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ABSTRACT

W e discuss two im portant m odi�cations of in
ationary paradigm . Until very

recently we believed that in
ation autom atically leads to 
atness ofthe universe,


= 1� 10� 4.W ealso thoughtthatpost-in
ationary phasetransitionsin GUTsm ay

occuronly aftertherm alization,which m ade itvery di�cultto have baryogenesisin

GUTsand to obtain superheavy topologicaldefectsafterin
ation. W e willdescribe

avery sim pleversion ofchaoticin
ation which leadstoa division oftheuniverseinto

in�nitely m any open universeswith allpossiblevaluesof
 from 1 to0.W ewillshow

alsothatin m any in
ationary m odelsquantum 
uctuationsofscalarand vector�elds

produced during reheating arem uch greaterthan they would bein a stateoftherm al

equilibrium . Thisleadsto cosm ologicalphase transitionsofa new type,which m ay

resultin an e�cientGUT baryogenesis,in acopiousproduction oftopologicaldefects

and in a secondary stageofin
ation afterreheating.

1An invited talk atthe 1stRESCEU InternationalSym posium on "The Cosm ologicalConstantand the Evo-

lution ofthe Universe," Tokyo,Novem ber1995.
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1 In
ation w ith 
 6= 1

One ofthe m ostrobustpredictionsofin
ationary cosm ology isthatthe universe afterin
ation

becom esextrem ely 
at,which correspondsto
= 1.Here
 =
�

�c
,�c beingtheenergy density of

a 
atuniverse.There werem any good reasonsto believe thatthisprediction wasquitegeneric.

The only way to avoid thisconclusion isto assum e thatthe universe in
ated only by aboute60

tim es.Exactvalueofthenum berofe-foldsN dependson detailsofthetheoryand m aysom ewhat

di�erfrom 60. Itisim portant,however,thatin any particulartheory in
ation by extra 2 or3

e-foldingswould m aketheuniversewith 
 = 0:5orwith 
= 1:5alm ostexactly 
at.M eanwhile,

the typicalnum ber ofe-foldings in chaotic in
ation scenario in the theory m 2

2
�2 is not 60 but

rather1012.

One can construct m odels where in
ation leads to expansion ofthe universe by the factor

e60. However,in m ost ofsuch m odels sm allnum ber ofe-foldings sim ultaneously im plies that

density perturbations are extrem ely large. It m ay be possible to overcom e this obstacle by a

speci�c choice ofthe e�ective potential. However,thiswould be only a partialsolution. Ifthe

universe doesnotin
atelong enough to becom e 
at,then by the sam etoken itdoesnotin
ate

long enough to becom e hom ogeneousand isotropic.Thus,them ain reason why itisdi�cultto

constructin
ationary m odelswith 
 6= 1 isnottheissue of�netuning oftheparam etersofthe

m odels,which isnecessary to obtain theuniverse in
ating exactly e60 tim es,buttheproblem of

obtaining a hom ogeneousuniverse afterin
ation.

Fortunately,itispossible to solve thisproblem ,both fora closed universe (Linde 1992)and

foran open one(Colem an and DeLuccia,1980,Gott1982,Sasakietal,1993).Them ain idea is

to usethewellknown factthattheregion ofspacecreated in theprocessofa quantum tunneling

tendsto havea spherically sym m etricshape,and hom ogeneousinterior,ifthetunneling process

issuppressed strongly enough. Then such bubblesofa new phase tend to evolve (expand)in a

spherically sym m etricfashion.Thus,ifonecould associatethewholevisiblepartoftheuniverse

with an interiorofonesuch region,onewould solvethehom ogeneity problem ,and then allother

problem swillbesolved by thesubsequentrelatively shortstageofin
ation.

Foraclosed universetherealization ofthisprogram isrelatively straightforward (Linde,1992,

1995).Oneshould considertheprocessofquantum creation ofaclosed in
ationary universefrom

\nothing." Ifthe probability ofsuch a process is exponentially suppressed (and this is indeed

thecase ifin
ation ispossible only atthe energy density m uch sm allerthan thePlanck density

(Linde,1984,Vilenkin,1984),then the universe created that way willbe rather hom ogeneous

from thevery beginning.

The situation with an open universe is m uch m ore com plicated. Indeed,an open universe

is in�nite,and it m ay seem im possible to create an in�nite universe by a tunneling process.

Fortunately,this is not the case: any bubble form ed in the process ofthe false vacuum decay

looksfrom insidelikean in�niteopen universe(Colem an and DeLuccia,1980,Gott1982,Sasaki

etal,1993).Ifthisuniversecontinuesin
ating insidethebubble(Gott1982,Bucheretal,1995)

then weobtain an open in
ationary universe.
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There isan extensive investigation ofthe one-bubble open universe scenario,and m any im -

portantresultshavebeen obtained,seee.g.

(Tanaka and Sasaki,1994,Sasakiet al,1995,Yam am oto et al,1995,Bucher et al,1995,

Bucherand Turok,1995,Ham azakietal,1995).However,fora long tim eitwasnotquite clear

whetheritispossibleto realizethisscenario in a naturalway.Itwould bevery niceto to obtain

an open universein a theory ofjustonescalar�eld,butin practiceitisratherdi�cultto obtain

a satisfactory m odelofthistype. Typically one is forced eitherto introduce very com plicated

e�ectivepotentials,orconsidertheorieswith nonm inim alkineticterm sforthein
aton �eld.This

m akesthe m odels�ne-tuned and com plicated. Itisvery good to know thatthe m odelsofsuch

typein principlecan beconstructed,butitisalsoverytem ptingto�nd am orenaturalrealization

ofthein
ationary universe scenario which would givein
ation with 
< 1.

Fortunately, this goalcan be easily achieved if one considers m odels of two scalar �elds

(Linde, 1995,Linde and M ezhlum ian, 1995,Garc��a{Bellido, 1995). One ofthese �elds m ay

bethestandard in
aton �eld � with arelatively sm allm ass,anotherm ay be,e.g.,thescalar�eld

responsible for the sym m etry breaking in GUTs. The presence oftwo scalar �elds allows one

to obtain therequired bending ofthein
aton potentialby sim ply changing thede�nition ofthe

in
aton �eld in theprocessofin
ation.Atthe �rststagethe roleofthe in
aton isplayed by a

heavy �eld with a steep barrierin itspotential,whileon thesecond stagetheroleofthein
aton

is played by a light �eld,rolling in a 
at direction \orthogonal" to the direction ofquantum

tunneling. This change ofthe direction ofevolution in the space ofscalar �elds rem oves the

naturalnessconstraintsfortheform ofthepotential,which arepresentin thecaseofone�eld.

In
ationary m odelsofthistypearequitesim ple,yetthey havem any interesting features.In

thesem odelstheuniverseconsistsofin�nitely m any expanding bubblesim m ersed into exponen-

tially expanding falsevacuum state.Each ofthesebubblesinsidelookslikean open universe,but

the valuesof
 in these universesm ay take any value from 1 to 0.In som e ofthese m odelsthe

situation iseven m ore com plicated: Interiorofeach bubble lookslike an in�nite universe with

an e�ective value of
 slowly decreasing to 
 = 0 atan exponentially large distance from the

centerofthe bubble. W e willcallsuch universesquasiopen. Thus,ratherunexpectedly,we are

obtaining a largevariety ofinteresting and previously unexplored possibilities.

Herewewilldescribean extrem ely sim plem odeloftwo scalar�elds,wheretheuniverseafter

in
ation becom esopen (orquasiopen,seebelow)in a very naturalway (Linde,1995,Lindeand

M ezhlum ian,1995).

