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In theselectures1 wedwellupon thecosm ologicalcorner-stonesoftheVery Early Universe
(VEU)theory: Param etric Am pli�cation E�ect (PAE) responsible forthe generation ofPri-
m ordialCosm ologicalPerturbations(PCPs),Chaoticand StochasticIn
ation,PrincipalTests
ofVEU,and others.

1 Introduction

A greatsuccessofVEU theory asthetheory ofthebeginning oftheBig Bang,isrelated to its
sem iclassicalnatureallowingtooperateproductively in term sofclassicalspace-tim e�lled with
quantum physical�elds(including thegravitationalperturbations).It(VEU theory)connects
like a bridge the theory ofour Universe based on the Friedm ann m odel(FU),with theories
ofEverything (TOE) essentially em ploying quantized gravity (stillvery am biguous). This
connection isalreadyrealized itselfin theim portantunderstandingthatthequasi-hom ogeneous
and isotropic state of the Universe on the horizon scale (on one side) and the prim ordial
cosm ologicalperturbationswhich gave a birth to the Universe structure on sm allerscales(on
the otherside)are justtwo featuresin the low-energy lim itofsom e theory ofVEU based on
a m odelofthe in
ationary Universe (IU).Up to now we have no alternative to the In
ation
resulting in the cold rem nantswhich we observe today asthe m icro and m acro worlds,which
iscom m only considered asa necessary elem entand the probetestofhigh energy physicsand
any TOE.

W e should begin from the priorities when discussing VEU theory: whether to start from
cosm ologicalorparticle physics standards. The particle physics is notyet �xed wellathigh
energies: to follow this direction today m eans to start from N particle and m odi�ed gravity
theorieswhere N isa big num ber,and then to build up N in
ationary m odelsbased on them .
Forthisreason,ratherpreferablenow seem stheinvestigation ofcosm ologically standard VEU
theoriesbased ofthreestandard points:

(i) setting som ecosm ologicalpostulateswithin GeneralRelativity (GR);

(ii) deriving thetheory from thesepostulates,and

(iii) confronting thetheory predictionswith observations.
1Published in: "Cosm ology: The Physics ofthe Universe",eds B.A.Robson et al.,W orld Scienti�c,213

(1996),and \Cosm ology and G ravitation,II",ed.M .Novello,EditionsFrontieres,288 (1996)
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On thisway,which Iwillfollow in theselectures,weareindependentofthefutureparticle
physics and,thus,m ay try to �nd som e basic properties and principalfeatures ofthe VEU
theory (tested by observations!) which stay independentoftheparticlephysicsuncertaintiesas
well.W eknow twogood exam plesofsuch kind theories.The�rstistheFriedm ann-Robertson-
W olkelm odelwhich hasensured thegreatsuccessoftheobservationaland theoreticalcosm ol-
ogy,justbased on the cosm ologicalpostulate (the hom ogeneity and isotropy ofthe 3-space).
The second is PAE,the theory ofgeneration ofPCPs which gave birth to the Large Scale
Structure(LSS)oftheUniverse,justbased on thelinearperturbation theory in FU.

RegardingtheVEU ourgoalwould beto�nd thebasicsforIU in GR which could createthe
Friedm annian region welivein now (which,in itsturn,would providefortheinitialconditions
forboth ourexam ples,the FU and PAE theories). The answer which we know today isthe
m odelofChaotic In
ation based on the assum ptions ofexistence ofin
aton (the scalar�eld
weakly coupled toallotherphysical�eld)and thestart-in
ation-condition postulating aquasi-
hom ogeneousspatialdistribution ofthe initialin
aton in a Com pton-wavelength region (i.e.,
in the�nite-scaleregion!A greatstep in com parison with theFU cosm ologicalpostulate!).

Below,ourlectureswillbegrouped in fourparts.The�rstisdevoted to thePAE ofscalar
perturbations in FU (Lukash 1980). Next,we consider the cosm ologicalapplications to the
scatteringproblem and chaoticin
ation (Lukash & Novikov 1992).In thethird partwepresent
som e recentdevelopm entsofthe theory ofchaotic and stochastic in
ation proposed by Linde
(1983,1986).ThelastChapterdealswith theproblem oftestingand confrontingthesetheories
with observations.

Certainly,we do not pretend to cover allthe corresponding references and give a review
ofallrecentideas and speculations in VEU theories. Ourm ain goalhere isto present som e
basic properties ofVEU which seem today m ore or less settled and independent offuture
theoreticalconstructions.W etrytoconsiderthesim plestm athem aticm odelspayingparticular
attention to the physicalm eaning ofthe e�ects considered. Som e necessary m athem atical
calculationsare given in three Appendices. Hereafter,ourunitsim ply c= 8�G = �h = 1 and
H o = 100hkm s� 1M pc� 1.

2 Param etric A m pli�cation E�ect

The form ation ofthe structure ofthe Universe is one ofthe fundam entalproblem s ofthe
m odern Cosm ology. The two following propertiesofthe presentUniverse are very im portant
in understanding thephysicsofitsearly expansion.

(i) High degreeofhom ogeneity and isotropy atlargescales(��=�<� 10
� 4 on thecosm ological

horizon)along with a well-developed structureon scaleslessthan 0.01 ofthehorizon.

(ii) High speci�centropy (N 
=N b ’ 109)along with them ean baryon density being lessthan
� 10% ofthecriticvalue(
b<� 0:1).

Property (i)provesthatthelargescalestructureoftheUniverse(galaxies,clustersand su-
percluster)stem m ed from initially sm allam plitudeperturbationsofhom ogeneousand isotropic
cosm icm edium sinceitisthesm allperturbation thatm ay grow up to theorderofunity (and
then form gravitationally bounded object)only when the horizon becom esm any tim eslarger
than itslinearscale.W edo notknow yetwhetherPCPsform ed togetherwith the cosm ologi-
calFriedm ann m odelatPlanckian curvaturesofwhetherthey originated in theprocessofthe
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hom ogeneous and isotropic expansion which is described by the ClassicalGeneralRelativity
(CGR).In the �rst case we have no theory. However,an im portant pointis thatthe quasi-
Friedm annian Cauchy-hypersurfaceisalready aclassicalobjectafterPlanckian tim e.So,ifthe
PCPsarem adeevolutionary and theirscaleslessthan theFriedm ann-hypersurface scalethen
they arelikely toform atasem iclassicalstagewhen thelarge-scalegravity wasgoverned by the
CGR equations.W eknow oneexam pleofthiskind -itisin
ation:galaxy-scalePCPsform at
thevery latestagesofthein
ationary expansion when theFriedm annian Cauchy-hypersurface
(which form sthe background ofourlocalUniverse today)hasbeen already prepared by the
in
ation. Below,we willdevelop the theory ofsm allpotential(scalar) PCPs assum ing the
existence ofFriedm ann background m odel.

Also,itisquiteevidentthatby noprocesscould theUniversebeborn strictly hom ogeneous
and isotropic: there alwaysexistquantum 
uctuationsofm etric and physical�elds,the seed

uctuationscould be ofstatistical,random characterorthey m ightbe therm al,etc. An im -
portantpointhere isasfollows: the inevitable m inim um levelofseed initialperturbationsis
alwaysm aintained by thequantum point-zero 
uctuationsofa quasi-hom ogeneousgravitating
m edium which basestheFriedm ann spatialslice.

Oneofthebasicim plicationsofproperty (ii)isthatin thepasttheUniversewashotand its
expansion wasgoverned bythegravitational�eld ofintensively interactingrelativisticparticles.
Atthisstage the m atterrepresented to high degree ofaccuracy a hydrodynam ic perfect
uid
with equation ofstatep= �=3 (TheHotFriedm ann Universe,HFU).

Sm allperturbationsofsuch radiationally dom inated gravitating
uid aresound wavesprop-
agatingthroughthem atterwithaconstantam plitude(adiabaticdecreaseofthewaveam plitude
due to the Universe expansion isexactly com pensated in thissituation by the increase ofthe
am plitudegained dueto thepressuregradientin thecom oving to thewavefrontreferencesys-
tem ).M athem atically,such perturbationsin theexpanding Universearegoverned by thesam e
equation asthatfortheacousticperturbationsofa non-gravitating hom ogeneousstaticterm al
bath in the
atM inkowskispace-tim e(conform alinvariance).A deep physicsisbehind it:no
new phonons,cosm ologicalpotentialperturbations,can be produced during the expansion of
thehotUniverse.

Forthe realgeneration ofPCPs to occurin the early Universe,one hasto rejectthe hot
equation ofstate (p = �=3) at som e expansion epoch,which can be done in principle only
in VEU before the prim ordialheating ofcosm ic m atterto high relativistic tem peratures. In
this case,as we shallsee below,the num ber ofphonons is not conserved and new phonons
(the density perturbations) can be created in the course ofthe expansion. The m echanism
ispurely classicaland worksasparam etric am pli�cation:energy oflarge-scale non-stationary
gravitationalpotentialispum ped to theenergy ofsm all-scaleperturbations(likenew photons
arecreated in an electrom agnetic resonatorwhen itssizechangesin non-adiabaticway).This
e�ect,which we willgenerally call"param etric am pli�cation e�ect",hasnothing to do with
Jeansinstability:actually itistheCGR-e�ectsince thetypicalscalesto beam pli�ed arejust
the cosm ologicalhorizon (and the e�ect involves the light velocity and gravitationalfunda-
m entalconstants).Beforewepresentthem athem aticalform alism thephysicalm eaning ofthe
param etricam pli�cation isdiscussed in thenextSection.

2.1 PhysicalM eaning ofthe Param etric A m pli�cation

Thetheory ofsm allperturbationsin theFU wasconstructed by Lifshitzin 1946.According to
thistheory therearethreetypesofperturbationsofthehom ogeneousisotropicm odel:density
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(potential)perturbations,vortex perturbationsand gravitationalwaves.W eareinterested now
in the �rsttype ofperturbations,potentialperturbations,because they are related to galaxy
form ation.

Letusconsiderthespatially Euclidean background m odel:

ds
2 = dt

2
� a

2
d~x

2 = a
2
�

d�
2
� d~x

2
�

; (1)

where a is the scale factor which is a function oftim e,tand � are universaland conform al
tim esrespectively,

� =
Z
dt

a
(2)

Itisusualto presentthedensity perturbations�� in a Fourierexpansion

� =
1

(2�)3=2

Z

d
3~k�~ke

i~k~x
; (3)

where � = ��=(� + p)(m ore rigorous de�nition which m akes � = �(t;~x) the gauge invariant
function is given lateron). Here,the wavenum ber k = j~kjand the physicalwavelength � =
2�a=k:

Also weshallusetheperturbation scale

lk =
�

2
=
�a

k
; (4)

and thehorizon scale2

lH = H
� 1 =

a

_a
(5)

Thelatterisa typicalscaleofthecausally connected region during theevolution tim escaleof
thea-function.(Dotisthederivativeovertheuniversaltim e(_)= d

dt
):

W e consider here only hom ogeneous and isotropic states ofthe perturbation �elds (ran-
dom spatialphase �elds). Theirim portantcharacteristic isa power spectrum ofthe density
perturbations� 2

k:
k3

2�2
h�~k�

�
~k
0i= � 2

k �(~k� ~k
0

); (6)

wherebracketsh:::im ean averageoverthe�eld state,�(~k� ~k
0

)isthe3-dim ensional�-function
and (�) is the com plex conjugate. This spectrum determ ines the second correlation ofthe
density perturbations

�(r)= h�(t;~x)�(t;~x + ~r)i=
1Z

o

dk

k
� 2

k

sin(kr)

kr
; (7)

wherer= j~rj.Alltheodd correlationsareidentically zero.TheGaussian �eldswhich arethe
particularcasesoftherandom �elds,can betotally described only by thiscorrelation function
(allhigherordercorrelationsare negligible in linearapproxim ation).Eq.(7)also clari�esthe
physicalsense ofthe powerspectrum . The am plitudes� k are justthe corresponding density
perturbationsin the scale interval�k � k around k,they are additive (the totalpower isa
sum ofthepartialonesoverallscales):

h�
2
i=

X

�k� k

� 2

k

2Forbrevity,wereferto the Hubble scaleH � 1 ashorizon,although itisnottechnically correct.
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Letusnow consider the hotUniverse (HFU)when equation ofstate was 3 p = �=3. The
solution for� k is

� 2

k = (c1(k)f1(�))
2 + (c2(k)f2(�))

2
; (8)

where

� = !� �
lH

lk
�

t

lk
� a � t

1=2
;! =

k
p
3
;

f1(�)= � cos� + 2
�
sin�

�
+
cos� � 1

�2

�

;

f2(�)= sin� + 2
�
cos�

�
�
sin�

�2

�

;

and c1;2(k)are the am plitudes ofthe growing and decaying m odes respectively . The sound
velocity here is � = 1=

p
3 ’ 1,so,� function presents a ratio ofthe sound pass during the

cosm ologicaltim e t to the perturbation scale lk which is about the horizon to perturbation
scaleratio.

Theperturbationsofthegravitationalpotentialorm etricperturbationsareasfollows(exact
de�nitionsaregiven below):

h1 = c1
1� cos�

�2
for the growing m ode;

h2 = c2
sin�

�2
for the decaying m ode (9)

An im portantfeatureoftheseperturbationsisthefollowing.Neithergrowing nordecaying
m odesincrease catastrophically in tim e.Both ofthem aredescribed by sin and cosfunctions,
so,ifc1 and c2 arelessthan unity (and itshould bethisway,otherwiseh1;2 would belargeat
sm allertim e)then both thesem odesarejustsound waveswith constantin tim eam plitudesc1
and c2 and with di�erenttim ephases.

