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A bstract

In Brans{Dicketheory theUniversebecom esdivided afterination into m any ex-

ponentially largedom ainswith di�erentvaluesofthee�ectivegravitationalconstant.

Such a processcan be described by di�usion equationsforthe probability of�nding

a certain valueoftheinaton and dilaton �eldsin a physicalvolum eoftheUniverse.

Fora typicalchaoticination potential,thesolutionsfortheprobability distribution

neverbecom estationary butgrow forevertowardslargervaluesofthe�elds.W eshow

herethatanon-m inim alconform alcoupling oftheinaton tothecurvaturescalar,as

wellasradiativecorrectionstothee�ectivepotential,m ay provideadynam icalcuto�

and generate stationary solutions. W e also analyze the possibility oflarge nonper-

turbative jum ps ofthe uctuating inaton scalar�eld,which was recently revealed

in the context ofthe Einstein theory. W e �nd that in the Brans{Dicke theory the

am plitudeofsuch jum psisstrongly suppressed.
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1 Introduction

After�fteen years ofdevelopm ent ofinationary cosm ology,the basic principles ofthistheory

seem to bewellunderstood,see e.g.Ref.[1].However,there isstilla very long way from these

basicprinciplestothe�naltheory.Oneofthem ain problem sistheabsenceofthe�nalversion of

the underlying particle theory. Fortunately,m any propertiesofinationary cosm ology are very

stable with respect to the change ofits particular realization. In particular,m ost inationary

m odels predict a at Universe (
 = 1) with a nearly scale-independent spectrum ofdensity

perturbations.Stillsom eim portantdeviationsfrom thestandard lorem ay appearwhen onegoes

from one theory ofelem entary particlesto another. Forexam ple,in a certain classoftheories,

one can obtain an open [2]ora closed [3,4]Universe,oreven a Universe consisting ofdi�erent

causally disconnected regions with allpossible values of
 < 1 [4]. It would be im portant to

�nd outwhether som e other m odi�cations ofthe inationary paradigm m ay appearwhen one

im plem entsitin di�erenttheoriesoffundam entalinteractions.

An interesting playground fortesting the robustness ofvariousideasaboutination ispro-

vided by the Brans{Dicke theory [5]. Itrem ains to be seen whether thistheory orsom e ofits

generalizations can have a su�ciently good m otivation,e.g. from the point ofview ofstring

theory [6]{[8]. In any case,however,som e qualitatively new e�ects which appear in the BD

inationary cosm ology m ay justify itsinvestigation.

One ofthese e�ects is the possibility to avoid the gracefulexit problem ofthe �rst-order

ination [9].Thispossibility,however,requirestheintroduction ofan e�ective potentialand/or

a nonm inim alkineticterm fortheBrans{Dicke�eld [10],which m akesthecorresponding theory

rathercom plicated and m ay lead tocertain problem s[11].In som eoftherecentversionsofthese

m odelstheend ofination occursin thestandard way,during thestageofslow rolling [12].

In what follows we willbe interested in another speci�c e�ect which m ay appear in the

inationary Brans{Dicke cosm ology. In this theory quantum uctuations ofthe Brans{Dicke

�eld � during ination driven by the inaton �eld � lead to the division ofthe Universe into

di�erentexponentially large regionswhere the e�ective gravitationalconstantG = M
�2
P = !

2��2

can takeallpossiblevaluesfrom 0 to 1 ,seeRef.[13].

Thise�ectbecom esespecially interesting ifone takesinto accountthe processofself-repro-

duction ofinationary universe.Thisprocesscan bestudied in am ostadequateway by usingthe

stochastic approach to ination and investigating the probability distribution Pp(�;�;t),which

givesthe relative fraction ofthe volum e ofthe Universe containing the inaton �eld � and the
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Brans{Dicke �eld � at the m om ent t. A detailed study ofthe distribution Pp was perform ed

recently in Ref.[14],whereitwasshown thatin m any inationary m odelsbased on theEinstein

theory ofgravity (i.e.thetheory with a constantBrans{Dicke�eld)thisprobability distribution

rapidlyapproachesastationaryregim e.Thism eansthatifonetakesasection oftheUniverseata

given tim etand calculatestherelativefraction ofdom ainsoftheUniversewith given properties,

theresultwillnotdepend on thetim et,both during ination and afterit.

