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It is very di cult to ocbtain a realistic m odel of a closed In ationary universe. Even if one
ne-tunes the total num ber of e-folds to be su ciently am all, the resulting universe typically has
— T—T = O (1) on the scale of the horizon. W e describe a class ofm odels where this problem can

be resolved. T he m odels are unattractive and

ne-tuned, so the

atness of the universe rem ains a

generic prediction of In ationary cosm ology. N evertheless one should keep in m ind that w ith the
ne-tuning at the levelof about one percent one can obtain a sem irealisticm odelofan in ationary

universe with

> 1. The spectrum of density perturbations in thism odelm ay have a cut-o on

the scale of the horizon. Sin ilar approach m ay be valid in application to a com pact iIn ationary

universe w ith a nontrivial topology.

I. NTRODUCTION

F latness of the universe is one of the most ro—
bust predictions of In ationary cosm ology. Sin ilarly,
nearly all in ationary m odels predict density pertur-
bations wih a at spectrum . Both predictions are
In an excellent agreem ent with recent observations,

= 102 002, and ng = 0:97 003, sec eg. -'_Ij,]
- ﬂ_';]. W ih the data like that, it would seem unnec—
essary to retum to investigation ofm ore com plicated
modelsofin ation,wih % 1 andw ith the spectrum
having various ‘Yfeatures.

However, there is only one way to prove that the
atness of the universe and the atness of the spec—
trum are ndeed reliable and robust predictions of In—
ation: W e must check whether i is really di cult
to violate these rules. Here we w ill retum to the dis—
cussion of the possbility to have in ationary m odels

wih € 1.

D espite m any interesting attem pts, we still do not
have any realistic m odels of an open in ationary uni-
verse satisfying the observationalconstraint 1 1.
The only available sem irealistic m odel of open in-—

ation wih 1 1 is rather ugly; it ires a

ne-tuned potential of a very peculiar shape E]. But
m aybe we can be m ore ucky w ith a closed universe,
or a com pact at universe with nontrivial topology?
Recently this questJon resurﬁoed again In relation to
WMAP resuls [‘} '8 9 even though these resuls
are quite consistent w ith the sin plest assum ption that
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= 1. The only potential problem of the standard
modelofa atuniversewith a at spectrum is related
to the suppresszon of the lJarge-angle perturbations of
CMB E'.I] and possbl correlationsbetween lowerm ul-
tipoles [_“2 H owever, taking into acocount cosm ic vari-
ance, it is not quite clear yet whether these results
are statistically signi cant. N evertheless, i givesus a
good excuse to reexam nepossble In ationary m odels
ofa closed (or com pact) universe.

The only way to obtain in ationary universe w ith

> 1 isto assum e that the universe n ated only by
about e®® tin es. E xact value of the num ber of e-folds
N depends on details of reheating and m ay som ew hat
dier from 60. Let us assume for de niteness that
for N = 60 one would have = 1:d1. Then one can
show that for N = 595 and the sam e valie of the
Hubble constant one would have 13, whereas for
N = 605 one would have 103. Thus In order to
obtain = 11 0:05onewould need to haveN = 60
w ith accuracy of about 1% . M eanwhile, the typical
num ber of e-olds, say, in chaotic in ation scenario in
the theory ™" 2 is not 60 but rather 1012 [d].

O ne can construct m odels where in ation leads to
expansion of the universe by the factor €®® . H ow ever,
if the universe does not in ate long enough to be-
com e at, then by the sam e token it does not in ate
long enough to becom e hom ogeneous and isotropic.
M oreover, in m ost of such m odels an all num ber of
e—foldings sin ultaneously in plies that densiy pertur—
bations on the horizon are extrem ely lJarge. Indeed, In
most n ationary m odels the process of n ation be-

H2

ginsat thepoint where density perturbations —  =—
are very large. The sin plest exam plk is the new In-

ation scenario f_l-]_}], where n ation begins at the top
of the e ective potential with —= 0. If there are
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Jess than 60 e-foldings from this m om ent to the end
of n ation, then we would see extrem ely large den—
sity perturbations on the scale of the horizon. Sim -
larly, in the sin plest m odels of chaotic in ation t_l2_;]
the process of In ation is expected to begin at very
large values of the scalar eld, where the density per-
turbations are also very large. This is related to the
cbservation that in ation usually is eternal {3, 14].
T he boundary ofthe regin e ofeternalin ation corre-
sponds to — = O (1) {10]. Tn a sm all closed universe
wih noticeably di erent from 1 we would see these

large perturbations on the horizon.