Firstofall,thisresultm eansthattheHFU isabsolutely gravitationally stableagainstsm all
perturbations: ifinitialperturbations are less than unity then they rem ain sm allforever till
equation p= �=3 holds.

A m ore elegantproofofthisim portantconclusion m ay be done with help ofthe q-scalar
(Lukash,1980)which is,generally,gauge invariantcom bination ofm attervelocity and grav-
itationalperturbation potentials. Below,we shallsee thatpotentialperturbationsin FU are
totallydescribed bythisscalar(and back:allm atterand m etricperturbationscan beexpressed
asfunctionsofq). The physicalm eaning ofthe q-scalareasily followsfrom itsde�nition: for
largescale,lk > lH ; q ism ainly thegravitationalpotential(m attere�ectsarenotim portant),
whileinsidehorizon,lk < lH ,gravitationalperturbationsarenegligibleand qisjustthem atter
(velocity)potential.

In theHFU theq-�eld obeysthefollowing equation:

�q+ 3H _q�
1

3a2
�q= 0; (10)

where H = _a=a isthe Hubble function and � = @ 2=@~x2 isthespatialLaplacian.Transform a-
tions �q= aq; (0)= d=d� = ad=dtreduceeq.(10)to (note,thata � � forHFU)

�q
00

�
1

3
��q= 0; (11)

3In ourunitsthe energy density and m atterdensity arethe sam efunctions,� = �c2 = �.
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which isjustthenon-gravitating acousticwaveequation in the
atspacetim e(�;x):

�qk � c1sin� + c2cos�: (12)

Eqs.(1,10,11,12)indicatetheconform alinvarianceofpotentialperturbationsin HFU and,
as a result,the conservation ofthe adiabatic invariant | the totalnum ber ofphonons,the
sound wave quanta | which provesthe stability ofthe HFU expansion againstsm allm atter
perturbations 4. Note in this connection that gravitationalwaves have a sim ilar invariance
property (seeGrichshuk 1974)butwedo notdiscussthem here.

The lum psofthe m atterin these sound wavesstartgrowing only afterthe equality epoch
(lH � 104yrs) when the non-relativistic particles becom e to dom inate in the expansion and
thepressure fallsdown in com parison with thetotaldensity.Thisprocessdevelopsdueto the
Jeansgravitationalinstability causing the fragm entation ofthe m edium into separate bodies
atthelatestagesoftheexpansion (lH � 109 � 1010yrs).

W e shallnotdiscusshere these late processesofgalaxy form ation. Forusthe following is
im portant:fortheform ation oflargestructures(superclustersand clusters),weneed ade�nite
am plitudeofthesound waves� 10� 4 � 10� 5 in thelinearscaleswhich encom passthenum ber
ofbaryonsbig enough forthesestructuresform ation.So,c1 or/and c2 m ustbeoftheorderof
10� 4 on thesescales.

Itisa very seriousdem and on theinitialperturbations.Indeed,when tissm all,� � 1,we
have(seeeqs.(9,12)):

c1 � 1;

c2 � �: (13)

From these expressions we can see thatc2 m ustbe extrem ely sm alland cannotbe ofthe
orderof10� 4.So,weneed in factthefollowing equationsto bem etfor� � 1:

(i)c1 � c2;

(ii)c1 � 10� 4: (14)

Butboth ofthem look very strange.
Indeed,any generalnaturalinitialconditions assum e a random tim e phase state for the

seed 
uctuations
c1 = c2 � 1: (15)

E.g.,the�rsteq.in (15)holdsforvacuum ortherm al
uctuations.M oreofthat,any natural

uctuationsin hotgravitatingm edium im ply thatc1 and c2 aredozersordersofm agnitudeless
than 10� 4.

Thelastpointisdem onstrated with help ofthefollowing exam ple.Letussupposethatthe
origin tim eofthe
uctuationsisthePlanckian oneand letusdenotek = 1 forlpl.Then on the
galactic scale kgal � 10� 26. Now,letustake a therm al
uctuation spectrum atthism om ent

4W e do notgo into furtherdetailaboutthisstability e�ectsince we have em phasized itm any tim esin our

previouslectures. M ention only thatthe increase in tim e ofthe density contrastat� < 1 (see eq. (8))which

som epeopleinterpretasan instability period,sim ply correspondstotheperiod oftim eofthem onotonicchange

ofthe oscillatory function. (None ofthe sin-oscillationsm anage for� < 1). Thus,to speak on the instability

in thiscase isasincorrectasto speak on the instability ofa m athem aticalpendulum when itm oves,say,out

ofitsstable pointforthe tim e which islessthan the oscillatory period. Returning to ourcase,note thatthe

potentialenergy ofsuch a pendulum at� < 1 isallin the gravity (see eqs.(9)).The Jeansthinking failshere

becausethe � < 1 region ispurely relativisticone.
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with thePlanckian tem peratureand,thus,them axim um atl� lpl.Then theam plitudeofthe
perturbationsfork < 1 would be proportionalto k3=2 and,on the galactic scale,itwould be
� 10� 40.So,c1 hasto be� 10� 40 and itis35 ordersofm agnitudelessthan weneed.

Ourresultsarethefollowing:

1) The classicalcosm ology ofthe hotVEU has principaldi�culties in the explanation of
origin ofthePCPs.Both requirem entsprovided by eqs.(14)forthelargescalestructure
form ation,cannotbenaturally explained within thefram eworksoftheHFU.

2) ToaccountfortheappearanceofthePCPsatthehotUniverseexpansion period weneed,
asa necessary condition,to rejectthe p = �=3 equation ofstate atthe VEU stage.The
m odern cosm ology providesfora variety ofthepossibilitiesofsuch type:from quantum -
gravitye�ectstovacuum phasetransitions,cosm icstrings,textures,etc.Hereweconsider
them ostgeneralconditionsfortheparam etricam pli�cation e�ectappearing in theories
with onescalar�eld ’ coupled to gravity in them inim alway.

Param etricam pli�cation m eanstheproduction ofthegravitatingpotentialinhom ogeneities
(PCPs) in a non-stationary gravitationalbackground ofthe expanding Universe: large scale
dynam icgravitational�eld param etricallycreates(am pli�es)thesm allscaleperturbation�elds.
M athem atically,potentialperturbationsofFU with a generalexpansion law are governed by
the q-scalarwhich,afterthe conform altransform ations (q ! �q;t! �),m eets the following
equation:

2 ��q= U �q; (16)

where2 � = @2=@�2� �2�isthelight(� = 1)orsound type(� < 1)d’Alam bertian operatorin
theconform alspacetim e and U = U(�)isthee�ective potentialofq-�eld,which isa function
oftheexpansion rateoftheFU.Eq.(16)isa typeoftheparam etricequation in m athem atical
analysiscapable to am plify the �eldswith scalesk <

� U
1=2 which are usually outside orabout

thehorizon size(i.e.,in thepurely relativisticregion).
Say,forthem asslessscalar�eld ’ with m inim alcouplingthee�ectivepotentialisU = a

00

=a,
thus,thetypicalfrequency isjustthehorizon one(seeeq.(16)):

U 1=2

a
=
(a2H _)

1=2

a
= H

 

2�
dlH

dt

! 1=2

� H : (17)

Forthe HFU,(a � �),the e�ective potentialisidentically zero U = 0,which reduceseq.
(16)toeqs.(11,12)considered before.In thiscasewecan de�nethevacuum stateoftheq-�eld
for allspatialfrequencies and introduce,for instance,a standard technics for the scattering
problem with jiniand jouti,vacua,and so on,to see how m any phononsare spontaneously
created during expansion,which aretheirspectrum ,etc.

Furtherapplicationsdepend on thesign ofthesecond derivative oftheinitialscalefactor.
The point is that this sign can give us the idea about which scale expands faster: the

perturbation scalelk orthehorizon lH (seeeqs.(4,5)).Indeed,the�rstderivativeoftheirratio
isjustproportionalto thesecond derivativeofthescalefactor:

 
lk

lH

! :

� �a: (18)

So,if�a < 0atthebeginning,then thegalacticscalesarefound initially outsidethehorizon,
and the Cauchy initialdata should be setup outside the horizon aswell. On the contrary,if
�a > 0,then theinitialconditionsforthescalesofinterestcan besetup insidethehorizon.
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W e shallinvestigate both cases. The qualitative resultisasfollows: undernaturalinitial
conditions m et by eq. (15) (e.g.,jini vacuum state for the q-�eld) it is the growing m ode
ofperturbations that is �nally created in the jouti state due to the param etric e�ect. So,
theresulting perturbation �eld isdescribed by the�rstlineofeq.(14)with thec1(k)spectrum
depending on theexpansion factorbehaviourattim eperiod when theparam etricam pli�cation
condition wasm et(k � U1=2 � aH ).

TheLagrangian theoryand thequantization ofpotentialperturbationsin FU areconsidered
below.Thenextchapterdealswith som ecosm ologicalapplications.

2.2 Lagrangian T heory and Perturbations

Letusconsidera scalar�eld ’ = ’(xi)with the Lagrangian density depending on ’ and its
�rstderivativesin thefollowing generalform :

L = L(w;’); w
2 = ’;i’

;i= ’;i’;kg
ik
; (19)

Theaction ofthegravitating ’ �eld isasfollows:

W [’;gik]=
Z

(L �
1

2
R)
p
� g d

4
x; (20)

wheregik and R ik arethem etricand Riccitensorsrespectively,R = R i
i;g = det(gik).Variations

ofeq.(20)over’ and gik in extrem um givetheclasicalequationsofm otionsofthe’ �eld
�
n

w
’
;i

�

;i

+ n� = 0; (21)

and ofthegravitational�eld created by the’-�eld-source

G ik = Tik; Tik =
n

w
’;i’;k � gikL; (22)

where n = @L=@w,n� = � @L=@’,Gik = R ik � Rgik=2 and (;) isthe covariantderivative in
m etricgik.Note,thateq.(21)can beobtained from theBianchiidentitiesTk

i;k = 0,aswell.
Usefulconstructionsarethecom oving (to ’-�eld)energy density and thetotalpressure of

the’ �eld
� = Tik’

;i
’
;k
=w

2 = nw � L;

p=
1

3
(� � T)= L; (23)

whereT = Ti
i.Also,thefollowing equationsarevalued

� + p= nw; �
� 2 =

w

n

@2L

@w 2
=

@lnn

@lnw
;

m
2 = �

w

n

@2L

@’2
; �=

w

n

@2L

@w@’
= w

@lnn

@’
: (24)

(Functionsm 2 and �2 can benegative).
W hen consideringlinearperturbation theory’ and gik arepresented assum sofsom eknown

functions(thebackground (o)solution)and sm allperturbations� and hik:

’ = ’
(o)+ �; g

ik = g
ik(o)

� h
ik
: (25)
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Below,we consider the classicalbackgrounds (eqs. (21,22) are m et autom atically in (o)
order)and theperturbationscan bequantum ones.

The Lagrangian ofperturbation �eld isgotby expanding the integrand ofeq. (20)up to
thesecond orderin � and hik with thetotaldivergentterm sexcluded (seeAppendix A):

W
(2)[�;hki]=

Z

L
(2)
p
� go d

4
x;

L
(2) = L

(2)(v; k
i)=

� + p

2
[viv

i+ �
2(�� 2 � 1)� 2vi 

i
ku

k + v(� � m
2
v+ 2��)]+

+
� � p

2
( ik 

ik
�
1

2
 
2)+

1

8
( ik;l 

ik;l
� 2 ik;l 

il;k
�
1

2
 ;l 

;l); (26)

where v = �=w;vi = v;i + v(w;i=w),ui = ’
(o)

;i =w
(o),� = viu

i� hiku
iuk=2 = �w=w, ki =

hki � h�ki=2,h = hii = �  .(Hereafterallm anipulationswith indecesarecarried outwith help

ofthe background m etric tensors g(o)ik and gik(o),and background index (o) is om itted where
possible).Obviously,

�p

� + p
= � � �v;

��

� + �
= �

� 2
� + (� + �)v: (27)

The clasical�eld equations which couple the m etric and scalarperturbations,can be ob-
tained eitherwhen the �rstvariationsofthe action (26)are taken equalto zero or,directly,
while expanding eqs. (21,22) to the linear order term s. Generally,these equations describe
threeoscillatorscoupled to each otherthrough thebackground shearand vorticity (6-orderin
tim e equation system ): one oscillatoristhe scalarpotentialperturbationsand the othertwo
arejusttwo polarizationsofthegravitationalwaves. 5.

To �nd the physicaldegrees offreedom ofthe perturbation �elds and to approach the
problem ofthePCP origin,thefollowing stepshaveto bedeveloped.

(i) Gaugeinvariantfunctionsm ustbeintroduced instead of� and hik

Thepointisthat,although theoriginal�elds,scalar’ and tensorgik,aregenuineby def-
inition,theirdecom position into background and perturbation partsisnotunam biguous
atall.Indeed,ifwetransform in�nitesim ally thereferencesystem ,

x
i= ~xi+ �

i
; (28)

where�i= �i(xk)aresm allarbitraryfunctions,then thenew separation inthecoordinates
~xi willtakethefollowing form :

’ = ’
(o)(xi)+ � = ’

(o)(~xi)+ ~�; ~� = � + w�iu
i
;

gikdx
i
dx

k = ~gikd~x
i
d~xk; ~hik = hik + �i;k + �k;i; (29)

wherethebackground m etricg(o)ik hasthesam efunctionaldependencein thenew coordi-

natesg(o)ik (~x
l)asthatin theold onesg(o)ik (x

l).

