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C an we have in
ation w ith 
 > 1?

A ndrei Linde
�

Departm ent ofPhysics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305-4060, USA

(D ated:M arch 11,2003)

It is very di� cult to obtain a realistic m odel of a closed in
 ationary universe. Even if one

� ne-tunes the totalnum ber ofe-folds to be su� ciently sm all,the resulting universe typically has
��

�
�

� T

T
= O (1)on thescale ofthe horizon.W e describe a classofm odelswhere thisproblem can

be resolved. The m odelsare unattractive and � ne-tuned,so the 
 atnessofthe universe rem ainsa

generic prediction ofin
 ationary cosm ology. Nevertheless one should keep in m ind that with the

� ne-tuning atthelevelofaboutonepercentonecan obtain a sem i-realistic m odelofan in
 ationary

universe with 
 > 1. The spectrum ofdensity perturbations in this m odelm ay have a cut-o� on

the scale ofthe horizon. Sim ilar approach m ay be valid in application to a com pact in
 ationary

universe with a nontrivialtopology.

PACS num bers:PACS:98.80.Cq, astro-ph/0303245

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

Flatness of the universe is one of the m ost ro-

bustpredictionsofin
ationary cosm ology. Sim ilarly,

nearly allin
ationary m odelspredictdensity pertur-

bations with a 
at spectrum . Both predictions are

in an excellent agreem ent with recent observations,


 = 1:02� 0:02,and ns = 0:97� 0:03,see e.g. [1]

-[5]. W ith the data like that,it would seem unnec-

essary to return to investigation ofm orecom plicated

m odelsofin
ation,with 
 6= 1and with thespectrum

having various‘features.’

However,there is only one way to prove that the


atness ofthe universe and the 
atness ofthe spec-

trum areindeed reliableand robustpredictionsofin-


ation: W e m ust check whether it is really di�cult

to violate these rules.Here we willreturn to the dis-

cussion ofthe possibility to have in
ationary m odels

with 
 6= 1.

Despite m any interesting attem pts,we stilldo not

haveany realisticm odelsofan open in
ationary uni-

versesatisfyingtheobservationalconstraint1� 
 � 1.

The only available sem i-realistic m odel of open in-


ation with 1 � 
 � 1 is rather ugly;it requires a

�ne-tuned potentialofa very peculiarshape [6].But

m aybe we can be m ore lucky with a closed universe,

or a com pact 
at universe with nontrivialtopology?

Recently thisquestion resurfaced again in relation to

W M AP results [7, 8, 9], even though these results

arequiteconsistentwith thesim plestassum ption that
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 = 1. The only potentialproblem ofthe standard

m odelofa 
atuniversewith a
atspectrum isrelated

to the suppression ofthe large-angleperturbationsof

CM B [1]and possiblecorrelationsbetween lowerm ul-

tipoles[7].However,taking into accountcosm icvari-

ance,it is not quite clear yet whether these results

arestatistically signi�cant.Nevertheless,itgivesusa

good excusetoreexam inepossiblein
ationarym odels

ofa closed (orcom pact)universe.

The only way to obtain in
ationary universe with


 > 1 isto assum ethatthe universein
ated only by

aboute60 tim es.Exactvalueofthenum berofe-folds

N dependson detailsofreheatingand m ay som ewhat

di�er from 60. Let us assum e for de�niteness that

for N = 60 one would have 
 = 1:1. Then one can

show that for N = 59:5 and the sam e value ofthe

Hubbleconstantonewould have
 � 1:3,whereasfor

N = 60:5 one would have
 � 1:03.Thusin orderto

obtain 
 = 1:1� 0:05 onewould need to haveN = 60

with accuracy ofabout 1% . M eanwhile,the typical

num berofe-folds,say,in chaoticin
ation scenario in

the theory m
2

2
�
2 isnot60 butrather1012 [10].

O ne can constructm odels where in
ation leadsto

expansion oftheuniverseby thefactore60.However,

if the universe does not in
ate long enough to be-

com e 
at,then by the sam e token itdoesnotin
ate

long enough to becom e hom ogeneous and isotropic.

