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Supercurvature M odes from Preheating in an O pen U niverse
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Preheating following the inationary phase in m odels ofopen ination is considered. The m ost

signi�cant di�erence from a preheating scenario in at space is thatsupercurvature m odescan be

populated and am pli�ed in theopen universe.In certain m odels,such m odescan dom inatetheusual

resonantparticleproduction,thusaltering theensuingtherm alhistory within an open universe.The

accuracy towhich them assesand couplingsneed tobetuned toproducesuch supercurvaturem odes,

however,m akesany large deviation from the atspace casesunlikely.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Therehasbeen m uch activity lately in twoexciting ar-

easofin ationary cosm ology:the construction of\open

in ation" m odels,and the developm entofa new theory

of post-in ationary reheating. To date, these two de-

velopm entshave been treated separately;in this paper,

we explore som e qualitatively new behavior for the re-

heating epoch in an open universe. The open in ation

m odels[1{3]exploitthefact,� rstnoted by Colem an and

De Luccia and independently by G ott and Statler [4],

that the m etric on the interior of a bubble nucleated

in a sea of de-Sitter-like false vacuum would be that

ofan open Friedm ann-Robertson-W alkerspacetim e. By

arranging for an epoch of\slow-roll" in ation to occur

within thenucleated bubble,and arranging forthenum -

berofe-foldsofexpansion duringthissecond in ationary

phasenotto exceed N � 65,itispossibleto producean

observable universe whose m ass density today falls be-

low thecriticalm assdensity required fora  atuniverse:


o � 0:2� 0:3,ratherthan thestandard in ationary pre-

diction,
o = 1:0.

Independently, several groups have re-exam ined re-

centlytheprocessofparticleproduction atthecloseofan

in ationary phase,and havefound resonancesand expo-

nentialinstabilitiesin the decay ofan in aton � eld into

bosons,which had been overlooked in the originalac-

countsofreheating.[5{11]According to the new theory

ofreheating,apost-in ationarysecond-orderphasetran-

sition should be viewed as having three distinct stages,

ratherthan the oldertwo-stage picture: the highly e� -

cient,often resonant,decayoftheoscillatingin aton � eld

into boson decay products(which m ightincludein aton

bosonsthem selves,dueto thein aton’sself-interaction),

followed by thedecay ofthesedecay products(along the

m ethodsoriginally developed in [12]),followed � nally by

the therm alization ofthese particles and the establish-

m ent ofthe radiation-dom inated era. K ofm an,Linde,

and Starobinsky term this� rst,resonantstagethe \pre-

heating" stage.[5]

As dem onstrated in this paper,under certain condi-

tionsthe resonantdecay ofthe in aton in an open uni-

versecan populate \supercurvature" m odes,which have

no analogue in the  at space case,and no particle-like

interpretation. In som e open in ation m odels the am -

pli� cation ofsuch supercurvaturem odescan even dom i-

nate the usualresonantcreation ofparticlesatthe tim e

ofreheating.Thus,m odelsofopen in ation can display

dram atically di� erenttherm alhistoriesfollowingtheend

ofin ation from in ationary scenariosin a spatially  at

universe.

A Friedm ann-Robertson-W alkeruniverse with nonva-

nishing spatialcurvature has a physicalcurvature scale

given by a(t)=jK j,where a(t)isthe cosm ic scale factor,

and K = � 1 or + 1 for an open or closed universe,re-

spectively. W ith K = � 1,the com oving curvature scale

isthussim ply + 1. From the Friedm ann equation itcan

further be shown that when K = � 1 the physicalcur-

vature scale willalways be larger than the Hubble dis-

tance,H � 1,forany cosm ologicalepoch. Eigenfunctions

of the Laplacian operator can be found for this back-

ground spacetim e with eigenvalue � (k=a)2,where (k=a)

is the inverse ofa physicallength: k=a = 2�=�ph,with

0 < k2 < 1 .M odeswith com oving wavenum berk2 > 1

thusvary on scalesshorterthan the com oving curvature

scale,and are labelled \subcurvature" m odes,whereas

m odeswith 0 < k2 < 1 correspond to \supercurvature"

m odes. (See,e.g.,[13].) (Note that tensor m odes can

havedi� erentvaluesfrom scalarm odes,such ask2 = � 3

for gravitationalwaves.[14{16]) In a  at universe,the

com ovingcurvaturescalerunso� to in� nity,so thereare

never supercurvature m odes. It is this di� erence from

the  atspace case thatwe exam ine here,forthe epoch

ofpreheating:even though 
 ! 1 atthe end ofthe sec-

ond round ofin ation,there willstillexist a com oving

curvaturelength scaleat+ 1,theexistenceofwhich m ay

changethe usualphysicsatthe tim e ofpreheating.