Considera m odeloftwo noninteracting scalar�elds,� and �,with thee�ective potential

V (�;�)=
m 2

2
�
2 + V (�): (1)

Here� isa weakly interacting in
aton �eld,and �,forexam ple,can bethe�eld responsible for

the sym m etry breaking in GUTs. W e willassum e that V (�) has a localm inim um at � = 0,

and a globalm inim um at�0 6= 0,justasin theold in
ationary theory.Forde�niteness,wewill

assum ethatthispotentialisgiven by M 2

2
�2� �M �3+ �

4
�4+ V (0),with V (0)� M 4

4�
,butitisnot
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essential;no �netuning oftheshapeofthispotentialwillberequired.

Note that so far we did not m ake any unreasonable com plications to the standard chaotic

in
ation scenario;atlarge� in
ation isdriven by the�eld �,and theGUT potentialisnecessary

in the theory anyway. In orderto obtain density perturbationsofthe necessary am plitude the

m assm ofthescalar�eld � should beoftheorderof10� 6M P � 1013 GeV (Linde,1990).

In
ation beginsatV (�;�)� M 4
P. Atthisstage 
uctuationsofboth �eldsare very strong,

and theuniverse entersthestageofself-reproduction,which �nishesforthe�eld � only when it

becom essm allerthan M P

q
M P

m
and the energy density dropsdown to m M 3

P
� 10� 6M 4

P
(Linde,

1990). Quantum 
uctuations ofthe �eld � in som e parts ofthe universe put it directly to

the absolute m inim um ofV (�),butin som e otherpartsthe scalar�eld � appearsin the local

m inim um ofV (�)at� = 0.W ewillfollow evolution ofsuch dom ains.Since theenergy density

in such dom ainswillbegreater,theirvolum ewillgrow with a greaterspeed,and thereforethey

willbeespecially im portantforus.

One m ay worry that alldom ains with � = 0 willtunnelto the m inim um ofV (�) at the

stagewhen the�eld � wasvery largeand quantum 
uctuationsoftheboth �eldswerelargetoo.

Thism ay happen ifthe Hubble constantinduced by the scalar�eld � ism uch greaterthan the

curvatureofthepotentialV (�):
m �

M P

>� M : (2)

This decay can be easily suppressed ifone introduces a sm allinteraction g2�2�2 between

these two �elds,which stabilizesthe state with � = 0 atlarge �. Anotherpossibility isto add

a nonm inim alinteraction with gravity oftheform � �

2
R�2,which m akesin
ation im possible for

� >
M P

8��
.In thiscasethecondition (fs1)willneverbesatis�ed.However,thereisa m uch sim pler

answer to this worry. Ifthe e�ective potentialofthe �eld � is so large that the �eld � can

easily jum p tothetruem inim um ofV (�),then theuniversebecom esdivided intoin�nitely m any

dom ainswith allpossiblevaluesof� distributed in thefollowing way (Linde,1990):

P(� = 0)

P(� = �0)
� exp

 
3M 4

P

8V (�;0)
�

3M 4
P

8V (�;�)

!

= exp

 
3M 4

P

4(m 2�2 + 2V (0))
�

3M 4
P

4m 2�2

!

: (3)

One can easily check thatatthe m om entwhen the �eld � decreasesto M M P

m
and the condition

(fs1)becom esviolated,wewillhave

P(0)

P(�0)
� exp

�

�
C

�

�

; (4)

whereC issom econstant,C = O (1).Afterthism om enttheprobabilityofthefalsevacuum decay

typically becom esm uch sm aller. Thusthe fraction ofspace which survivesin the false vacuum

state � = 0 untilthistim e typically isvery sm all,but�nite (and calculable). Itisim portant,

thatthese raredom ainswith � = 0 eventually willdom inate thevolum e oftheuniverse since if

theprobability ofthefalsevacuum decay issm allenough,thevolum eofthedom ainsin thefalse

vacuum willcontinuegrowing exponentially withoutend.
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The m ain idea ofour scenario can be explained as follows. Because the �elds � and � do

notinteractwith each other,and thedependence oftheprobability oftunneling on thevacuum

energy at the GUT scale is negligibly sm all(Colem an and De Luccia,1980),tunneling to the

m inim um ofV (�)m ay occurwith approxim ately equalprobability atallsu�ciently sm allvalues

ofthe�eld � (see,however,below).Theparam etersofthebubblesofthe�eld � aredeterm ined

by them assscaleM corresponding to thee�ectivepotentialV (�).Thism assscalein ourm odel

ism uch greaterthan m .Thustheduration oftunneling in theEuclidean \tim e" ism uch sm aller

than m � 1. Therefore the �eld � practically doesnotchange itsvalue during the tunneling. If

theprobability ofdecay ata given � issm allenough,then itdoesnotdestroy thewholevacuum

state � = 0;the bubblesofthe new phase are produced alltheway when the �eld � rollsdown

to � = 0.In thisprocesstheuniversebecom es�lled with (nonoverlapping)bubblesim m ersed in

thefalsevacuum statewith � = 0.Interiorofeach ofthesebubblesrepresentsan open universe.

However,thesebubblescontain di�erentvaluesofthe�eld �,depending on thevalueofthis�eld

atthem om entwhen thebubbleform ation occurred.Ifthe�eld � insideabubbleissm allerthan

3M P,then theuniverse inside thisbubblewillhave a vanishingly sm all
,attheage10
10 years

aftertheend ofin
ation itwillbepractically em pty,and lifeofourtypewould notexistthere.If

the�eld � ism uch greaterthan 3M P,theuniverse insidethebubble willbealm ostexactly 
at,


= 1,asin thesim plestversion ofthechaoticin
ation scenario.Itisim portant,however,thatin

an eternally existing self-reproducing universe there willbe in�nitely m any universescontaining

any particular value of
,from 
 = 0 to 
 = 1,and one doesnotneed any �ne tuning ofthe

e�ective potentialto obtain a universe with,say,0:2< 
< 0:3

Ofcourse,onecan arguethatwedid notsolvetheproblem of�netuning,wejusttransform ed

itintothefactthatonlyaverysm allpercentageofalluniverseswillhave0:2< 
< 0:3.However,

�rst ofall,we achieved our goalin a very sim ple theory,which does not require any arti�cial

potentialbending and nonm inim alkinetic term s. Then,there m ay be som e reasons why it is

preferableforusto livein a universe with a sm all(butnotvanishingly sm all)
.

The sim plest way to approach this problem is to �nd how the probability for the bubble

production depends on �. Aswe already pointed out,forsm all� this dependence is notvery

strong.On the otherhand,atlarge� the probability rapidly growsand becom esquite large at

� >
M M P

m
.Thism ay suggestthatthebubbleproduction typically occursat� > M M P

m
,and then

for M

m
� 3wetypically obtain 
atuniverses,
= 1.Thisisanotherm anifestation oftheproblem

ofprem aturedecayofthestate� = 0which wediscussed above.M oreover,even iftheprobability

to produce the universeswith di�erent� were entirely �-independent,one could arguethatthe

m ain volum eofthehabitablepartsoftheuniverseiscontained in thebubbleswith 
= 1,since

theinteriorofeach such bubblein
ated longer.Indeed,thetotalvolum eofeach bubblecreated

in a state with the �eld � during in
ation in ourm odelgrowsby the factorofexp
6��2

M 2

P

(Linde,

1990). Itseem s clear thatthe bubbles with greater� willgive the largestcontribution to the

totalvolum eoftheuniverseafterin
ation.Thiswould bethesim plestargum entin favorofthe

standard prediction 
= 1 even in ourclassofm odels.

However,thereexistseveralwaysofresolving thisproblem :involving coupling g2�2�2,which

stabilizesthe state � = 0 atlarge �,oradding nonm inim alinteraction with gravity oftheform
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�
�

2
R�2.In eitherway onecan easily suppressproduction oftheuniverseswith 
= 1.Then the

m axim um ofprobability willcorrespond to som e value 
 < 1,which can be m ade equalto any

given num berfrom 1 to 0 by changing theparam etersg2 and �.

