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ABSTRACT

W e discuss two inportant m odi cations of in ationary paradigm . Until very
recently we believed that in ation autom atically leads to atness of the universe,
=1 10 *.W ealso thought that post—n ationary phase transitions in GUT sm ay
occur only after them alization, which m ade it very di cul to have baryogenesis n
GUTs and to obtain superheavy topological defects after n ation. W e w ill describe
a very sin ple version of chaotic In ation which leads to a division ofthe universe nto
In nitely m any open universes w ith allpossble valiesof from 1 to 0. W e w ill show
also that In m any in ationary m odels quantum uctuations of scalar and vector elds
producad during reheating are m uch greater than they would be in a state ofthem al
equilbrium . This Jleads to coan ological phase transitions of a new type, which m ay
result in an e cient GU T baryogenesis, In a copious production of topological defects
and In a secondary stage of in ation after reheating.
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1 In ationwith 61

O ne of the m ost robust predictions of In ationary coan ology is that the universe after In ation
becom es extram ely at, which correspondsto = 1l.Here = —r < being the energy density of
a atuniverse. There were m any good reasons to believe that this prediction was quite generic.
The only way to avoid this conclusion is to assum e that the universe in ated only by about e
tin es. Exact value ofthe num ber ofe-foldsN dependson details ofthe theory and m ay som ew hat
dier from 60. It is In portant, however, that in any particular theory In ation by extra 2 or 3
efoldinhgswould m ake theuniversewih = 05orwih = 135 alnostexactly at.M eanwhil,
the typical number of e-foldings in chaotic In ation scenario In the theory % 2 is not 60 but
rather 10'2,

One can oconstruct m odels where In ation lads to expansion of the universe by the factor
e, However, in m ost of such m odels an all num ber of e-oldings sin ultaneously in plies that
density perturbations are extram ely large. Ik m ay be possbl to overcom e this obstack by a
goeci ¢ choice of the e ective potential. However, this would be only a partial solution. If the
universe does not n ate long enough to becom e at, then by the sam e token it does not In ate
long enough to becom e hom ogeneous and isotropic. Thus, the m ain reason why it is di cul to
construct n ationary modelswith 6 1 isnot the issue of ne tuning of the param eters of the
m odels, which is necessary to obtain the universe in ating exactly e®® tin es, but the problm of
obtaining a hom ogeneous universe after In ation.

Fortunately, it is possibl to solve this problem , both for a closed universe (Linde 1992) and
for an open one (Colm an and D e Luccia, 1980, Gott 1982, Sasakiet al, 1993). Them ain idea is
to use the wellknown fact that the region of space created in the process of a quantum tunneling
tends to have a spherically sym m etric shape, and hom ogeneous interdor, if the tunneling process
is suppressed strongly enough. Then such bubbles of a new phase tend to evolve (expand) in a
oherically symm etric fashion. T hus, if one could associate the whole visble part of the universe
w ith an Interior of one such region, one would solve the hom ogeneity problem , and then all other
problem s w ill be solved by the subsequent relatively short stage of in ation.

Fora closed universe the realization ofthisprogram is relatively straightforward (Linde, 1992,
1995). O ne should consider the process of quantum creation ofa closed in ationary universe from
\nothing." If the probability of such a process is exponentially suppressed (and this is indeed
the case if In ation is possbl only at the energy density much sm aller than the P lanck density
(Linde, 1984, V ilenkin, 1984), then the universe created that way w ill be rather hom ogeneous
from the very beginning.

The situation with an open universe is much m ore com plicated. Indeed, an open universe
is In nite, and i may ssem inpossble to create an in nite universe by a tunneling process.
Fortunately, this is not the case: any bubbl fom ed In the process of the false vacuum decay
looks from inside lke an In nie open universe (Colm an and D e Luccia, 1980, G otk 1982, Sasaki
et al, 1993). If this universe continues in ating inside the bubbl G otk 1982, Bucher et al, 1995)
then we cbtain an open In ationary universe.



There is an extensive Investigation of the onebubble open universe scenario, and m any in —
portant results have been cbtained, see eg.

(Tanaka and Sasaki, 1994, Sasaki et al, 1995, Yam am oto et al, 1995, Bucher et al, 1995,
Budher and Turok, 1995, Ham azakiet al, 1995). However, for a long tin e it was not quite clear
w hether it ispossible to realize this scenario in a naturalway. It would be very nice to to obtain
an open universe in a theory of jist one scalar eld, but in practice it is rather di cult to obtain
a satisfactory m odel of this type. Typically one is forced either to introduce very com plicated
e ective potentials, or consider theories w ith nonm inin alkinetic tem s forthe In aton eld. This
m akes the m odels ne-tuned and com plicated. It is very good to know that the m odels of such
type In principle can be constructed, but it isalso very tam pting to nd am ore natural realization
ofthe in ationary universe scenario which would give n ation wih < 1.

Fortunately, this goal can be easily achieved if one considers m odels of two scalar elds
(Linde, 1995, Linde and M ezhlum ian, 1995, G arc a{Bellido, 1995). One of these elds may
be the standard n aton eld wih a relatively am allm ass, anotherm ay be, eg., the scalar eld
resoonsible for the symm etry breaking In GUTs. The presence of two scalar elds allow s one
to obtain the required bending of the in aton potentialby sin ply changing the de nition of the
In aton eld in the process of n ation. At the st stage the rok of the in aton isplayed by a
heavy eld wih a stesp barrier in itspotential, whilk on the second stage the role ofthe in aton
is played by a light eld, rolling in a at direction \orthogonal" to the direction of quantum
tunneling. This change of the direction of evolution In the space of scalar elds rem oves the
naturalness constraints for the form ofthe potential, which are present In the case ofone eld.

In ationary m odels of this type are quite sin ple, yet they have m any interesting features. In
these m odels the universe consists of In nitely m any expanding bubbles in m ersed into exponen—
tially expanding false vacuum state. E ach of these bubbles Inside looks lke an open universe, but
the values of 1In these universes m ay take any valie from 1 to 0. In som e of these m odels the
situation is even m ore com plicated: Interior of each bubbl looks lke an in nite universe w ith
an e ective value of slowly decreasing to = 0 at an exponentially lJarge distance from the
center of the bubbl. W e will call such universes quasiopen. Thus, rather unexpectedly, we are
cbtaining a lJarge variety of nteresting and previously unexplored possbilities.

Here we w illdescribe an extrem ely sin plem odeloftwo scalar elds, where the universe after
in ation becom es open (or quasiopen, see below ) in a very naturalway (Linde, 1995, Linde and
M ezhlum ian, 1995).