W e begin the study following the nucleation ofa sin-

gle bubble in the m idstofa sea ofde Sitter space false

vacuum . Inside the nucleated bubble,there is a nonva-

nishing scalar� eld potentialand a single relevantscalar

� eld to drivea second round ofin ation within thebub-

ble; both the single-� eld m odels ofopen in ation [1,2]

and Linde’s two-� eld \hybrid" open in ation m odel[3]
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� tsuch a description.Insidethebubble,theLagrangian

density can thusbe written:

L =
p
� g

�
1

16�G
R �

1

2
g
��
@�’@�’ � V (’)

�

; (1)

and the background spacetim etakesthe form [4]

ds
2 = � dt

2 + a
2(t)

�
d�

2 + sinh
2
�
�
d�

2 + sin2 �d�2
��
:

(2)

Ifwem akethe fam iliardecom position,

’(t;�;�;�)= ’o(t)+ ��(t;�;�;�); (3)

then the equation for the quantum  uctuations �� be-

com es

2 (��)�

�
@2V

@’2

�

’ o

(��)= 0: (4)

Switching to conform al tim e, d� = a� 1dt, and us-

ing the expression for the d’Alem bertian, 2’ =

(� g)� 1=2@�
�
(� g)1=2g��@�’

�
, then inside the bubble

equation (4)takesthe form :

"

@2

@�2
+ 2

a0

a

@

@�
� ~L2 + a

2

�
@2V

@’2

�

’ o

#

�� = 0; (5)

where prim es denote derivatives with respect to con-

form altim e, �, and ~L2 is the com oving Laplacian op-

erator. Eigenfunctions of ~L2 in the m etric of equa-

tion (2) have been studied by m any people (see, e.g.

[16,17]).Denotingtheseharm onicsasYklm (�;�;�),with
~L2Yklm = � k2Yklm ,then wem ay param etrizethe uctu-

ationsin term sofm odefunctionsas:

��k(�;�;�;�)=
1

a(�)
 (�)Yklm (�;�;�): (6)

(W e willnot need the explicit form ofthe Yklm ’s here,

which can be written in closed form in term s ofasso-

ciated Legendre polynom ials.[16]) Finally, if we write

(@2V=@’2)’ o
asM 2(’o),then theequation forthein a-

ton  uctuationsbecom es:

 
00
k �

a00

a
 k + k

2
 k + a

2M 2
 k = 0: (7)

(W e haveneglected the m etric perturbationswhich cou-

pleto  k,which should bea good approxim ation during

the reheating epoch;form ore on such m etric perturba-

tions,see[18].) In thispaper,wewillbe concerned with

thebehaviorofsolutionsofequation (7)aftertheend of

in ation,asthe in aton � eld ’o oscillatesnearthe m in-

im um ofitspotential.

In Section II,we brie y review the conditions under

which the oscillating in aton m ay decay resonantly into

bosons.In an open universe,with thepossibility ofpop-

ulating supercurvaturem odesduring thein aton’spara-

m etric resonance,we m ust pay closer attention than is

usually doneto theconditionsunderwhich thein aton’s

decay m ay be resonant:the harm onic relationsbetween

the frequency ofthe in aton’soscillation and the decay

products’m om enta are speci� ed here for allresonance

bands within the narrow resonance regim e. In Section

III,these resonance conditions are studied for the sim -

plestm odelofan in aton decaying into in aton bosons,

due to a ’4 self-coupling. As will be shown, in this

case no supercurvature m odes m ay be populated dur-

ing preheating,and there should be no deviation from

the usual at space case. The m odelis generalized in

Section IV to thecaseofan in aton decaying into a dis-

tinctspeciesofboson,viaYukawa and quarticcouplings,

and in these cases supercurvature m odes can be popu-

lated,ifthe m asses and couplings ofthe m odelsatisfy

certain relationshipsto very high accuracy.None ofthe

resonantbehaviorwilla� ectin aton decayintoferm ions,

becauseofFerm i-Diracstatistics,and wewillignoresuch

couplingshere.The resultsarediscussed in Section V.