For exam ple, let us add to the Lagrangian the term � �

2
R�2. This term m akes in
ation

im possible for � > �c = M Pp
8��

. If initialvalue ofthe �eld � is m uch sm aller than �c, the

size ofthe universe during in
ation growsexp
2��2

M 2

P

tim es,and the volum e growsexp
6��2

M 2

P

tim es,

as in the theory m 2

2
�2 with � = 0. For initial� approaching �c these expressions som ewhat

change,but in order to get a very rough estim ate ofthe increase ofthe size ofthe universe

in this m odel(which is su�cient to get an illustration ofour m ain idea) one can stilluse the

old expression exp
2��2

M 2

P

. Thisexpression reachesitsm axim um near� = �c,atwhich pointthe

e�ective gravitationalconstant becom es in�nitely large and in
ationary regim e ceases to exist

(Futam ase,1989,Garc��a{Bellido and Linde,1995). Thus,one m ay argue thatin thiscase the

m ain partofthe volum e ofthe universe willappearfrom the bubbles with initialvalue ofthe

�eld � close to �c. For� � 4:4� 10� 3 one has�c � 3M P. In thiscase one would have typical

universes expanding m uch m ore than e60 tim es,and therefore 
 � 1. For� � 4:4� 10� 3 one

has�c � 3M P,and therefore one would have 
 � 1 in allin
ationary bubbles. Itisclearthat

by choosing particularvalues ofthe constant � in the range of� � 4:4� 10� 3 one can obtain

the distribution ofthe universes with the m axim um ofthe distribution concentrated near any

desirable value of
 < 1.Notethattheposition ofthepeak ofthe distribution isvery sensitive

to the value of�: to have the peak concentrated in the region 0:2 < 
 < 0:3 one would have

to �x � (i.e. �c)with an accuracy offew percent. Thus,in thisapproach to the calculation of

probabilitiesto livein a universewith a given valueof
 westillhavetheproblem of�netuning.

However,calculation ofprobabilitiesin thecontextofthetheoryofaself-reproducinguniverse

isa very am biguousprocess,and itiseven notquite clearthatthisprocessm akesany sense at

all. Forexam ple,we m ay form ulate the problem in a di�erent way. Consider a dom ain ofthe

false vacuum with � = 0 and � = �1. After som e evolution it produces one or m any bubbles

with � = �0 and the�eld � which aftersom etim ebecom esequalto �2.Onem ay arguethatthe

m oste�cientway thisprocessm ay go istheway which in theend producesthegreatervolum e.

Indeed,for the inhabitants ofa bubble it does not m atter how m uch tim e did it take for this

process to occur. The totalnum ber ofobservers produced by this process willdepend on the

totalvolum eoftheuniverse atthehypersurface ofa given density,i.e.on thehypersurface ofa

given �. Ifthe dom ain instantaneously tunnelsto the state �0 and �1,and then the �eld � in

thisdom ain slowly rollsfrom �1 to �2,then thevolum eofthisdom ain growsexp
�
2�

M 2

P

(�2
1
� �2

2
)
�

tim es(Linde,1990). M eanwhile,ifthe tunneling takesa long tim e,then the �eld � rollsdown

extrem ely slowly being in thefalsevacuum statewith � = 0.In thisstatetheuniverse expands

m uch fasterthan in the state with � = �0. Since itexpandsm uch faster,and ittakesthe �eld

m uch longerto rollfrom �1 to �2,the trajectories ofthis kind bring us m uch greater volum e.

Thism ay serveasan argum entthatm ostofthevolum eisproduced by thebubblescreated ata

very sm all�,which leadsto theuniverseswith very sm all
.

One m ay use anothersetofconsiderations,studying alltrajectoriesbeginning at�1;t1 and
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endingat�2;t2.Thiswillbringusanotheranswer,or,tobem oreprecise,anothersetofanswers,

which willdepend on the choice ofthe tim e param etrization (Linde etal,1994). Stillanother

answerwillbeobtained bythem ethod recently proposed byVilenkin,whosuggested tointroduce

a particular cuto� procedure which partially elim inates dependence ofthe �nalanswer on the

tim e param etrization (Vilenkin,1995,W initzkiand Vilenkin,1995)). However,there exists a

wide class ofcuto� procedures which have sim ilar properties,but give exponentially di�erent

results(Lindeand M ezhlum ian,1995a)

There isa very deep reason why the calculation ofthe probability to obtain a universe with

a given 
 isso am biguous. W e have discussed thisreason in Sect. 3.1 in generalterm s;letus

see how the situation looks in application to the open universe scenario. For those who lives

inside a bubble there isbe no way to say atwhich stage (atwhich tim e from the pointofview

ofan externalobserver) this bubble was produced. Therefore one should com pare allofthese

bubblesproduced atallpossibletim es.Theself-reproducing universeshould existforinde�nitely

long tim e,and therefore itshould contain in�nitely m any bubbleswith allpossible valuesof
.

Com paring in�nitiesisa very am biguoustask,which givesresultsdepending on the procedure

ofcom parison.Forexam ple,onecan consideran in�nitely largebox ofapplesand an in�nitely

largebox oforanges.Onem ay pick up oneappleand oneorange,then oneappleand oneorange,

overand overagain,and concludethatthereisan equalnum berofapplesand oranges.However,

one m ay also pick up one apple and two oranges,and then one apple and two oranges again,

and conclude thatthere istwice asm any orangesasapples. The sam e situation happenswhen

one triesto com pare the num berofbubbles with di�erentvaluesof
. Ifwe would know how

to solve the problem ofm easure in quantum cosm ology,perhaps we would be able to obtain

som ething sim ilar to an open universe in the trivial��4 theory without any �rst order phase

transitions (Linde etal1995,1995a). In the m eantim e,it is already encouraging that in our

scenario there are in�nitely m any in
ationary universes with allpossible value of
 < 1. W e

can hardly live in the em pty bubbles with 
 = 0. Asforthe choice between the bubbles with

di�erent nonvanishing values of
 < 1,it is quite possible thateventually we will�nd outan

unam biguousway ofpredicting the m ostprobable valueof
,and we aregoing to continue our

work in thisdirection. However,aswe already discussed in the previous section,itm ightalso

happen thatthis question is asm eaningless asthe question whether itis m ore probable to be

born asa Chineseratherthan asan Italian.Itisquiteconceivablethattheonly way to �nd out

in which ofthebubblesdo weliveisto m akeobservations.

Som ewordsofcaution arein orderhere.Thebubblesproduced in oursim ple m odelarenot

exactlyopen universes.Indeed,in theone-�eld m odelsthetim eofreheating(and thetem perature

ofthe universe afterthe reheating)was exactly synchronized with the value ofthe scalar�eld

inside the bubble. In ourcase the situation isvery sim ilar,butnotexactly. Suppose thatthe

Hubbleconstantinduced by V (0)ism uch greaterthan theHubbleconstantrelated totheenergy

density ofthescalar�eld �.Then thespeed ofrollingofthescalar�eld � sharply increasesinside

the bubble. Thus,in ourcase the �eld � synchronizes the m otion ofthe �eld �,and then the

hypersurfaceofa constant�eld � determ inesthehypersurfaceofa constanttem perature.In the

m odels where the rolling ofthe �eld � can occur only inside the bubble (we willdiscuss such

a m odelshortly)the synchronization isprecise,and everything goesasin the one-�eld m odels.
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However,in our sim ple m odelthe scalar �eld � m oves down outside the bubble as well,even

though itdoesitvery slowly.Thus,synchronization ofm otion ofthe�elds� and � isnotprecise;

hypersurface ofa constant � ceases to be a hypersurface ofa constant density. For exam ple,

supposethatthe�eld � hastaken som evalue�0 nearthebubblewallwhen thebubblewasjust

form ed. Then the bubble expands,and during thistim e the �eld � outside the walldecreases,

asexp
�

� m 2t

3H 1

�

,where H 1 � H (� = � = 0)isthe Hubble constantatthe �rststage ofin
ation,

H 1 �

r
8�V (0)

3M 2

P

.Atthem om entwhen thebubbleexpandse60 tim es,the�eld � in theregion just

reached by the bubble walldecreasesto �oexp
�

� 20m 2

H 2

1

�

from itsoriginalvalue �0. the universe

insidethebubbleisahom ogeneousopen universeonlyifthischangeisnegligibly sm all.Thism ay

notbea realproblem .Indeed,letusassum ethatV (0)= ~M 4,where ~M = 1017 GeV.(Typically

theenergy density scale ~M isrelated to theparticlem assasfollows: ~M � �� 1=4M .) In thiscase

H 1 = 1:7� 1015 GeV,and form = 1013 GeV one obtains 20m 2

H 2

1

� 10� 4.In such a case a typical

degreeofdistortion ofthepictureofa hom ogeneousopen universe isvery sm all.