Consider a m odel of two noninteracting scalar elds, and ,wih the e ective potential
V(;i)=— +V(): (1)
Here isaweakly interacting in aton eld, and , forexample, can be the eld responsble for
the symm etry breaking In GUTs. Wewillassume that V ( ) hasa ocalm nimum at = 0,
and a globalm nmum at o6 0, just as n the old In ationary theory. For de nieness, we w ill
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essential; no ne tuning of the shape of this potential w illbe required.

Note that so far we did not m ake any unreasonable com plications to the standard chaotic
In ation scenario; at large 1n ation isdriven by the eld , and the GUT potential is necessary
In the theory anyway. In order to obtain density perturoations of the necessary am plitude the
massm ofthe scalar eld should beoftheorderof10 ®M,  10° GeV (Linde, 1990).

In ation beginsatV ( ; ) M7 . At this stage uctuations ofboth elds are very strong,
and the universe enters thg stage of selfreproduction, which nishes forthe eld only when it
becom es snaller than M "% and the energy density dropsdown tomM 7 10 °M § (Linde,
1990). Quantum uctuations of the eld  in some parts of the universe put it directly to
the absolute m inimum ofV ( ), but In som e other parts the scalar eld appears in the local
mihimum ofV ( )at = 0.W ewilPllow evolution of such dom ains. Since the energy density
In such dom ains w ill be greater, their volum e w ill grow w ith a greater speed, and therefore they
w illbe especially in portant for us.

One may worry that all dom ains w ih = 0 will tunnel to the m Inimum ofV ( ) at the
stagewhen the eld wasvery large and quantum uctuations ofthe both eldswere large too.
Thism ay happen if the Hubbl constant induced by the scalar eld ismuch greater than the
curvature of the potentialV ( ):

m
E > M : )

This decay can be easily suppressed if one introduces a an all interaction g 2 ? between
these two elds, which stabilizes the statewih = 0 at large . Another possbility is to add
a nonm inin al interaction w ith gravity ofthe orm ;R ?, which makes In ation in possble for

> D;—P . In this case the condition (1) w illnever be satis ed. H owever, there isamuch sin pler
ansver to this worry. If the e ective potential of the eld is so large that the eld can
easily Jum p to the truem Inimum ofV ( ), then the universe becom es divided into in nitely m any
dom answ ith allpossbl values of distrbuted in the follow ing way (Linde, 1990):

! !
P( =0) M M ;2 M 7 M
— - 2 2 2 2
P( = o) P evi;0 svi(;) P Ymz 2+ 2v 0) 4m

3)

One can easily check that at them oment when the eld  decreases to "= and the condition
(fs1) becom es violated, we w ill have

F O exp I “)
P (o) ’

whereC issom e constant, C = O (1). A flerthism om ent the probability ofthe false vacuum decay
typically becom esmuch an aller. Thus the fraction of space which survives in the false vacuum
state = 0 until this tin e typically is very sm all, but nite (@nd calculabl). It is in portant,
that these rmare dom ainswih = 0 eventually willdom nate the volum e of the universe since if
the probability ofthe false vacuum decay is am allenough, the volum e of the dom ains In the false
vacuum w ill continue grow ing exponentially w ithout end.




The mamn idea of our scenario can be explained as follows. Because the elds and do
not Interact w ith each other, and the dependence of the probability of tunneling on the vacuum
energy at the GUT scalk is negligbly small Colm an and D e Luccia, 1980), tunneling to the
m ininum ofV ( ) may occurw ith approxin ately equalprobability at all su ciently am all values
ofthe eld (see, however, below ). T he param eters of the bubbles ofthe eld are detem ined
by themassscaleM corresoonding to the e ective potentialV ( ). Thism ass scale .n ourm odel
ismuch greater than m . T hus the duration of tunneling in the Euclidean \tin €" ism uch am aller
than m !. TherePre the eld practically does not change its valie during the tunneling. If
the probability ofdecay at a given  is am allenough, then it does not destroy the whole vacuum
state = 0; the bubbles of the new phase are produced allthe way when the eld rollsdown
to = 0. In thisprocess the universe becom es lled with (nonoverlapping) bubbles Inm ersed in
the false vacuum statewith = 0. Interdor of each of these bubbles represents an open universe.
H owever, these bubbles contain di erentvalues ofthe eld , depending on the value ofthis eld
at them om ent when the bubble form ation occurred. Ifthe eld inside a bubblk is an aller than
3M ; , then the universe inside this bubble w ill have a vanishingly sn all , at the age 10'° years
afterthe end of In ation it w illbe practically em pty, and life of our type would not exist there. If
the eld ismucdh greater than 3M p, the universe inside the bubbl w illbe aln ost exactly at,

= 1, as in the sin plest version ofthe chaotic In ation scenario. It is in portant, however, that in
an etemally existing selfreproducing universe there willle in nitely m any universes containing
any particular valnie of , from = 0 to = 1, and one does not need any ne tuning of the
e ective potentialto cbtain a universe wih, say, 02< < 03

O foourse, one can argue that we did not solve the problem of ne tuning, we just transform ed

it Into the fact that only a very an allpercentage ofalluniversesw illhave 02 < < 03. However,

rst of all, we achieved our goal In a very sin ple theory, which does not require any arti cial

potential bending and nonm Inin al kinetic term s. Then, there m ay be som e reasons why i is
preferable forus to live In a universe with a an all (put not vanishingly sm all)

The simplst way to approach this problem is to nd how the probabiliy for the bubble
production depends on . Aswe already polnted out, for snall this dependence is not very
strong. O n the other hand, at large the probability rapidly grow s and becom es quite large at

> BXe | Thismay suggest that the bubble production typically occursat > “%, and then
J‘brbfﬂ— 3wetypically obtain atuniverses, = 1. Thisisanotherm anifestation ofthe problem
ofprem ature decay ofthe state = 0 which we discussed above. M oreover, even ifthe probability
to produce the universes w ith di erent were entirely -independent, one could argue that the
m ain volum e of the habitable parts of the universe is contained In the bubbleswih = 1, since
the Interdor of each such bubbl in ated longer. Indeed, the totalvolum e of each bubble created
In a statewih the eld durng in ation in our m odel grow s by the factor of exp 6M—2 (Linde,
1990). It seem s clear that the bubbles with greater will give the largest oontnbutjon to the
totalvolum e of the universe affer n ation. This would be the sin plest argum ent in favor of the

standard prediction = 1 even in our class ofm odels.