II.P R EH EA T IN G A N D R ESO N A N T D EC A Y S

Near the m inim um ofits potential,the in aton will

begin to oscillate,and thiscan setup a param etric res-

onance in the in aton’s decay to bosons. [5] Assum -

ing that the frequency of the in aton’s oscillations is

greater than the Hubble param eter at this tim e, we

m ay neglectHubble expansion during the course ofthe

resonant decays. Then the in aton � eld oscillates as

’o(�)’ ’o cos(!osc�),where ’o isslowly decreasing on

the oscillation tim e-scale !� 1osc = (aem )
� 1. Here ae is a

constant giving the value ofthe cosm ic scale factor at

the end ofin ation. Note that (aeH e)
� 1 < 1,as will

be true forany cosm ologicalepoch in an open universe.

Hence,ourassum ption aboutthe frequency ofthe in a-

ton’soscillation translatesto (aem )
� 1 � (aeH e)

� 1 < 1,

oraem � 1.The M 2(’o)term then containstwo types

ofterm s,oscillatingand non-oscillating,andm aybewrit-

ten:

M 2(’o)= A + B cos(q!osc�); (8)

where A,B ,and q are determ ined by a given m odel’s

particularcouplings.The equation ofm otion forthe in-

 aton  uctuations,equation (7),then becom es:

 
00
k + !

2

k [1+ gcos(q!osc�)] k ’ 0;

!
2

k � k
2 + a

2

eA ; g � a
2

eB =!
2

k: (9)

This is now in the form ofthe M athieu equation,solu-

tionsofwhich revealexponentialinstabilitieswithin var-
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iousresonancebands.�

The narrow resonance regim e of equation (9), with

g < 1,can be studied perturbatively.The analyticanal-

ysisin [6,8,9]dem onstratesthatin thiscasethesolutions

are exponentially unstable in narrow resonance bands

nq!osc = 2!k �
1

2
j�nj,with j�nj< !k,and n a positive

integer.Each resonanceband with n > 1 correspondsto

keeping term s ofO (gn) in the solution to equation (9),

and the width ofeach successive resonance band in the

narrow resonanceregim eshrinksas[19]:

j�nj=
n2n� 3gn!k

23(n� 1)[(n � 1)!]
� bng

n
!k: (10)

Near the center ofeach resonance band,solutions take

the form

 
�

k;n
(�)’

exp(� s
(n)

k
�)

p
2!k

; (11)

with s
(n)

k
realand positive.M odeswith a given k2 slide

out ofthe resonance band due to the slow decrease of

’o,and hence ofg,due to scatteringsand back-reaction

e� ects. G iven such a tim e-dependence ofg,m odes will

only becom e resonantly am pli� ed ifthey initially satisfy

nq!osc = 2!k +
1

2
j�nj; (12)

m odes initially satisfying nq!osc = 2!k �
1

2
j�nj,on the

bottom edge of the resonance band, will not rem ain

within the band long enough to becom e am pli� ed. W e

willthusstudy equation (12)forvariousm odelsto deter-

m ine which areasofparam eterspace allow for the pro-

duction and am pli� cation ofsupercurvaturem odes.The

subcurvature m odes should behave as in the  at space

case,and hence wewillnottreatthem furtherhere.

Asdem onstrated explicitly in [9],including a nonzero

Hubble expansion during the period over which the in-

 aton oscillatesdoesnotchange the qualitative form of

thesesolutions,butm erely narrowsthewidth oftheres-

onance bands. Sim ilarly, including back-reaction and

rescattering e� ectsshould furtherdecrease the width of

each resonance band. [5,7,8,10,20,21]W e m ay accom -

m odate these e� ects by inserting a phenom enological

param eter �(�), with 0 < �(�) < 1, into the band

width, writing the width of each resonance band as

j�nj= bn�
n(�)gn!k,though we willset � = 1 in the

following.

The broad resonance regim e ofequation (9)(g � 1),

identi� ed in [5],hasbeen studied analytically in [10],and

�Asem phasized in [8,10],the exponentialinstabilities arise

forsolutionsofany di�erentialequation with periodic coe�-

cients,and arem oregeneralthan theparticularform ofequa-

tion (9).

also leadsto solutionsofthe form  
�

k;n
/ exp(� �

(n)

k
�),

with �
(n)

k
realand positive (and �

(n)

k
� s

(n)

k
). How-

ever,such a broad resonanceregim eisruled outform ost

quarticcouplings[10];and even form odelswith Yukawa

couplingsbetween the in aton and a distinctspecies of

boson, the coupling strength (and hence g) m ay not

be m ade arbitrarily large,because such large couplings

would interruptthe usualin ationary dynam icspriorto

the preheating epoch. Furtherm ore,the particles pro-

duced during a broad resonance have m uch higher m o-

m enta than particlesproduced in the narrow resonance

regim e,and hencenosupercurvaturem odesareexpected

to be populated from a broad resonance. Forthese rea-

sons,we willrestrictattention here to the narrow reso-

nanceregim eforeach ofthe m odelsstudied below.