Stillthis issue requires carefulinvestigation. W hen the bubble wallcontinues expanding

even further,the scalar�eld outside ofiteventually dropsdown to zero. Then there willbe no

new m attercreated nearthewall.Instead ofin�nitely largehom ogeneousopen universesweare

obtainingspherically sym m etricislandsofasizem uch greaterthan thesizeoftheobservablepart

ofouruniverse.W edo notknow whetherthisunusualpictureisan advantageora disadvantage

ofourm odel. Isitpossible to considerdi�erentpartsofthe sam e exponentially large island as

dom ainsofdi�erent\e�ective" 
? Can we attribute som e partofthe dipole anisotropy ofthe

m icrowave background radiation to the possibility thatwe live som ewhere outside ofthe center

ofsuch island? In any case,aswe already m entioned,in the lim itm 2 � H 2
1 we do notexpect

that the sm alldeviations ofthe geom etry ofspace inside the bubble from the geom etry ofan

open universe can do m uch harm to ourm odel.

Ourm odeladm itsm any generalizations,and detailsofthe scenario which we justdiscussed

depend on thevaluesofparam eters.Letusforgetfora m om entaboutallcom plicated processes

which occurwhen the�eld � isrollingdown to� = 0,sincethispartofthepicturedependson the

validity ofourideasaboutinitialconditions.Forexam ple,therem ay beno self-reproduction of

in
ationary dom ainswith large� ifoneconsidersan e�ectivepotentialofthe�eld � which isvery

curved atlarge�.However,therewillbeself-reproduction oftheuniverse in a state� = � = 0,

as in the old in
ation scenario. Then the m ain portion ofthe volum e ofthe universe willbe

determ ined by the processeswhich occurwhen the �elds� and � stay atthe localm inim um of

the e�ective potential,� = � = 0.Forde�nitenesswe willassum e here thatV (0)= ~M 4,where

~M isthestringy scale, ~M � 1017� 1018 GeV.Then theHubbleconstantH 1 =

r
8�V (0)

3M 2

P

�
q

8�

3

~M 2

M P

created by theenergy density V (0)ism uch greaterthan m � 1013 GeV.In such a casethescalar

�eld � willnotstay exactly at� = 0.Itwillberelatively hom ogeneouson thehorizon scaleH � 1

1 ,

butotherwise itwillbe chaotically distributed with the dispersion h�2i= 3H 4

8�2m 2 (Linde,1990).

Thism eansthatthe�eld � insideeach ofthebubblesproduced by thedecay ofthefalsevacuum
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can takeany value� with theprobability

P � exp

 

�
�2

2h�2i

!

� exp

 

�
3m 2�2M 4

P

16 ~M 8

!

: (5)

One can check thatfor ~M � 4:3� 1017 GeV the typicalvalue ofthe �eld � inside the bubbles

willbe� 3� 1019 GeV.Thus,for ~M > 4:3� 1017 GeV m ostoftheuniversesproduced during the

vacuum decay willbe 
at,for ~M < 4:3� 1017 GeV m ostofthem willbeopen. Itisinteresting

thatin thisversion ofourm odelthe percentage ofopen universesisdeterm ined by the stringy

scale(orby theGUT scale).However,sincetheprocessofbubbleproduction in thisscenariogoes

withoutend,the totalnum berofuniverseswith any particularvalue of
 < 1 willbe in�nitely

large for any value of ~M . Thus this m odelshows us is the sim plest way to resurrect som e of

theideasoftheold in
ationary theory with thehelp ofchaotic in
ation,and sim ultaneously to

obtain in
ationary universe with 
< 1.

Notethatthisversion ofourm odelwillnotsu�erfortheproblem ofincom pletesynchroniza-

tion.Indeed,theaveragevalueofthe�eld � in thefalsevacuum outsidethebubblewillrem ain

constantuntilthebubbletriggersitsdecrease.However,thism odel,justasitspreviousversion,

m ay su�erfrom anotherproblem . The Hubble constantH 1 before the tunneling in thism odel

wasm uch greaterthan theHubbleconstantH 2 atthebeginning ofthesecond stageofin
ation.

Thereforethe
uctuationsofthescalar�eld beforethetunneling werevery large,�� � H 1

2�
,m uch

greater than the 
uctuations generated after the tunneling,�� � H 2

2�
. This m ay lead to very

large density perturbations on the scale com parable to the size ofthe bubble. Forthe m odels

with 
= 1 thise�ectwould notcauseany problem ssincesuch perturbationswould befaraway

overthepresentparticlehorizon,butforsm all
 thism ay lead tounacceptableanisotropy ofthe

m icrowave background radiation.

Fortunately,thism ay notbearealdi�culty.A possiblesolution isvery sim ilarto thebubble

sym m etrization described in theprevioussection.

Indeed,letusconsiderm orecarefully how thelong waveperturbationsproduced outsidethe

bubble m ay penetrate into it. Atthe m om entwhen the bubble isform ed,ithasa size sm aller

than H � 1

1 (Colem an and DeLuccia,1980).Then thebubble wallsbegin m oving with thespeed

gradually approaching thespeed oflight.Atthisstagethecom oving sizeofthebubble(from the

pointofview oftheoriginalcoordinatesystem in thefalsevacuum )growslike

r(t)=

Z
t

0

dte
� H 1t= H

� 1

1 (1� e
� H 1t): (6)

During thistim ethe
uctuationsofthescalar�eld � oftheam plitude H 1

2�
and ofthewavelength

H
� 1

1 ,which previously were outside the bubble,gradually becom e covered by it. W hen these

perturbationsareoutsidethebubble,in
ation with theHubbleconstantH 1 preventsthem from

oscillating and m oving. However,once these perturbations penetrate inside the bubble,their

am plitude becom es decreasing (M ukhanov and Zelnikov,1991). Indeed,since the wavelength

ofthe perturbations is � H
� 1

1 � H
� 1

2 � m � 1,these perturbations m ove inside the bubbles

as relativistic particles,their wavelength grow as a(t),and their am plitude decreases just like

9



an am plitude ofelectrom agnetic �eld,�� � a� 1(t),where a is the scale factorofthe universe

inside a bubble (M ukhanov and Zelnikov,1991). This process continues untilthe wavelength

ofeach perturbation reaches H � 1

2 (already at the second stage ofin
ation). During this tim e

the wavelength grows H 1

H 2

tim es,and the am plitude decreases H 2

H 1

tim es,to becom e the standard

am plitudeofperturbationsproduced atthesecond stageofin
ation: H 2

H 1

H 1

2�
= H 2

2�
.

In fact,one m ay argue that this com putation was too naive,and that these perturbations

should be neglected altogether. Typically we treatlong wave perturbationsin in
ationary uni-

verse like classicalwave forthe reason thatthe waves with the wavelength m uch greater than

thehorizon can beinterpreted asstateswith extrem ely largeoccupation num bers(Linde,1990).