Thus, the m ain reason why it is so di cult to con-—
struct In ationary modelswith € 1 isnot the issue
of netuning oftheparam etersofthem odels, w hich is
necessary to obtain the universe in ating exactly e®°
tin es, but the problem of ocbtaining a hom ogeneous
universe after n ation.

For a long tin e it was not quite clear how one can
resole this problem ; In [_1-5] i was even argued that
this is inpossbl. A solution of this problem was
proposed in [_l-id,:_ij] Them ain idea isto use thewell
known fact that the region of space created in the
process of quantum tunneling tends to be spherically
symm etric if the tunneling probability is very amn all
Such bubbles tend to expand In a spherically sym m et—
ric way. Thus, if one could associate the visble part
of the universe w ith an interior of one such region,
one would solve the hom ogeneity, isotropy and hori-
zon problm s, and then all other problem s, such as
the atnessproblem ,w illbe solved by the subsequent
relatively short stage of in ation.

In order to m ake in ation short, one can consider,
for exam ple, a particular version of the chaotic In a-
tion scenario [_l-g] w ith the e ective potential

m 2
V()= 5 =P oy :
P
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Here M p = 15 12 18° Gev. Potentials of
such type often appear in supergravity. In this theory
in ation occurs only in the interval ®= < < CMp.
The m ost naturalway to realize In ationary scenario
In this theory is to assum e that the universe was cre—
ated \from nothing" with the eld in the interval
MTP< < CM p . The universe at the m om ent of its
creation hasa sizeH !, and then tbeginsin atingas
H ! coshH t. According to [18] - P1), the probability
ofcreation ofan in ationary universe is suppressed by

4
3M

P
=P )
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Strictly speaking, this expression was derived only
for the creation of de Sitter space w ith the constant
vacuum energy V () corresponding to an extrem um
of the e ective potential. For the description of the

quantum creation ofin ationary universe on the slope
of the potential one should use the Yondola’ nstan—
tons found in [_2-2] T hese instantons are sihgular, but
the singularity is nearly ham less since the analyti-
cal continuation occurs through the regular part of
the instanton. The singulariy gives a contrbution
to the tunneling action which is an all or the tunnel
ing going to the In ationary universe in the slow -roll
regin e. However, the boundary term s can be signi —
cant and tend to decrease the exponential suppression
of the tunneling probability n the calculation of the
tunneling to the steep part of the potential. This is
a delicate issue which deserves separate nvestigation.
However, we hope that this fact does not a ect our
qualitative conclisions because we are going to nd a
regin e w here the (relative) suppression ofthe tunnel-
ing willbe Ine cient, see next section.

The maxinum of the probability of creation of an
In ationary universe appears near the upper range
of values of the eld  for which in ation is possi-
bl, ie. at o CMp . Then the size of the new Iy
bom universe expandsby the factorexp 2 §M ’ 2)
exp (2 C?) during the stage of - ation [L0O]. If
C > 31, ie. if (> 3idM, 37 18 Gev, the
universe expandsm ore than €®® tin es, and it becom es
very at. M eanwhile, for C 3 the universe always
rem ains \underin ated" and very curved, w ith 1.
W e em phasize again that in thisparticularm odel \un—
derin ation" does not lead to any problem s w ith ho—
m ogeneiy and isotropy. The only problem wih this
m odel is that in order to obtain 1n the intervalbe-
tween 1 and 2 at the present tim e one should have the
constant C tobe xed som ewherenearC = 3 wih an
accuracy of few percent. This isa netuning, which
does not sound very attractive. However, it is in —
portant to realize that we are not taking about an
exponentially good precision; accuracy of few percent
is good enough.