However,the stationary character ofthe probability distribution Pp in generalrelativity is

closely related to theexistenceofthePlanck boundary,wherethepotentialenergy density V (�)

becom es com parable with the Planck density M 4
P. Typically the distribution Pp(�;t) rapidly

m oves towards large �,forthe reason thatthe volum e ofdom ainswith large V (�)growsvery

fast. The distribution Pp(�;t)becom esstabilized asitapproachesthe Planck boundary,where,

asitisargued in [14]{[16],theprocessofself-reproduction ofinationary dom ainsislesse�cient,

orination becom esim possiblealtogether.

M eanwhile,in the Brans{Dicke theory the situation ism ore com plicated [17,18]. Since the

e�ectivePlanckm assin thistheorydependson�,M 2
P
(�)= 2�

!
�2,thePlanckboundaryinstead of

being a pointbecom esa line�4 = !2

4�2
V (�).Then thedistribution Pp(�;�;t)�rstm ovestowards

the Planck boundary,and after that it slides along this boundary in the direction where the

rateofexpansion oftheUniverse becom esgreater.Such runaway solutionstypically lead to the

distributionsPp rapidly m oving towardsinde�nitely largevaluesof� and �.Asa consequence,

a typicalvalueofthePlanck m assattheend ofination also becom esinde�nitely large,and the

e�ective gravitationalconstantvanishes.

In fact,runaway solutionsm ay appeareven in theordinary Einstein theory.Thism ay happen

ifthe inaton �eld isnonm inim ally coupled to curvature due to the existence oftheinteraction

� 1

2
��2R,with � < 0[16].On theotherhand,in thetheorieswith � > 0onem ay encounterm any

di�erentregim es.Dependingon thevalueof�,onem ay nothaveination atall,oronem ay have

ination withoutself-reproduction ofinationarydom ains,orination and self-reproduction with

a stationary distribution Pp.

Thissuggestsusto study a m ore generalversion ofthe Brans{Dicke theory,where notonly

the Brans{dicke �eld �,butalso the inaton �eld � isnonm inim ally coupled to gravity. Som e

m odelsofthistypehavebeen discussed beforein [19,20].Notethatthisfram ework seem sto be

m uch m ore naturalthan the standard one,where itisassum ed thatonly one ofthe two scalar

�elds(theBrans{Dicke�eld)isnonm inim ally coupled to gravity.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 wediscusstheproblem ofrunaway solutions
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in theBrans{Dickestochastic ination.In Section 3 we derivea setofequationsforination in

theBrans{Dicketheory with anon m inim ally coupled inaton scalar�eld.W estudy thecaseofa

purely m assivescalar�eld and �nd thatitprovidesanaturalcuto�forthem otion oftheinaton

and dilaton �elds,resulting in theexistenceofstationary solutionsto thedi�usion ofboth �elds.

In ordertotestthestabilityoftheresults,weanalysethesam em odelin thepresenceofanon zero

self-coupling oftheinaton.W e�nd thatsuch aterm isenough todestroy thestationarity ofthe

probability distribution,m akingsuch astationarity ratherim probable.In Section 3.1wepropose

a di�erentsolution to therunaway behaviorofthescalar�eldsby considering 1{loop corrections

to the e�ective potential. Forcertain valuesofthe param etersofthe m odel,itispossible that

thee�ectivepotentialoftheinaton �eld acquiresam axim um atexponentially largevaluesof�.

Thisprovidesa naturalcuto� fortherateofination and m akesthedistribution P p stationary.