However,when thenew born perturbations(i.e.
uctuationswhich did notacquirean exponen-

tiallylargewavelength yet)enterthebubble(i.e.underthehorizon),theye�ectively return tothe

realm ofquantum 
uctuationsagain.Then one m ay arguethatoneshould sim ply forgetabout

the waveswith the wavelengthssm allenough to �tinto the bubble,and considerperturbations

created atthesecond stageofin
ation notasa resultofstretching ofthesewaves,butasa new

processofcreation ofperturbationsofan am plitude H 2

2�
.

Onem ay worry thatperturbationswhich had wavelengthssom ewhatgreaterthan H � 1

1 atthe

m om entofthe bubble form ation cannotcom pletely penetrate into the bubble. If,forexam ple,

the�eld � di�ersfrom som econstantby + H 1

2�
atthedistanceH � 1

1 totheleftofthebubbleatthe

m om entofitsform ation,and by � H 1

2�
atthe distance H � 1

1 to the rightofthe bubble,then this

di�erencerem ainsfrozen independently ofallprocessesinsidethebubble.Thism ay suggestthat

thereissom eunavoidableasym m etry ofthedistribution ofthe�eld insidethebubble.However,

the �eld inside the bubble willnotbe distributed like a straightline slowly rising from � H 1

2�
to

+ H 1

2�
.Inside thebubblethe�eld willbealm osthom ogeneous;theinhom ogeneity �� � �H 1

2�
will

beconcentrated only in a sm allvicinity nearthebubblewall.

Finally we should verify that this scenario leads to bubbles which are sym m etric enough.

Fortunately,here we do nothave any problem s. One can easily check thatforourm odelwith

m � 1013 GeV and ~M � �� 1=4M > 1017GeV perturbations ofm etric induced by the wall

perturbations are sm alleven for not very sm allvalues ofthe coupling constant � (Linde and

M ezhlum ian,1995,Garc��a{Bellido,1995).

The argum entspresented above should be con�rm ed by a m ore detailed investigation ofthe

vacuum structure inside the expanding bubble in ourscenario. If,aswe hope,the resultofthe

investigation willbe positive,we willhave an extrem ely sim ple m odelofan open in
ationary

universe.In them eantim e,itwould beniceto havea m odelwherewedo nothaveany problem s

atallwith synchronization and with large
uctuationson thescalar�eld in thefalsevacuum .

The sim plest m odelofthis kind is a version ofthe hybrid in
ation scenario (Linde,1991,

1994),which isa slightgeneralization (and a sim pli�cation)ofourpreviousm odel(f3):

V (�;�)=
g2

2
�
2
�
2 + V (�): (7)

W eelim inated them assiveterm ofthe�eld � and added explicitly theinteraction
g2

2
�2�2,which,
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aswehavem entioned already,can beuseful(though notnecessary)forstabilization ofthestate

� = 0 atlarge �. Note thatin thism odelthe line � = 0 isa 
atdirection in the (�;�)plane.

Atlarge� theonly m inim um ofthee�ectivepotentialwith respectto � isattheline� = 0.To

givea particularexam ple,onecan takeV (�)= M 2

2
�2 � �M �3 + �

4
�4 + V0.HereV0 isa constant

which isadded to ensure thatV (�;�)= 0 attheabsolutem inim um ofV (�;�).In thiscasethe

m inim um ofthepotentialV (�;�)at� 6= 0isdeeperthan them inim um at� = 0only for� < �c,

where�c =
M

g

q
2�2

�
� 1.Thism inim um for� = �c appearsat� = �c =

2�M

�
.

The bubble form ation becom es possible only for � < �c. After the tunneling the �eld �

acquires an e�ective m ass m = g� and begins to m ove towards � = 0,which provides the

m echanism forthe second stage ofin
ation inside the bubble. In thisscenario evolution ofthe

scalar�eld � isexactly synchronized with theevolution ofthe�eld �,and theuniverseinsidethe

bubbleappearsto beopen.

E�ective m ass ofthe �eld � at the m inim um ofV (�;�) with � = �c,� = �c =
2�M

�
is

m = g�c =
2g�M

�
.W ith a decreaseofthe�eld � itse�ectivem assatthem inim um ofV (�;�)will

grow,butnotsigni�cantly. Forsim plicity,we willconsiderthe case � = �2. In thiscase itcan

beshown thatV (0)= 2:77 M 4

�
,and the Hubble constantbeforethephase transition isgiven by

4:8 M 2

p

�M P

.Thee�ectivem assm afterthephasetransition isequalto
2gM
p

�
at� = �c,and then it

growsby only 25% when the�eld � changesalltheway down from �c to � = 0.

Thebubbleform ation becom espossibleonly for� < �c.Ifithappensin theinterval4M P >

� > 3M P,we obtain a 
at universe. Ifit happens at � < 3M P,we obtain an open universe.

Depending on theinitialvalueofthe�eld �,we can obtain allpossible valuesof
,from 
 = 1

to 
 = 0. The value ofthe Hubble constant atthe m inim um with � 6= 0 at� = 3M P in our

m odeldoesnotdi�erm uch from thevalue ofthe Hubble constantbeforethebubble form ation.

Therefore we do notexpectany speci�c problem swith the large scale density perturbationsin

thism odel.Notealso thattheprobability oftunneling atlarge� isvery sm allsincethedepth of

them inim um at� � �c,� � �c doesnotdi�erm uch from the depth ofthe m inim um at� = 0,

and there isno tunneling atallfor� > �c.Therefore the num berof
atuniversesproduced by

thism echanism willbestrongly suppressed ascom pared with thenum berofopen universes,the

degree ofthissuppression being very sensitive to the value of�c. M eanwhile,life ofourtype is

im possiblein em pty universeswith 
 � 1.Thism ay provideuswith a tentativeexplanation of

thesm allvalueof
 in thecontextofourm odel.

Anotherm odelofin
ation with 
< 1 isthebased on a certain m odi�cation ofthe\natural

in
ation" scenario (Freese etal,1990). The m ain idea is to take the e�ective potentialofthe

\naturalin
ation" m odel,which looks like a tilted M exican hat,and m ake a deep hole in its

centerat� = 0(Lindeand M ezhlum ian,1995).In thebeginning in
ation occursnear� = 0,but

then thebubbleswith � 6= 0 appear.Depending on thephaseofthecom plex scalar�eld � inside

the bubble,the next stage ofin
ation,which occurs just as in the old version ofthe \natural

in
ation" scenario,leadsto form ation oftheuniverseswith allpossiblevaluesof
.Thus,there

exist severalsim ple in
ationary m odels which lead to the picture ofthe universe consisting of

m any bubbles with di�erent values of
. Therefore instead ofinsisting that in
ation leads to
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 = 1 orestim ating the probability to live in a bubble with a given value of
 we should ask

astronom ersto m easureit.

2 N ontherm alPhase Transitions after In
ation

Thetheory ofreheatingisoneofthem ostim portantpartsofin
ationary cosm ology.Elem entary

theory ofthisprocesswasdeveloped m any yearsago by Dolgov and Linde(1982)and by Abbott

etal(1982). Som e im portantsteps toward a com plete theory have been m ade in (Dolgov and

Kirilova,1990,Traschen and Brandenberger,1990).However,therealprogressin understanding

ofthis process was achieved only recently when the new theory ofreheating was developed.

According to this theory (Kofm an et al,1994),reheating typically consists ofthree di�erent

stages. At the �rst stage,a classicaloscillating scalar �eld � (the in
aton �eld) decays into

m assive bosonsdue to param etric resonance. In m any m odelsthe resonance isvery broad,and

the process occursextrem ely rapidly. To distinguish thisstage ofexplosive reheating from the

stage ofparticle decay and therm alization,we called it preheating. Bosons produced at that

stage are far away from therm alequilibrium and have enorm ously large occupation num bers.