H ow ever, there exist severalways of resolving this problem : involving coupling g ? 2, which
stabilizes the state = 0 at large , or adding nonm Inin al nteraction w ith gravity of the fom



sR 2. In etther way one can easily suppress production of the universeswith = 1. Then the
maxinum of probability w ill correspond to som e valuie < 1, which can be m ade equal to any
given number from 1 to 0 by changing the param eters g° and

For example, ¥t us add to the Lagrangian the term = ;R 2. This temm makes in ation
Inpossblke for > = ]_d% If initial value of the eld  ismuch snaller than ., the

2 2
size of the universe during in ation grow s exp 2M—2 tin es, and the volum e grow s exp 6M—2 tin es,
P P

as in the theory % 2wih = 0. For initial approaching . these expressions som ewhat
change, but In order to get a very rough estin ate of the increase of the size of the universe
In thismodel which is su cient to get an illistration of our m ain idea) one can still use the
2
2M -
e ective gravitational constant becom es in nitely large and in ationary regin e ceases to exist
(Futam ass, 1989, G arc a{Bellido and Linde, 1995). Thus, one m ay argue that in this case the
m an part of the volum e of the universe w ill appear from the bubbles w ith initial value of the
ed clbsto ..For 44 10° one has 3M p . In this case one would have typical
universes expanding much m ore than €*° tim es, and therefore 1. For 4:4  10° one
has . 3M p, and therefore one would have 1 In all In ationary bubbles. I is clear that
by choosing particular values of the constant  in the range of 44 16 one can obtain
the distrbbution of the universes w ith the m axinum of the distribbution concentrated near any
desirable value of < 1. Note that the position of the peak of the distrloution is very sensitive
to the value of : to have the peak concentrated in the region 02 < < 03 one would have
to x (le. () wih an accuracy of few percent. Thus, in this approach to the calculation of
probabilities to live in a universe w ith a given value of we stillhave the problem of ne tuning.

old expression exp . This expression reaches tsmaxinum near = ., at which point the

H owever, calculation ofprobabilities in the context ofthe theory ofa selfreproducing universe
is a very am biguous process, and it is even not quite clkar that this process m akes any sense at
all. For exam pl, we m ay form ulate the problem in a di erent way. Consider a dom ain of the
fAalse vacuum with = 0and = ;. A fler some evolution it produces one or m any bubbles
wih = ,andthe eld which after some tin e becom esequalto ,.0Onem ay argue that the
m ost e cient way this processm ay go is the way which in the end produces the greater volum e.
Indeed, for the inhabitants of a bubbl it does not m atter how much tim e did it take for this
process to occur. The total num ber of cbservers produced by this process w ill depend on the
total volum e of the universe at the hypersurface of a given density, ie. on the hypersurface ofa
given . If the dom ain instantaneously tunnels to the state ( and i, and then the eld i
this dom ain slow Iy rolls from ; to ,, then the volim e of this dom ain grow s exp MZ_PZ (2 %)

tin es (Linde, 1990). M eanw hile, if the tunneling takes a lIong tin e, then the eld rllsdown
extram ely slow Iy being In the false vacuum statewih = 0. In this state the universe expands
much faster than In the statewih = (. Since it expandsmuch faster, and i takes the eld
much longer to roll from 4 to 5, the trafctores of this kind bring us much greater volum e.
Thism ay serve as an argum ent that m ost of the volum e is produced by the bubbles created at a
very an all , which leads to the universes w ith very an all

One m ay use another st of considerations, studying all tra gctories beginning at ;4 and



ending at ,;t . Thiswillbring us another answer, or, to bem ore precise, another set ofanswers,
which will depend on the choice of the tin e param etrization (Linde et al, 1994). Still another
answerw illbe obtained by them ethod recently proposed by V ilenkin, w ho suggested to Introduce
a particular cuto procedure which partially elin inates dependence of the nal answer on the
tin e param etrization (Vikenkin, 1995, W initzki and V ilenkin, 1995)). However, there exists a
wide class of cuto procedures which have sin ilar properties, but give exponentially di erent
results (Linde and M ezhlum ian, 1995a)

There is a very desp reason why the caloulation of the probability to obtain a universe w ith
a given is so ambiguous. W e have discussed this reason in Sect. 3.1 In general tem s; ket us
see how the situation looks In application to the open universe scenario. For those who lives
iInside a bubblk there is be no way to say at which stage (@t which tin e from the point of view
of an extemal observer) this bubble was produced. Therefore one should com pare all of these
bubbles produced at allpossible tin es. T he s=slfreproducing universe should exist or inde nitely
long tim ¢, and therefore it should contain n nitely m any bubbles w ith all possible values of
Com paring In nites is a very ambiguous task, which gives results depending on the procedure
of com parison. For exam ple, one can consider an In niely large box of apples and an in nitely
large box of oranges. O nem ay pick up one applk and one orange, then one appl and one orange,
over and over again, and conclide that there is an equalnum ber of apples and oranges. H ow ever,
one m ay also pik up one applk and two oranges, and then one appl and two oranges again,
and conclude that there is tw ice asm any oranges as appls. T he sam e situation happens when
one tries to com pare the num ber of bubbles w ith di erent values of . If we would know how
to solve the problem of m easure in quantum cosm ology, perhaps we would be abl to cbtain
som ething sin ilar to an open universe in the trivial * theory without any rst order phase
transitions (Linde et al 1995, 1995a). In the meantine, it is already encouraging that in our
scenario there are In niely many in ationary universes with all possble valie of < 1. We
can hardly live In the empty bubblkswih = 0. As for the choice between the bubbles w ith
di erent nonvanishing values of < 1, it is quite possibl that eventually we will nd out an
unam biguous way of predicting the m ost probable value of , and we are going to continue our
work In this direction. However, as we already discussed in the previous section, it m ight also
happen that this question is as m eaningless as the question whether it is m ore probablk to be
bom as a Chinese rather than as an talian. It is quite conceivable that the only way to nd out
In which of the bubbles do we live is to m ake cbservations.

Som e words of caution are in order here. T he bubbles produced In our sin ple m odel are not
exactly open universes. Indeed, In the one- eld m odels the tin e of reheating (and the tem perature
of the universe after the reheating) was exactly synchronized w ith the value of the scalar ed
Inside the bubblk. In our case the situation is very sim ilar, but not exactly. Suppose that the
Hubbl constant lnduced by V (0) ism uch greater than the H ubble constant related to the energy
density ofthe scalar eld . Then the speed of rolling ofthe scalar eld sharply Increases inside
the bubbl. Thus, in our case the eld synchronizes the m otion ofthe eld , and then the
hypersurface of a constant eld detem ines the hypersurface of a constant tem perature. In the
m odels where the rolling of the eld can occur only inside the bubblk We will discuss such
a m odel shortly) the synchronization is precise, and everything goes as in the one- eld m odels.