III.IN FLA T O N D EC A Y IN T O IN FLA T O N

B O SO N S

In thissection,weconsidera m odelin which theoscil-

lating in aton � eld decaysinto in aton bosons,dueto a

’4 self-coupling.Nearthem inim um ofitspotential,any

m odelofopen in ation should assum e a generalchaotic

in ation form [22]:

V (’)=
1

2
m

2
’
2 +

1

4
�’

4
: (13)

In thiscase,the param etersin equation (9)becom e

!
2

k = k
2 + a

2

em
2 +

3

2
a
2

e�’o
2
; g =

3

2
a
2

e�’o
2
=!

2

k; (14)

or,com bining term s,

!
2

k =

�
k2 + a2em

2
�

(1� g)
: (15)

Note from the form ofg in equation (14) that g < 1

alwaysin this m odel: in the case ofin aton decay into

in aton bosons,the only possible resonances lie in the

narrow resonance regim e,and hence the explicitexpres-

sionsin section IIm ay beused.Finally,forthepotential

ofequation (13),the oscillating term in equation (9)os-

cillates at frequency 2!osc = 2aem ,or q = 2,after use

hasbeen m adeofa double-angleform ula forcos2(!osc�).

G iven thataem � 1,weneed only considerwavenum -

bers in the range 0 < k � aem in our search for any

supercurvature m odes which m ay be resonantly am pli-

� ed during preheating.De� ning

‘�
k

aem
; (16)

then equation (12)becom es:

2

�

n
p
1� g� 1�

1

4
bng

n

�

=

�

‘
2 �

1

4
‘
4 + O (‘6)

��

1+
1

4
bng

n

�

: (17)
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K eeping only the lowest-orderterm sin ‘,thisgives

k
2

res ’ 2a2em
2

�
4n
p
1� g� 4� bng

n

4+ bng
n

�

: (18)

W hen n = 1, the quantity on the righthand side of

equation (18) is negative,revealing that neither super-

curvature nor subcurvature m odes willbe am pli� ed in

the lowest resonance band when k < aem . For n > 1,

the approxim ation ‘ � 1 is violated, and thus equa-

tion (18)cannotbeused to study resonantsubcurvature

m odes.Instead,itcan easily bedem onstrated thatwhen

‘> 1 (and henceforsubcurvaturem odesonly),resonant

m odescorrespond to

kres ’
n
p
1� g

2
aem

"

1�

s

1�
22

n2(1� g)

#

+ O (k‘� 2);

 � 1+
1

4
bng

n � 1; (19)

again revealingthatno consistentsolution (with kres real

and positive)m ay be found forn = 1.Thus,forthe po-

tentialofequation (13),only subcurvature m odes m ay

be am pli� ed during preheating,and only in the narrow

resonanceregim ewith n � 2.

Forthis particularpotential,a lim it on g m ay be set

by the independent constraints on m and � from ob-

served m icrowave background anisotropies: � � 10� 14,

and m =M pl� 10� 6.[18]An upperbound m ay beplaced

on ’o by equatingthiswith thevalueof’o oncein ation

ends,thatis,oncetheslow-rollconditionsareviolated,at

@2V=@’2 ’ 24�M
� 2

pl
V . Thisgives’o � 0:16M pl (using

the constraintson � and m ),or�’o
2=m 2 � 2:6� 10� 4,

guaranteeing thatg � 4� 10� 4.W ith so sm alla g,res-

onance bands with n > 2 are unlikely to produce large

occupation num bersofin aton bosons,and theresonant

decay ofthe in aton m ay be ratherine� cient in trans-

ferring the energy density ofthe decaying in aton � eld

into boson decay products. Such tight constraints on

thepotential’sparam etersareabsentin thecaseofin a-

ton decay into a distinctspeciesofboson,assum ing that

the second boson � eld is unim portant during the in a-

tionary phase(when theprim ordialdensity perturbation

spectrum is determ ined). It is to these m odels that we

now turn.