Furtherm ore,the Planck m ass in this m odelis exponentially larger than the only scale in the

problem ,the m assofthe inaton,thusnaturally explaining a hierarchy ofscales. In Section 5

we explore the possibility ofvery large quantum jum psofthe scalar�eld [21]in the contextof

theBrans-Dicketheory.In Section 6 wedraw som econclusions.

2 R unaw ay solutions in B rans{D icke ination

In thissection wewillintroducetheproblem ofrunaway solutionsin Brans{Dickecosm ology.For

a detailed analysisseeRefs.[17,18].Considertheevolution oftheinaton �eld � with a generic

chaoticpotentialin a JBD theory ofgravity with dilaton �eld �,

S =

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

�
1

8!
�
2
R �

1

2
(@�)2 �

1

2
(@�)2 � V (�)

�

; (1)

wherePlanck m assiswritten in term softhedilaton �eld asM 2
P
(�)= 2�

!
�2.Forgenericinaton

potentialsofthe type V (�)= �

2n
�2n,the equationsofm otion forthe hom ogeneous�eldsin the

slow-rollapproxim ation are
_�

�
=
H

!
;

_�

�
= �

n

2

H

!

�2

�2
; (2)

Thisim pliesthat
d

dt

�

�
2 +

2

n
�
2

�

= 0 ; (3)

which m eans that the �elds m ove along a circle ofradius r2 = �2 + ’2,with ’2 = 2

n
�2,see

Ref.[13].Ination beginsatthePlanck boundary �2 = !
p
�

2�
p
2n
�n and endssom ewhereattheline

�2 ’ !

2
�2 � �2.Thisim pliesthatifination beginsat�0 � �0,itwillend at� �

q
2

n
�0.Thus,

ifwe�nd areason why �0 should belarge,wewillbeabletoexplain why M P =
q

2�

!
� � 2

q
�

n!
�0

isalso large.
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Thissim plepicturebecom esm uch m orecom plicated ifonetakesintoaccountthatin addition

totheclassicalm otion,the�elds� and � experiencequantum jum pswith atypicalam plitude H

2�

during each tim e intervalH �1 .One can easily verify that(for� � � )these jum psare greater

than theclassicalrolling ofthe�eldsfor

3�2

!3
�
4
< V (�)<

4�2

!2
�
4
; (4)

thelastinequality corresponding to thePlanck boundary.Thus,ifthe�eld isnotvery faraway

from thePlanck boundary (butstillsu�ciently faraway so thatourapproach rem ainsreliable),

the m otion ofthe �eld occurs not due to classicalrolling but due to Brownian jum ps in all

possible directions. The jum ps in the direction ofgreaterHubble constantlead to m uch m ore

rapid expansion ofspace.Asa result,very soon (in thesynchronoustim et)them ain partofthe

physicalvolum e oftheUniverse shiftstowardsthePlanck boundary where theHubbleconstant

takes its greatest values. After that the �eld � can take allpossible values along the Planck

boundary,and thereforethevalueofthe�eld � in thedom ainsreaching theboundary oftheend

ofination doesnotdepend on theinitialvalue�0.

However,the Hubble constantH (�;�)isdi�erentin di�erentpartsofthePlanck boundary.

Ifithasa m axim um atsom e point� = �m ax along thePlanck boundary,then them ain partof

thevolum eoftheUniversewillbeproduced asa resultofexponentially rapid ination nearthis

point. Therefore the m ain part ofthe volum e ofthe Universe afterination willbe produced

with M P �
q

4�

n!
�m ax [17].