However, in our sin ple model the scalar eld moves down outside the bubbl as well, even
though it does it very slow Iy. T hus, synchronization ofm otion ofthe elds and isnot preciss;
hypersurface of a constant  ceases to be a hypersurface of a constant density. For exam pl,
suppose that the eld hastaken some valie ( nearthe bubbl wallwhen the bubbl was just
form ed. Then the bubblk expands, and during this tine the eld outside the wall decreases,

as exp §H—21t ,where H H( = = 0) isthe Hubblk constant at the st stage of In ation,
r —/-
H, VO At them oment when the bubbk expands e tines, the ed in the region just

2
M 2

reached by the bubbl wall decreases to ,exp 2ng2 from its orighhalvalue . the universe
Inside the bubbl is a hom ogeneous open universe on];l/ ifthis change isnegliglbly an all. Thism ay
not be a realproblem . Tndeed, ket usassum e that V (0) = M™%, whereM” = 10! GeV . (Typically
the energy density scale M” is related to the particle m ass as ©llow s: M 1=4M ) In thiscase
H,= 17 10°GeV,and form = 10 GeV one obtajns% 10 *. In such a case a typical

degree of distortion of the picture of a hom ogeneous open universe is very sm all.

Still this issue requires carefil nvestigation. W hen the bubbl wall continues expanding
even further, the scalar eld outside of it eventually drops down to zero. Then there w ill be no
new m atter created near the wall. Instead of In nitely large hom ogeneous open universes we are
cbtaining spherically sym m etric islands ofa size m uch greater than the size of the cbservable part
ofouruniverse. W e do not know w hether this unusual picture is an advantage or a disadvantage
of ourm odel. Is it possible to consider di erent parts of the sam e exponentially large island as
dom ains of di erent \e ective" ? Can we attrbute som e part of the dipole anisotropy of the
m icrow ave background radiation to the possibility that we live som ew here outside of the center
of such islknd? Tn any case, as we already mentioned, in the limitm?  H? we do not expect
that the an all deviations of the geom etry of space inside the bubbl from the geom etry of an
open universe can do much ham to ourm odel.

Ourm odel adm its m any generalizations, and details of the scenario which we jast discussed
depend on the values of param eters. Let us forget fora m om ent about all com plicated processes
which occurwhen the eld isrollngdownto = 0, sihce thispart ofthe picture dependson the
validity of our ideas about initial conditions. For exam ple, there m ay be no sslfveproduction of
In ationary dom ainsw ith Jarge ifone considersan e ective potentialofthe eld which isvery
curved at large . However, there w ill be selfyeproduction ofthe universe na state = = 0,
as in the old in ation scenario. Then the m ain portion of the volum e of the universe w ill be
determm ned by the processes which occur when the elds and  stay at the localm lnimum of
the e ective potential, = = 0. Forde niteness we w illassum e here thatVr 0) = M'*, where

q —
M isthe stringy scale, M 107 10° GeV .Then the Hubbl constantH ; = 83;4720) %%
P

created by the energy density V (0) ismuch greater than m 163 G eV . In such a case the scalar
eld willnot stay exactly at = 0. Ik willbe relatively hom ogeneous on the horizon scale H :,
put otherw ise it will be chaotically distributed w ith the dispersion h 21 = -1 ([Linde, 1990).

Thismeansthatthe eld inside each ofthe bubblsproduced by the decay of the false vacuum




can take any value w ih the probability
2 32 2 d o
2h 2i =P 16M 8 )

P eXpP

One can check that for M” 43 1Y GeV the typical value ofthe eld inside the bubbles
willbe 3 18 GeV.Thus, orM > 43 10’ GeV m ost ofthe universes produced during the
vacuum decay willbe at, orM < 4:3 107 GeV most of them willbe open. It is interesting
that In this version of our m odel the percentage of open universes is determ ined by the stringy
scale (orby theGUT scak). However, since the process ofbubble production in this scenario goes
w ithout end, the total num ber of universes w ith any particular value of < 1 willbe In niely

large for any value of M" . Thus this m odel show s us is the sin plest way to resurrect som e of
the ideas of the old in ationary theory w ith the help of chaotic in ation, and sin ultaneously to
obtain in ationary universewih < 1.

N ote that this version ofourm odelw illnot su er for the problem of incom plete synchroniza-—
tion. Indeed, the average value ofthe eld in the false vacuum outside the bubble w ill rem ain
constant until the bubble triggers is decrease. H owever, thism odel, just as its previous version,
may su er from another problm . The Hubbl constant H ; before the tunneling in thism odel
wasm uch greater than the Hubbl constant H , at the beginning of the second stage of In ation.
T herefore the uctuations ofthe scalar eld before the tunneling were very large, % ,;much
greater than the uctuations generated after the tunneling, 2—2 . Thismay Jad to very
large density perturbations on the scale com parable to the size of the bubbl. For the m odels
wih = 1 thise ect would not cause any problm s since such perturbations would be far away
over the present particke horizon, but foram all thism ay lead to unaccoeptable anisotropy ofthe
m icrow ave background radiation.

Fortunately, thism ay notbe a realdi culty. A possbl solution is very sin ilar to the bubble
sym m etrization described in the previous section.

Indeed, Xkt us consider m ore carefully how the long wave perturoations produced outside the
bubbl m ay penetrate into it. At the m om ent when the bubbl is form ed, it has a size an aller
than H ! (Cokman and D e Luccia, 1980). Then the bubblk walls begin m oving w ith the speed
gradually approaching the speed of light. At this stage the com oving size ofthe bubbl (from the
point of view of the original coordinate system in the false vacuum ) grow s lke

Z t

r) = OdteHltzHll(l e : 6)
D uring this tin e the uctuations ofthe scalar eld ofthe am plitude % and of the wavelength
H, !, which previously were outside the bubble, gradually becom e covered by it. W hen these
perturoations are outside the bubbl, In ation w ith the H ubble constant H ; prevents them from
oscillating and m oving. However, once these perturbations penetrate inside the bubble, their
am plitude becom es decreasing M ukhanov and Zehikov, 1991). Indeed, since the wavelength
of the perturbations is H,* H,® m !, these perturbations m ove inside the bubbles
as relativistic particles, their wavelength grow as a (t), and their am plitude decreases jast lke



an am plitude of electrom agnetic eld, al (t), where a is the scak factor of the universe
Inside a bubbl ™ ukhanov and Zelhhikov, 1991). This process continues until the wavelength
of each perturbation reaches H, ! (@lready at the second stage of .n ation). D urig this tine
the wavelength grow s g—; tin es, and the am plitude decreases g—f tin es, to becom e the standard

am pliide of perturbations produced at the second stage of In ation: {2 51 = 22,

In fact, one m ay argue that this com putation was too naive, and that these perturbations
should be neglected altogether. Typically we treat long wave perturbations in In ationary uni-
verse lke classical wave for the reason that the waves w ith the wavelength much greater than
the horizon can be Interpreted as states w ith extrem ely large occupation num bers (Linde, 1990).
However, when the new bom perturoations (ie. uctuationswhich did not acquire an exponen—
tially lJarge w avelength yet) enterthebubble (ie. underthe horizon), they e ectively retum to the
realn of quantum uctuations again. Then one m ay argue that one should sin ply forget about
the waves w ith the wavelengths sm allenough to t Into the bubble, and consider perturbations
created at the second stage of in ation not as a result of stretching of these waves, but as a new
process of creation of perturbations of an am plitude 2—2 .