M oreover,in m ost of such m odels sm allnum ber of

e-foldingssim ultaneously im pliesthatdensity pertur-

bationson thehorizon areextrem ely large.Indeed,in

m ost in
ationary m odels the processofin
ation be-

ginsatthepointwheredensityperturbations
��

�
� H

2

_�

are very large. The sim plest exam ple is the new in-


ation scenario [11],wherein
ation beginsatthetop

of the e�ective potentialwith _� = 0. If there are

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0303245v2
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2

less than 60 e-foldings from this m om ent to the end

ofin
ation,then we would see extrem ely large den-

sity perturbationson the scale ofthe horizon. Sim i-

larly,in the sim plest m odels ofchaotic in
ation [12]

the process ofin
ation is expected to begin at very

largevaluesofthescalar�eld,wherethedensity per-

turbationsare also very large. Thisisrelated to the

observation that in
ation usually is eternal[13,14].

Theboundary oftheregim eofeternalin
ation corre-

spondsto
��

�
= O (1)[10]. In a sm allclosed universe

with 
 noticeably di�erentfrom 1 wewould seethese

largeperturbationson the horizon.

Thus,the m ain reason why itisso di�cultto con-

structin
ationary m odelswith 
 6= 1 isnottheissue

of�netuningoftheparam etersofthem odels,which is

necessary to obtain the universe in
ating exactly e60

tim es,but the problem ofobtaining a hom ogeneous

universeafterin
ation.

Fora long tim e itwasnotquite clearhow one can

resolve this problem ;in [15]it waseven argued that

this is im possible. A solution of this problem was

proposed in [16,17].Them ain idea isto usethe well

known fact that the region of space created in the

processofquantum tunneling tendsto be spherically

sym m etric ifthe tunneling probability is very sm all.

Such bubblestend toexpand in aspherically sym m et-

ric way. Thus,ifone could associate the visible part

ofthe universe with an interior ofone such region,

one would solve the hom ogeneity,isotropy and hori-

zon problem s,and then allother problem s,such as

the
atnessproblem ,willbesolved by thesubsequent

relatively shortstageofin
ation.

In orderto m ake in
ation short,one can consider,

forexam ple,a particularversion ofthe chaotic in
a-

tion scenario [12]with the e�ective potential

V (�)=
m

2
�
2

2
exp

�
�

C M P

�2
: (1)

Here M P = 1=
p
G � 1:2 � 1019 G eV.Potentials of

such typeoften appearin supergravity.In thistheory

in
ation occursonly in the interval M P

2
<
� � <

� C M P.

The m ostnaturalway to realizein
ationary scenario

in thistheory isto assum ethatthe universewascre-

ated \from nothing" with the �eld � in the interval
M P

2
<
� � <

� C M P. The universe atthe m om entofits

creation hasasizeH �1 ,and then itbeginsin
atingas

H
�1 coshH t.According to [18]-[21],theprobability

ofcreation ofan in
ationary universeissuppressed by

P � exp

�

�
3M 4

P

8V (�)

�

: (2)

Strictly speaking,this expression wasderived only

for the creation ofde Sitter space with the constant

vacuum energy V (�) corresponding to an extrem um

ofthe e�ective potential. For the description ofthe

quantum creation ofin
ationary universeon theslope

ofthe potentialone should use the ‘gondola’instan-

tonsfound in [22].Theseinstantonsaresingular,but

the singularity is nearly harm less since the analyti-

calcontinuation occurs through the regular part of

the instanton. The singularity gives a contribution

to the tunneling action which issm allforthe tunnel-

ing going to the in
ationary universe in the slow-roll

regim e. However,the boundary term scan be signi�-

cantand tend to decreasetheexponentialsuppression

ofthe tunneling probability in the calculation ofthe

tunneling to the steep part ofthe potential. This is

a delicateissuewhich deservesseparateinvestigation.

However,we hope that this fact does not a�ect our

qualitativeconclusionsbecausewearegoing to �nd a

regim ewherethe(relative)suppression ofthetunnel-

ing willbe ine�cient,seenextsection.