Unfortunately,aswehaveshown in [17,18],thisregim eisnotrealized in them odel(1)with

V (�) = �

2n
�2n,nor in the m odels with exponentially growing potentials. The reason is very

sim ple: The Hubble param eter in such theories grows along the Planck boundary. Therefore

the leading contribution to the volum e ofthe Universe isgiven by the dom ainsexpanding with

evergrowing speed and containing inde�nitely large valuesofthe �elds� and �. The di�usion

equationsdescribing thisprocesshave runaway solutionswhich describe distributionsPp(�;�;t)

running towards in�nitely large �. In m any cases, the center ofthe distribution Pp reaches

in�nitely largevaluesof� within �nitetim e.

Thisdoesnotnecessarily m ean thatthe corresponding theoriesare physically unacceptable.

It m ay happen that ouridea that we should live in a partofthe Universe corresponding to a

m axim um ofPp(�;�;t)atagiven tim etisincorrect;seeRef.[17]foradiscussion ofthisissue.In

particular,asitwasshown in [14,17],thebehaviorofthedistribution Pp(�;�;t)dependson the

choiceoftim eparam etrization.Ifonestudies,e.g.theprobability distribution Pp(�;�;�),where

� = lna(t),itsbehaviorm ay be quite di�erent,and itm ay notexhibitany runaway solutions.

M oreover,itisvery easy to stabilizethedistribution Pp(�;�;t)by m aking thee�ectivepotential
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V (�)very curved and unsuitable forination atlarge �. Stillitwould be interesting to study

this phenom enon in a m ore detailed way and to see whether the distribution Pp(�;�;t)in the

Brans{Dicketheory can bestabilized in anaturalway.Ifthisstabilization can occuronly atvery

largevaluesofthe�eld �,then thetypicalvalueoftheBrans{Dicke�eld � attheend ofination

willalso be extrem ely large.Thism ay give usa tentative explanation ofthe anom alously large

valueofthePlanck m ass.

3 A m ore generaltheory

Letusnow turn to a scenario in which som e ofthe problem discussed above could be resolved.

Forthatpurposewewillconsidertheclassicalevolution oftheinaton �eld with agenericchaotic

potential,in the contextofthe Jordan{Brans{Dicke theory ofgravity and a curvature coupled

inaton with a non m inim alcoupling �,

S =

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

�
1

8!
�
2
R �

1

2
��

2
R �

1

2
(@�)2 �

1

2
(@�)2 � V (�)

�

: (5)

In thistheory thePlanck m asstakestheform

M
2

P
(�;�)= 16��= 8�

�
1

4!
�
2
� ��

2

�

; (6)

where � playstherole ofthe Brans{Dicke scalar.The valueoftheBrans{Dicke param eter! is

bounded by thepost-Newtonian experim ents[22]and prim ordialnucleosynthesis[23]to bevery

large,! > 500,and therefore itisreasonable to use the approxim ation ! � 1 in the following

analysis.Theparam eter�,ontheotherhand,isunconstrained and could takepositiveornegative

values.Herewewillconsiderthecaseofa sm alland negative�.

Theequationsofm otion forthetheory (5)can bewritten as

r 2� =
1

4!
�R ;

r 2� = � V
0(�)� ��R ;

(7)

�

�
1

4!
�
2
� ��

2

��

R �� �
1

2
g��R

�

= g��V (�)+
�

r �r � � g��r
2
� � 1

4!
�
2
� ��

2

�

+

�

@��@�� �
1

2
g��(@�)

2

�

+

�

@��@�� �
1

2
g��(@�)

2

�

:

(8)

W ecan then writetheexactequationsforthehom ogeneous�eldsin atspace(k = 0)as

1

2

��

1+
3

2!

�

r
2
�
2 + (1� 6�)r2�2

�

= 4V (�)� �V
0(�); (9)
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�
1

4!

�

1+
3

2!

�

�
2
� �(1� 6�)�2

�

R = 4V (�)� 6� �V0(�)� (1� 6�)_�2 �
�

1+
3

2!

�
_�2 ;

�
1

4!
�
2
� ��

2

�

3H 2 = V (�)+ 6� H _�� +
1

2
_�2 �

3

2!
H _�� +

1

2
_�2 ;

(10)

whereR = 12H 2 + 6 _H .Notethatfor� = 0 and � = �2=8! werecovertheusualBD equations.