A sinilar result can be obtained even w ihout
changing the shape of the e ective potential. It is
enough to assum e that the eld hasa nonm inimal
interaction w ith gravity of the on 3R #. In this
case in ation becom es inpossble or > - B31.
Thus In order to ensure that only closed In ationary
universes can be produced during the process of quan—
tum creation of the universe in the theory % 2 itis
enough to assum e that #%2— < 3:1Mp . This gives a
condition > - 4 10%.

T here is at least one serious problem w ith this sce—
nario. Eq. (:g') suggests that it ismuch m ore natural
for the universe to be created w ith the density very
close to the P lanck density. However, the e ective
potential @) at the P lJanck density is extrem ely steep.
T herefore such a universe w ill not typically enter the
In ationary regine, and will collapse w ithin a very




FIG.1l: E ective potentialin ourtoy model; V. = %V.

short tim e. T his suggests that m ost of the universes
described by the m odel @.') will not in ate at all, or
will in ate by a factormuch less than e®°. In other
words, m ost ofthe universesw illbe short living, and if
they survive until the present tin e they w ill probably
have very large

This is the problem that we are going to study in
our paper.

II. CLOSED QUASIDE SITTER UN IVERSE

C onsider for sim plicity a toy m odelw ith the follow —
iIng step-like e ective potential: V ( ) = 0at < 0;
V()= YV = oonst at 0 < < 9. We will also
assum e that the e ective potential sharply risesto in—
de nitely largevaluesin a am allvicinity of =, see
Fig. :}: Thism odel is very well suited for the descrip—
tion of certain versions of F-term hybrid in ation in
supergraviy. In such m odels the e ective potential is
nearly constantat small and it exponentially risesat
large . In ation ends suddenly at som e sn all value
of ,which In ourm odel correspondsto = 0.

To study the evolution ofa closed universe lled by
a hom ogeneous scalar eld in this scenario one should
solve the set of two equations, in unitsM , = 1.

2y 6))

Suppose that the (closed) universe described by this
m odel appeared \from nothing" in a state with the
eld o at the pont with a= 0, —= 0 and the
potential energy densiy Vo V. It will be conve-
nient to represent Vy as V V,whereV = 2v
e Fig. -r_]: If the e ective potentialat > ( grows
very sharply, then the eld mstantly allsdown to the

plteau wih V ( ) = V, and is potential energy be-
com esoonvert%jtothekjnetjcenergy,%—z =L v,
so that —= v 2 V . Since this happens nearly
Instantly, at that tin e one still has a = 0. Thus,
to study In ation in this scenario one should solve
equations (:3 for v () = V = oonst In the in-

allp < < ¢ wih iniial conditions a = O,

\Y% 2 V.

T hese equations have a very Interesting solution in
the particular case when V = 0. In this case the
term V. -2 vanishes, the acceleration of the scale
factor a vanishes too, and since niially a = 0, the
universe rem ains static. A coording to our results con—
ceming creation ofthe unj&erse, its initial size isequal
toa=H V. Thus, in—
stead of n ating, the universe keeps its original size,
w hereas scalar eld moves with the constant
eed —= V.

O bviously, this is a threshold regine. For V < 0
(the nitialenergy density aboveV ) onehasV -2 <
0, which m eans that a < 0. Thus the universe starts
m oving w ith negative acceleration from the state a =
0. As a resuk, the tem 3% becom es negative. This
corresponds to negative friction, which m akesthem o—
tion ofthe eld even fasterandtheterm V. -2 even
m ore negative. Such a universe rapidly collapses.

On theotherhand, for V > 0 (hitialenergy below
V ) one has Vv 2> 0,a> 0 and 32 > 0. The
valuie of —rapidly decreases, and the universe enters
in ationary regim e.