The second stage is the decay ofpreviously produced particles. This stage typically can be

described by the elem entary theory developed by Dolgov and Linde (1982)and by Abbottetal

(1982).However,thesem ethodsshould beapplied notto thedecay oftheoriginalhom ogeneous

in
aton �eld,but to the decay ofparticles produced at the stage ofpreheating. This changes

m any featuresofthe processincluding the �nalvalue ofthe reheating tem perature. The third

stageofreheating istherm alization.

Di�erent aspects ofthe theory ofexplosive reheating have been studied by m any authors

(Shtanov et al,1995,Boyanovsky et al,1995,Yoshim ura, 1995,Kaiser,1995,Fujisakiet al,

1995).In ourpresentation wewillfollow theoriginalapproach ofKofm an etal(1994),wherethe

theory ofreheating wasinvestigated with an accounttaken both oftheexpansion oftheuniverse

and ofthe backreaction ofcreated particles. The results reported here have been obtained by

Kofm an etal(1995,1996).

Oneshould notethatthereexistsuch m odelswherethis�rststageofreheating isabsent;e.g,

thereisno param etricresonancein thetheorieswherethe�eld � decaysinto ferm ions.However,

in the theories where preheating is possible one m ay expect m any unusualphenom ena. One

ofthe m ost interesting e�ects is the possibility ofspeci�c non-therm alpost-in
ationary phase

transitionswhich occurafterpreheating.Aswewillsee,these phasetransitionsin certain cases

canbem uch m orepronounced thatthestandard hightem peraturecosm ologicalphasetransitions.

They m ay lead to copiousproduction oftopologicaldefectsand to a secondary stageofin
ation

afterreheating.

Letus�rstrem em berthetheory ofphasetransitionsin theorieswith spontaneoussym m etry

breaking (Kirzhnits,1972,Kirzhnits.and Linde,1972,W einberg,1974,Dolan and Jackiw,1974,

Kirzhnitsand Linde,1974,1976).W ewillconsider�rstthetheory ofscalar�elds� and � with
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thee�ective potential

V (�;�)=
�

4
(�2 � �

2

0
)2 +

1

2
g
2
�
2
�
2
: (8)

Here�;g � 1 arecoupling constants.V (�;�)hasa m inim um at� = �0,� = 0 and a m axim um

at� = � = 0with thecurvatureV�� = � m2 = � ��20.Thise�ectivepotentialacquirescorrections

duetoquantum (ortherm al)
uctuationsofthescalar�elds(W einberg,1974,Dolan and Jackiw,

1974,Kirzhnitsand Linde,1974),�V = 3

2
�h(��2)i�2+

g2

2
h(��)2i�2+

g2

2
h(��)2i�2+ :::;wherethe

quantum �eld operatorisdecom posed as �̂ = � + �� with � � ĥ�i,and we have written only

leadingterm sdependingon� and � � h�̂i.In thelargetem peraturelim ith(��)2i= h(��)2i= T 2

12
:

Thee�ective m asssquared ofthe�eld �

m
2

�;eff = � m
2 + 3��2 + 3�h(��)2i+ g

2h(��)2i (9)

becom es positive and sym m etry is restored (i.e. � = 0 becom es the stable equilibrium point)

for T > Tc,where T
2
c = 12m 2

3�+ g2
� m 2. At this tem perature the energy density ofthe gas of

ultrarelativistic particlesisgiven by � = N (Tc)
�2

30
T4
c =

24m 4N (Tc)�
2

5(3�+ g2)2
:Here N (T)isthe e�ective

num berofdegreesoffreedom atlargetem perature,which in realisticsituationsm ayvaryfrom 102

to 103.Notethatforg4 < 96N �2

5
� thisenergy density isgreaterthan thevacuum energy density

V (0)= m 4

4�
. M eanwhile,forg4 >� � radiative correctionsare im portant,they lead to creation of

a localm inim um ofV (�;�),and the phase transition occursfrom a strongly supercooled state

(Kirzhnitsand Linde,1976). Thatiswhy the �rstm odelsofin
ation required supercooling at

them om entofthephasetransition.

An exception from thisruleisgiven by supersym m etrictheories,whereonem ay haveg4 � �

and stillhavea potentialwhich is
atneartheorigin dueto cancellation ofquantum corrections

ofbosonsand ferm ions(Lyth and Stewart,1995).In such casestherm alenergy becom essm aller

than the vacuum energy atT < T0,where T
4
0 = 15

2N �2
m 2�20. Then one m ay even have a short

stageofin
ation which beginsatT � T0 and endsatT = Tc.During thistim etheuniversem ay

in
ateby thefactor

ac

a0
=
T0

Tc
� 10� 1

�g4

�

�1=4
� 10� 1g

s

�0

m
: (10)

In supersym m etrictheorieswith 
atdirections�itm aybem orenaturaltoconsiderpotentials

oftheso-called \
aton" �elds� withouttheterm �

4
�4 (Lyth and Stewart,1995):

V (�;�)= �
m 2�2

2
+
�1�

6

6M 2
p

+
m 2�2

0

3
+
1

2
g
2�2

�
2
; (11)

where�0 = �
� 1=4

1

q

m M p correspondsto them inim um ofthispotential.Thecriticaltem perature

in thistheory for�1�
2
0 � g2M 2

p isthe sam e asin the theory (fp1)for� � g2,and expansion

oftheuniverse during therm alin
ation isgiven by 10� 1g
q

�0=m ,asin eq.(fp5a).Existence of

thisshortadditionalstage of\therm alin
ation" isa very interesting e�ect,which m ay be very

useful.In particular,itm ay provide a solution to the Polonyi�eld problem (Lyth and Stewart,

1995).
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The theory ofcosm ologicalphase transitionsisan im portantpartofthe theory ofthe evo-

lution ofthe universe,and during the last twenty years it was investigated in a very detailed

way.However,typically itwasassum ed thatthephase transitionsoccurin thestateoftherm al

equilibrium .Now wearegoingto show thatsim ilarphasetransitionsm ay occureven m uch m ore

e�ciently priorto therm alization,due to the anom alously large expectation valuesh(��)2iand

h(��)2iproduced during preheating.

W e will�rst consider the m odel(8) without the scalar �eld � and with the am plitude of

spontaneoussym m etry breaking �0 � M P.In thism odelin
ation occursduring theslow rolling

ofthescalar�eld � from itsvery largevaluesuntilitbecom esoftheorderM P.Then itoscillates

with theinitialam plitude� � 10� 1M p and initialfrequency � 10� 1
p
�M P.W ithin a few dozen

oscillationsittransfersm ostofitsenergy � �

4
10� 4M 4

P
to itslong-wave
uctuationsh(��)2iin the

regim eofbroad param etricresonance(Kofm an etal,1994).

The crucialobservation is the following. Suppose thatthe initialenergy density ofoscilla-

tions � �

4
10� 4M 4

P were instantaneously transferred to therm alenergy density � 102T4. This

would give the reheating tem perature Tr � 2 � 10� 2�1=4M P,and the scalar �eld 
uctuations

h(��)2i� T2r=12 � 3� 10� 5
p
�M 2

P
. M eanwhile particlescreated during preheating have m uch

sm allerenergy � 10� 1
p
�M P.Therefore ifthesam e energy density

�

4
10� 4M 4

P isinstantaneously

transferred tolow-energyparticlescreated duringpreheating,theirnum ber,and,correspondingly,

the am plitude of
uctuations,willbe m uch greater,h(��)2i� C2M 2
P
,where C 2 � 10� 2 � 10� 3

(Kofm an etal,1994,1996). Therm al
uctuations would lead to sym m etry restoration in our

m odelonly for �0 <� Tr � 10� 2�1=4M P � 1014 GeV for the realistic value � � 10� 13 (Linde,

1990). M eanwhile,according to eq. (9),the nontherm alized 
uctuations h(��)2i � M 2
P m ay

lead to sym m etry restoration even ifthesym m etry breaking param eter�0 isaslargeas10
� 1M P.