IV .IN FLA T O N D EC A Y IN T O A D IST IN C T

B O SO N SP EC IES

In the caseofin aton decaysinto a distinctspeciesof

boson,�,wem ay study a potentialofthe form :

V (’;�)=
1

2
m

2
’
2 +

1

2
m

2

��
2 + �’�

2 + �
2

�’
2
�
2
: (20)

In supersym m etric m odels,these couplings willsatisfy

� = 2��m . [21]W riting � = a� 1(�)f(�)Yplm (~x), the

equation for f(�) willassum e the sam e form as equa-

tion (7),with M 2 ! @2V=@�2 = m 2
� + 2�’ + 2�2�’

2.

Again taking !� 1osc = (aem )
� 1 � (aeH )� 1,the �-m odes

willobey:

f
00
k + !

2

� [1+ h1 cos(2!osc�)+ h2 cos(!osc�)]fk ’ 0;

!
2

� � k
2 + a

2

em
2

� + a
2

e�
2

�’o
2
;

h1 � a
2

e�
2

�’o
2
=!

2

� ; h2 � 2a2e�’o=!
2

�: (21)

Notefrom theform ofh1 thath1 < 1 always,so only the

narrow resonance regim e is viable for the quartic cou-

pling. Ifwe � rst consider h2 ! 0,and ifthe m ass dif-

ference between the in aton and the � boson is sm all,

then m odes with k � aem � willbecom e exponentially

am pli� ed in bandscentered on:

k
2

res ’ 2a2em
2

�

�
4n(m =m �)

p
1� h1 � 4� bnh

n
1

4+ bnh
n
1

�

: (22)

The next orderterm is ofO (k4a� 2e m � 2
� ),which willbe

com pletely negligible if 0 < k2 < 1 and aem � � 1.

Though theform ofequation (22)fork2res looksquitesim -

ilar to the corresponding expression for ’ ! ’ decays,

equation (18), there are im portant di� erences. First,

there are now two free param eters, (m =m �) and h1,

rather than only the single free param eter g in equa-

tion (18). Second,the coupling constant�� (and hence

h1)isnotlim ited directly by today’sobserved m icrowave

background spectrum ,becauseitisassum ed thatthe �-

� eld plays no role during in ation, so h1 need not be

constrained to h1 � O (10� 4) as g is. Finally,the ra-

tio (m =m �)m ay be eithergreaterorlessthan unity:as

noted in [5],itispossibleforthein aton to decay into a

particleheavierthan itselfduringtheresonantpreheating

stage (a decay which is kinem atically forbidden accord-

ing to non-resonantBorn theory).Thus,supercurvature

m odes willbe produced and resonantly am pli� ed in a

resonanceband n� which satis� es

0<

�
8n�(m =m �)

p
1� h1 � 8� 2bn�h

n�
1

4+ bn�h
n�
1

�

< (aem �)
� 2

:

(23)

Ifae � e65 � 1028,then thisisa very tiny window:the

resonant production of supercurvature m odes requires

thatthem assesand couplingsofthepotentialobey cer-

tain interrelationshipsto exponentialaccuracy.Still,by

exploiting the freedom in (m =m �)and ��,itispossible

to arrangeforsuch conditionsto bem et(and thenearly-

exactcancellation ofcom binationsofparam etersisnotin

itselfforeign to particlephysics).Furtherm ore,ifn� = 1

and h1 � 1,then allhigher(subcurvature)m odescould

falloutside ofresonance bands,leaving only the super-

curvature m odes to be produced and am pli� ed at the

preheating stage. Note that ifm � � m ,then equation

(22)isinappropriate,and only subcurvature m odeswill

beam pli� ed atpreheating.O therresonantsubcurvature

4



m odes,with k > aem �, m ay be found analogously to

equation (19),and willnotbe pursued here.

Sim ilarly,ifh1 ! 0 and the Yukawa coupling in equa-

tion (20)isactive (h2 6= 0),then supercurvature m odes

willbe produced resonantly in a resonanceband n� if

0 <

�
4n�(m =m �)� 8� 2bn�h

n�
2

4+ bn�h
n�
2

�

< (aem �)
� 2

(24)

in the narrow resonance regim e, up to term s of

O (k4a� 2e m � 2
� ). Again,the pair ofparam eters (m =m �)

and � m ay be tuned to satisfy this condition, and if

n� = 1 and h2 � 1,then the production and am pli� ca-

tion ofsupercurvaturem odeswilldom inatethepreheat-

ing phase.Asfortheh1 case,ifm � � m orifk > aem �,

then only subcurvature m odes willbe produced atpre-

heating.