To develop the gauge invarianttheory one has,�rst,to expend the perturbation tensor
hik overtheirreduciblerepresentationsofthebackground geom etry tom ark o�thescalar
and gravitationalwavepolarizationsand,second,to �nd theappropriategaugeinvariant
(i.e.,independentofthe transform ations(29))linearsuperpositionsofthe perturbation
functions.

5Thevortex perturbations(ifany)arestandardly found asthe�rstintegralsofthe6-orderequation system
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(ii) The Lagrangian and Ham iltonian form alism softhe perturbation �eldsshould be devel-
oped on thebasisofthegaugeinvarianttheory.

An im portant point here is to obtain the canonical�eld variables accounting for the
physicaldegreesoffreedom .

(iii) Secondary quantization ofthe perturbations and cosm ologicalapplicationscan be con-
sidered in connection ofthePCP problem .

Here,wearegoing to analyzeallthesepointsforFU background m etrics.In thiscase

goi= ui= �
o
i; g�� = � a

2

�� ;

H
2 =

1

3
� �

K

a2
; _H = �

� + p

2
+
K

a2
;

_n

n
+ 3H + � = 0; vi= v;i� �

2
v(3H + �)ui; (30)

� = _v� �
2
v(3H + � + �);

��

� + p
= �

� 2_v� 3H v;

where 
�� = 
�� (x
) is the m etric tensor ofthe hom ogeneous isotropic 3-space with
the spatialcurvature K = 0;� 1 (m anipulations with the Greek indices are done with
help of
�� ).Alltheperturbation typesevolve independently ofeach otherin thelinear
approxim ation sincethebackground shearand vorticity areidentically zero.Below,only
potentialperturbationsareconsidered.

To avoid form alm athem aticalconstructionswe try to use here spatially 
atFU (
�� =
��� ;K = 0;seeeq.(1))and synchronousreferencesystem foritsperturbations(hoi= 0)
ifno othercasesare pointed outexplicitly. The generalnecessary form ulae are given in
Appendix B.

2.3 PotentialPerturbations in Friedm ann C osm ology

Letusobtain equationsofm otion ofthegaugeinvariantpotentialperturbationsdirectly from
thelinearized Einstein eqs.(22),and theirLagrangian from eqs.(26).

Generalm etricperturbationsin thesynchronousreferencesystem arepresented in term sof
two gravitationalpotential,A and B :

ds
2 = dt

2
� a

2(��� + h�� )dx
�
dx

�
;

h�� = A��� + B ;�� : (31)

Sincethism etricisgoverned by thescalar�eld (19),wehavethreeperturbation potentials
v;A and B entering the�eld equations.In fact,only oneofthem isindependent.

W ewillconsiderastheindependentonea gaugeinvariantscalarq which isa linearcom bi-
nation ofthe perturbation potentials. Letus�rstde�ne the q-scalarand then,using the low
orderequations,relateinversely thisscalarto v;A and B .Thegaugefreedom in thechoiceof
thesepotentialsfollowsfrom eqs.(29):

~v = v+
F

2
; ~A = A + H F; ~B = B + F

Z
dt

a2
+ G; (32)
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whereF and G aresm allarbitrary functionsofthespacecoordinates,and

2�i= Fui� a
2(F;k

Z
dt

a2
+ G ;k)P

k
i; (33)

isthe m ostgeneralform ofthe �i-vectorin the synchronousgauge (Landau & Lifshitz 1967),
P k
i = �ki � uiu

k istheprojection tensor.
Eqs.(32)show thatthefollowing function isgaugeinvariant:

q= A � 2H v; (34)

In fact,thisfunction isindependentofany othergaugeaswell(seeAppendix B)which proves
thatq= q(xi)isa 4-scalarin theunperturbed FU.

To derive the inverse transform ationsand the equation ofm otion forq-�eld we willneed
only thelow-order(in tim e)Einstein equations:

�G
o
o = H _h�

�A

a2
= ��; (35a)

G o� = � _A ;� = (� + p)v;�; (35b)

�G
�
� �

1

3
�
�
��G




 =

1

2a2
(C ;�

;� �
1

3
�C� �

�)= 0; (35c)

whereh = 3A + �B and C = A � ( _B a3_)=a.The�rsttwoeqs.(35a,b)arejusttheconservations
ofenergyand m om entum ,respectively,whereasthelastone(35c)statesthePascalian condition
(the absence ofpressure anisotropies for’-�eld). In the class offunctions underinterest eq.
(35c)haveonly thetrivialsolution6:

C = 0 (36)

which relatesA and B potentialsstraightforwardly.
M aking useofeq.(35b),wecan now expressfunctionsv;A and B in term softheq-scalar:

v =
1

2
(Q �

q

H
); A = H Q; _B = a

� 2
Q � a

� 3
P;

Q =
Z


qdt; P =
Z

a
qdt;


 = �
_H

H 2
=
� + p

2H 2
=
3

2

� + p

�
: (37)

FunctionsQ = Q(xi)and P = P(xi)are the q-integralsoverthe Friedm annian world line
dt= uidx

i. They are determ ined up to the accuracy ofsom e additive functionsofthe space
coordinates.Thisfreedom fortheQ-function isjustthegaugeone(see (32)).TheP scalaris
gauge invariant,so its"am biguity" isphysically m eaningfulland related to a certain classof
perturbationsoftheBianchitypeIm odel.To proveitweneed anotherrelation between qand
P functionswhich wearegoing to getfrom eq.(35a).

Letusrecovertheenergy perturbation using eqs.(30,37):

��

� + p
= �

_q

2H �2
� 3H v: (38)

6The form alsolution is C = f~x2 + ~g~x + e,where f;~g and e are functions oftim e. The lasttwo term s in

the r.h.s. can be excluded because they do notenter the originalh�� functions. The quadratic term can be

ascribed only to B potentialwhich resultsin h�� � ~f(t)��� ,the latterexcluded by rede�ning the scalefactor.
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Now,substituting itinto eq.(35a),wehavethekey equation forq-scalar:


a
3 _q= �

2�P (39)

which isobviously theGR-analog ofPoison equation.
Letus�rstassum ethat� 6= 0.Com parison ofeqs.(37,39)showsthatP(t;~x)isspeci�ed

by theq-scalarup to accuracy ofadditiveharm onicfunction ofspatialcoordinatesP(~x):

�P(~x)= 0: (40)

In theclassoftheuniform ly lim ited (in 3-space)functionsh�� � P(~x);�� thesolution isa
bilinearform with zero trace:

P(~x)= a�� x
�
x
�
; a�� = const; a

�
� = 0: (41)

Thus,potentialsv;A and B arereconstructed from thegiven q-scalarbuta partialsolution
thatdoesnotvanish undergaugetransform ations:

v = A = 0; B = P(~x)
Z
dt

a3
: (42)

Appendix C dem onstratesthattheseperturbations(42)arehom ogeneousand belongtothe
BianchitypeIcosm ologicalm odel.

For� = 0,function P(~x)isarbitrary and eqs.(42)describethedecaying m odeofperturba-
tions.Thegrowing m odeisdeterm ined by anotherarbitrary function ofthespacecoordinates,
q(~x).Thegeneralsolution in thiscaseis

v = 0; Q =
q(~x)

H
;

P = q(~x)
Z

a
dt+ P(~x); �� =
H �P

a3
: (43)

So,with alltheabovesaid wem ayconcludethat,for� 6= 0,theq-scalaristotallyresponsible
for the evolution ofthe physicalpotentialperturbations in spatially 
at Friedm ann m odel.
Division over�2 and di�erention ofeq.(39)(with eq.(37)fortheP-scalartakingintoaccount)
givesthesecond-orderequation fortheq-scalar:

�q+
�

3H + 2
_�

�

�

_q�

 
�

a

! 2

�q= 0; (44)

where�2 = 
=2�2.
Now,we can derive the Lagrangian density forthe q-�eld. Substituting eqs. (37)into eq.

(26)and leaving outfulldivergentterm s,wehaveafterratherlengthy calculations:

W
(2)[�;hki]= W [q]=

Z

L(q)a3dtd3x;

L(q)=
1

2
�
2

0

@ _q2 �

 
�

a

! 2

q;�q
;�

1

A ; (45)

whereL(q)and L(2) di�ereach from theotheronly in thedivergentterm s.
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Eqs.(45)evidencethatq-scalaristheuniquesinglecanonicalvariableforphysicaldegreeof
freedom ofpotentialperturbationsin theFU driven byscalar�eld oftype(19).TheLagrangian
density dependsonly on the �rstderivativesofq-�eld. However,if� 6= constthen q acquires
a m ass.Endeed,introducing thefollowing transform ation

~q= �q; (46)

wem ayrewritetheLagrangianintheform ofstandardscalar�eldwithsquare-m ass�2 = � ��=�:

L(q)=
1

2

0

@ _~q�

 
�

a

! 2

~q;�~q
;�
� �

2~q2
1

A (47)

AppendixB con�rm seqs.(44,45)forgeneralcase.Thecovariantgeneralization isasfollows:

(D ik
q;i);k = 0 D ik =

1

2
�
2(uiuk + �

2
Pik); (48)

L(q)=
1

2
D

ik
q;iq;k; W [q]=

Z

L(q)
p
� g d

4
x; (49)

where� = (� + p)1=2=2�H ,Pik = gik � uiuk,g = det(gik),allFriedm ann functions.
Beforegoing to thenextpoint,wegivesom erelationsfordensity perturbationsin di�erent

system sm ostfrequently used in literature.
Forthesynchronousgaugewehavefrom eq.(38):

��

� + p
= �

_q

2H �2
+
3

2
(q� H Q): (50)

Forthecom oving reference system with thesynchronized tim e(~vi� ui):

�~�

� + p
= �

_q

2H �2
; (51)

where

d~s2 =
�

1+
_q

H

�

d~t2 � a
2(��� (1+ q)+ ~B ;�� )d~x

�
d~x�;

~t= t+ v; ~x� = x
� +

Z
v;�

a2
dt; (52)

_~B =
q

H a2
�
P

a3
:

FortheNewtonian gauge(zero shearreferencesystem ,~~B = 0):

�~~�

� + p
= �

_q

2H �2
+
3

2
(q�

H P

a
); (53)

where

d~~s
2

=
�

1�
H P

a

�

d
~~t
2

� a
2

�

1+
H P

a

�

��� d~~x
�
d~~x

�

~~t= t+
1

2
a
2 _B ; ~~x

�
+
1

2
B
;�
:

Forscalesin thehorizon (k� � 1)allthethreeexpressionsfor�� coincidesincetheleading
term is the �rst one (�� � _q). In the relativistic region (k� � 1),�� depends explicitly on
spatialslicegiven.
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2.4 Q uantization and C onform alN on-Invariance

Taking in m ind eqs. (48,49)one can form ally considerthe q-�eld asa testscalar�eld in the
Friedm ann m odels.Itallowsfora standard developm entoftheHam iltonian form alism .

First,wecan constructtheHilbertspaceofallcom plex solutionsofeq.(48)with thescalar
product

(q1;q2)=
Z

�

J
i
12d�i;

J
i
12 = iD

ik(q�1q2;k � q
�
1;kq2); (54)

whered�i istheinvariantm easureon a Cauchy-hypersurface �.Theintegralin eq.(54)does
notdepend on � choicebecauseofthe4-
ux conservation law J i

12;i= 0.
Next,thecanonically conjugategaugeinvariantscalarisintroduced:

� = �(xi)=
@L(q)

@_q
= �

2_q: (55)

Furtherstepsto the constructing the �eld Ham iltonian and canonicalquantization are as
sim pleasthatin thecaseofany otherscalar�eld.W ewould liketoem phasizeheretwo points.

The quantization is based on the sim ultaneous com m utation relation for the canonically
operatorsq and �:

[q(t;~x);�(t;~x
0

)]= q� � �q= i
p
� g �(~x � ~x

0

): (56)

This equation can be com pared with the com m utatorbetween the velocity potentialand
density perturbation operators ofsound waves in the nongravitating static m atter,[v;��]=
i�(~x� ~x

0

)(seeLifshitz& Pitaevski1978).
It is worth while rewriting eq. (48) in term s ofthe conform alcoordinates (�;x) for the

conform al�eld �q:
2 ��q= U �q; �q= �aq; (57)

where2 � =
@2

@�2
� �2� isthed’Alam bertian operatorin theM inkowskim etricd�s 2 = ds2=a2 =

d�2 � d~x2. The function U = U(�) = (�a)
00

=(�a) plays a role ofthe e�ective potentialof
scalar perturbations in FU.It is an unam biguous function ofthe background expansion or,
m oreprecise,ofthescale factorand itstim e derivativesup to theforth order.Note,thatthe
Lagrangian foreq.(57)

�L(�q)=
1

2a4
(�q

02
� �

2�q;��q
;� + U �q2) (58)

coincideswith L(q)up to fulldivergentterm .
Thetotalenergy ofpotentialperturbationsin theFriedm annian spacet= const| the�eld

Ham iltonian | can bealso presented in term softheconform al�eld:

�H

a
= a

3

Z

E d
3
~x;

E =
1

2a4
(�q

02 + �
2�q;��q

;�
� U �q2); (59)

whereE = E (�;~x)isthelocalenergy density oftheq-�eld.Note,thatforthenon-gravitating
m atter(orforshortwavelengthsk� � 1)E isanalogousto thesound waveenergy density:

E ’
(� + p)~v2

2
+

(���)2

2(� + p)
;
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where~v = (v;�=a)isthem attervelocity.
Since this form alanalogy with sound waves and the fact that PCPs,which are just the

resulting (afteram pli�cation)q-�eld,areusually found atthebeginning oftheHFU expansion
stage,we willcallbelow the q-�eld quanta asphonons. These cosm ologicalphononsrem ind
thestandard physicsphononsonly when phonon wavelength isinside thehorizon (k� � 1)7,
in thiscasethegravity isnegligentand q� v (seeeq.(34)).Forlargescales(k� � 1),m atter
e�ectsarenotim portantand q ism ainly thegravitational�eld potential.