From now on wewilldrop thelasttwo term sofEqs.(10)sincethey aresubleading forlarge!.

During ination,wecan writetheequationsofm otion ofthehom ogeneous�elds� and � for

sm allj�jand large!,in theslow-rollapproxim ation (�� � H _� � H 2�),as

_� =
H �

!
;

_� =
H �

!

" 

1�
�V 0

4V

!  
�2

�2
+ �

!

�
�2

�2

#

;

H 2 =
!

3

4V (�)

�2 + ��2
;

(11)

where� � 4!j�j.Notethatforsm all� they reduceto theusualBD equations.

3.1 M assive curvature-coupled inaton

Letusconsiderin som edetailthetheory (5)with V (�)= 1

2
m 2�2 atlarge� and very sm all� < 0.

In this case itis usefulto m ake a change ofvariables to polarcoordinates r2 = �2 + ’2; z =
�

’
;’2 = 2(1+ 6j�j)�2 ’ 2�2.In thesecoordinates,theequationsofm otion (11)taketheform

_z=
zH

!

�

z
2 + 1� �=2

�

;

_r=
rH

!

�=2

1+ z2
;

H
2 =

!

3

m 2

z2 + �=2
:

(12)

Onecan solvetheseequationsparam etrically in thez-variable,for� 6= 2,

dr

dz
=

r�=2

z(1+ z2)(z2 + 1� �=2)
; ro = r(zo);

r(z)= ro

�
z

zo

��=(2��)
 
1+ z2

1+ z2o

! 1=2  
z2 + 1� �=2

z2o + 1� �=2

! �1=(2��)

;

(13)

which gives

�(z)= r(z)(1+ z
�2 )�1=2 ;

’(z)= r(z)(1+ z
2)�1=2 :

(14)
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Forj�j� 1,thecondition forexistence ofination (j_H j< H 2)is _�2 < V ,

(z2 � �=2)2 <
3!

2
(z2 + �=2); (15)

which givesa slightly m odi�ed condition fortheend ofination,z2e + �=2= 3!=2.

For very sm all�,the trajectory is very close to a circle in the plane (’;�). However,for

arbitrary � the scalar �elds m ove along a m ore com plicated trajectory. There are regions of

param eterspace forwhich ination neverends.Forinstance,if� > 2 and z2 < (� � 2)=2,then

_z < 0 and ination neverends(unlessthe �eld � tunnels(di�uses)to itslarge valuesquantum

m echanically).Thisisa rathersurprising resultsince thereisnothing singularin ourequations

(12)at� = 2.Thereason ofthisunexpected behavioristhatthe�eld � in theregim e� � � for

� > 2 growsm uch fasterthan the�eld �,so itneverapproachestheend ofination with � � �.

Thevalueofthee�ective Planck m assattheend ofination isgiven by (seeEq.13),

M P =

s

2�

!
r(ze)

 
z2e + �=2

z2e + 1

! 1=2

’

s

2�

!
rozo

 
2� �

2z2o

! 1

2� �

; (16)

wherewehaveused thefactthatze � 1 and zo � 1.NotethatthevalueofthePlanck m assat

the end ofination isvery sensitive to initialconditionsand,forthe reason explained above,it

becom esexponentially largewhen � ! 2: M P =
q

4�j�j�o exp
�

z�2o

�

.

W e should now discusspossible initialconditionsand the regim e ofself-reproduction ofthe

Universe in thism odel.ThePlanck boundary in thistheory lookslikean ellipse

�
2 + �

�

� �
�m ax

2

�2

=
��2

m ax

4
;

�m ax �
m

8�
p
2j�j

:

(17)

Thereisno constrainton �;however,wewillassum ethat� and 1=! areboth ofthesam eorder

ofm agnitude.W ewillseethatthisisa consistentapproxim ation in thisscenario.