W ew ill introduce here a sm alltin edependent func—
tion

P
ol swhereHo= 80 =2

v 2
= 1: 4
(t) v 4)

T hebeginning ofthe stage of in ation m ay be de]ayed
for nde niely long tim e ifthe nitialvalue o= —— is
su ciently sm all. But once expansion of the umyerse

begins in eamest, i very rapidly approaches the sim —
plkexponentialreginea & °t. Indeed, in the regine

with V = const the scalar eld satis es equation
a
+3——=20; )
a
which in plies that
3
ao
- = - — ; (6)
a

Here ¢ isthe niialvelocity ofthe eld inm ediately
after it rollsdown to the plateau V ( ) = const. This
relation m eans, in particular, that once the size ofthe
universe grow s 2 tin es, the kinetic energy ofthe scalar

eld drops down 64 tines, and O}:he universe begins

fwithun = &%,

expanding asa = &



T he resulting equation for the scale factor reads:

8 © v 16
a= —a —a
3 a (t) 3

v O

T his equation can be soled num erically, but here we
would like to m ake a sin ple qualitative analysis of its
solutions for (0) 0 1, where

!

v 2
-— -1 2 . 8
0 v v 8)

F irst of all, ket us notice that after a (t) grow s and
In ationary regin e settles up, the scalar eld grad-
ually stops m oving. Indeed, according to Eq. @),
—= e Mt and therefore the eld after the be-
ginning of in ation can m ove only at a nite distance

ne= oo L ©)
inf 3H 5196: ’
in Planck unitsM , = 1.
For am all positive the whole process can be ap—
proxim ately divided into two stages. In the beginning

of the process, when a a and (t) 0, equation
16
a=—a V (10)
3
yields
8 0)yv
a=a; 1+ %@ : 11)

Usihg the relation 2 a® one nds that the value

of becomestwo tin es greater than (0) within the
tin e
1
t1 Pp——=1: 1z)
2 3V

During thistin e the eld decreasesby

1
1 0) t1 5193: i 13)
which is sim ilar to ner EQ. @).Aﬂ:erthattherate
ofgrow th ofthe scale factor doubles, but a (t) rem ains
practically unchanged (for o 1). Thism eans that
the whole process e ectively gets a fresh start. A fter
the tine t, t;, which does not depend on ,
the eld decreasesby 2 1, and the rate of
grow th of a (t) doubles again. T his process continues
until (t) approaches 1=2. Since at each Interval t;
the value of doubles, the num ber of the intervals af-
terwhich (t) approaches 1=2 isproportionalto In ¢.
T hen the universe enters n ationary regin e, the eld
m oves last tin e, by ingsand the eld nally stops.

FIG.2: Behavior of the scalar eld in our toy m odel. If

the eld starts fsmotion with su ciently sn all velocity,

In ation begins Imm ediately. If it starts w ith large initial

velocity -¢, due to falling from the large height’ V ( ) =

v V , the universe never In ates. In ation begins at
0+ 01+ 045 In V—V .

T hese conclusions are n a good qualitative agree—

m ent w ith the resuls ofa num erical investigation (for

0 1), which show s that in ation begins when the
eld approaches i ¢, Where

inf 0+ 01+ 015 In ¢ : 14)

In ation takes place only in the interval between
meg> 0Oand = 0. If 4f < 0, In ation does not
happen at all, and the universe rapidly collapses.
Thus in ation happens if
0> 01 015 Ing : 15)
Now letusstudy the In plicationsofthese resuls for
the theory ofquantum creation ofa closed in ationary
universe In this scenario. First of all, we willassum e
that, in accordance w ith {L8] - R1], the probability of
creation of a closed universe containing hom ogeneous
eld wih the e ective potential V ( ) is given by
Eq. @),
|
M 2
8V ()

P e?Pli= exp 16)

Aswe see, the greater V ( ), the m ore probablk it is
that the universe is created. However, all universes
that are created with V () V = 2V immedi
ately collapse w ithout giving life any chance to ap—
pear. T hus the high probability of quantum creation
of the universes w ith Jarge V ( ) In this context does
not m ean much: For all practical purposes such uni-
verses sin ply do not exist.