The m axim um ofthe probability ofcreation ofan

in
ationary universe appears near the upper range

ofvalues ofthe �eld � for which in
ation is possi-

ble,i.e. at �0 � C M P. Then the size ofthe newly

born universeexpandsbythefactorexp(2��20M
�2

P
)�

exp(2�C 2) during the stage of in
ation [10]. If

C >
� 3:1,i.e. if�0 >� 3:1M P � 3:7 � 1019 G eV,the

universeexpandsm orethan e60 tim es,and itbecom es

very 
at. M eanwhile,forC � 3 the universe always

rem ains\underin
ated"and verycurved,with 
 � 1.

W eem phasizeagain thatin thisparticularm odel\un-

derin
ation" doesnotlead to any problem swith ho-

m ogeneity and isotropy. The only problem with this

m odelisthatin orderto obtain 
 in the intervalbe-

tween 1 and 2 atthepresenttim eoneshould havethe

constantC to be�xed som ewherenearC = 3 with an

accuracy offew percent. Thisisa �ne-tuning,which

does not sound very attractive. However,it is im -

portant to realize that we are not talking about an

exponentially good precision;accuracy offew percent

isgood enough.

A sim ilar result can be obtained even without

changing the shape of the e�ective potential. It is

enough to assum e thatthe �eld � hasa nonm inim al

interaction with gravity ofthe form �
�

2
R�

2. In this

case in
ation becom es im possible for � >
M Pp
8��

[23].

Thusin orderto ensure thatonly closed in
ationary

universescan beproduced duringtheprocessofquan-

tum creation ofthe universein the theory m
2

2
�
2 itis

enough to assum e that M Pp
8��

< 3:1M P. This givesa

condition � >
1

72�
� 4� 10�4 .

Thereisatleastoneseriousproblem with thissce-

nario. Eq. (2)suggeststhatitism uch m ore natural

for the universe to be created with the density very

close to the Planck density. However,the e�ective

potential(1)atthePlanck density isextrem ely steep.

Thereforesuch a universewillnottypically enterthe

in
ationary regim e, and willcollapse within a very
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V(φ)

V*

0 φ0

FIG .1: E� ective potentialin ourtoy m odel;V� = 3

2
V .

shorttim e. Thissuggeststhatm ostofthe universes

described by the m odel(1) willnot in
ate atall,or

willin
ate by a factor m uch less than e
60. In other

words,m ostoftheuniverseswillbeshortliving,and if

they surviveuntilthepresenttim ethey willprobably

havevery large
.

This is the problem that we are going to study in

ourpaper.

II. C LO SED Q U A SI-D E SIT T ER U N IV ER SE

Considerforsim plicity a toy m odelwith thefollow-

ing step-like e�ective potential: V (�) = 0 at � < 0;

V (�) = V = const at 0 < � < �0. W e willalso

assum ethatthee�ectivepotentialsharply risesto in-

de�nitely largevaluesin asm allvicinity of� = �0,see

Fig.1.Thism odelisvery wellsuited forthedescrip-

tion ofcertain versionsofF-term hybrid in
ation in

supergravity.In such m odelsthee�ectivepotentialis

nearlyconstantatsm all� and itexponentiallyrisesat

large �. In
ation endssuddenly atsom e sm allvalue

of�,which in ourm odelcorrespondsto � = 0.

To study theevolution ofa closed universe�lled by

a hom ogeneousscalar�eld in thisscenario oneshould

solvethe setoftwo equations,in unitsM p = 1.

�� + 3
_a

a

_� = � V
0(�);

�a =
8�

3
a(V � _�2): (3)

Suppose that the (closed)universe described by this

m odelappeared \from nothing" in a state with the

�eld � � �0 atthe pointwith _a = 0, _� = 0 and the

potentialenergy density V0 � V . It willbe conve-

nient to represent V0 as V � � �V ,where V � = 3

2
V

see Fig. 1. Ifthe e�ective potentialat� > �0 grows

very sharply,then the�eld instantly fallsdown to the

plateau with V (�)= V ,and itspotentialenergy be-

com esconverted tothekineticenergy,1
2
_�2 = V

2
� �V ,

so that _� = �
p
V � 2�V . Since thishappensnearly

instantly, at that tim e one stillhas _a = 0. Thus,

to study in
ation in this scenario one should solve

equations (3) for V (�) = V = const in the in-

terval 0 < � < �0 with initial conditions _a = 0,
_� = �

p
V � 2�V .