W hen scalefactorisproportionalto theconform altim e,q-scalarappearsconform ally cou-
pled to FU (seeeq.(57)):

a � �=� : U(�)= 0: (60)

In allthe other cases U 6= 0 and the q-�eld is conform ally non-invariant. It m eans that
q interacts with background non-stationary m etric,which provides for the spontaneous and
induced production ofphononsin theprocessofcosm ologicalexpansion.

Thesecondary quantization ofq-scalarresultsin thefollowing expansion:

q=
Z

d
3~k(a~kq~k + a

y

~k
q
�
~k
); (61)

where
(q~k;q~k0)= [a~k;a

y

~k
0]= �(~k� ~k

0

);

(q~k;q
�
~k
0)= [a~k;a~k0]= 0;

a~k and a
y

~k
aretheannihilation and creation operatorsrespectively,

q~k = q~k(x
i)=

�k

(2�)3=2�a
e
i~k~x
;

and � = �k(�)satis�esthefollowing equations

�
00

k + (�2k2 � U)�k = 0; �k�
�0

k � �
�
kv

0

k = i:

Below,we apply the theory ofq-�eld for VEU.W e shallassum e jin > vacuum initial
state forthe q-�eld. To de�ne itexplicity,we willconsiderin the nextChaptertwo casesfor
� ! 0: �a < 0 and �a > 0.

3 O rigin ofPrim ordialC osm ologicalPerturbations

Here,weconsidersom ecosm ologicalapplicationsofthetheory ofq-�eld:thescatterring prob-
lem and theproblrm ofthegeneration ofPCPsin chaoticin
ation.

Letusseparateexplicitely thekineticand potentialterm sin theLagrangian:

L = p(w)� V (’): (62)

From eqs.(23),wehave

6a�a = � (� + 3p)= 2V (’)� (�(w)+ 3p(w)):
7Rigorously speaking, inside the sound horizon, k� � j�j� 1 (see the d’Alam bertian in eq. (57)). For

estim ates,weassum ein the m ain textthat� � 1.
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where�(w)= nw � p(w).Itisseen,thatifV (’)> 0 and �(!)> 0,then thecase�a < 0 can be
realized only when the potentialterm isnegligible,whereasforthe apposite case (�a > 0)the
potentialterm m ay play a dom inantrole.Forthisreason,wewillconsidertwo interesting for
usasym ptotics.

First,letussupposethatkineticterm sdom inatesthepotentialterm in generalLagrangian.
Thefollowing theorem can beeasily proved in thisconnection:

The theory ofa realscalar�eld with Lagrangian depending only on the kinetic term ,

L = p(w); w
2 = ’;i’

;i
; (63)

ism athem atically equivalentto the theory ofpotentialm otionsofthe ideal
uid with arbitrary

equation ofstate

p= p(w); � = �(w)= w
dp(w)

dw
� p(w): (64)

The 4-velocity ofthe ideal
uid isa tim e-like vector(w > 0):

u
i=

dxi

ds
= ’

;i
=w: (65)

So,the ’-�eld actshere asthe velocity potential.
In the other case �a > 0,the potentialterm becom es im portant and we m ay decom pose

L-function oversm allparam eterw 2:

L(w;’)= � V (’)+
w 2

2
W

2(’)+ 0(w 4): (66a)

A sim pleredi�nition of’-�eld

’ )

Z

W (’)d’

reduceseq.(66a)to thefollowing casewith standard kineticterm :

L =
1

2
’;i’

;i
� V (’): (66b)

Next Section deals with a generalscattering approach for the q-�eld (the �rst case can
be solved only in this approxim ation). In the last Section ofthis Chapter we consider the
Lagrangian (66b)with V (’)� j’;i’

;ijinitialcondition.

3.1 Scattering Problem for q-Field

First,letussupposethatV (’)= 0.
Applying thetheorem to the
atFU,weseethatforequation ofstatep= �=3 theq-�eld is

conform ally coupled (U = 0).Eqs.(59)givetheintegralofm otion

a � � : �H = const; (67)

which m eanstheconservation ofthetotalnum berofphononsin theprocessofthecosm ological
expansion.

In fact,the phonon num bersconserve atany frequency m ode. Letusdwellon itin a bit
m oredetail.
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Atrelativisticstage(67)phononsarepresented by thefollowing choiceoffunctions 8:

�k =
1

p
2!

exp(� i!�); ! =
k
p
3
; (68)

wherea
0

= const; a=a
0

= � = � + const,theprim e(0)isthederivativein conform altim e.The
�eld Ham iltonian isa sum overallquanta energies:

H R eg =
Z

d
3~kE kN ~k

; (69)

whereE k = !=a isthephonon energy and N ~k
= a

y

~k
a~k istheoperatorofthenum berofphonons

with physicalm om entum ~k=a.Theeigenvaluesofthem ean energy density operator

E =
�H

a4V
; V =

Z

d
3
~x (70)

areasfollows

E =
1

(2�a)3

Z

d
3~kE k

�

n~k +
1

2

�

; (71)

wheren~k aretheoccupation num bersofthephonon states.
Eq.(67)also allowsforintroduction ofthegrowing and decaying m odeoperators:

C1 � C1(~k)=
r
!

2

0

@
a~k � a

y

� ~k

ia0

1

A ;

C2 � C2(~k)=
r
!

2

0

@
a~k + a

y

� ~k

a
0

1

A : (72)

In term softheseoperatorsthe�eld expansionshavethefollowing form (cf.eq.(12)):

q=
1

(2�)3=2

Z

d
3~ke

i~k~x

�

C1

sin!�

!�
+ C2

cos!�

!�

�

;

�H =
1

6
�a

4

Z

d
3~k(jC1 j

2 + jC2 j
2); (73)

wherejC j2= CC y = C yC.
Now,letuscalculate the num berofphononscreated ata period with som e arbitrary ex-

pansion law governed by thegeneralLagrangian (19):

a = a(�); �1 < � < �2: (74)

W e can do itdirectly taking into account the phonon num bers before (� � �1)and after
(� � �2)thisperiod and justcom paring them (thescattering problem ).

Aswe have already seen,itispossible to calculate the occupation num bersforany wave-
length ata linearexpansion stage(seeeq.(67)).Thus,to solveourproblem ,weshould m atch

8W e do notgo into detailaboutsuch standard forany quantized theory thingsasseparation ofthe Hilbert

space in the positive and negative frequency subspaces,the Fock space ofstates,Bogolubov transform ations,

etc.
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thea-function (and its�rstderivative _a 9)by thelinearpassesa � � atthebeginning (� = �1)
and attheend (� = �2)oftheconsidered period.

So,in the resulting norm alization (the Planck scale atPlanck m om entoftim e isk� 1 = 1)
wehave:

a =

8
><

>:

� = � = (2t)1=2; � � �1

a(�); �1 < � < �2

A 1� = A1(� + �o); � > �2;�o = const
(75)

where� = �(�)istheconform alhorizon (Hubble)tim e:

� =
a

a
0
= � �

Z

�1

aa
00

a
02
d� =

1

2

Z �

1+
3p

�

�

d�: (76)

Thevalueofthephysicalconstant

A 1 =
a
0

(� = �2)

a
0(� = �1)

(77)

dependson theaverageexpansion rateatperiod (74).Locally,A 1-factorcan berelated to the
conform alacceleration:

a
00

a
0
= lim
�2 ! �1

 
A 1 � 1

�2 � �1

!

: (78)

Let a~k and b~k be the phonon representations (68) diagalizing the Ham iltonian at stages
� � �1 and � � �2 respectively.Then

b~k = �ka~k + �
�
ka

y

� ~k
; j�k j

2
� j�k j

2= 1; (79)

where�k and �k areBogolubov coe�cients.Thejiniand joutivacuaarede�ned accordingly:

ak jini = 0; bk jouti = 0: (80)

TheHeisenbergstateoftheq-�eld issupposed tocoincidewith thejini vacuum .Itm eans
thatthereareno phonons(i.e.,potentialperturbations)initially.

Taking average overthe jini vacuum state,we derive the m ean occupation num bersof
phononsspontaneously created atperiod �1 < � < �2,

hb
y

~k
b~ki= nk�(~k� ~k

0

); nk =j�k j
2
; (81)

and ratio ofthe energy densities ofthe perturbations �eld to the hom ogeneous cosm ological
�eld (seeeqs.(70,71)):

E R eg

�
=

1

24�3A 2
1

Z

d
3~k ! j�k j

2
: (82)

ThefactorA � 2
1 takesinto accountphonon energy cooling during theexpansion period (74).

Calculationsoftheproduced spectrum isalso straightforward:

hq
2
i=

Z
1

o

dk

k
q
2

k

9W e need this condition in order to avoid the unwanted non-physicale�ects ofcreation in the m atching

points. Forfurtherdetailsaboutscattering problem ,which are standard forany test�eld theory,see G rib et

al.(1980),Birrel& Davies(1981),and others.
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q
2

k =

 
k

��A1

! 2

(j�k j
2 +Re(�k�

�
ke

� 2i!�)): (83)

The spectrum dependence on the oscillatory exponent m eans that growing and decaying
m odesare created non-equally (see eq. (73)). Now,we are going to prove thatundergeneral
condition a

00

> 0 (A 1 > 1;see eq,(78))which ism ostfrequently m etin the applications,itis
thegrowing m odeofperturbationsthatispreferably created by theparam etricm echanism .

Indeed,ourinitialconditionsgenerally im pty (� � �1;cf.eq.(15)):

C
2 = hjC1 j

2
i= hjC2 j

2
i� 1: (84)

The situation is trivialin case ofthe acceleration (�a > 0) when the perturbation scales
in
ate from inside to outside the horizon. The decaying m ode,appearing originally at the
horizon with thesam eam plitudeasthegrowing one,decaysquickly forlargertim eswhilethe
growing m ode isfrosen. Itcan be dem onstrated with help ofgeneralsolution ofthe dynam ic
eq.(46)in largescales(theLaplacian term isnegligible):

q= q1(~x)+ q2(~x)
Z

dt

�2a3
; (85)

whereq1;2(~x)arearbitrary functionsofthespatialcoordinates.Theintegralsharply converges
to a constantin tim efunction

q= q(~x); (86)

which describesthegrowing perturbation m odeat� jr qj� q forany expansion law.
Letusconsiderin a m oredetailthecasewhen theinitialconditions(84)aresetup outside

the horizon. The generalsolution (85) helps again. Com paring it with the a-representation
functions�k = �k(�)which havetheform (68)for� � �1,and

�k =
1

p
2!

(�ke
� i!� + �ke

i!�)

for� � �2,weobtain fortheBogolubov coe�cientsatk� 1 � 1:

�k =
1

2
(A � 1

1 + igkA 1); �k =
1

2
(A � 1

1 � igkA 1); (87)

wheregk = �1=k� i istheam pli�cation coe�cient,

�1�1
p
3
= 1�

�1

�2A
2
1

�

Z �2

�1

(�a)� 2d� = const:

Obviously,gk = �1=k forgk � 1 and gk � (!�1)� 1 forA 1 � 1.
Substitution ofeqs.(87)into eq.(83)givesthefollowing spectrum forA 1 � 1:

qk =
k2

2�
jgk j

sin!�

!�
: (88)

Thecom parison with eqs.(73)revealseasily thatonly thegrowing m odeiscreated.
To clarify the physicalm eaning ofthise�ect,letusrelate directly the C 1;2 operatorsin a

and brepresentations(seeeqs.(72,79,87),k�1 � 1):

C
(b)

1 = C
(a)

1 +
�1

k
C
(a)

2 ; C
(b)

2 = A
� 2
1 C

(a)

2 : (89)
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So,ifonebeginswith eq.(84)then,in theend,eqs.(89)giveforA 1 � 1 and gk � 1

hjC1 j
2
i= g

2

kC
2
� C

2
� hjC2 j

2
i; (90)

whatisjustrequired by thegalaxy form ation theories(cf.eq.(14)).In fact,thee�ectisa pure
gam eofthem odem ixing,itisnottheq-�eld itselfthatiscreated butrathertheq-m om entum
(the tim e derivative _q). In other words one can say that the param etric am pli�cation e�ect
bringsaboutthecreation ofsqueezed statefrom initially random state.

So,aswecould see,itisnota problem to producethegrowing m odeofperturbationswith
necessary am plitude. The am pli�cation coe�cient isthe largerthe earlierHFU expansion is
violated.Thetypicalspectra (88)go like

qk = M k; k < M ; (91)

with the m axim um am plitude corresponding to the m ass scale M � �
� 1
1 when the linear

expansion law wasbroken forthe �rsttim e. (Note,thatthe spectrum (91)decreasesto large
wavelengthsin com parison with theHarrison-Zeldovich scale-freespectrum qH Z � const).For
k � M ,theam pli�cation coe�cientisexponentially sm all.

