obtain Eq. (76) with w = 1/3 for matter-dominated
era during the horizon crossing (aH = k). W (k̄,R) is
the window function which can be depicted as

W (k̃,R) = exp

(
−k̃2R2

2

)
, (78)

where R = 1/kψ.
Finally, we can calculate σδ (Eq.(76)) to be

σ2
δ ≈ 3.6× 1010g3/2ξ1/2

(
kψ
Mp

)3

, (79)

where we used Pζn-ad
under the assumption that pcut =

1 to avoid the ultraviolet divergence, m∆t = 0 for the
beginning of preheating stage, H ∼ m, and χ̃ ∼ Mp.
Additionally, if we used δc = 0.7 [21, 22], σδ from Eq.
(76) becomes the threshold values σtresh ≃ 0.08. If σδ >
σtresh, it could overproduce the PBH. Note that we used
β < 10−20 as our constraint.
Our calculation refers to the PBH production mainly

at the beginning of preheating. Based on Eq. (79), ap-
propriate values of g could not be achieved if the momen-
tum kψ during the beginning of the preheating stage is
large. Our analytical result shows that if we used g = 1
and ξ = 100, the appropriate order of kψ is ∼ 10−4Mp

which is small. This result favors the discussion at the
early preheating stage where the produced particle by
the resonance should be heavy and non-relativistic.

V. THE REHEATING TEMPERATURE

A. Reheating temperature by the Bose-Einstein
condensate in the quadratic regime

On the calculation of the reheating temperature by the
decay of the scalaron, we will evaluate the effective decay
enhanced by the Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) as
[26]

Γeff ≃ Γχ→ψψ(1 + 2n̄k), (80)

where Γχ→ψψ ≃ g′2

32πm and n̄k is the occupation number
of ψ. The total energy of one ψ is m/2. Thus, the mo-
mentum of one particle can be approximated by (see Eq.
(15))

kψ(max) ≃ m

2
+
g′

m
χ̃,

kψ(min) ≃ m

2
− g′

m
χ̃.

(81)

With these, we obtain

∆k = |kmax − kmin| =
2g′

m
χ̃ (82)

and the average value k∗ = m/2. The occupation number
related to the particle density nψ can be written as [26]

n̄k =
nψ
V

=
nψ

4πk2∗∆k/(2π)
3
=

π2nψ
mg′χ̃end

=
2π2χ̃end

g′
nψ
nχend

,

(83)
where we used nχend

= 1
2mχ̃

2
end which is evaluated at

the end of inflation. Finally, the effective decay can be
written by

Γeff ≃ g′2

32πm

(
1 +

4π2χ̃end

g′
nψ
nχend

)
. (84)

The reheating is evaluated at the end of the quadratic
regime which is nψ/nχend

≈ 1 if we assume the universe
is dominantly filled by ψ. Thus, the BEC effect will be
important if we take the parameter to be (χ̃end ≈Mp)

g ≪ ξπ24
√
3. (85)

Note that we used the definition of g′ from Eq. (14).
As g is relatively in order of smaller than 1, The BEC is
always guaranteed by Eq. (85), even if we take ξ to be
small. Thus, it is clear that the BEC effect could enhance

the effective decay by ξπ24
√
3

g times. The effective decay

enhanced by BEC can be written as

Γeff =
gπM2

p

8
√
3ξm

, (86)

where we assumed mψ ≪ m. The reheating temperature
can be written by

TR =

(
90

g∗π2

)1/4√
MpΓeff. (87)

By substituting Eq. (86) to the TR, we obtain

TR ≃ 2× 1020
√
g

ξ
GeV, (88)

which is shown at a dangerously high temperature for ef-
ficient preheating. However, to obtain the reheating tem-
perature by this mechanism, the inflaton should remain
dominant at the end of the quadratic regime. It means
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that the preheating in the quadratic regime is inefficient
at this time due to the violation of Eq. (21), favoring
the small g. If the preheating in the quadratic regime
is inefficient, the duration is also longer, tduration ≃ 2ξ

m
[17], and consequently gives a large ξ. Large ξ is initially
problematic as it jeopardizes the unitarity or the natural-
ness [27–29]. In short, reheating temperature evaluated
by this mode is strongly discouraged.