These equationshavea very interesting solution in

the particular case when �V = 0. In this case the

term V � _�2 vanishes,the acceleration ofthe scale

factor �a vanishes too,and since initially _a = 0,the

universerem ainsstatic.According to ourresultscon-

cerningcreation oftheuniverse,itsinitialsizeisequal

to a = H
�1
0
,where H 0 =

q
8�V0
3

= 2
p
�V . Thus,in-

stead ofin
ating,the universe keepsitsoriginalsize,

whereas the scalar �eld � m oves with the constant

speed _� =
p
V .

O bviously,thisisa threshold regim e. For�V < 0

(theinitialenergydensity aboveV �)onehasV � _�2 <

0,which m eansthat�a < 0. Thusthe universe starts

m oving with negativeacceleration from thestate _a =

0. As a result,the term 3_a

a
becom es negative. This

correspondsto negativefriction,which m akesthem o-

tion ofthe�eld � even fasterand theterm V � _�2 even

m orenegative.Such a universerapidly collapses.

O n theotherhand,for�V > 0(initialenergybelow

V
�) one has V � _�2 > 0,�a > 0 and 3_a

a
> 0. The

value of _� rapidly decreases,and the universe enters

in
ationary regim e.

W ewillintroducehereasm alltim e-dependentfunc-

tion

�(t)=
V � _�2

2V
� 1 : (4)

Thebeginningofthestageofin
ation m ay bedelayed

forinde�nitelylongtim eiftheinitialvalue�0 =
� V

V
is

su�ciently sm all.Butonceexpansion oftheuniverse

beginsin earnest,itvery rapidly approachesthe sim -

pleexponentialregim ea � e
H t.Indeed,in theregim e

with V = constthe scalar�eld satis�esequation

�� + 3
_a

a

_� = 0 ; (5)

which im pliesthat

_�(t)= _�0

�
a0

a(t)

� 3

; (6)

Here _�0 istheinitialvelocityofthe�eld � im m ediately

afteritrollsdown to the plateau V (�)= const.This

relation m eans,in particular,thatoncethesizeofthe

universegrows2tim es,thekineticenergyofthescalar

�eld drops down 64 tim es, and the universe begins

expanding asa = e
H t with H =

q
8�V

3
.
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The resulting equation forthe scalefactorreads:

�a =
8�

3
a(t)

 

V �
_�20a

6
0

a6(t)

!

�
16�

3
a�(t)V ; (7)

Thisequation can be solved num erically,butherewe

would liketo m akea sim plequalitativeanalysisofits

solutionsfor�(0)� �0 � 1,where

�0 =
�V

V
=
1

2

 

1�
_�20

V

!

: (8)

Firstofall,letusnotice thataftera(t)growsand

in
ationary regim e settles up,the scalar �eld grad-

ually stops m oving. Indeed, according to Eq. (7),
_� = _�0e

�3H t,and therefore the �eld � after the be-

ginning ofin
ation can m oveonly ata �nitedistance

�� inf =
_�0

3H
� �

1

2
p
6�

; (9)

in Planck unitsM p = 1.

For sm allpositive � the whole process can be ap-

proxim ately divided into two stages.In thebeginning

ofthe process,when a � a0 and �(t)� �0,equation

�a =
16�

3
a�V (10)

yields

a = a0

�

1+
8��(0)V

3
t
2

�

: (11)

Using the relation _�2 � a
�6 one �ndsthatthe value

of� becom estwo tim esgreaterthan �(0)within the

tim e

�t1 �
1

2
p
3�V

: (12)

During thistim e the �eld � decreasesby

�� 1 �
_�(0)�t1 � �

1

2
p
3�

; (13)

which issim ilarto �� inf,Eq.(9).Afterthattherate

ofgrowth ofthescalefactordoubles,buta(t)rem ains

practically unchanged (for�0 � 1).Thism eansthat

the whole processe�ectively getsa fresh start.After

the tim e �t2 � �t1,which does not depend on �,

the �eld � decreasesby �� 2 � ��1,and the rate of

growth ofa(t)doublesagain. Thisprocesscontinues

until�(t)approaches1=2. Since ateach interval�ti
thevalueof� doubles,thenum beroftheintervalsaf-

terwhich �(t)approaches1=2isproportionaltoln�0.