Thus,thenontherm alsym m etryrestoration m ayoccureven in thosetheorieswherethesym m etry

restoration dueto high tem peraturee�ectswould beim possible(Kofm an etal,1995).(Recently

a sim ilarconclusion wasreached also by Tkachev (1995). However,hisinvestigation wasbased

on an oversim pli�ed pictureofreheating,and hisestim atesdi�erconsiderably from ourresults.)

In reality therm alization takesa very long tim e,which isinversely proportionalto coupling

constants.Thisdilutestheenergy density,and thereheating tem peraturebecom esm any orders

ofm agnitude sm allerthan 1014 GeV (Linde,1990). Therefore post-in
ationary therm ale�ects

typicallycannotrestoresym m etry on theGUT scale.Preheatingisnotinstantaneousaswell,and

thereforethe
uctuationsproduced atthatstagearesm allerthanC 2M 2
P,butonlylogarithm ically:

h(��)2i� C2M 2
P
ln

� 2 1

�
(Kofm an etal,1995,1996). For� � 10� 13 thism eansthan nontherm al

perturbationsproduced atreheating m ay restoresym m etry on thescaleup to �0 � 1016 GeV.

Laterh(��)2idecreasesasa� 2(t)because oftheexpansion oftheuniverse.Thisleadsto the

phase transition with sym m etry breaking. The hom ogeneouscom ponent�(t)atthe m om entof

thephasetransitionhappenstobesigni�cantlylessthan
q

h(��)2iduetoitsdecayintheregim eof

thenarrow param etricresonanceafterpreheating(Kofm anetal,1994):�2 / t� 7=6 / t� 1=6h(��)2i;

barm eansaveraging overoscillations.
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The m echanism ofsym m etry restoration described above is very general; in particular,it

explainsa surprising behaviorofoscillationsofthe scalar�eld found num erically in the O (N )-

sym m etric m odeldiscussed by Boyanovsky etal(1995).Itisim portantthatduring theinterval

between preheating and the establishing oftherm alequilibrium the universe could experience a

seriesofphase transitionswhich we did notanticipate before. Forexam ple,cosm ic stringsand

textures,which could be an additionalsource for the form ation ofthe large scale structure of

the universe,should have �0 � 1016 GeV (Vilenkin and Shellard,1994). To produce them by

therm alphase transitionsin ourm odeloneshould have thetem perature afterreheating greater

than 1016 GeV,which is extrem ely hard to obtain (Kofm an and Linde,1987). Even with an

accounttaken ofthe stage ofexplosive reheating,the resulting reheating tem perature typically

rem ainsm any ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan 1014 GeV,since itism ainly determ ined by the

laststagesofreheating wheretheparam etricresonanceisine�cient.M eanwhile,asweseenow,


uctuationsproduced during the �rststage ofreheating are m ore than su�cientto restore the

sym m etry.Then thetopologicaldefectscan beproduced in a standard way when thesym m etry

breaksdown again. In otherwords,production ofsuperheavy topologicaldefectscan be easily

com patiblewith in
ation.

On the otherhand,the topologicaldefectproduction can be quite dangerous. Forexam ple,

the m odel(8) ofa one-com ponent realscalar �eld � has a discrete sym m etry � ! � �. As a

result,afterthephase transition induced by 
uctuationsh(��)2itheuniverse m ay becom e�lled

with dom ain walls separating phases � = +�0 and � = � �0. This is expected to lead to a

cosm ologicaldisaster.

Thisquestion requiresa m oredetailed analysis.Even though the point� = 0 afterpreheat-

ing becom es a m inim um ofthe e�ective potential,the �eld � continues oscillating around this

m inim um .Therefore,atthem om enttc itm ay happen to beeitherto therightofthem axim um

ofV (�)orto the leftofiteverywhere in the universe. In thiscase the sym m etry breaking will

occurin one preferable direction,and no dom ain wallswillbe produced. A sim ilarm echanism

m ay suppressproduction ofothertopologicaldefects.

However,thiswould becorrectonly ifthem agnitudeof
uctuations(��)2 weresm allerthan

the average am plitude ofthe oscillations �2. In our case 
uctuations (��)2 are greater than

�2 (Kofm an et al,1994),and they can have considerable localdeviations from their average

value h(��)2i. Investigation ofthisquestion showsthatin the theory (8)with �0 � 1016 GeV


uctuations destroy the coherent distribution ofthe oscillating �eld � and divide the universe

into equalnum ber ofdom ains with � = � �0,which leads to the dom ain wallproblem . This

m eansthatin consistentin
ationary m odelsofthetypeof(8)oneshould haveeither�0 = 0 (no

sym m etry breaking),or�0 >� 1016 GeV.

Now we willconsider m odelswhere the sym m etry breaking occursfor�eldsotherthan the

in
aton �eld �.Thesim plestm odelhasan e�ectivepotential

V (�;�)=
�

4
�
4 +

�

4

�

�
2 �

M 2

�

�2
+
1

2
g
2
�
2
�
2
: (12)

The m odels ofsuch type have been studied in (Kofm an and Linde,1987,Linde,1991,1994).
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W e willassum e here that � � �;g2,so that at large � the curvature ofthe potentialin the

�-direction ism uch greaterthan in the�-direction.In thiscaseatlarge� the�eld � rapidly rolls

toward � = 0.An interesting feature ofsuch m odelsisthesym m etry restoration forthe�eld �

for� > �c = M =g,and sym m etry breaking when the in
aton �eld � becom essm allerthan �c.

Aswasem phasized in (Kofm an and Linde,1987),such phase transitionsm ay lead to form ation

oftopologicaldefectswithoutany need forhigh-tem peraturee�ects.

W ewould liketopointoutsom eotherspeci�cfeaturesofsuch m odels.Ifthephasetransition

discussed above happens during in
ation (Kofm an and Linde,1987) (i.e. if�c > M p in our

m odel),then nonew phasetransitionsoccurin thism odelafterreheating.However,for�c � M p

the situation ism uch m ore com plicated. Firstofall,in thiscase the �eld � oscillateswith the

initialam plitude � Mp (ifM
4 < ��M 4

p). This m eansthateach tim e when the absolute value

ofthe �eld becom es sm aller than �c,the phase transition with sym m etry breaking occursand

topologicaldefectsareproduced.Then theabsolutevalueoftheoscillating �eld � again becom es

greater than �c,and sym m etry restores again. However,this regim e does not continue for a

too long tim e. W ithin a few dozen oscillations, quantum 
uctuations ofthe �eld � willbe

generated with the dispersion h(��)2i � C2g� 1
p
�M 2

P
ln

� 2 1

g2
(Kofm an etal,1995,1996). For

M 2 < C 2g� 1
p
��M 2

p ln
� 2 1

g2
,these 
uctuationswillkeep the sym m etry restored. Notethatthis

e�ectm ay beeven strongerifinstead oftheterm �

4
�4 wewould consider m 2

2
�2,sincein thatcase

the resonance is m ore broad (Kofm an etal,1994). The sym m etry breaking �nally com pletes

when h(��)2ibecom essm allenough.

Onem ay im agineeven m orecom plicated scenariowhen oscillationsofthescalar�eld � create

large 
uctuations ofthe �eld �,which in their turn interact with the scalar �elds � breaking

sym m etry in GUTs.Then wewould havephasetransitionsin GUTsinduced by the
uctuations

ofthe�eld �.Thism eansthatno longercan theabsenceofprim ordialm onopolesbeconsidered

asan autom aticconsequence ofin
ation.To avoid them onopoleproduction oneshould usethe

theories where quantum 
uctuations produced during preheating are sm allor decoupled from

the GUT sector. Thiscondition im posesadditionalconstraintson realistic in
ationary m odels.