Onem ay worry that perturbations which had wavelengths som ew hat greater than H ; ! at the
m om ent of the bubbl fom ation cannot com pletely penetrate into the bubble. If, for exam ple,
the eld di ersfrom some constantby + % at the distance H; ! to the Jeft of the bubble at the
m om ent of its fom ation, and by 2—1 at the distance H ; ! to the right of the bubble, then this
di erence rem ains frozen independently of all processes inside the bubble. Thism ay suggest that
there is som e unavoidabl asym m etry of the distrlbution ofthe eld Inside the bubbl. However,
the eld inside the bubbl will not be distrbuted lke a straight line slow Iy rising from 2—1 to
+ 22 . Inside the bubbl the eld willbe aln ost ham ogeneous; the inhom ogeneity L1 owin

2
be concentrated only In a an all vicinity near the bubbl wall.

Finally we should verify that this soenario leads to bubbls which are symm etric enough.
Fortunately, here we do not have any problem s. O ne can easily check that for our m odel w ith
m 16° Gev and M =M > 10YG eV perturbations of m etric induced by the wall
perturbations are an all even for not very an all values of the coupling constant  (Linde and
M ezhlum ian, 1995, G arc a{Bellido, 1995).

T he argum ents presented above should be con m ed by a m ore detailed nvestigation of the
vacuum structure Inside the expanding bubble in our scenario. If, as we hope, the result of the
Investigation w ill be positive, we w ill have an extrem ely sin pl m odel of an open in ationary
universe. In them eantim e, it would be nice to have a m odelw here we do not have any problem s
at allw ith synchronization and w ith Jarge uctuations on the scalar eld in the false vacuum .

The sinplest m odel of this kind is a version of the hybrid in ation scenaric Linde, 1991,
1994), which is a slight generalization (@and a sim pli cation) of our previousm odel (£3):

=i22
2

V(i) +V(): )
W e elin inated them assive term ofthe eld andaddedexp]jcjtlythejnteractjon% 2 2, whidch,
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aswe have m entioned already, can be usefiil (though not necessary) for stabilization of the state

= 0 at hrge . Note that in thismodelthe line = 0 isa at direction in the ( ; ) plane.
At large theonly m ininum ofthee ective potentialwith respect to isatthelne = 0.To
give a particular exam ple, one can take V ( ) = % 2 M *+ ; “+V,.HereV, isa constant
which isadded to ensure thatV ( ; )= 0 at the absolutem Inimum ofV ( ; ). In this case the
m Inin um ofthqepotentjalV( ; )at 6 0isdesperthan them nimum at = Oonly for < o,

where .= 2= 1.Thismiimum for = .appearsat = .= L.

The bubbl fom ation becom es possible only for < .. A fler the tunneling the eld
acquires an e ective massm = g and begins to move towards = 0, whith provides the
m echanisn for the second stage of In ation inside the bubbl. In this scenario evolution of the
scalar eld iIsexactly synchronized w ith the evolution ofthe eld , and the universe nside the
bubble appears to be open.

E ective m ass of the eld at the mininum ofV ( ; ) with = = .= Z2M g
ms=g .= 29M W ith a decrease ofthe eld  itse ectivem ass at the m inin um ofV (; )will
grow , but not signi cantly. For sin plicity, we will consider the case = 2. In this case it can
be shown that V (0) = 2:77 Mt , and the Hubbl constant before the phase transition is given by
4:819% . The e ective m assm after the phase transition is equalto W at = ,andthen it

grow sby only 25% when the eld changesalltheway down from .to = 0.

T he bubbl fom ation becom es possible only for < .. If it happens in the nterval 4M , >

> 3Myp, we obtaln a at universe. If it happensat < 3Mp, we obtain an open universe.
D epending on the niialvalie ofthe eld ,we can obtain allpossblke valuesof ,from =1
to = 0. The value of the Hubbl constant at them Ininum with 6 0Oat = 3M p, In our
m odel does not di ermuch from the value of the Hubbl constant before the bubble form ation.
T herefore we do not expect any speci ¢ problem s w ith the large scale density perturbations in
thism odel. N ote also that the probability of tunneling at large  is very an all since the depth of
them nimum at cr c doesnot di ermuch from the depth ofthem ininum at = O,
and there is no tunneling at allfor > .. Therefore the number of at universes produced by
thism echanian w illbe strongly suppressed as com pared w ith the num ber of open universes, the
degree of this suppression being very sensitive to the value of .. M eanwhile, life of our type is
In possible In em pty universes w ith 1. Thism ay provide usw ith a tentative explanation of
the an allvalue of 1n the context of ourm odel.

Anothermodelofin ation with < 1 isthe based on a certain m odi cation of the \natural
In ation" scenario Freese et al, 1990). The mann idea is to take the e ective potential of the
\natural in ation" m odel, which looks lke a tilted M exican hat, and m ake a desp holk In is
centerat = 0 (Linde and M ezhlum ian, 1995). In the beginhning In ation occursnear = 0,but
then thebubblswih & 0 appear. D epending on the phase ofthe complex scalar eld Inside
the bubble, the next stage of In ation, which occurs just as in the old version of the \natural
In ation" scenario, leads to fom ation of the universes w ith allpossbl values of . Thus, there
exist several sin ple In ationary m odels which lad to the picture of the universe consisting of
m any bubbles w ith di erent values of . Therefore instead of Insisting that in ation lads to
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= 1 or estin ating the probability to live in a bubbl wih a given value of we should ask
astronom ers to m easure i.

2 N ontherm alP hase Transitions after In ation

T he theory of reheating is one of them ost in portant parts of in ationary coan ology. E Jem entary

theory ofthis process was developed m any years ago by D olgov and Linde (1982) and by Abbott
et al (1982). Som e In portant steps toward a com plete theory have been made In O olgov and
K irilova, 1990, Traschen and B randenberger, 1990) . H owever, the real progress in understanding
of this process was achieved only recently when the new theory of reheating was developed.
A coording to this theory Kofman et al, 1994), rcheating typically consists of three di erent
stages. At the st stage, a classical oscillating scalar eld (the n aton eld) decays into

m assive bosons due to param etric resonance. In m any m odels the resonance is very broad, and
the process occurs extram ely rapidly. To distinguish this stage of explosive reheating from the
stage of particlke decay and them alization, we called it preheating. Bosons produced at that
stage are far away from them al equillbbriim and have enom ously Jarge occupation num bers.
The s=cond stage is the decay of previously produced particles. This stage typically can be
described by the elem entary theory developed by D olgov and Linde (1982) and by Abbott et al
(1982) . H owever, these m ethods should be applied not to the decay of the originalhom ogeneous
In aton eld, but to the decay of particles produced at the stage of preheating. This changes
m any features of the process lncluding the nalvalue of the reheating tem perature. T he third
stage of reheating is them alization.