Care m ust thus be taken to identify the (m odel-

dependent) dom inant decay channelofthe in aton,es-

pecially ifthetwo couplingsin equation (20)arein com -

petition with the in aton self-coupling in equation (13).

The conditions under which the supercurvature m odes

m ay becom e am pli� ed and dom inate the production of

subcurvaturem odesduringthepreheatingphasedepends

sensitively upon thecouplingsand m assscalesofthede-

caying in aton and itsdecay-productbosons.Note that

although k2res ! 0 forthesesupercurvaturem odes,there

isno infrared catastrophe,sinceevery resonanceband in

the narrow resonanceregim ehasa � nite band width.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

W hatdo theseexponentially am pli� ed supercurvature

m odesrepresent? In the usual atspacepreheating sce-

nario,narrow resonancem odessim ply correspond to the

production oflow-m om entum (sm allk)particles,whose

occupation num bersm ay be estim ated with the aid ofa

Bogolyubov transform ation. Yet in the open universe,

such sm all-k m odes can stretch beyond the curvature

scale (and hence beyond the horizon),and no particle

interpretation m ay be given to them . (Thisisa speci� c

exam pleofhow tenuousthe notion of\particle" can be-

com e in generalcurved spacetim es.[23])y Instead,they

willcontribute to (very)long-wavelength curvature per-

turbations,akin to supercurvaturem odesproduced dur-

ing in ation [14{16],though theirevolution willbecom -

plicated by the highly non-adiabatic nature of the re-

heating epoch. The detailed evolution ofthese m odes

y
Aspointed outin [13],supercurvaturem odesshould beab-

sent from the m ode expansion of any quantum �eld in its

vacuum state, since any square-integrable function m ay be

de�ned com pletely in term sofsubcurvature m odes;the pro-

duction ofsupercurvature m odes at preheating is consistent

with the inaton’s departure from the pure vacuum state at

thattim e.

m ay be tracked using the m ethods of [18], though it

is unlikely that they willcontribute greatly to any ob-

served m icrowave background anisotropies today,given

theirvery long correlation lengths[13];thisisa subject

offurtherstudy.

Rather,their m ost dram atic role could be in chang-

ing thetherm alhistory im m ediately following reheating:

the new reheating scenario depends upon the explosive

production of particles, far from therm al equilibrium ;

these decay products then therm alize via interactions

on a (potentially) quite di� erent tim e-scale. W hen the

occupation num bersofout-of-equilibrium decay-product

particles becom es quite large,this opens up the possi-

bility for such m icrophysicalprocesses as non-therm al

phase transitions [24],preheating-induced supersym m e-

try breaking [25],and G UT-scale baryogenesis[26]. Yet

the foregoing analysis revealsthat in an open universe,

the(resonant)preheating production ofparticlesm ay be

eithertotallyabsentorstronglydiluted,duetosom epor-

tion ofthe in aton’senergy density being ‘siphoned o� ’

into supercurvaturem odes.Form odelsin which theres-

onantproduction ofsubcurvaturem odesissubdom inant,

thein aton willstilldecayintoparticlesand populatethe

universe following the end ofthe resonance regim e,ac-

cording to theprocessesoftheoldertheory ofreheating.

Ifthisresonantproduction ofsupercurvaturem odesand

non-resonantproduction ofparticlesbecom esthe dom i-

nant e� ect,then these other m icrophysicalprocesses in

the post-preheating epoch m ay need to be reconsidered.

G iven theexponentially tiny supercurvatureresonance

regim esin equations(22)and (24),however,itisrather

unlikely (though stillpossible) that the supercurvature

m odesfrom the resonant’ ! � decayswould dom inate

the preheating epoch. And such m odes are com pletely

absent from a strictly ’ ! ’ preheating epoch. Thus,

large deviations from preheating scenarios in  at space

areunlikely to appearform odelsofopen in ation.

Finally,as noted in the conclusion in [9],for m odels

with non-m inim ally coupled scalar � elds which recover

the Einstein-Hilbertgravitationalaction nearthe end of

in ation (e.g.,m odels ofthe form studied in [27]),the

analysisofreheating carriesoverunchanged. Thus,the

recentopen in ation m odelbasedon induced-gravitythe-

ory [28]should display the sam e resonance featuresand

supercurvaturem odesasanalyzed above.
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