On the otherhand,preheating m ay rem ove som e previously existing constraintson in
ationary

theory.Forexam ple,in them odelsofGUT baryogenesisitwasassum ed thattheGUT sym m etry

was restored by high tem perature e�ects,since otherwise the density ofX,Y,and superheavy

Higgsbosonswould bevery sm all.Thiscondition ishardly com patiblewith in
ation.Itwasalso

required thattheproductsofdecayoftheseparticlesshouldstayoutoftherm alequilibrium ,which

isa very restrictive condition.In ourcase the superheavy particlesresponsible forbaryogenesis

can be abundantly produced by param etric resonance,and the productsoftheirdecay willnot

bein a stateoftherm alequilibrium untiltheend ofreheating.

Now letusreturn to thetheory (fp1)including the�eld � forg2 � �.In thiscasethem ain

fractionofthepotentialenergydensity� �M 4
P
ofthe�eld � predom inantlytransferstotheenergy

of
uctuationsofthe�eld � duetotheexplosive�-particlescreation in thebroad param etricres-

onance.The dispersion of
uctuationsafterpreheating ish(��)2i� C2g� 1
p
�M 2

P
ln

� 2 1

g2
.These


uctuationslead to thesym m etry restoration in thetheory (fp1)with �0 � C
�
g2

�

�1=4
M pln

� 1 1

g2
,
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which m ay bem uch greaterthan 1016 GeV forg2 � �.

Later the process ofdecay ofthe �eld � continues,but,just as in the m odeldescribed in

the previous section,one m ay say with a good accuracy thatthe 
uctuations h(��)2idecrease

asg� 1
p
�M 2

p (
ai
a(t)

)2 and theirenergy density � decreasesastheenergy density ofultrarelativistic

m atter,�(t) � �M4
p (

ai
a(t)

)4,where ai is the scale factor at the end ofin
ation. This energy

density becom es equalto the vacuum energy density m 4

4�
ata0 � ai

p
�M p=m ; t�

p
�M pm

� 2.

Since thattim e and untilthe tim e ofthe phase transition with sym m etry breaking the vacuum

energy dom inates,and theuniverse enterssecondary stageofin
ation.

Thephasetransition with spontaneoussym m etry breakingoccurswhen m �;eff = 0;h(��)2i=

g� 2m 2. Thishappensatac = ai�
1=4g1=2M p=m . Thus,during thisadditionalperiod ofin
ation

the universe expands ac
a0
�
p
g

q

�0=m = (g2=�)1=4 tim es.Thisisgreaterthan expansion during

therm alin
ation (fp5a)by thefactorO (g� 1=2),and in ourcasein
ation occurseven ifg4 � �.

In this exam ple we considered the second stage ofin
ation driven by the in
aton �eld �.

However,thesam ee�ectcan occurin theorieswhereotherscalar�eldsarecoupled tothe�eld �.

Forexam ple,in thetheoriesofthetypeof(fp5b)
uctuationsh(��)2iproduced atthe�rststage

ofreheatingby theoscillatingin
aton �eld � lead toasecondary in
ation driven by thepotential

energy ofthe \
aton" �eld �. During thisstage the universe expands�
p
g

q

�0=m tim es. To

havea long enough in
ation onem ay consider,e.g.,supersym m etric theorieswith m � 102 GeV

and �0 � 1012 (Lyth and Stewart,1995). This gives a relatively long stage ofin
ation with
ac
a0
�
p
g 105,which m ay beenough to solvethePolonyi�eld problem iftheconstantg isnottoo

sm all.

Ifthecouplingconstantgissu�ciently large,
uctuationsofthe�eld � willtherm alizeduring

thisin
ationary stage.Then the end ofthisstagewillbedeterm ined by thestandard theory of

high tem perature phase transition,and the degree ofexpansion during thisstage willbe given

by 10� 1g
q

�0=m ,seeeq.(fp5a).Itisim portant,however,thatthein
ationary stagem ay begin

even ifthe�eld � hasnotbeen therm alized atthattim e.

The stage ofin
ation described above occurs in the theory with a potentialwhich is not

particularly 
atneartheorigin.Butwhathappensin them odelswhich have
atpotentials,like

theoriginalnew in
ation m odelin theColem an-W einberg theory? Oneofthem ain problem sof

in
ation in such m odelswasto understand why should thescalar�eld � jum p onto thetop ofits

e�ective potential,since this�eld in realistic in
ationary m odelisextrem ely weakly interacting

and,therefore,it could not be in the state oftherm alequilibrium in the very early universe.

Thus,it is m uch m ore naturalfor in
ation in the Colem an-W einberg theory to begin at very

large�,asin thesim plestversion ofchaoticin
ation in thetheory ��4.However,duringthe�rst

few oscillationsofthe scalar�eld � atthe end ofin
ation in thism odel,itproduceslarge non-

therm alperturbationsofvector�eldsh(�A�)
2i� C2g� 1

p
�M 2

P ln
� 2 1

g2
. Thisleadsto sym m etry

restoration and initiates the second stage ofin
ation beginning at � = 0. It suggests that in

m any m odelsin
ation m ostnaturally beginsatlarge� asin thesim plestversion ofthechaotic

in
ation scenario.Butthen,afterthestageofpreheating,thesecond stageofin
ation m ay begin
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like in the new in
ationary scenario. Thus,the non-therm alsym m etry restoration afterchaotic

in
ation m ay produceinitialconditionswhich arenecessary fornew in
ation.

3 D iscussion

Developm ent ofin
ationary cosm ology dem onstrates over and over again that it is dangerous

to be dogm atic. Form any yearswe believed thatifobservers�nd that
 = 1,they willprove

in
ation, and they willkillin
ation if they �nd that 
 di�ers from 1 by m ore than about

10� 4. This m ade in
ation an easy and populartarget forobservers. Now we have found that

thereexistseveralrathersim plem odelsofan open in
ationary universe,according to which our

universe consists ofin�nitely m any dom ains with allpossible values of
. This result is very

encouraging fortheoristsand som ewhatdisappointing forobservers. Indeed,atthe �rstglance

them easurem entof
 loosesitsfundam entalim portance,and in
ation becom esa theory which

isvery di�cultto verify. M y opinion isquite opposite:we have a win-win situation. Ifwe �nd

that
 = 1,itwillprovein
ationary cosm ology since 99% ofin
ationary m odelspredict
 = 1,

and no othertheory m akesthisprediction.On theotherhand,ifwe�nd that
 6= 1,itwillnot

disprove in
ation,since now we have in
ationary m odels with 
 6= 1,and no other m odels of

hom ogeneousand isotropicuniversewith 
6= 1areknown tousso far.Thus,in
ationary theory

becom esasrobustasthe whole Big Bang theory,and ithasa very nice property:Itispossible

to provein
ation,and itisvery hard to killit.

On the otherhand,untilnow we believed thatin
ation autom atically solvesthe prim ordial

m onopoleproblem .W ethoughtthatthephysicalprocessesafterin
ation can bewellunderstood

assoon aswe calculatethevalueofreheating tem perature.W ehavefound thatthesituation is

m uch m orecom plicated,and,consequently,m uch m oreinteresting.In addition to the standard

high tem peraturephasetransition,thereexistsa new classofphasetransitionswhich m ay occur

attheinterm ediatestagebetween theend ofin
ation and theestablishingoftherm alequilibrium .

These phasetransitionsm ay takeplaceeven ifthescaleofsym m etry breaking isvery largeand

the reheating tem perature is very sm all. An im portant feature ofthese new phase transitions

is their non-universality. Indeed, they occur out ofthe state oftherm alequilibrium . Large

quantum 
uctuationsare generated only forsom e bose �eldsinteracting with the in
aton �eld.

Asa result,itbecom espossible to have phase transitionsproducing superheavy strings,butto

avoid thephasetransitionsproducingm onopoles.Thesephasetransitionsm aylead toan e�cient

GUT baryogenesis,and to existence ofa secondary stageofin
ation afterreheating.Therefore,

phase transitionsofthe new type m ay have dram atic consequences forin
ationary m odelsand

thetheory ofphysicalprocessesin thevery early universe.
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