D i erent aspects of the theory of explosive reheating have been studied by m any authors
(Shtanov et al, 1995, Boyanovsky et al, 1995, Yoshimura, 1995, K aiser, 1995, Fujisaki et al,
1995). In our presentation we w ill follow the originalapproach ofK ofm an et al (1994), w here the
theory of reheating was investigated w ith an acoount taken both of the expansion of the universe
and of the backreaction of created particles. The results reported here have been obtained by
Kofman et al (1995, 1996).

O ne should note that there exist such m odelswhere this rst stage of reheating is absent; eg,
there is no param etric resonance in the theorieswhere the eld decays into ferm ions. H owever,
In the theories where preheating is possbl one m ay expect m any unusual phenom ena. One
of the m ost Interesting e ects is the possibility of speci ¢ non-them al post-in ationary phase
transitions which occur after preheating. A swe w ill see, these phase transitions In certain cases
can bem uch m ore pronounced that the standard high tem perature coan ologicalphase transitions.
They m ay lead to copious production of topological defects and to a secondary stage of In ation
after reheating.

Let us st rem em ber the theory of phase transitions in theories w ith spontaneous sym m etry
breaking (K irzhnits, 1972, K irzhnits. and Linde, 1972, W einberg, 1974, D olan and Jackiw , 1974,
K irzhnits and Linde, 1974, 1976) . W e w ill consider rst the theory of scalar elds and with
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the e ective potential

1
Vi(: )= (2 2y2 4 = 2 2, 3
(5= RS @®)
Here ;g 1 arecoupling constants.V ( ; ) hasamininum at = ,, = 0andamaxinum
at = = OwiththecurvatureV = m?= 2. Thise ective potential acquires corrections

due to quantum (orthem al) uctuationsofthe scalar elds W einberg, 1974, D olan and Jackiwv,

1974, K irzhnits and Linde, 1974), V = 2 h( )i ?+ Th( Fi 2+ Th( Fi °+ ujwherethe

A

quantum eld operator is decomposed as = + w ith fii, and we have w ritten only
Jeading tem sdependingon  and h*i. In the large tem perature lim th( 3i= h( Yi= Tl—;:
The e ective m ass squared ofthe eld

m® .= m+3 ?+3h( Fi+ o’h( Fi )
becom es positive and symm etry is restored (ie. = 0 becom es the stablk equilbbriim point)
for T > T, where T? = 220 m?. At this tem perature the energy density of the gas of

3 +g?
4 2
ultrarelativistic particlkes is given by = N (Tc)3—;Tc4 = % :Here N (T) is the e ective

num ber of degrees of freedom  at Jarge tem perature, which in realistic situationsm ay vary from 102
to 10°. Note that forg? < %N—52 this energy density is greater than the vacuum energy density
vV Q) = m4—4 .M eanwhile, org* > radiative corrections are in portant, they lad to creation of
a ocalm inimum ofV ( ; ), and the phase transition occurs from a strongly supercooled state
K irzhnits and Linde, 1976). That iswhy the rst models of In ation required supercooling at
the m om ent of the phase transition.

An exception from this rule is given by supersym m etric theories, whhere one m ay have g*
and still have a potentialwhich is at near the origin due to cancellation of quantum ocorrections

ofbosons and fem ions (Lyth and Stewart, 1995). In such cases themm al energy becom es an aller

than the vacuum energy at T < To, where Tj = =*5m? §. Then one may even have a short

stage of in ation which begihsat T Ty and endsat T = T.. D urng this tin e the universe m ay
in ate by the factor

S

10t = 10 'g 10)

0 .
m

QO
S
Q

In supersym m etric theordesw ith at directions itm ay bem ore naturalto considerpotentials

ofthe socalled \ aton" elds w ithout the tem 1 * (Lyth and Stewart, 1995):

m22 l6m221

Vi(;)= + + S S 11
(i) 5 e Tt 59 ; (11)
1:4q " . . "o
where = ; mM , corresponds to them inimum ofthis potential. T he critical tem perature
In this theory for ; §  g°M isthe same as In the thc?ory (pl) or o&?, and expansion

of the universe during them alin ation is given by 10 g o= , as in eq. (P5a). Existence of
this short additional stage of \them al n ation" is a very interesting e ect, which m ay be very
usefil. In particular, i m ay provide a solution to the Polonyi eld problem (Lyth and Stewart,
1995).
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T he theory of coan ological phase transitions is an in portant part of the theory of the evo—
Jution of the universe, and during the last twenty years it was investigated In a very detailed
way. However, typically i was assum ed that the phase transitions occur in the state of them al
equilbrium . Now we are going to show that sin ilar phase transitionsm ay occur even m uch m ore
e ciently prior to them alization, due to the anom alously Jarge expectation valies h( )?i and
h( Yiproduced during preheating.

We will rst consider the m odel @) w ithout the scalar eld and wih the am plitude of
goontaneous symm etry breaking o M. In thismodelin ation occurs during the slow rolling
ofthe scalar eld from itsvery large values until it becom es of the grderM . Then it oscillates
w ith the initial am plitude 10 'M ,, and initial frequency  10Y My . W ithin a faw dozen
oscillations it transfersm ost of tsenergy 710 *M ; to its ong-wave uctuationsh( Yiin the
regin e ofbroad param etric resonance K ofm an et al, 1994).

T he crucial observation is the follow ing. Suppose that the initial energy density of oscilla—
tions ;10 ‘M were instantaneously transferred to them al energy density 16T*. This
would give the reheating perature T, 2 10?2 ™M, and the scalar eld uctuations
h( ¥Fi =12 35 _10° "M 2. M eanwhile particles created during preheating have m uch
snalkrenergy  10° Mj; . Therefore if the sam e energy density 710 “M { is instantaneously
transferred to low -energy particles created during preheating, their num ber, and, correspondingly,
the am pliude of uctuations, willbe much greater, h( ¥Fi  C°M ?, where C*? 102 10°
Kofman et al, 1994, 1996). Them al uctuations would lead to symm etry restoration in our
model only for o < T, 102 M, 10* Gev fr the realistic value 10 * @©inde,
1990). M eanwhile, according to eq. (@), the nonthem alized uctuations h( Fi  MZ may
Jead to symm etry restoration even ifthe symm etry breaking param eter , isaslargeas10 M.
T hus, the nonthem alsym m etry restoration m ay occureven in those theoriesw here the sym m etry
restoration due to high tem perature e ects would be in possble K ofm an etal, 1995). Recently
a sin ilar conclusion was reached also by Tkadchev (1995). However, his investigation was bassd
on an oversin pli ed picture of reheating, and his estin ates di er considerably from our resuls.)