The possbility of creation of the universes w ith
V () < 2V requires a much more thorough inves-
tigation. Indeed, it ism ost probabl for the universe
to be created wih the energy densiy very close to



V()= %V, ie. wih assnall ( as possbl. How-—
ever, if ( is so small that 0:15jIn ¢j> o, then,
according to our results, the eld reachesthe point

= 0 and &81ls from the cli befre In ation begins.
In this case the universe also rem ainsam alland Inm e~
diately collapses. If ( is am all, but not sm allenough,
so that the stage of in ation is very short, we also
have a problm . Indeed, in order to explain observa—
tionaldata we need to have approxin ately 60 e-folds
ofin ation (under the sim plest assum ptions about re—
heating).

O f course, one could argue, jist as we did before,
that the universes experiencing less than 60 e-folds
of In ation cannot support hum an life and therefore
should be ignored. H owever, In this case the situation
ism ore com plicated.

Indeed, ket us estin ate rst the conditional prob—
ability that the universe is created with the energy
density %V oV , under the condition that is en—
ergy density V is amaller than V. = %V. Aswe
explained, alluniverseswih V > V inm ediately die
and therefore m ust be discarded in the calculation of
the probabilities.)

4 4
P e?Pl = exp M + 3M3p
8¢ v 8 2V
1
MS oo
exp o 17)

T his expression tells that the probability of creation
oftheuniversewih (6 0 willbe exponentially sup—
pressed unless the universe is created very close to the
threshold V ( o) = 2V, wih =

0 < M_4 .
P
T hus, the probability of creation of the universe is
not suppressed or , < %, which m eans that the
P

probability of creation of an in ationary universe is
not suppressed for

6V
o> 01 015 ]nm: 18)

P

A s a particular exam ple, onem ay consider the case
v 101 M 4, as in the sin plest m odels of chaotic
in ation at the end of in ation [10-] In this case the
probability of creation of an in ationary universe is
not suppressed or o < 6 16! : This m eans that
if the distance between the initial point, where the
e ective potentialblow sup, and the nalpoint, where
the e ective potential drops down to zero, is greater
than
0> 01 045 ) 34M,; (19
the probability that the universe enters a stage of in—
ation is not exponentially suppressed.

W e would like no note that ourm ain argum ent was
based on the sin ple fact that the In ationary regin e
isan attractor in the phase space ofallpossble tra c—
tordes. T hat is why the in ationary regin e is reached
very fast, unlss ( is exponentially anall. But if
is exponentially an all, the valueof V = (V isalso
exponentially sm all. A s a result, the exponential sup—
pression ofthe probability ofthe tunneling to the state
w ith the energy density V V as com pared to the
tunneling to the state w ith the energy density V. dis-
appears, and a long stage of in ation becom es pos-
sbl. W e expect this result to rem ain qualitatively
correct even if the expression for the probability of
tunneling to the non-in atJonary part ofthe potential
signi cantly di ers from Eq. (2.)

Let us consider two di erent possibilities.

1) Suppose rst that V 10'"M 2 and o s a
bit smaller than 34M ,, eg. o = 3M . Then In a-
tion m ay occur in this scenario only if o & 2 10°.
T he probability of creation ofan in ationary universe
with ¢& 2 10° willbe suppressed by e 2°° . One
could argue that this is not too bad because all non—
in ationary universes in m ediately collapse. The real
problem , however, is that in this case the probabil-
iy to obtain the universe that in ates e’ tin es will
be much greater than the probability to obtain the
universe that expands e®® tim es. Thism eans that the
universe w illhave as large value of aspossble, com —
patble w ith the existence of our life. This does not
allow usto explain why do we live In the universe w ith

< 1.

2) Supposenow that ( isconsiderably greaterthan
34M ,,eg. o= 10M . In thiscasein ation typically
beginsat 6:6Mp . A fferthebeginning ofin ation,
the eld stopsmoving when it passes the distance

3 mel= Ep% 0:14. If i stops before it reaches

= 0, In ation continues forever, so the universe w ill
be unsuitable for life as we know it.