Therearetwo pointsconcerning eq.(91).

(i) Initial(vacuum )conditionsaresetup outsidethehorizon which requiresphysicalexpla-
nation.

(ii) To getthe expansion factorrequired fortypicalscalesk � M to be ofthe orderofthe
galacticscales,itisnecessary to ensuretheacceleration (in
ationary)condition �a > 0 at
period (74).

In the latter case,the initialvacuum condition m ust be set up in the adiabatic zone |
within thehorizon | which can bedoneindependently oftheexpansion law atthebeginning.

3.2 G eneration ofPerturbations on In
ation

Let us consider Lagrangian (66) with a potentialV = V (’) 2 C3 (at least,the �rst three
derivativesdeterm ined).W e shallgenerally assum e itto bea m onotonically growing function
of’ for’ > ’o.W ithoutlossofgenerality we can put’o = 0 and V = dV=d’ = 0 at’ = 0
which,with thesym m etriccondition V (’)= V (� ’),m akesa stablem inim um ofthepotential
V (’)atpoint’ = 0.Undersuch norm alization,ourm ain assum ption takesthefollowingform :

V > 0;
dV

d’
> 0 for ’ > 0: (92)

Also,wede�nethreeauxiliary functionsof’ related to thepotentialderivatives:

c=
dlnV

dln’
; e=

dlnc

dln’
; f =

dlne

dln’
:

The sim plest exam ples are V1 = m 2’2=2 and V2 = �’4=4 where constants m ;� are the
�eld m assand dim ensionless param eter,respectively. Evidently,forthe power-law potentials
Vn � ’2n; c= 2n = const,and e= f = 0.
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Thebackground Friedm ann quantitiesand eqs.(30)are

2�2

3
=

 

1+
2V

_’2

!

; (93)

�
2 = 1; w = n = � _’; p= � V +

_’2

2
; (94)

� = 3H2 = V +
_’2

2
; _H = �

_’2

2
; (95)

�’ + 3H _’ +
dV

d’
= 0: (96)

In
ation occurswhen
�a = a(_H + H

2)=
a

3
(V � _’2)> 0: (97)

AtV > _’2 the potentialenergy density contributesdom inantly to the Hubble param eter.
For our functions (92) it m ay happen at large ’, and in
ationary solution can be got as
expansion overtheinverse powersofj’ j� 1:

H =

s

V

3
(1+

1

12
c
2
’
� 2 + O (’� 4)); (98)

_’ = �
cH

’
(1+

1

3
(e� 1)c’� 2 + O (’� 4)); (99)

a = exp
�

�

Z

d’ ’(c� 1 +
1

3
(1� e)’� 2 + O (’� 4))

�

; (100)

� =
c

2’
(1+

1

3
(e� 1)c’� 2 + O (’� 4)): (101)

Then thein
ationary condition can berewritten in term sofc-function:
�
�
�
�
�

c

’

�
�
�
�
�
<
p
3; (102)

orin term sofpotentialV : �
�
�
�
�

dV

d’

�
�
�
�
�
<
p
3V: (103)

Eqs.(98,99,100,101)areobviouslytruein aso-called slow-rollapproxim ation which assum es
friction-dom inated equation ofm otion for’-�eld (thesecond-derivativeterm in eq.(96)issub-
dom inant).Therearetwo conditionsforthisapproxim ation following directly from expansions
(98 { 101): �

�
�
�
�

c

’

�
�
�
�
�
� 2;

�
�
�
�
�

(e� 1)c

’2

�
�
�
�
�
� 2: (104)

The�rstcondition nearly coincideswith eq.(102).From thesecond condition wehave
�
�
�
�
�

d2V

d’2

�
�
�
�
�
� 2V: (105)
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So,the in
ationary solution (98,99,100,101)requires certain analyticalproperties from
potentialV (’)(see eqs.(103,105)).W e can putitin otherterm s:eqs.(98,99,100,101)are
valued forlarge’,

j’j� ’I = m ax

0

@
jcj

2
;

s

j(e� 1)cj

2

1

A : ((106)

Onecan show that,within classoffunctions(92)satisfying theinequality (106)for

j’ j� ’1 = const (107)

where ’1 isa positive rootofequation ’1 = ’I(’1) 10,eqs.(98,99,100,101)describe a trap
(forgrowing tim e)separatrix towardswhich alltheotherdynam icaltrajectories11 with initial
j’ j> ’1 approach rapidly during theirdynam icalevolution to the stable point’ = _’ = 0.
On thein
ationary separatrix (98,99,100,101)’;H and � vary slowly whilethescalefactor
increasesnearly exponentially in tim e,a � exp(H t).

Eqs. (98 { 101) break when the �eld reaches the point j’ j� ’1 � 1 and the further
evolution proceeds with dam ping oscillations around ’ = _’ = 0. Ifd2V=d’2 > 0 at’ = 0,
then

H =
2

3
t
� 2
; a � t

2=3
; ’ = 2

s

2

3
(m t)� 1sin(m (t+ to))� 1; (108)

where V ’ m 2’2=2 for j’ j� 1,here m and to are constants. Atthisstage the Universe
expands like a pressureless m edium since the average cosm ologicalpressure is exponentially
sm all. The m edium | coherent oscillations ofspatially hom ogeneous �eld | is unstable in
this situation and willdecay in particles. The result is reheating and the HFU expansion
beginning.

Thisreheatingprocessalthough producing som einhom ogeneitieson thehorizon scale� k1,
cannot dam age the large scale perturbations created already during the in
ationary epoch
(k < k1).

To �nd the postin
ationary PCP spectrum we m ustsolve Eqs. (61)with param eters(98,
99,100,101)for’ > ’1:

�
00

k + (k2 � U)�k = 0; (109)

U =
(�a)

00

�a
= 2(aH )2

0

@ 1+
_H

2H 2
+

(a3 _�_)

2a3�H 2

1

A =

= 2(aH )2
�

1�
1

4
c2’

� 2 + O (’� 4)
�

=

=
2

�2

�

1+
3

4
c3’

� 2 + O (’� 4)
�

; (110)

� =
Z
dt

a
= �

1

aH

 

1+ aH

Z _H dt

aH 2

!

= �
1

aH

�

1+
1

2
c
2
’
� 2 + O (’� 4)

�

; (111)

10Forestim ates,’1 � 1. Ifthere are few rootsin eq. ’ = ’I(’)for’ � 1,then the solution (98,99,100,

101)can be broken forsom elarge’.W e do notanalyseheresuch possibility.
11In the phase space (’;_’),initialconditions for the classicaltrajectories ofeqs. (95,96) are set up on

the quantum boundary � = 1 which representsa kind ofellipse (circle in case ofV1)around the centralpoint

’ = _’ = 0.The radiiofthisellipse along ’ and _’ axesareV � 1 [1]and
p
2,respectively.
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where c2=c= c+ 6(1� e); and c3=c= c+ 2(e� 1). The conform altim e � < 0,and initial
conditionsare

�k =
1

p
2k

exp(� ik�); for k j� j� 1: (112)

Eqs. (109,110,111,112)can be solved explicitely by m atching two following solutions in the
overlapping region

c4’
� 4

< k j� j< 1; (113)

where c4=c2 = (c+ e� 2)(1� e)� ef. The �rstsolution assum ing the leftinequality (113),
allowsfortheU-potentialapproxim ation by U = const=�2 neark j� j� 1(cf.eq.(110)).Since
U � k2 fork j� j� 1,wehavefork j� j> c4’

� 4:

�k =
1

2

q

� j� jH
(1)

� (k j� j)=
1

p
2k
(1�

i

k�
)
�

e
� ik� + O (’� 2)

�

; (114)

whereH (1)
� (x)istheHankelfunction, � = (3+ c3’

� 2)=2:
Undertherightinequality (113),eq.(85)describesthegeneralsolution forany U(�).Since

theintegralin eq.(85)convergessharply in tim e,wehavefork j� j< 1:

�k = i�
p
2k� 3=2�aqk = �

i�
p
2�
k
� 3=2

 
c

’H

!

qk; (115)

whereconstantsqk arethePCP spectrum (seeeq.(83)).
Fitting eqs. (114,115) at region (113) gives the following spectrum ofthe perturbations

param etrically created outidethehorizon:

qk =
1

�

�
’H

c

�

k

=
1

�

 
H 2

j _’ j

!

k

=
1

�
p
3

 
V 3=2

dV=d’

!

k

; (116)

where’ = ’k atthehorizon crossing (k� = � 1)can beexpressed directly in term softhewave
num ber

k = aH = a(’)H (’): (117)

The resulting spectrum (116,117)belongs obviously to the growing perturbation m ode since
only forthism odeq-�eld isconstantin tim eoutsidethehorizon.W ehavealready em phasized
that this property ofthe growing m ode is independent ofany expansion law or equation of
m atter state. In particular, spectrum (116,117) holds in large scales for any m icrophysics
processesafterin
ation likephasetransitionsorreheating.

Som etim es,peoplepreferto dealwith thepowerspectrum ofdensity perturbations.Below,
relation between q-scalar and the coupled density perturbation �eld is obtained in a general
form .

Indeed,eq.(44)allowsforthegrowing m odegeneralsolution outsidehorizon:

q= q(~x)+ Q(t)�q(~x);

_Q(t)= �

 
�

a

! 2
H

_H
(1�

H

a

Z

adt): (118)

So,thecom oving density perturbationsare(seeeq.(52)):

� =
�~�

e
= �

2�2_q

3H
=
1

3

1

(aH )� 2
(1�

H

a

Z

adt)�q(~x): (119)
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Now,itisnota problem to getthedesired relation between powerspectra:

�k =
qk

3

 
k

aH

! 2 �

1�
H

a

Z

adt

�

= qkO

0

@

 
lH

lk

! 2
1

A � qk; (120)

W ereturn now toeq.(117)which givesustheconnection between k and ’ on thein
ation-
ary separatrix (98,99,100,101). This equation can be solved explicitly fora class ofso-called
sm ooth potentialsV (’).

Letusintroducesm ooth potentialfunctionsV (’)forwhich c(’)varieseven slowerthan ’
12:

je(’)j� 1: (121)

Forsuch potentialeq.(100)yields

a ’ ’
� 1=3exp

 

�
’2

2c

!

; ’ � ’1; (122)

which showsthat’ varieslogarithm ically in theconform altim e(cf.eq.(111)).Ifc1 = c(’1)�
2,then ’1 = c1=2� 1 (seeeqs.(106,107))and

’
2 =

c

2

0

@ c1 + 4ln

0

@
�H ’

1=3

1

�1H 1’
1=3

1

A

1

A ; (123)

for’ � ’1 (j� j� j�1 j).Thesubstitution to eq.(117)givesfork � k1:

’
2

k =
c

2

0

@ c1 + 4ln

0

@
k1H ’

1=3

1

kH 1’
1=3

1

A

1

A ’ 2cln(k1=k); (124)

(thesecond equality im pliesk � k1).
So, sm ooth potentials generate the Harrison-Zeldovich types ofspectra (see eq. (116))

growing only logarithm ically to largescales.
Typicalexam pleofsm ooth potentialisa power-law potential

Vn =
1

2n
a
2

n’
2n

which generatesthefollowing spectrum :

qk = (4�n3=2)� 1an’
n+ 1 =

=
2

�
(4n)(n� 2)=2an

2

4n=2+ ln

0

@
k1

k

 

ln
k1

k

! (3n� 1)=6
1

A

3

5

(n+ 1)=2

; (125)

wherean and c= c1 = 2n � 2 areconstants.
Im portantcasesarethem assive �eld (n = 1;a1 = m ):

qk =
m

�
ln

0

@
k1

k

 

ln
k1

k

! 1=3
1

A ; (126)

12Physically,the characteristicscalesofsm ooth potentialsarenotm uch shorterthan ’.

24



and the�-�eld (n = 2;a2 =
p
�):

qk =
2
p
�

�

2

4ln

0

@
k1

k

 

ln
k1

k

! 5=6
1

A

3

5

3=2

: (127)

Fornon-sm ooth V (’)spectrum qk can have,in principle,anyform dependingon given potential
and the �rst derivative shapes. M oreover,it is possible to inverse the problem and to �nd
potentialV (’)forany 13 given postin
ationary PCP spectrum (Hodges& Blum enthal1989).
True,som e potentialsappearto be ratherexotic ones,butthe resultisvery im portant:PCP
spectra arevery sensitive to thepotentialform s14.

W eshallreturn to thelatterproblem in the�fth Chapter.Butnow,letusstresstwo m ore
pointsin theconclusion.

Postin
ationary perturbations(116,117)are Gaussian with random spatialphasessince it
istheseed point-zero vacuum 
uctuations(oftheq-�eld)from which they wereparam etrically
created,thatareGaussian by de�nition.Here,we have no problem with initialconditionsfor
theq-scalarbecausethey aredeterm ined by m icrophysicsinsidethehorizon.

Anotherinteresting pointisthatm ostspectra grow with scalegrowing.Itm eansthatthere
existssom e critical�eld (and,thus,the criticalscale)forwhich the corresponding am plitude
qk � 1:

�
’H

c

�

cr

� 1; kcr � (aH )cr � k1: (128)

Say,forpotentials(125,126,127)wehave
n � 1: (’H =c)cr � 1; k1=kcr � exp(a� 2=(n+ 1)n );
n = 1: ’cr ’ 2

p
�m � 1=2; k1=kcr ’ (m =�)1=3exp(�=m );

n = 2: ’cr ’ 3�� 1=6; k1=kcr � exp(�� 1=3):
W e shallsee in the next Chapter that the Universe on large scales,k � kcr:,is globally

non-linearand itisstochastic(dom inated by quantum 
uctuations)for’ > ’cr:.