Then theuniverseentersin
ationary regim e,the�eld

m oveslasttim e,by�� inf,and the�eld � �nallystops.

5 10 15 20 25 30

0.5

1

1.5

2

t

φ

FIG .2: Behaviorofthe scalar � eld in ourtoy m odel. If

the � eld startsits m otion with su� ciently sm allvelocity,

in
 ation beginsim m ediately.Ifitstartswith large initial

velocity _�0,due to falling from the large ‘height’V (�)=

V
�
� � V ,the universe neverin
 ates. In
 ation beginsat

� � �0 + 0:1+ 0:15 ln � V

V
.

These conclusions are in a good qualitative agree-

m entwith theresultsofa num ericalinvestigation (for

�0 � 1),which showsthatin
ation beginswhen the

�eld � approaches�inf,where

�inf � �0 + 0:1+ 0:15 ln�0 : (14)

In
ation takes place only in the intervalbetween

�inf > 0 and � = 0. If�inf < 0,in
ation does not

happen atall,and the universerapidly collapses.

Thusin
ation happensif

�0 > � 0:1� 0:15 ln�0 : (15)

Now letusstudytheim plicationsoftheseresultsfor

thetheoryofquantum creation ofaclosed in
ationary

universe in thisscenario. Firstofall,we willassum e

that,in accordancewith [18]-[21],the probability of

creation ofa closed universecontaining hom ogeneous

�eld � with the e�ective potentialV (�) is given by

Eq.(2),

P � e
�2jSj = exp

 

�
3M 4

p

8V (�)

!

: (16)

As we see,the greaterV (�),the m ore probable itis

that the universe is created. However,alluniverses

that are created with V (�) � V
� = 3

2
V im m edi-

ately collapse without giving life any chance to ap-

pear. Thusthe high probability ofquantum creation

ofthe universeswith large V (�)in thiscontextdoes

notm ean m uch: Forallpracticalpurposessuch uni-

versessim ply do notexist.

The possibility of creation of the universes with

V (�) <
3

2
V requires a m uch m ore thorough inves-

tigation. Indeed,itism ostprobable forthe universe

to be created with the energy density very close to
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V (�)= 3

2
V ,i.e. with assm all�0 aspossible. How-

ever, if �0 is so sm allthat 0:15jln�0j > �0, then,

according to ourresults,the �eld � reachesthe point

� = 0 and fallsfrom the cli� before in
ation begins.

In thiscasetheuniversealsorem ainssm alland im m e-

diately collapses.If�0 issm all,butnotsm allenough,

so that the stage ofin
ation is very short,we also

have a problem . Indeed,in orderto explain observa-

tionaldata we need to haveapproxim ately 60 e-folds

ofin
ation (underthesim plestassum ptionsaboutre-

heating).

O fcourse,one could argue,just as we did before,

that the universes experiencing less than 60 e-folds

ofin
ation cannotsupport hum an life and therefore

should beignored.However,in thiscasethesituation

ism orecom plicated.

Indeed,let us estim ate �rst the conditionalprob-

ability that the universe is created with the energy

density 3

2
V � �0V ,under the condition that its en-

ergy density V is sm aller than V
� = 3

2
V . (As we

explained,alluniverseswith V > V
� im m ediately die

and therefore m ustbe discarded in the calculation of

the probabilities.)

P � e
�2jSj = exp

 

�
3M 4

p

8(3
2
� �0)V

+
3M 4

p

8�3
2
V

!

� exp

 

�
M

4
p�0

6V

!

: (17)

This expression tells that the probability ofcreation

oftheuniversewith �0 6= 0 willbeexponentially sup-

pressed unlesstheuniverseiscreated very closetothe

threshold V (�0)=
3

2
V ,with �0 <

6V

M 4

p

.