The am plitude ofquantum uctuations ofthe scalar �elds,�� and ��,whose wavelengths

are stretched beyond the horizon and act on the quasi{hom ogeneous background �elds like a

stochasticforce,can becom puted asin [17,18]and they aregiven by (for! � 1 and j�j� 1)

�� ’
H

2�
; �� ’

H

2�
: (18)

Density perturbations in our m odelcan be calculated as in Refs. [17,18,24]. Forthe theory
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V (�)= 1

2
m 2�2,in thelarge! lim it3,we�nd

��

�
�
50m

M P

: (19)

NotethatthelargeristhePlanck m assattheend ofination in a given region oftheUniverse,

the sm aller willbe density perturbations in this region. This suggests that the large value of

Planck m assM P in ourpartofthe Universe m ay berelated to thesm allvalueoftheam plitude

ofdensity perturbations
��

�
� 5� 10�5 [17]. In other words,instead oftwo independent sm all

param eters, m

M P

� 1 and ��

�
� 5� 10�5 ,wehaveonly one.

Aswe already discussed in the previoussection,those inationary dom ainswhere quantum

jum psduring the tim e H �1 are m oreim portantthan theirclassicalm otion,entertheregim e of

selfreproduction.One can easily show thatin ourcase the region where thisregim e ispossible

istheinterioroftheellipse

�
2 + �

�

� �
��

2

�2

=
��2�

4
;

�� �
m

4�
p
6j�j3=2

; � � � � 1+ (�2 � � + 1)1=2 :

(20)

In ourm odeltheHubble constanttakesitsm axim alvaluesalong theline� = 0 (i.e.z = 0).

Along thisline there isa wide region where self-reproduction ispossible. Thisregion beginsat

thePlanck boundary (17)and endsattheself-reproduction boundary (20):

m

8�
p
2j�j

< � <
m

4�
p
6j�j3=2

: (21)

Since this intervalis lim ited,runaway solutions here are im possible. In such a situation the

probability distribution Pp(�;�;t)should bestationary,with am axim um som ewhereatthisline,

in theinterval(21).

Note,however,thatthism axim um should berelatively sm ooth,sincethevalueoftheHubble

constantdoesnotdepend on � along theline� = 0:

H (� = 0)=
m

p
6j�j1=2

: (22)

Fora com plete investigation oftheprobability distribution Pp(�;�;t)and ofthevalueofM P at

theend ofination oneshould solvenum erically thedi�usion equationsforP p(�;�;t),aswedid

in Ref.[17].To geta rough idea oftheresulting distribution ofpossiblevaluesofM P attheend

3Note thatduring the laststagesofination,there isan approxim ateequivalence ofthe Einstein and Jordan

fram es.
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ofination onecan sim ply takeallpointsattheboundary ofself-reproduction and treatthem as

initialconditionsforthesolutions(13),(16).However,onecan geta m uch betterpicture ifone

takesinto accountthatthe m ain contribution to the probability distribution on thisboundary

isgiven by the partofthe boundary ofthe region ofself-reproduction with the highestvalue of

H . Thisvalue isachieved for� = �� (20)atthe line � = 0. The peak cannotbe widerthan
p
�

2
�� in the �-direction,and in factit is expected to be m uch m ore narrow. Estim ates ofthe

valuesofthee�ectivePlanck m assgenerated afterination suggestthatM P can takeallpossible

valuesfrom 0 to 1 ,buttypicalvaluesarem uch greaterthan m
p
��
.If,forexam ple,oneconsiders

theevolution ofdom ainswith initialvaluesofthe�elds� � �� and � >
�

H

2�
(dueto unavoidable

quantum jum psnear� = 0),Eq.(16)yields

m

M P

>
�

q

3��

 
4j�j2

2� �

! 1

2� �

: (23)

One can then estim ate the allowed valuesofj�jfrom the am plitude ofdensity perturbations