In reality them alization takes a very long tin e, which is inversely proportional to coupling
constants. T his dilutes the energy density, and the reheating tem perature becom es m any orders
of m agnitude am aller than 10** GeV (Linde, 1990). Therefore post-in ationary them ale ects
typically cannot restore sym m etry on theGU T scale. P reheating isnot instantaneous aswell, and
therefore the uctuationsproduced at that stage are sm allerthan C ?M 2, but only logarithm ically:
h( fi CM2Zh *! Kofman etal, 1995, 1996). For 10 ** this m eans than nonthemm al
perturbations produced at reheating m ay restore symm etry on the scaleup to o, 10° Gev.

Laterh( Yidecreases asa 2 (t) because of the expansion of the universe. This Jkeads to the
phase transition w ith sym m etry breaking. The hom ogegeous com ponent (t) at the m om ent of

the phase transition happenstobe signi cantly lessthan h( Fidueto itsdecay in the regin e of
the narrow param etric resonance afterpreheating K ofn anetal, 1994): 2/ t 7%/ t °h( Yi;
barm eans averaging over oscillations.
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The m echanian of symm etry restoration describbed above is very general; In particular, it
explains a surprising behavior of oscillations of the scalar eld found num erically in the O N )—
sym m etric m odel discussed by Boyanovsky et al (1995). It is im portant that during the interval
between preheating and the establishing of them al equillbbriim the universe could experience a
series of phase transitions which we did not anticipate before. For exam ple, coam ic strings and
textures, which could be an additional source for the form ation of the large scale structure of
the universe, should have | 16° Gev (Vilenkin and Shellard, 1994). To produce them by
them al phase transitions In ourm odel one should have the tem perature after reheating greater
than 10'® GeV, which is extrem ely hard to obtain K ofn an and Linde, 1987). Even with an
acoount taken of the stage of explosive reheating, the resulting reheating tem perature typically
rem ains m any orders of m agnitude sm aller than 10 G &V, since it ism ainly determ ined by the
last stages of reheating where the param etric resonance is Ine cient. M eanw hile, aswe see now,

uctuations produced during the rst stage of reheating are m ore than su cient to restore the
symm etry. T hen the topological defects can be produced in a standard way when the symm etry
breaks down again. In other words, production of superheavy topological defects can be easily
com patble wih in ation.

O n the other hand, the topological defect production can be quite dangerous. For exam pl,

the m odel (§) of a onecom ponent real scalar eld has a discrete symm etry ! . Asa
resul, after the phase transition induced by uctuationsh( ¥i the universe m ay become Iled

wih dom ah walls ssparating phases = + , and = 0- This is expected to lead to a

coan ological disaster.

T his question requires a m ore detailed analysis. Even though the point = 0 after preheat-
Ing becomes a m nimum of the e ective potential, the eld ocontinues oscillating around this
m ininum . T herefore, at the m om ent t. it m ay happen to be either to the right of the m axin um
ofV () orto the kft of it everywhere In the universe. In this case the symm etry breaking will
occur In one preferable direction, and no dom ain walls will be produced. A sim ilar m echanian
m ay suppress production of other topological defects.

H owever, this would be correct only ifthe m agniude of uctuations ( ¥ were an aller than

the average am plitude of the oscillations 2. In our case uctuations ( ¥ are greater than
2 Kofnan et al, 1994), and they can have considerable local deviations from their average
value h( fi. Investigation of this question shows that in the theory @) wih 10'° Gev

uctuations destroy the coherent distribbution of the oscillating eld  and divide the universe
Into equal number of domanswih = or which leads to the dom ain wall problem . This
m eans that in consistent in ationary m odels of the type of ) one should have either ;= 0 (no

symm etry breaking), or o > 10*° Gev.

Now we will consider m odels where the sym m etry breaking occurs for elds other than the
In aton eld . The sinplstmodelhas an e ective potential

M22 1

S S 12)
2

The m odels of such type have been studied n K ofm an and Linde, 1987, Linde, 1991, 1994).
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W e will assum e here that ;9%, o that at large  the curvature of the potential in the

-direction ismuch greaterthan in the -direction. In thiscassat arge the eld rmpidly rolls
toward = 0.An Interesting feature of such m odels is the sym m etry restoration for the eld
for > .= M =g, and symm etry breaking when the In aton eld becomes analler than ..
A swas emphasized In K ofm an and Linde, 1987), such phase transitionsm ay lad to fom ation
of topological defects w ithout any need for high-tem perature e ects.

W ewould like to point out som e other speci ¢ features of such m odels. Ifthe phase transition
discussed above happens during In ation Kofman and Linde, 1987) (ie. if . > M In our
m odel), then no new phase transitions occur In thism odelafter reheating. However, for . My
the situation ismuch m ore com plicated. First of all, in this case the eld oscillates with the
nitalamplitude M, (fM * < M ). Thismeans that each tine when the absolute value
of the eld becom es an aller than ., the phase transition w ith symm etry breaking occurs and
topological defects are produced. T hen the absolute value of the oscilating eld again becom es
greater than ., and symm etry restores again. However, this regin e does not continue for a
too Iong time. W ithin a few dozen oscillations, quantum uctuations of the eld will be
generated with the dispersion h( Fi  C’g ! MZh ? g—lz K offn an et al, 1995, 1996). For

o_
M?< Cc?g!? MZIn Zg%,these uctuations w ill keep the sym m etry restored. N ote that this

e ectm ay be even stronger if instead of the tem ; * we would oons:der% 2, since in that case
the resonance is m ore broad K ofnan et al, 1994). The symm etry breaking nally com pltes

when h( ¥ibecom es sn all enough.

Onem ay in agine even m ore com plicated scenario when oscillations ofthe scalar eld create
large uctuations ofthe eld , which in their tum interact wih the scalar elds breaking
symm etry Ihn GUTs. Then we would have phase transitions In GU T s Induced by the uctuations
ofthe eld . Thism eansthat no longer can the absence of prin ordialm onopoles be considered
as an autom atic consequence of n ation. To avoid the m onopolk production one should use the
theories where quantum uctuations produced during preheating are an all or decoupled from
the GUT sector. This condition in poses additional constraints on realistic In ationary m odels.
O n the other hand, preheating m ay rem ove som e previously existing constraints on In ationary
theory. Forexam ple, In them odelsofGU T baryogenesis it wasassum ed thatthe GUT symm etry
was restored by high tem perature e ects, since otherw ise the density of X, Y, and superheavy
H iggsbosonswould be very an all. This condition is hardly com patdbble wih in ation. kwasalso
required that the products ofdecay ofthese particles should stay out ofthem alequilbbrium , which
is a very restrictive condition. In our case the superheavy particles regponsible for baryogenesis
can be abundantly produced by param etric resonance, and the products of their decay w ill not
be in a state of them al equilbrium until the end of reheating.