Thus,the probability ofcreation ofthe universe is

not suppressed for �0 <
6V

M 4

p

,which m eans that the

probability ofcreation ofan in
ationary universe is

notsuppressed for

�0 > � 0:1� 0:15 ln
6V

M 4
p

: (18)

Asa particularexam ple,onem ay considerthecase

V � 10�11 M 4
p,as in the sim plest m odels ofchaotic

in
ation atthe end ofin
ation [10]. In thiscase the

probability ofcreation ofan in
ationary universe is

not suppressed for �0 < 6� 10�11 :This m eans that

if the distance between the initialpoint, where the

e�ectivepotentialblowsup,and the�nalpoint,where

the e�ective potentialdropsdown to zero,isgreater

than

�0 > � 0:1� 0:15 ln(6� 10�11 )� 3:4M p ; (19)

the probability thatthe universeentersa stageofin-


ation isnotexponentially suppressed.

W ewould likeno notethatourm ain argum entwas

based on the sim ple factthatthe in
ationary regim e

isan attractorin thephasespaceofallpossibletrajec-

tories.Thatiswhy the in
ationary regim eisreached

very fast,unless�0 isexponentially sm all. Butif�0
isexponentially sm all,the valueof�V = � 0V isalso

exponentially sm all.Asa result,theexponentialsup-

pressionoftheprobabilityofthetunnelingtothestate

with theenergy density V � � �V ascom pared to the

tunneling to thestatewith theenergy density V � dis-

appears,and a long stage ofin
ation becom es pos-

sible. W e expect this result to rem ain qualitatively

correct even ifthe expression for the probability of

tunneling to thenon-in
ationary partofthepotential

signi�cantly di�ersfrom Eq.(2).

Letusconsidertwo di�erentpossibilities.

1) Suppose �rst that V � 10�11 M 4
p and �0 is a

bit sm allerthan 3:4M p,e.g. �0 = 3M p. Then in
a-

tion m ay occurin thisscenario only if�0 & 2� 10�9 .

Theprobability ofcreation ofan in
ationary universe

with �0 & 2� 10�9 willbe suppressed by e�200 .O ne

could argue thatthisisnottoo bad because allnon-

in
ationary universesim m ediately collapse.The real

problem ,however,is that in this case the probabil-

ity to obtain the universe thatin
atese59 tim eswill

be m uch greater than the probability to obtain the

universethatexpandse60 tim es.Thism eansthatthe

universewillhaveaslargevalueof
aspossible,com -

patible with the existence ofour life. This does not

allow ustoexplain why dowelivein theuniversewith


 < 1:1.

2)Supposenow that�0 isconsiderablygreaterthan

3:4M p,e.g.�0 = 10M p.In thiscasein
ation typically

beginsat� � 6:6M P .Afterthebeginningofin
ation,

the �eld � stopsm oving when itpassesthe distance

j�� infj=
1

2
p
6�

� 0:114. Ifitstops before itreaches

� = 0,in
ation continuesforever,so theuniversewill

be unsuitable forlife asweknow it.

Thus, the conclusions for the sim plest m odelare

not very optim istic. The m ain reason for it is the

constancy ofthe potentialin the intervalfrom �0 to

� = 0. This property ofthe potentialim plies that

the universe typically either collapses very soon,or

in
atesforever.Aswewillsee,thisparticularproblem

disappearsin the realisticin
ationary m odels.

III. C H A O T IC IN FLA T IO N W IT H V = m
2
�
2
=2

Now we are going to study realistic m odels of

chaoticin
ation.

Consider for exam ple the theory with a potential

which is given by V = m
2
�
2
=2 for � < �0,and be-

com es extrem ely steep at � > �0, see Fig. 3. If

the universe is created at � just above �0, in the

point with V0 > V (�0) = m
2
�
2
0=2,the �eld im m e-
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V(φ)

φ0

V*

0

FIG .3: E� ective potentialin the m odelwith the po-

tentialthatisequalto m
2
�
2
=2 at� < �0 and blowsup at

� > �0.

diately falls down to �0 and acquires velocity given

by (_�0)
2
=2 = V0 � V (�0). Justasbefore,ifthe �eld

startsitsm otion with su�ciently sm allvelocity,in
a-

tion beginsim m ediately.Ifitstartswith largeinitial

velocity _�0,the universeneverin
ates.