4 In
ation

There isno secretthatIn
ation isa cornerstone ofthe VEU theories. Thisisnota surprise
sinceup to now wehaveno alternativeto theIn
ationary Paradigm .

W earenotgoingtodiscusstheParadigm here.Thereisalotofreviewsand coursesdevoted
to the subject(e.g. see Colb & Turner1989,and referencestherein). Instead,we would like
to dwellon thechaoticin
ation which,in ourview,isthe�rsttheory ofthekind thatcan be
called the cosm ologically standard theory.Atleast,in a sense asthisstatushasthe standard
Friedm ann cosm ology or the param etric am pli�cation theory. Allofthem ,based on sim ple
cosm ologicalpostulates which are notdirectly related to any particularparticle physics,can
explain and predicta lotofobvservationalconsequences(seetheIntroduction).

The goalofin
ationary theory isto prepare initialconditionsforthe standard FU.There
arethefollowing �veitem sam ong them .

(i) Hom ogeneity and isotropyalongwith theEuclidean geom etryofthespatialsliceon scales
nearthecontem porary horizon.

13Som e spectra m ay violatethe slow-rollconditionswhich m akesthe inverseproblem self-inconsistent.
14Physically,non-Harrison-Zeldovich spectra appearfrom potentialswhich havecharacteristicscaleslessthen

’.
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(ii) Theam plitude� 10� 4 ofPCPsatthissliceon galacticto superclusterscales.

(iii) Reheating su�cientfortheprim ordialentropy production,nucleosyntesisand baryogen-
esism etin Friedm ann cosm ology.

(iv) Sm allparticle num bers(
 � 1)ofthe unwanted m assive relicscreated by theBig Bang
and prim ordialreheating.

(v) Sm alldensity oftheFriedm ann vacuum which isthe�-term (
 � < 0:7).

Firstin
ationarym odelswereratherconnected tothespeci�cphysicaltheoriesandhypothe-
seslike GUTs,phase transitions,quantum -gravity e�ects,etc.However,in view ofabsence of
the true high energy physics and,which ism ore im portant,taking into accounta purely cos-
m ologicalstatusofthe�rstthree item sabove,there wasan understanding ofthenecessity in
constructing a cosm ologicalstandard in
ationary theory which could be independent ofany
currentspeculationsaboutfuturefundam entalphysics,on oneside,and could accountforthe
�rstthreepuzzlesofFU,on theotherside.Certainly,such a theory would notsolvethefourth
an �fth problem swhich werem uch m orerelated to theparticlephysicsindeed.

The �rst theory ofsuch type was proposed by Linde (1983). A basic assum ption is that
potentialenergy ofin
aton ’-�eld grows with ’ growing (see eq. (92)). The word ’chaotic’
m indsthe requirem entfora large value ofthe initial’-�eld (’ � 1)which could be realized
som ewherein spacetim eunderhypothesisofthechaoticinitialconditions.However,wedo not
think thatthelatterrequirem entissom ehow a problem forthetheory atall.

Below,we dwellon the necessary and su�cient conditions for chaotic in
ation and then
discusssom eim plicationsrelated to thesubject.

4.1 C haotic In
ation

Letusdwellon Lagrangian (66)with the potentialterm oftype (92). To startin
ation,the
latterm ustpredom inateat’ � 1:

V (’)>j’;i’
;i
j: (129)

Letusestim atethesizeoftheregion whereeq.(129)isinitially m et.
Aswe have seen in the previousChapterthe tim e derivative ofinitial’ isnota problem

regarding the inequality (129)ifthe spatialhom ogeneity ispostulated,since the in
ationary
solution is a trap separatrix for ’ � 1. So,ofprincipalim portance is the spatialgradient
condition following from eq,(129):

jr ’ j� H : (130)

Eq.(130)can beread asfollows:to startin
ation onehasto preparea quasi-hom ogeneous
distribution of’ on scale� L = ’=jr ’ jwhich ism uch largerthan thehorizon scale:

L � lSI = ’H
� 1

� lH : (131)

The start in
ation scale has a physicalm eaning ofthe Com pton scale ofin
aton which
becom esexplicitly clearin caseofthem assive �eld (V = V1):

lSI = m
� 1
:
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Taking itinto account forestim ates,the startin
ation condition (131)isnotprobably a
greatsurprisein a generalcaseaswell.

Eq.(131)dealswith theinitialdistribution of’-�eld.In principle,onecan risea question
aboutanother(additionalto eq.(131))startin
ation condidtion,nam ely,aboutinitialspatial
distribution ofm etric (curvature) on scales less than lSI. However,we willnot discuss this
problem here by the form alreason. From the beginning,we decided to restrict ourselves by
the case when ’-�eld is the only source ofthe m etric gik. The point is that the sm all-scale
nonlinearcurvatureperturbations(ifany)assum eanothersourceunrelated to the’-�eld since
thelatterishom ogeneouson scalelSI.So,thecurvatureborn by the’-�eld issupposed to be
hom ogeneouson scalelSI,aswellasthe’-�eld itself.

Eq. (131) can be interpreted in another way: initial’-�eld should be large enough so
thatlH could be sm all. However,m ore stringentconstraintsforthe potentialcom esfrom the
slow-rollconditions(103),(105).Letusexplicitly rewritetheseconditionsin term softhePCP
spectrum (106).

From eq.(103)wehavethepotentialrestrictions:

V
1=2

� 10qk: (132)

Eqs(105,116)constrictthespectrum index range:

dlnqk
dlnk

� 2: (133)

So,qk cannotvary from the Harrison-Zeldovich spectrum fasterthan k� 2 (which isquite
com patiblewith them arketofgalaxy form ation theoriesconsidered today).

Eq.(132)putsthedirectobservationallim itson thepotentialam plitude V (’)for’ = ’k

within the structure scale range k� 1 � (10� 104)h� 1 M pc. Eq. qk � 10� 4 evidences forthe
weak coupling of’-�eld to thepotentialV (’)in thisregion.

Endeed,letusdem onstrate itwhen the c-function variation along the scale range can be
negligent.In thiscase V = �’c,and we obtain a very sm allvalue forthe coupling param eter
(in thePlanck units):

� � 3c210� 8’� (2+ c) � 10� 8: (134)

Rem em berthatthesm allcoupling param eterisalso required forthelargesizeoftheFU-
bubble(to bem orethan thehorizon today,seebelow).

Eq.(132)can beused forsom eotherim portantconstraints,e.g.,on thereheating tem per-
ature. The radiation energy afterreheating cannotactually exceed the in
ation energy near
theend ofin
ation:

�rad =
�2

30
g
�
T
4

R H � V (’1)� V (’)� 102q2k; (135)

where ’ = ’k � ’1 (k < k1); g� is the totalnum ber ofm assless degrees offreedom ofthe
therm albath particles.Eq.(135)givesthefollowingupperlim itforthereheatingtem perature:

TR H <

 
10

g�

! 1=4

H
1=2

�

 
300

g�

! 1=4

q
1=2

k : (136)

M aking use the m icrowave quadrupole anisotropy qk � �T=T � 10� 5,we have for the
standard m odel(g� � 100): TR H � 1016 GeV.The latterinequality can be con�rm ed with
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help ofsim ilarestim ateforthegravitationalwavesproduced duringin
ation (wedonotdiscuss
thisproblem here).

Nextim portantparam eteristheFriedm ann slicescalelF ,i.e.,a typicalscaleofthepartof
the Universe,created by in
ation,which can be approxim ated by the Friedm ann m odel.Any
scalein such quasi-hom ogeneousregion isdescribed by eq.(117):

k = H (’)a(’)= H (’)exp(� N (’)) [M pc
� 1]; (137)

where N (’)=
R
H dt= N I + N F isthe num berofe-foldsofthe Universe expansion from the

m om entwhen theperturbation wasatthein
ationary horizon and up to now

N I = N I(’)=

’Z

’1

’d’

c
; N F ’ 60: (138)

Aftersubstituting ’ = ’cr from eq.(128)wehave

lF = k
� 1
F = exp

 
’2cr

c

!

� exp
�

�
�

1

1+ c=2

�

� exp(104)� 1028 [cm ]: (139)

The non-linear globalCauchy-Hypersurface which develops in the result of the chaotic
in
ation dynam ics,isnotbuiltup yet. Nevertheless,we see no principaldi�culties to solve
thisproblem .ThepointisthattheglobalspatialCauchy-Hypersurfacecannotexisteverywhere
in spacetim e:itbreaksin the spacetim e regionswhere the ’-�eld reachesPlanckian densities
(’P l � �� 1=c),so thatthe sem iclassicalapproach becom es self-inconsistent. W e show in the
nextSection thatthelatterregionsoccupy them ostpartofthephysicalvolum eoftheUniverse
produced by thechaoticin
ation.

4.2 Stochastic T heory ofq-Field

Letusreturn again tosm allscaleslk < lF whereqcan betreated asa linearquantum operator
againsttheFriedm ann background.Equation ofm otion ofq-�eld is

�q+ 3nH _q�
1

a2
�q= 0: (140)

wheren = 1+ 2_�=3�H ;� and H aretheclassicalbackground functions,see eqs.(93,94,95,
96,98,99,100,101). Aswe know from the previousChapters,the large scale perturbations
areclassicalforlk � lH whilethequantum perturbationsa�ectonly sm allscales,lk � lH .Let
usseparate these two partsofq-�eld atthe in
ation period assum ing thatq isgenerated by
quantum perturbation:

q= �+ F; (141)

where� istheclassicallargescalepartoftheq-�eld operator.
To m ake thisseparation explicit letusintroduce a notion ofthe m iniuniverse (M U)asa

partoftheactualspace-tim eofthesizeproportionalto thehorizon:

lM U = �H
� 1

� lH ; (142)

where� = const� 1.Evidently,M Usdo notexpand with thecom oving volum e.
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Now,wecan de�netheclassical�-�eld asthem ean valueofq in M U:

�= �(t;~x)=
Z

K �(~x � ~x
0

)q(t;~x
0

)d3~x
0

; (143)

whereK �(~r)= (2�)� 3=2�� 3exp(� r2=2�2)istheGaussian M U-window,and

� =
lM U

a
=

�

aH
= � n1��

istheM U-dim ension in thecom oving ~x-space,n1 = (� a�H )� 1.
Sim ilarly to � wecan de�netheclassicalpartoftheq-�eld m om entum :

V = V (t;~x)=
Z

K �(~x� ~x
0

)_q(t;~x
0

)d3~x: (144)

Theevolution ofthecoarsegrained �elds�and V isgoverned bythequantum perturbations
presented by the F-operator: in the in
ationary process new and new perturbations created
inside thehorizon in
ate,onefollowed by another,outside the horizon and startcontributing
to theclassical�elds� and V when theirscalesbecom eabout(and then larger)than lM U .So,
F playsa role ofthe stochastic generatorfor�,the latterm oving like a Brownian particle in
thegas.M oreofthis,thedynam icalequationsaresim ilaraswell.

Letuspresenteqs.(143,144)astheFourierintegrals(seeeq.(61)):

�=
Z

d
3~k �(a ~k

q~k + a
y

~k
q
�
~k
);

V =
Z

d
3~k �(a ~k

_q~k + a
y

~k
_q�~k); (145)

where
�= �(k�)= e

�
1

2
k2�2 =

Z

K �(~r)e
i~k~r
d
3
~r:

Then theoriginaleq.(140)can berewritten in term softheclassical�elds:

_�� V = f;

_V + 3nH V =
H g

�2
; (146)

f and g can becalled thenoisefunctions(orgenerators)driven by thequantum 
uctuations:

f = m H �
2

Z

d
3~k k

2�(a ~k
q~k + a

y

~k
q
�
~k
);

g = H �
2

Z

d
3~k k

2�(a ~k
p~k + a

y

~k
p
�
~k
); (147)

where

p~k = � q~k +
m �2

H
_q~k; m = �

_�

�H
:

Beforewecalculatecorrelatorsofthenoisefunctionsletusintroducethenorm alm odesof
theclassical�elds,

~�= �+
m 1

3H
V; ~V = V;
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and separatetheEqs.(146):
_~�= ~f: (148)

(Eq. (146)forV -function did notchange). Here ~f = f + m 1g=�
2:The background functions

n(1) and m (1) areeasily derived on thein
ationary separatrix (’ � 1):

n = 1+ c(1� e)’� 2 + O (’� 4);

n1 = 1�
1

2
c
2
’
� 2 + O (’� 4);

m = 1�
1

2
c
2
’
� 2 + O (’� 4);

m 1 = 1�
1

6
c
2
’
� 2 + O (’� 4): (149)

Eq.(148)coincideswith theLangeven equation describing thedriftofa Brownian particle
iftheparticlecoordinateisunderstood instead of�.

W hen com paring windows � and k 2� for the classicaland noise functions, we can see
that in the latter case the m ain contribution com es from scales l � lM U . It is clear: the
�eld averaged over the m ini-universe,can change its value not before the new perturbation
reachestheM U-scalewhich happensin a characteristic tim e(step-tim e)�t� lM U .Sincethe
perturbationsphasesappearing on theM U-scale arerandom ,theprocessoftheclassical�eld
change isstochastic. To calculate the characteristic valuesofthisprocesswe m ustknow the
correlatorsofthenoisefunctionson theFriedm ann hypersurface t= const.