T hus, the conclusions for the sinplest m odel are
not very optimn istic. The main reason for i is the
constancy of the potential In the interval from o to

= 0. This property of the potential in plies that
the universe typically either collapses very soon, or
In atesPorever. A swew illsee, thisparticularproblem
disappears in the realistic in ationary m odels.

III. CHAOTIC INFLATION W ITH V =m? %=

Now we are going to study realistic m odels of
chaotic in ation.
Consider for exam ple the theory wih a potential

which isgiven by V.= m? ?=2 or < 4, and be-
com es extrem ely steep at > g, see Fi. g If
the universe is created at Just above ¢, In the

point with Vo > V (o) = m? 2=2, the eld mme-



V()

*

FIG. 3: E ective potential in the m odel w ith the po—
tential that isequaltom 2204t < g¢and blowsup at
> 0.

diately alls down to ( and acquires velociy given
by (—)?=2= Vy V (o). Just asbefre, ifthe eld
starts itsm otion w ith su ciently sm allvelocity, n a—

tion begins mm ediately. If it startsw ith large initial
veloclty —¢, the universe never in ates.

H ow ever, there is a slight di erence here. In the toy
m odeldiscussed above the boundary between in ation
and no In ation was independent of (, and it was
givenby Vg V (o) =V ( ¢)=2. In the realisticm odels
thisboundary doesnotdi ermuch from Vo V (g) =
V ( ¢)=2, but the di erence does exist and it depends
on go.

W ewilldenoteV ( o) the critical nitialvalue ofV,
such that in ation stillexists forthe eld falling to
the point o from the heightVy < V , and disappears
at Vo > V . Then, just as In the previous section,
we Introduce the parameter o = V=V ( ), where

V=V WandV (g)=m? 2=2.

As an exam ple, we considered a m odel where the
e ective potentialblowsup at > (= O (10) (de.
at > O (10)M ;). In this case we have found that
In ation begins when the eld rolls down to the
poinnt

inf o 005+ 015 4: (20)
T his equation becom es Invalid for 1, n which
case in ation never happens. Interestingly, this equa-
tion is very sin ilar to the equation {14) for the toy
m odel considered in the previous section. This in—
dicates that our results are not very sensitive to the
choice of a particular in ationary m odel.

During In ation in this scenario the universe ex-—
pands e’ ’ tim es, so one needs to have 31
to achieve 60 efolds of in ation. Now lt us re-
member that for vV ( o) 10" M ! the probability

of creation of universes with o < 6 16! is not

(p 10

20 40 O o 100

FIG .4: Behaviorofthe scalar eld in the theory m? =2,
Ifthe eld startsitsm otion with su ciently sm allvelocity,
In ation begins Inm ediately. If it starts w ith large initial
velocity -s, due to f2lling from the large value of V ( ),
the universe never in ates. In ation begins at 0
005+ 0:15 In <~

exponentially suppressed. The probability to start
wih o 6 16' is suppressed because of the
an allphase space corresoonding to these valuesof .
T herefore one can argue that it is m ost probable to
have 6 18 . Thismeans that in ation typi
cally starts at

inf o 35: (1)

T he rest is ocbvious. For o = 10, In ation starts

at wf 635, the universe n ates €% tim es and be-
com es absolitely at. The universe in ates e®® tines
for pe= 3d,ie. Oor o= 31+ 35 = 6:6. Ifthis
lradsto = 1d, then an increase of ( by 1% in-

creases the num ber of e-folds by O (1), which m akes
the universe aln ost exactly at.

Ifthis is correct, tuning ofthe value of tobe in the
range < 1: requires netuning of the param eter
o wih accuracy about 1% . W hereas this netuning
isnot very attractive, it is certainly not as outrageous
as the netuning required in all existing m odels of
dark energy.