However,thereisaslightdi�erencehere.In thetoy

m odeldiscussed abovetheboundarybetween in
ation

and no in
ation was independent of�0,and it was

givenbyV0� V (�0)= V (�0)=2.In therealisticm odels

thisboundary doesnotdi�erm uch from V0� V (�0)=

V (�0)=2,butthedi�erencedoesexistand itdepends

on �0.

W ewilldenoteV �(�0)thecriticalinitialvalueofV ,

such thatin
ation stillexistsforthe �eld � falling to

thepoint�0 from theheightV0 < V
�,and disappears

at V0 > V
�. Then,just as in the previous section,

we introduce the param eter �0 = �V=V (� 0),where

�V = V
� � V0 and V (�0)= m

2
�
2
0=2.

As an exam ple,we considered a m odelwhere the

e�ective potentialblows up at � > �0 = O (10) (i.e.

at � > O (10)M p). In this case we have found that

in
ation begins when the �eld � rolls down to the

point

�inf � �0 � 0:05+ 0:15 ln �0: (20)

This equation becom es invalid for � � 1,in which

casein
ation neverhappens.Interestingly,thisequa-

tion is very sim ilar to the equation (14) for the toy

m odelconsidered in the previous section. This in-

dicates that our results are not very sensitive to the

choiceofa particularin
ationary m odel.

During in
ation in this scenario the universe ex-

pands e
2��

2

tim es, so one needs to have � � 3:1

to achieve 60 e-folds of in
ation. Now let us re-

m em ber that for V (�0) � 10�11 M 4
p the probability

of creation of universes with �0 < 6� 10�11 is not

20 40 60 80 100

8.5

9

9.5

10

t

φ

FIG .4: Behaviorofthescalar� eld in thetheory m
2
�
2
=2.

Ifthe� eld startsitsm otion with su� ciently sm allvelocity,

in
 ation beginsim m ediately.Ifitstartswith large initial

velocity _�0,due to falling from the large value ofV (�),

the universe never in
 ates. In
 ation begins at � � �0 �

0:05+ 0:15 ln � V

V
.

exponentially suppressed. The probability to start

with �0 � 6� 10�11 is suppressed because of the

sm allphasespacecorrespondingto thesevaluesof�0.

Therefore one can argue that it is m ost probable to

have �0 � 6� 10�11 . This m eans thatin
ation typi-

cally startsat

�inf � �0 � 3:5 : (21)

The rest is obvious. For �0 = 10,in
ation starts

at�inf � 6:5,the universe in
atese265 tim esand be-

com esabsolutely 
at.The universein
atese60 tim es

for �inf = 3:1,i.e. for �0 = 3:1+ 3:5 = 6:6. Ifthis

leads to 
 = 1:1,then an increase of� 0 by 1% in-

creases the num ber ofe-folds by O (1),which m akes

the universealm ostexactly 
at.

Ifthisiscorrect,tuningofthevalueof
tobein the

range 
 < 1:1 requires �ne-tuning ofthe param eter

�0 with accuracy about1% .W hereasthis�ne-tuning

isnotvery attractive,itiscertainly notasoutrageous

as the �ne-tuning required in allexisting m odels of

dark energy.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

In this paper we discussed a m odelofa closed in-


ationary universebased on a m odi�ed version ofthe

sim plest chaotic in
ation scenario. Ifthe m ain idea

iscorrect,onecan im plem entitin a variety ofdi�er-

entm odels.Forexam ple,onecan considerapotential

with a
atm axim um ,likein new in
ation,and add to

ita high ‘tower’on thetop.Theuniversewillbecre-

ated atthetop ofthe‘tower,’butitwillbeunableto

stay there.W hen itfallsdown,itrollsdownhillwith

a largeinitialvelocity,and only gradually approaches

the asym ptotic in
ationary regim e. As a result,the
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stage ofin
ation can be m ade short,and the large-

scaledensity perturbationswillbesuppressed.O ther

m odels ofa sim ilar type can be constructed in the

contextofhybrid in
ation [24].