Iftheq-�eld isin thevacuum statethen

ha
y

~k
a~k0i= 0; ha~ka

y

~k
0i= �(~k� ~k

0

);

and theprocessistheGaussian one,so that,thesecond correlatorsarequitesu�cienttoknow
about. In thiscase the perturbation am plitudesfor’ > 1 and � > 1 are asfollows(see eqs.
(61,115,118)):

q~k = i
p
2
�
H ’

c

�

k

exp(i~k~x);
�2

H
_q~k = k

2
�
2
q~k:

Finally,afterthestraightforward calculation wehavein them ain approxim ation over’ and
�:

h~f ~f
0

i= hff
0

i=
1

2
(hfg

0

i+ hgf
0

i)= hgg
0

i= 2D �(t� t
0

); (150)

whereD = D (t)= H 3(’=2�c)2 isthedi�usion coe�cient.The�-function in eq.(150)isused
instead ofeach ofthefollowing expressions,

2H

 
�

�
0
+
�
0

�

! � 2

and 12H

 
�

�
0
+
�
0

�

! � 4

;

because the halfwidths ofthe latterbell-functionsare aboutthe cosm ologicalhorizon (�t�
H � 1)which isless(by the�-factor)than theM U-scale.

Now,we can introduce the probability distribution P = P(t;~�)to �nd �eld ~� attim e t.
By de�nition, Z

Pd~�= 1:
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Followingthestandard m ethods,wecan derivetheFokker-Planckequation forthisfunction:

@P

@t
= D

@2P

@~�2
: (151)

Obviously,the�eld dispersion growsin tim ein thisstochasticprocess.
Let us take som e arbitrary M U at tim e to with the classical�eld ~�o,which we callthe

m other. During in
ation the physicalspatialvolum e which belonged to the m other M U at
t� to,expands to largerand largerscales. Fort> to,this volum e can be covered by other
M Us(daughters)15.The ~�-�eld variesfrom onedaughtertoanother,and ther.m .s.deviation
(from ~�o)~� = ~�(t)can becalculated m aking averageeitherby thequantum q-statein oneM U

oroverthedaughterM Us assem bly:

~�2 = h(~�� ~�o)
2
i=

Z

(~�� ~�o)
2
Pd~�=

= 2
Z

D dt= �
1

2�2

Z
V 4d’

(dV=d’)3
� t: (152)

Itcan becon�rm ed also by theexactsolution ofeq.(151)

P(t;~�)=
1

p
2�~�

exp

 

�
(~�� ~�o)2

2~�2

!

: (153)

Atthebeginning
~�(to)= 0; P(to;~�)= �(~�� ~�o);

while,during tim e,thedistribution (153)broadened around ~�o with equalprobability forboth
signsofthedeviation (~�� ~�o):Thetypicalone-step-changeofthe ~�-�eld is

�( ~�)= ~�(�t)=

s

�D

H
�

q

�H : (154)

Beforewediscusssom eim plicationsofthisstochasticprocess,letusconsiderthenecessary
conditionsforthedi�usion approach.

Eqs. (148,150) are generally true ifthe D -function varies slower than the characteristic
step-tim e�t� �H � 1.Thisrequirem entiscom m only satis�ed on thein
ationary separatrix.

TheFokker-Planck approach (151)islessreliablehere.Indeed,thenotion oftheP-function
assum esthatitscharacteristic change-tim e should be no largerthan the step-tim e. However,
regarding eq. (153),itcan be m arginally so if� isnottoo high. Below,we willassum e that
� � 1.

4.3 N on-Linear In
ation

M ini-universesofsize H � 1(� � 1)introduced in Section (4.2),arejustthecausally connected
regions ofthe in
ating space. Ifany two points with constant com oving ~x-coordinates (i.e.,
expanding with the Universe) belong initially to the sam e M U then they willm anage to ex-
change the lightsignalsatleastonce.Butifthey belong to two di�erentM Us then the light

15Ateach step �t� �H � 1 them othervolum eexpandsbyfactorN � exp(3�),sothereareaboutN daughters

ofthe �rstgeneration,N 2 ofthe second,and so on so forth,inside the volum e.
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signalsentfrom onepointwillnevergettheotherone.An im portantconsequenceisthateach
M U expandsin tim eindependently ofany other.

Itm eansthatanyM U can bechosen asm otherregardingthenextgenerationsofthedaugh-
terM Us itproduces.In itsturn,any daughtertaken ata m om entt� to,although created by
som e m otheratt< to,isthe m otheritselffort> to. Thispicture hasneitherbeginning no
end.Actually,thisboilerofM Us iseternally self-reproducing in
ationary Universe.

Letusconsidersom e physicalvolum e expanding with the com oving space. New and new
M Us are created inside the volum e during the evolution. W e can connect by the tim e-like
trackscausally related M Us(m other-daughter,m other-daughter,etc.).W esaw in theprevious
Section thatthereisan equalprobability forboth signsofthe�eld deviation � ~� to befound
along any track from thepastto future.Sinceany M U developsindependently oftheprevious
history and itsneighbours,we can forgetaboutthe seed m other�eld ’(o) and try to �nd the
currentclassicalquasi-Friedm annian �eld ’M U driven thegiven M U onthetrackandapplicable
only to thisM U. Certainly,’M U isthe local’-�eld renorm alized each tim e by the classical
partofq-�eld (seeeq.(141)).

Technically,we can use Newtonian gauge to �nd ’M U ,since this particular fram e m ost
closely im itatesthelocalFriedm annian expansion (seeeqs.(53)):

ds
2

M U =
�

1�
H

a
PM U

�

dt
2
� a

2

�

1+
H

a
PM U

�

dx
2
; (155)

where
PM U =

Z

a
�dt:

Thelocaltim eis

tM U = t�

Z
H

2a
PM U dt:

and thelocalexpansion factoris

aM U = a

�

1+
H

2a
PM U

�

:

In both equationswedisregarded thedependenceofthePM U function on the~x-coordinates
within M U. In doing so,we can easily recoverthe ’M U -�eld from background eqs. (95). In
them ain approxim ation over’ � 1,wehave:

’M U

’(o)
= 1+

1

c

�


��
H

a
PM U

�

: (156)

Below,wegiveonly qualitativeideasaboutsom eresultsofthisinvestigation.
Them ostinteresting question arisen isasto which densitiesofthe’-�eld m osttrackslead

during stochasticin
ation? Theanswerisa production oftwo factors:theprobability to �nd
a certain ’-�eld on one track,and the num ber oftracks carring given ’-�eld. As farasthe
�rstfactorisconcerned,theclassicalm onotonicdecreaseof’ when sliding down thepotential
V (’),is the sm aller the larger the �eld is: �’ cl � � c=’ for one step-tim e �t� H� 1. On
theotherhand,the�eld stochasticchangedueto thequantum perturbationsproceedsin both
directionsof’ with am plitudej�’ stj� H growing to higher�eld values.So,forlargeenough
’(’ > (c2=�)1=(2+ c))thequantum stochasticprocesspredom inates,so that,ateach step halfof
thecreated daughtershavehigher’ than theirm other.Butthetotalnum beroftrackscreated
perunittim e grows to higher�elds aswell,dN =dt’ 20H . So,the m ajority oftracks leads
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to high densities,thus,thelargestpartofglobalphysicalvolum eisoccupied by thePlanckian
�eld density,i.e.,by thespace-tim efoam .

W e can only guesswhatishappenning there,in these m osttypicalhigh density statesof
theglobalUniverse,| thenotionsofthespace-tim eand in
aton break,m utabletransitionsto
di�erentphysics,signatures,dim ensions and otherconceivable and inconceivable worldsm ay
occur.In fact,wecan only say thatthein
ation stateswith densitieslessthan thePlanckian
one,are non-typicaland very unprobable ones in this really chaotic Universe dom inated by
the sea ofquantum 
uctuations. The stochastic regim e considered above is just a part,the
sem iclassicalpartofthissea,wherethespace-tim eisalready classicalwhilethein
aton isstill
dom inated by quantum 
uctuations. Evidently,such regions decouple occasionally from the
space-tim efoam and existindependently during som eperiod oftheclassicaltim e.

A very im portantconclusion isthatinsidethesesem i-classicalregionsthereexistsom every
few trackswhich lead occasionally (through therandom stochasticprocess)to lowerand lower
densities of’-�eld. W hen the latterbecom esbelow the criticalquantity (’ � (c2=�)1=(2+ c)),
quantum 
uctuations are not able any m ore to increase ’ in the created daughter- M Us

and the successive in
ation continues with a m onotonic decrease ofthe in
aton. Now,the
quantum 
uctuationsareresponsible only forsm alldensity perturbationsvaring slightly from
one daughterto other. So,the resultwillbe the adiabatic Gaussian perturbations(with the
am plitudedecreasingtosm allerscales)againsttheFriedm annian background patch surrounded
by thenon-linearchaoticUniverse.

Letusem phasize two otherpointsin theconclusion.
The globalCauchy-Hypersurface doesnotrigorously exist. Itcan be constructed nearthe

Friedm annian patch in a space-tim eregion restricted by thePlanckian densities.In fact,such
a non-linearsolution describesjusta tem poralisland form ed with a very sm allprobability in
the chaotic space-tim e foam ofthe Universe and suitable forlife. In thisconnection,we can
m ention thatwedo notthink itisworth whileputting seriously thequestion astohow general
are the start-in
ation conditions forthe chaotic orotherin
ation theories from the point of
view ofgeneralsolutions ofthe CGR equations? In ouropinion,itis quite enough thatthe
probability for creating a low-density world where life can appear,is non-zero. W e have no
tim eto discussthissubjectin m oredetailhere.

The next im portant point is as follows. There are the in
aton quantum 
uctuations in
the chaotic in
ation theory that are the reason for both,the non-linear globalstructure of
theUniverseasa wholeand theadiabaticdensity perturbationsresponsibleforthelargescale
structure form ation in theFriedm annian patch ofsuch a Universe.Therefore,we can testthe
in
ationarytheoriesjustinvestigatingthespectrum ofPCPsand then reconstructingtheglobal
structure within the theory fram eworks. Thisis,probably,the only inform ative cosm ological
channeltolearn anythingaboutthefeaturesbeyond opticalhorizon,aswellasthefundam ental
physicsparam etersbeyond directexperim ent.W ecan seethattheproblem oftesting in
ation
becom es partand parcelofthe VEU theories. W e are going to discuss itbrie
y in the next
Chapter.

5 Testing V EU

Therearefew im portantcosm ologicalpredictionscom ingfrom theveryearlyin
ationaryepoch.
Am ong them arethetotalenergy density in theUniverseand thespectrum ofadiabaticPCPs.

Theform erquantity isto beequalto criticaldensity up to accuracy ofthePCP am plitude
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on thecontem porary horizon:


tot = 1� �H ; jK j� �H : (157)

Thisam plitude �H = �k(k = H o)can be easily estim ated by the quadrupole anisotropy of
them icrowave background radiation:

�H � 10� 4:

Therealdynam icaldensity iscloseto thecriticalonewith theaccuracy � 30% .However,
even ifeq.(157)werecon�rm ed with a m uch higheraccurary by futureobservations,itcould
not,unfortunately,tellusm uch inform ation aboutthe in
ation principalparam eters. In this
respect,m ore inform ative is the PCP spectrum generated by last stages ofthe in
ationary
epoch beforethebeginning ofFU.

As far as the chaotic in
ation is concerned, the postin
ationary PCP spectrum is very
sensitive to the potentialform (see eqs. (116,117). On the other hand,the shape ofthe
potentialenergy ofthe in
aton found in a given Particle Physics, m ust be unam biguously
�xedsby thefundam entalLagrangian regarding alltheparticle�eldsand interactions.

Thus,a principle testofin
ation isthe large scale structure ofthe Universe. Itsanalysis
allowsforrestoring ofthepostrecom bination PCP spectrum on galactictohorizon scales.This
part ofthe spectrum is obviously related to the postin
ationary PCPs which,in their turn,
depend directly on the in
aton potentialwithin the �eld intervalresponsible for the scales
m entioned above(seeeq.(117)).

Two following questionsarisefrom thisconsideration:

� How to relatethepostin
ationary and postrecom bination spectra?

� � W hich are the basic cosm ologicalobservationsnow pouring the lighton the PCP spec-
trum ?

Below,both topicsarediscussed very brie
y.

5.1 Transfer Functions

The pointisthatany realconfrontation oftheory with observationscan be done only within
the fram ework ofsom e cosm ologicalm odelallowing to transfer PCPs from tim es when they
were produced and up to them om entwhen they entered thenon-linearevolution to form the
hierarchy oftheobjectsobserved.Theprincipalparam etersofthem odelarethoseofthedark
m attercom ponentsrunning outthegravitationalevolution ofPCPs.

Regarding thegravitationalim pactto PCPstherearetwo com ponentsoftheDark M atter
Cold (CDM ) and Hot (HDM ) that are im portant. The cold particles m ay be heavy relics
(m C � 10eV )orcoherentaxionswhich behavelikeanon-relativisticm edium .Thehotparticles
are those like m assive neutrino with the equilibrium particle density and according restm ass
(m H � 10 eV ). These two com ponents evolving very di�erently in the past are both non-
relativisticand m aintain thecriticaldensity now:


C + 
H + 
� = 
tot = 1: (158)

Baryonscan beadded in 
C ,thethird term which istheenergy ofphysicalvacuum cannotbe
totally excluded today 0< 
� < 0:7.
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The restdark m atter,which we callasthe �-com ponent,doesnotcontribute crucially to
eq.(158) and consists ofrelativistic and sem irelativistic weakly interacting particles (m � �

1eV ). W e can characterize �-particles by there totalnum ber N� with respect to the relic
photons:

� =
N �

N � + N 


2 (0;1): (159)

Forthestandard CDM and HDM m odels� = 0:4 and � = 0:3 respectively,counting three
ortwo sortsofthem asslessneutrino.Generally,�-particlesincludegravitions,lightSUSY and
otherhypothetical...inosprobably existing in theUniverse.