B. Reheating mechanism due to preheating in the
quartic regime

The mechanism shown in subsection VA applies to
small g and large ξ. On the contrary, if g is large, the
resonance of ψ production is efficient, thus the universe is
dominated by ψ, which is heavy and non-relativistic. If
the reheating temperature is obtained by the decay of ψ
to fermion-antifermion pairs (ff̄) with Yukawa coupling
Y via

−Y ψf̄f, (89)

the process is extremely slow due to Pauli blocking during
the quadratic regime. Simply put, fermion production by
the decay of ψ could occur if there is ’room’ for fermions.
This would be loosened during the transition between
the quadratic and quartic regimes. However, this pertur-
bative decay would not significantly affect the reheating
temperature. The decay of ψ → f̄f is only effective if ψ
is produced during the quartic regime by inflaton oscil-
lation, which can simultaneously decay to f̄f .
In our paper, we will evaluate the reheating tempera-

ture due to the first largest crossing in the quartic regime
at the beginning of this regime. This method follows Ref.
[8, 9, 17]. As mentioned earlier, the ψ particles created
during the early quartic regime will soon be converted to
radiation by decaying into fermions. The energy density
by this crossing can be evaluated by

δρ̄ψ =

∫ τ0

0

dτ Γ̄ψ(τ)m̄ψn̄ψe
−

∫ τ
0

Γ̄ψ(τ
′)dτ ′

, (90)

where τ0 = 7.416 [7]. We defined the conformal mass

m̄ψ =

√
g

2λ
sin(cτ), (91)

where c = 2π
τ0
, and the conformal number density as

n̄ψ =

∫ ∞

0

d3kψ
(2π)3

e−π
k2ψ
g/2λ =

1

8π3

( g
2λ

)3/2
. (92)

The Γ̄ψ corresponds to the conformal decay rate of the
ψ to the fermions f̄f as

Γ̄ψ =
Y 2m̄ψ

32π
. (93)

λ g Y TR (GeV)

10−5 10−2 10−6 6.6× 103

10−6 10−2 10−6 1.2× 105

10−7 10−2 10−6 2.1× 106

10−8 10−2 10−6 3.7× 107

10−9 1 10−6 6.6× 1013

10−9 10−0.5 10−6 3.7× 1012

10−9 10−1 10−6 2.8× 1011

10−9 10−1.5 10−6 1.2× 1010

10−9 10−2 10−5 6.6× 1010

10−9 10−2 10−4 6.6× 1012

10−9 10−2 10−3 6.6× 1014

10−9 10−2 10−2 6.5× 1016

TABLE I. The reheating temperature varies with changes in
the parameters λ, g, and Y . The first four results show how
the temperature changes when λ is varied while g and Y are
fixed. The next four results show the temperature changes
when g is varied while λ and Y are fixed. The final four
results show the temperature changes when Y is varied while
g and λ are fixed.

We assumed the fermions mass is much smaller than ψ.
When all requirements are met, the energy density trans-
ferred to the fermions is averaged and estimated as

ρ̄ψ = 2
δρ̄ψ
τ0

τ (94)

In addition, δρ̄ψ is evaluated by the Appendix A 1. We
assumed, the conformal energy ρ̄ψ = 1

4λ is completely
converted to radiation (δρψ = δρf ), the physical energy
density can be written by

1

4λ

(√
λϕcrit
a

)4

=
g∗π

30
T 4
R. (95)

If we used a = ϕcrit

2
√
3Mp

τ , we obtain the reheating temper-

ature as

TR ≃ 2× 1011GeV, (96)

where we have used Y = 10−6, g = 1, and λ = 10−7.
Note that the chosen large g represents efficient preheat-
ing.
In Table I, we present another example of varying λ

with fixed couplings for Y and g. The results demon-
strate that decreasing λ by one order of magnitude could
lead to a significantly higher reheating temperature TR
by one to two orders of magnitude. Conversely, increas-
ing g and Y by one order of magnitude could also sub-
stantially increase the reheating temperature TR by one
to two orders of magnitude. It is essential to highlight
that a large value for g is preferred due to constraints
related to primordial black hole (PBH) production, im-
plying efficient preheating with a short duration. Note
that our chosen parameters, namely λ = 10−9, g = 10−2,
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and Y = 10−2, could result in a reheating temperature
on the order of > 1016 GeV, which should be disfavored
6 [33].

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we investigate inflation with non-
minimal coupling. To study this inflationary model, we
apply the Weyl transformation to express the action in
the Einstein frame. The preheating stage after inflation
is evaluated by using the Einstein frame which favors the
quadratic potential 1

2m
2χ2. We refer to this era as a

quadratic regime. In our paper, this regime is also re-
ferred to as the first-level preheating. When the inflaton
drops to the critical point χ̃ ≃ Mp/ξ, the Einstein and
Jordan frames coincide. We refer to this condition as the
second-level preheating. The potential in Eq. (7) can be

approximated as 1
4λχ

4. At this point, χ̃crit ≈ ϕ̃crit, al-

lowing us to approximate the potential using ϕ as 1
4λϕ

4.
Based on this potential, the second-level preheating is
also referred to as the quartic regime. To be more practi-
cal, we use the scalaron χ as the inflaton for the quadratic
regime and ϕ for the quartic regime. Using such condi-
tions, we discuss the features caused by these two levels of
preheating. This is the core of the findings in our paper.