Sim ilarconsiderationsm ay apply to othertypesof

com pactuniverses. Forexam ple,one ofthe �rstpa-

person quantum creation oftheuniverse\from noth-

ing" wasdevoted to the possibility ofa quantum cre-

ation ofa 
atuniverse with nontrivialtopology [19].

Som eofourargum entsshouldbem odi�ed inthiscase.

In particular,in certain casestheprobability ofquan-

tum creation oftheuniversewillnotbesuppressed at

all,whereasin som e othercasesthe exponentialsup-

pression willoccur due to the Casim ir e�ect,and it

willnotdepend on V (�)[19].

The reason for this e�ect is very sim ple. Un-

like a closed in
ationary universe,
at universe can

em ergefrom thesingularity withoutany need to tun-

nelthrough the barrier. The only barrierthatcould

appearisdue to the �nite size ofthe universe,which

alters the spectrum of quantum 
uctuations there

(Casim ir e�ect). However,this e�ect appearsatthe

one-loop levelonly,and itm ay bestrongly suppressed

in supersym m etrictheories.

Therefore one m ay even argue thatam ong allpos-

sible universes created \from nothing",the 
at uni-

verseswith nontrivialtopologyarethe�rsttoem erge,

so it would be m ore naturalfor us to live in one of

those rather than in the closed universe. O ne could

turn this argum ent another way around and argue

that ifwe do not �nd the speci�c anisotropy ofthe

CM B associated with the periodicity ofthe universe,

this will m ake is even less likely that our universe

is closed. This strengthensthe standard in
ationary

prediction 
 = 1.

The easiest way to obtain a short stage of in
a-

tion in allofthesem odels(closed universeor
atuni-

verse with nontrivialtopology) is to m ake sure that

in
ation cannotbe too long.In the m odelsdiscussed

above,thiswasrealized by m aking thepotentialvery

curved atlarge�.Thisleadsto a com bination oftwo

di�erent e�ects. First of all, at the onset of in
a-

tion the curvature ofthe potentialwasvery large,so

the long-wavelength perturbations ofthe scalar �eld

were suppressed. Secondly,the speed ofthe rolling

�eld was very large. Both of these e�ects tend to

suppress the density perturbations produced at the

very early stagesofin
ation.Thise�ectm ay account

forthesuppression ofthelarge-angleCM B anisotropy

observed by W M AP.To check thevalidity ofourcon-

jecture with respect to the closed universe case one

should �nd the corresponding ‘gondola’ instantons

[22]and then use,e.g.,the m ethodsof[25],applying

them to ourpotentialrapidly growing atlarge�.For

the
atuniversecaseoneshould m akea sim ilarinves-

tigation based on [19].Thee�ectofsuppression ofthe

large-angleCM B anisotropym ay bem orepronounced

in the theoriesofthe hybrid in
ation type,orin new

in
ation,where the possible large-scale contribution

ofgravitationalwaveswillbe suppressed.

Note,however,thatifouronly goalisto suppress

large-scale perturbations,there are m any otherways

to do so [26]. Forexam ple,the large-scale perturba-

tionsarestrongly suppressed in the
atuniversecase

in the sim plestversion ofthe F-term hybrid in
ation

[27].

All of the proposed m odels describing a closed

(com pact)in
ationary universearearti�cialand �ne-

tuned.Therefore the 
atnessofthe universe and the


atness ofthe spectrum ofdensity perturbations re-

m ain a generic prediction of a broad class of in
a-

tionary m odels. However,it is good to know that,

if needed, we can describe com pact universes with-

out giving up alladvantages ofin
ationary cosm ol-

ogy. The �ne-tuning required forthe construction of

thein
ationary m odelsofaclosed (com pact)universe

ism uch sm allerand m uch easierto achieve than the

incredible �ne-tuning required forthe explanation of

the enorm ously large m ass and entropy of the uni-

verse,ofitshom ogeneity and isotropy,and ofthe ob-

served anisotropy ofCM B withoutusing in
ation.
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