Now let us retum to the theory (fpl) ncluding the ed forg? . In this case them ain
fraction ofthe potentialenergy density MP4 ofthe eld predom nantly transfersto the energy
of uctuationsofthe eld duetotheexplosive -particlescreation In the lg)rgad param etric res-
onance. The dispersion of uctuations after preheating ish( Fi C?g ! MZh ° g—lz . These

2 1=4

uctuations lead to the symm etry restoration In the theory (fpl) wih c & My 1g—12,
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which m ay be much greater than 10'° GeV forg?

Later the process of decay of the eld  ocontinues, but, Just as In the m odel describbed in
the previous section, one may say with a good accuracy that the uctuations h( Fi decrease
asg ! M . (5)? and their energy density ~ decreases as the energy density of ultrareltivistic
m atter, () MS (25)%, where a; is the scale factor at the end of in ation. This energy

density becom es equal to the vacuum energy dens:lt:yj—4 at ag a Myg=m;t M ,m 2,
Since that tim e and until the tin e of the phase transition w ith sym m etry breaking the vacuum
energy dom inates, and the universe enters sscondary stage of in ation.

T he phase transition w ith spontaneous sym m etry breaking occurswhenm ¢¢ = 0; h(  Fi=
g “m?. This happens at a. = ai 1"g'™M ,=m . Thus, during this additional period of in ation
the universe expands 2 P g  o=m = (= )** tines. This is greater than expansion during

them alin ation (fp5a) by the factor O (g 72), and in our case In ation occurs even if g?

In this exam plk we oconsidered the second stage of n ation driven by the In aton eld
H owever, the sam e e ect can occur In theordes w here other scalar elds are coupled to the eld
For exam ple, in the theories of the type of (p5b) uctuationsh( Fiproduced at the rst stage
of reheating by the oscillating n aton eld lead to a secondary In ation dJ::iqul by the potential
energy of the \ aton" eld . Durhg this stage the universe expands P g o=m times. To
have a Jong enough In ation one m ay consider, eg., supersym m etric theories w ith m 1¢ Gev
and 10% (Lyth and Stewart, 1995). This gives a relatively long stage of in ation with
Ge g 10°, which m ay be enough to solve the Polonyi eld problem ifthe constant g is not too

ao
an all.

Ifthe coupling constant g is su ciently large, uctuationsofthe eld willthem alize during
this in ationary stage. Then the end of this stage w ill be determm ined by the standard theory of
high tem ]aera;’ure phase transition, and the degree of expansion during this stage w ill be given
by 10 lg o= , see eg. (fp5a). It is in portant, however, that the in ationary stage m ay begin
even ifthe eld hasnotbeen them alized at that tine.

The stage of In ation describbed above occurs in the theory with a potential which is not
particularly at near the origin. But what happens in the m odels which have at potentials, ke
the orignalnew In ation m odel in the Colm an-W einberg theory? O ne ofthem ain problem s of
In ation in such m odelswas to understand why should the scalar eld Jum p onto the top of its
e ective potential, sihce this eld in realistic in ationary m odel is extram ely weakly interacting
and, therefore, i could not be In the state of them al equilbrium in the very early universe.
Thus, i ismuch m ore natural for n ation in the Colm an-W einberg theory to begin at very
large , asin the sin plest version of chactic in ation in thetheory  *. However, during the rst
few oscillations of the scalar eld at the end of In ation In thism odel, i produces large non—
therm al perturbations of vector edsh( A )’ C?g ' M2 ? g_12 . This Jleads to symm etry
restoration and initiates the second stage of in ation beginning at = 0. It suggests that in
m any m odels In ation m ost naturally begins at large as in the sim plest version of the chaotic
In ation scenario. But then, after the stage of preheating, the second stage of n ation m ay begin
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like in the new In ationary scenario. Thus, the non-them al sym m etry restoration after chaotic
In ation m ay produce niial conditions which are necessary for new in ation.

3 D iscussion

D evelopm ent of In ationary cosm ology dem onstrates over and over again that it is dangerous
to be dogm atic. Form any years we believed that if observers nd that = 1, they will prove
In ation, and they will kill In ation if they nd that diers from 1 by more than about
10 . Thismade in ation an easy and popular target for cbservers. Now we have found that
there exist ssveral rather sin ple m odels of an open In ationary universe, according to which our
universe consists of in nitely m any dom ains w ith all possible values of . This result is very
encouraging for theorists and som ew hat disappointing for observers. Indeed, at the st glance
the m easurem ent of Ilooses its fundam ental In portance, and in ation becom es a theory which
is very di cult to verify. M y opinion is quite opposite: we have a w In-w in situation. Iffwe nd
that = 1, twillprove in ationary cosm ology since 99% of In ationary m odels predict = 1,
and no other theory m akes this prediction. O n the other hand, ifwe nd that % 1, £ willnot
disprove In ation, sihce now we have In ationary modelswith 6 1, and no other m odels of
hom ogeneous and isotropic universe with € 1 are known to us so far. Thus, In ationary theory
becom es as robust as the whole B ig Bang theory, and it has a very nice property: Ik is possble
to prove in ation, and it is very hard to kill it.

On the other hand, untilnow we believed that In ation autom atically solves the prin ordial
m onopolk problem . W e thought that the physical processes after In ation can be wellunderstood
as soon as we calculate the value of reheating tem perature. W e have found that the situation is
m uch m ore com plicated, and, consequently, m uch m ore interesting. In addition to the standard
high tem perature phase transition, there exists a new class ofphase transitions which m ay occur
at the intermm ediate stage between the end of In ation and the establishing ofthem alequilibbrium .
T hese phase transitionsm ay take place even if the scale of symm etry breaking is very large and
the reheating tem perature is very smnall. An im portant feature of these new phase transitions
is their non-universality. Indeed, they occur out of the state of them al equilbrium . Large
quantum uctuations are generated only for som e bose elds interacting w ith the in aton eld.
A s a result, it becom es possible to have phase transitions producing superheavy strings, but to
avoid the phase transitions producing m onopoles. T hese phase transitionsm ay lad to an e cient
GUT baryogenesis, and to existence of a secondary stage of in ation after reheating. T herefore,
phase transitions of the new type m ay have dram atic consequences for in ationary m odels and
the theory of physical processes in the very early universe.
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