After the end of inflation, the inflaton χ starts to oscil-
late and we enter the preheating in the quadratic regime.
The energy drain of the inflaton is highest during the
first several zero crossings. In our study, we have deter-
mined the parameter constraints for the scenario in which
only one crossing can drain the inflaton’s energy. This
serves as the upper bound of our parameter constraints.
However, if such a condition exists, no inflaton energy
remains, meaning the second-level preheating does not
occur. During this time, the fermions production is ef-
fectively suppressed due to Pauli blocking.

After the field value drops to Mp/ξ, the second-level
preheating begins. At this time, the potential is approx-
imated by 1

4λϕ
4, which we refer to as the quartic regime

due to the ϕ4 term in the potential. As Pauli blocking
no longer exists, the production of relativistic fermions
from the daughter fields becomes abundant, leading to
the reheating of the universe.

We also investigated the behavior of higher-
dimensional operators in both the quadratic and quar-
tic regimes. In the quadratic regime, we show that the
higher-dimensional operators are still less efficient than
lower-dimensional ones. But it can still show an efficient

6 The upper bound of the reheating temperature is strongly model-
dependent (see Refs. [30–32]). However, we have set it at 1016

GeV based on the reheating temperature of realistic models such
as Higgs inflation [14], which is approximately 1015 GeV. Other
inflationary models mostly indicate a lower temperature, so we
have set one order higher than Higgs inflation as the upper bound
model.

behavior. Our findings indicate that only higher-order
dimension operators with n = 6, 10, 14, . . . could poten-
tially show efficient preheating. Conversely, the higher-
order dimension with n = 4, 8, 12, 16, . . . is suppressed.
In addition, the particle production of the odd-n oper-
ator is totally suppressed. Later in the quartic regime,
higher-dimensional operators are mostly insignificant for
both even and odd n. Additionally, we have introduced
the ceased-out mechanism, where the momentum of pro-
duced particles ψ is not predetermined but follows a spe-
cific equation characterized by α. This time-dependent
momentum can suppress particle growth due to inflaton
oscillation. Furthermore, the production particle can be
controlled to favor the production of one species over an-
other.

This paper also discusses ’purely’ tachyonic preheating,
which can more rapidly drain the inflaton’s energy than
conventional preheating. It is important to note that
tachyonic preheating could easily jeopardize second-level
preheating. We also examined the production of ’grand-
daughter’ fields during the preheating stage but found
them insignificant.

We conducted a detailed analysis of primordial black
hole (PBH) production during the early preheating stage,
following the approach outlined in reference [21], in the
case of non-minimal coupling. We determined that PBH
abundance is maximized during preheating when apply-
ing strong parametric resonance. For the parameters
ξ = 100 and g = 1, we found that to obtain the appropri-
ate PBH abundance, the order of momentum ψ during
the early stage should not exceed 10−4Mp.

Finally, we have examined the reheating temperature
in two different scenarios. In the first scenario, we ex-
amined the perturbative decay of the scalaron, denoted
as χ → ψψ, which is enhanced by the presence of BEC.
The reheating temperature in this scenario is extremely
high, and to tackle this, the g/ξ ratio needs to be ex-
tremely small. This implies that g is small and ξ is large,
resulting in a prolonged and inefficient preheating pro-
cess. The inflaton predominantly existed after the end
of the quadratic regime, and the reheating temperature
was determined by its decay. In the second scenario, the
reheating temperature is assessed through the decay of
the daughter fields from the inflaton oscillation during
the quartic regime. This scenario occurs when g is large.

In the application for the realistic models (such as
Higgs inflation). It is necessary to consider the Running
Group Equation (RGE) on ξ, λ and g. But this is be-
yond the scope of this paper. We will consider this RGE
in future work.
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Appendix A: Appendixes

1. The modified Bessel function of the first kind

In evaluating Eq. (90), we need to use the special
integral as∫ 1

0

dx sin2(2πx)e−D sin2(πx) =
2

D
e−

D
2 I1 (D/2) , (A1)

where

Iv(s) =

∞∑
u=0

1

Γ(u+ v + 1)u!

(s
2

)2u+v
(A2)

is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.
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