So,in the sim plestm atterdom inated case (
tot = 1;� = 0,stable particles)we have two
freeparam eters,
H and �,both ranging from zero to one,which determ inethepasthistory of
PCPsbeginning from In
ation.Thegoalisto �nd theratio ofthe�nalto initialPCP spectra
as a function ofthese two (or m ore in a generalcase) param eters. This ratio is called the
transferfunction,

T(k)=
q
(f)

k

q
(i)

k

; (160)

wherepostin
ationary spectrum q
(i)

k coincideswith thefunction qk from eqs.(116,117),q(f)k is
thepostrecom bination PCP spectrum responsibleforLSS form ation in theUniverse.Evidently,
T(k) does not depend on the in
ationary period,it is a functionalofthe Friedm ann m odel
dynam icsfrom thebeginning to ourdays.

T(k)isequaltounityforverylargescales(T(0)= 1)and then decreasesm onotonicallywith
k growing.Itstillrem ainsto beaboutunity up to som echaracteristicscaleleq which coincides
with the horizon at period at equality ofallrelativistic and allnon-relativistic com ponent
densities. The further T(k)-fall-shape to shorter wavelengths is an intrinsic property ofthe
m odel(wereferthissubjectto thespecialcoursesand lectures).

Forthestandard m odelsleq � 30h� 2 M pcbut,forarbitrary �;leq growswith � growing like
leq � (1� �)� 1=2:

Aswe see,the resulting spectrum q
(f)

k isa sensitive function ofboth fundam entals ofthe
early Universe,the postin
ation PCPsand dark m attercom position. So,the investigation of
itsdirectcreature| thelargescalestructureoftheUniverse| cannotbeoverestim ated today.
Anotherprincipletest| alaboratory detection ofthedark m atterparticles| isnotdiscussed
here.

5.2 O bservations

Sincetherearefew specialcourcsesdevoted tothissubjectweonly brie
y outlinethehotspots
ofthe confrontation between observations and theory im portant for us. W e see trem endous
im portanceforthem oderncosm ologyoftwogroupsofexperim entnowdays:�T=T observations
both on largeand sm allscales(� <

> 1
o)and directobservationsofthedistribution and evolution

ofthehierarchiesofLSS.
Thepointisthatboth experim entsconfrontand com plem enteach other.
If�T=T upperlim itsand detectionswhich becom e available now,m ake usto lowerdown

the prim ordialperturbation am plitudeson scaleslargerthan l> 10h� 1 M pc,then LSS needs
foritsexistence high enough cosm ologicalperturbation am plitudeson scalesl� 10� 100h� 1

M pc. For the m ost theories ofgalaxy form ation the gap between these two requirem ents is
quitenegligible.Say,within theGaussian perturbation theoriesany reasonable asum ption for
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largesuperclustersand voidsto bem oreorlessstandard phenom enon in thevisible Universe,
leadsinevitably to the�T=T prediction levelson degreesofarccapableforcurrentdetection.
Itbringsa very greatoptim ism toobtain largescaleprim ordialperturbation spectrum directly
from theobservationswith a high degreeofaccuracy.

The currentsituation with �T=T iswellknown. Forourcase ofGaussian PCPswe m ay
directly relateourscalarq on thelastscattering surfaceatrecom bination with them ap ofthe
tem perature anisotropies on the selestialsphere ~n = ~n(�;’). Endeed,let us decom pose the
latterin sphericalfunctions:

�T

T
(~n)=

X

l;m

alm Ylm (�;’): (161)

Then,after sim ple calculations,the tem perature correlation function takes the following
form :

C(�)� h
�T

T
(~n1)

�T

T
(~n2)i=

X

l

ClPl(cos�); (162)

where~n1~n2 = cos�; Pl(cos�)aretheLegandre polinom ials,h:::iisthe average overthe �eld
state,and

Cl=
2l+ 1

4�
a
2

l =
1

4�

X

m

ha
2

lm i: (163)

Generally,therearethreem ain sourcesoftheprim ordialtem peratureanisotropies:dueto

uctuationsofthe gravitationalpotential,m atterdensity and velocity perturbations.Forthe
vanishing pressure they m ay bereduced to thefollowing expression taken atrecom bination:

�T

T
(~n)=

1

3
q(~xr)+

1

4
�
;r � ~n~vr: (164)

The�rstterm (Sachs-W olfe�ect)dom inatesfor� > 1o(l> 100h� 1 M pc)which yieldsthe
directconnection between C(�)and thePCP spectrum qk:

a
2

l =
2

�

Z
dk

k
q
2

kJ
2

l(k); C(�)=
1

2�2

Z
dk

k
q
2

kJo(k�); (165)

whereJl aretheBesselfunctions,� = 2sin �

2
.

The m ost im portantis the COBE detection for� � 10o evidencing the consistency with
theHZ-spectrum on very largescales,l� 1000h� 1 M pc:

� 2

k � k
4
q
2

k � k
�
; � = 4� 0:2; (166)

where�2 = (1+ z)� 2
R

dk

k
� 2

k isthem ean squareperturbation ofdensity.
AsfortheLSS data,wehavem any independentindicationstoday forexistenceofthelarge

scalestructuresup to a typicalscale lLS ’ 100h� 1M pc.The m ostim portantdata com e from
theGreatAttractor(z� 0:03),pencilbeam galacticsurveys(z� 0:3),existenceoflargegroups
ofquasars(z 2 (0:5;2)),and spatialdistributionsofclustersofgalaxies(z � 0:1).These LSS
experim entsindicatethefollowingestim ateforthespectrum ofGaussian density perturbations
within thescalesl2 (10;100)h� 1M pc:

� 2

k � k


; 
 = 0:9� 0:2: (167)

Theconsistency with eq.(166)givesustheobviousevidenceforthepresenceofarealfeaturein
thepowerspectrum atthesuperclusterscale� 100h� 1M pc;itm ay a changein thespectrum
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slope from HZ (atl> 100h� 1M pc) to the 
atone (l> 100hM pc). This "signature ofthe
God" requiresitsexplanation in physicsofthevery early Universe.

W e do not discuss here m odern status ofthe cosm ologicalm odeland observationaltests
refering to specialreviews(e.g.astro-ph/9803212).

6 C onclusion

Aswe have seen,stillin the absence ofhigh energy physics,we m ay successfully develop the
theory ofVEU on purely cosm ologicalgroundsand com e to im portantconclusionsaboutthe
spectrum ofPCPs capable ofcurrent testing by observations. On the other hand,we are
very close to recover the postrecom bination PCP spectrum directly from the observations,
both �T=T and LSS (especially its evolutionary aspects),and thus to reconstruct the true
cosm ologicalm odeland m ake the exciting link to VEU physics. Both confronting branches{
theory and observations{ develop fruitfully and m akeushopeto �nd theprincipalanswerson
theevolutionary m odeloftheUniverse during ourdays.

Thiswork waspartly supported by INTAS 97-1192.

A ppendix A

Hereweobtain theLagrangian L(2) (seeeqs.(26)).
Asum ing that eqs. (25) are exact ones,allthe auxiliary quantities are expanded to the

second orderin � and hik:

�w =
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2w (o)
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m
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l
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1
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2
h
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l
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�Rik � h

ik
R
(o)

ik ;

�Rik = (��lik);l� (��lil);k + (��lik)(��
m
lm � (��mil)(��

l
km );

where�f = f � f(o); v = �=w(o); vi= �;i=w
(o); �lik aretheChristo�elsym bols.

Thesubstitution to eq.(20)yields:

(L �
1

2
R)

s
g

g(o)
= L
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;l):

Ifbackground m etricsatis�estheclassicalequations,

G
(o)

ik � T
(o)

ik = 0; (n(o)ul);l+ n
(o)
�
(o) = 0;

then the substitution to L(2) giveseq. (26). Note,thatthe linearterm sin � and hik (see eq.
(20))proveto bezero sincethebackground equationsarem et.

A ppendix B

Herewe derive generalrelationsbetween q-scalarand theperturbationsin arbitrary reference
fram e.

Letusdecom pose perturbations(25)overthe irreducible representationsofpotentialtype
in generalFriedm ann m odelwith them etricgik and 4-velocity ui:

v = X +
1

2
(C + D ;iu

i);

hik = Y eik + Zgik + (Cu(i);k)+ D ;ik; (169)

where 4-tensor eik = 2uiuk � gik has Euclidean signature and subbrackets m ean the sym -
m etrization. FunctionsX ;Y;Z;C;D are coe�cientsofthe lineardecom position. X ;Y and Z

aregaugeinvariant4-scalars.C and D arearbitrary functionsspecifying thegaugefeedom of
perturbationsin eqs.(25)(seeeqs.(28,29)):

�i=
1

2
(Cui+ D ;i):

TheEinstein linearequationscan bedecom posed asa 4-tensorovertheirreduciblerepresenta-
tionsaswell:

h
;l

ik;l� 2hl(i;k)l+ h;ik + (p� �)hik+

+(� + p)(~�(�� 2 � 1)eik + 4v(iuk)� 2�vgik)=

= E eik + Fgik + (Iu(i);k + J;ik = 0;

where
E = Y

;l

;l � 4H Y;lu
l+ (p� � + 4(_H + H

2))Y +

+(� + p)(~�(�� 2 � 1)+ 2(4H + �)X );

F = Z
;l

;l+ (p� �)Z � 4H (Y;lu
l+ H Y � (� + p)X );
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I = � 2(Y;lu
l+ H Y � (� + p)X );

J = 2Z;

and ~� = w � 1(wX );lul� (Y + Z)=2.Here,theauxiliary relations

ui;k = H Pik =
1

2
H (gik � eik); H =

1

3
u
l
;l;

and som eotherbackground form ulaewereused.
From J = 0 wehave 16:

Z = 0 (170)

From I = F = 0 thefollowing relation between X and Y scalarsisobtained:

_Y + H Y = (� + p)X : (171)

Forthe spatially 
atm odel(K = 0)q-scalaris given by the linear superpositions ofthe
gaugeinvariantfunctions:

q= � (Y + 2H X ) (172)

Obviously,itisthereal4-scalar(aswellasX and Y )independentofany referencefram e.
Theinverse transform ationsfollow from eqs.(171,172):

X =
1

2

�
P

a
�

q

H

�

; Y = �
H

a
P; (173)

whereP =
R
a
qdt; 
 = � _H =H 2.

From E = 0 wehavethekey equation 17:

a
3

�

� 2_q= �P: (174)

Therestisto prescribethepotentialsC and D fordi�erentgauges.
Projecting eqs.(169)on theFriedm ann referencesystem wehaveforan arbitray gauge:

v = X +
1

2
F; hoo = Y + _F;

ho� =
1

2
 ;�; h

�
� = A�

�
� + B

;�
;�; (175)

where F = C + _D ;  = a2(D =a2_)+ F; A = H F � Y; B = � D =a2. So,the m ost general
de�nition ofq-scalarin term sof3-potentialsisthefollowing (cf.eq.(34)):

q= A � 2H v: (176)

Fortheorthogonalgauge( = 0):

C = 2a(aB _); D = � a
2
B ; F = a

2 _B : (177)

Thenextexam plesspecify thefunction B in eqs.(177).
Forthesynchronousgauge(hoo =  = 0):

_B = a
� 2
Q � a

� 3
P; Q =

Z


qdt: (178a)

Forthecom oving gauge(v =  = 0):

_B =
q

H a2
� a

� 3
P: (178b)

FortheNewtonian gaugeB =  = 0 (cf.eqs.(51,52,53)).
16The scalarJ isgenerally connected to the anisotropicpressurewhich iszero for’-�eld
17Functions(� + p)~� and (� + p)X should be excluded from E with help ofeq.(171).
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A ppendix C

Onecan easily verify thateqs.(42)arejustthelinearexpansion term softheexactsolution

ds
2 = dt

2
� a

2exp(2�a�� )dx
�
dx

�
; � =

Z
dt

a3
; (179)

wherethefunction a = a(t)can befound asfollows:

H
2 =

1

3
� �

1

9a6
�2
; �2 =

2

3
a
�
�a

�
�;

_H = �
1

2
(� + p)+

1

3

�2

a6
:

Fort! 0,wehavetheKaznerasym ptotic:

a
3 = �t; g�� � diag(t2pa); (180)

where Kaznerexponents(p1 + p2 + p3 = p21 + p22 + p23 = 1)are obviously related to the eigen
valuesofm atrix a�� :

det(a�� � ���� )= 0; �a = �
�

pa �
1

3

�

:

Eqs.(170)describesolution fortheBianchitypeIm odelwith com oving space.Thein�nite
scale vortex and gravitational-wave perturbations lead also to eqs. (179). Note, that the
in�nitescaleperturbationsalthough causing theexpansion anisotropy (shear),do notperturb
thespatialcurvatureand density perturbations(�� = u� = 0).Ithappensonly in spatially 
at
Friedm ann m odels.
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