Iv.. DISCUSSION

In this paper we discussed a m odel of a closed in—
ationary universe based on a m odi ed version ofthe
sin plest chaotic In ation scenario. If the m ain idea
is correct, one can in plem ent it In a variety ofdi er-
entm odels. Forexam ple, one can consider a potential
wih a atmaxinum , like in new In ation, and add to
it a high tower’ on the top. The universe w illbe cre—
ated at the top ofthe tower,” but it w illbe unable to
stay there. W hen it falls down, it rolls downhillw ith
a large niidal velocity, and only gradually approaches
the asym ptotic In ationary regime. As a resul, the



stage of In ation can be m ade short, and the large—
scale density perturbations w illbe suppressed. O ther
m odels of a sin ilar type can be constructed in the
context of hybrid in ation £4].

Sin ilar considerationsm ay apply to other types of
com pact universes. For exam ple, one of the rst pa—
pers on quantum creation ofthe universe \from noth-
Ing" was devoted to the possibility ofa quantum cre—
ation ofa at universe w ith nontrivial topology f_l-E_l']
Som e ofourargum entsshould bem odi ed in thiscase.
In particular, In certain cases the probability of quan—
tum creation ofthe universe w illnot be suppressed at
all, whereas In som e other cases the exponential sup-—
pression will occur due to_the Casin ir e ect, and it
w ill not depend on V () {Id].

The reason for this e ect is very sinpl. Un-
like a closed in ationary universe, at universe can
em erge from the shgularity w ithout any need to tun-—
nel through the barrier. T he only barrier that could
appear is due to the nite size of the universe, which
alters the spectrum of quantum uctuations there
(Casin ir e ect). However, this e ect appears at the
one-loop kvelonly, and it m ay be strongly suppressed
In supersym m etric theories.

T herefore one m ay even argue that am ong allpos—
sbble universes created \from nothing", the at uni-
versesw ith nontrivialtopology are the rstto em erge,
so it would be m ore natural for us to live n one of
those rather than in the closed universe. O ne could
tum this argum ent another way around and argue
that if we do not nd the speci c anisotropy of the
CM B associated w ith the periodicity of the universe,
this will m ake is even less lkely that our universe
is closed. This strengthens the standard in ationary
prediction = 1.

The easiest way to obtain a short stage of in a—
tion In allofthesem odels (closed universe or at uni-
verse w ith nontrivial topology) is to m ake sure that
In ation cannot be too long. In the m odels discussed
above, this was realized by m aking the potential very
curved at large . This leadsto a com bination oftwo
di erent e ects. First of all, at the onset of in a—
tion the curvature of the potential was very large, so

the long-wavelength perturbations of the scalar eld
were suppressed. Secondly, the speed of the rolling

eld was very large. Both of these e ects tend to
suppress the density perturbations produced at the
very early stagesofin ation. Thise ect m ay acoount
for the suppression ofthe large-angle CM B anisotropy
observed by W M AP . To check the validity of our con—
Bcture w ith respect to the closed universe case one
should nd the corresponding Yondol' instantons
[_2§i] and then use, eg., the m ethods of t_2§'], applying
them to our potential rapidly grow ing at large . For
the atuniverse caseone should m ake a sim ilar nves-
tigation based on @9‘] Thee ect of suppression ofthe
large-angle CM B anisotropy m ay bem ore pronounced
In the theordes of the hybrid in ation type, or in new
in ation, where the possbl largescale contribution
of gravitationalw aves w illbe suppressed.

N ote, however, that if our only goal is to suppress
large-scale perturbations, there are m any other ways
to do so I_Z-é] For exam pl, the largescale perturba-
tions are strongly suppressed in the at universe case
in the sin plest version of the F-temm hybrid in ation
Ei.

A1l of the proposed models descrbing a closed
(com pact) In ationary universe are arti cialand ne-
tuned. T herefore the atness of the universe and the

atness of the spectrum of density perturbations re—
main a generic prediction of a broad class of n a-
tionary m odels. However, i is good to know that,
if needed, we can describbe com pact universes w ith-—
out giving up all advantages of in ationary cosn ol-
ogy. The netuning required for the construction of
the In ationary m odelsofa closed (com pact) universe
ismuch am aller and much easier to achieve than the
Incredble netuning required for the explanation of
the enom ously large m ass and entropy of the uni-
verse, of its hom ogeneity and isotropy, and of the ob—
served anisotropy of CM B w ithout using in ation.
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