(19). For� ’ 1 we �nd j�j<� 4� 10�4 ,which isconsistentwith the constraint! > 500 and our

condition � ’ 1.Notealso that m

M P

’
p
6� exp

�

� 1

2j�j2

�

for� ! 2,and itbecom esvery easy to

obtain a very sm allratio of m

M P

even fornottoo sm allvaluesofj�j.Therefore,wehavea natural

realization ofourm odelwithoutthe need forvery sm allnum bers. In factone could argue that

! � 500isnotsuch alargenum ber,ifweunderstand itasthedim ensionlesscoupling� ofm atter

to thedilaton in theEinstein fram e[25],2� = (2! + 3)�1=2 � 0:03.

3.2 Self-coupled inaton

W e m ust now consider possible corrections to the inaton potential,in order to see whether

ourresultsare stable with respectto sm allm odi�cationsofthe theory. Letusadd an inaton

self-coupling to thetheory,V (�)= 1

2
m 2�2 + �

4
�4.Thecorresponding equationsofm otion read

_z =
zH

!

2m 2(1+ z2)(2z2 + 2� �)+ �r2(1+ 2z2)

4m 2(1+ z2)+ �r2
;

_r=
rH

!

2m 2(1+ z2)� � �r2z2

(4m 2(1+ z2)+ �r2)(1+ z2)
;

H
2 =

!

6

4m 2(1+ z2)+ �r2

(1+ z2)(2z2 + �)
:

(24)

Thereisa bifurcation linein theplane(z;r)thatseparatesdom ainsforwhich ination never

ends.Thisistheline _z= 0,

z
2 =

� � 2

2
�

�r2

4m 2

1+ 2z2

1+ z2
: (25)
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For� > 2 and r2 < 2m 2(� � 2)=�,there are valuesofz forwhich _z < 0,which could suggest,

justasin the previousm odelwith V (�)= 1

2
m 2�2,thatthe end ofination cannotbe reached.

However,asr increases(24),_z eventually changessign and ination ends.

Theboundary ofself-reproduction in thistheory isgiven by

�

�
2 + ��

2
�
 

1�
�2

�2c

!

= ����

 

1+
�2

�2c

! 1=2

; (26)

where� and �� werede�ned in (20).

ThePlanck boundary forthistheory is

�
2 + ��

2 = ��m ax�

 

1+
�2

�2c

! 1=2

; (27)

where �m ax wasgiven in (17)and �c � 2m2=
p
�.Atsm all� thisboundary lookslike an ellipse,

butatlarge� itbecom esa straightline.For�m ax < �c these two partsofthePlanck boundary

are disconnected: both linescrossthe � axisatdi�erentpoints. For�m ax > �c these two lines

form a continuous curve. The greatest values ofthe Hubble param eter appear along the part

ofthe Planck boundary with � ! 1 . Therefore in this m odelthere always exist runaway

solutions describing the probability distribution Pp(�;�;t) rapidly m oving towards inde�nitely

largevaluesof� and �.In otherwords,theexistenceofastationary regim ewhich wehavefound

in thepreviousm odelappearsto beunstablewith respectto asm allm odi�cation ofthee�ective

potentialoftheinaton �eld.Itm akesthism odellessattractive.

4 O ne loop corrections

Now letusreturn back to the sim ple Brans{Dicke theory (1)with the inaton �eld m inim ally

coupled to gravity,but let us take into account quantum corrections to the e�ective potential

V (�). In the one-loop approxim ation one can represent the e�ective potentialin the following

way:

V (�)=
�

4
(�2 � �

2

0
)2 + ��

4ln
�

�0
; (28)

where�20 = m 2=� isthevalueoftheinaton �eld atthem inim um ofthepotential,and � depends

on thevaluesofcoupling constantsin thetheory.Forexam ple,ifthescalar�eld � interactswith

the ferm ion �eld with the coupling constant h,one obtains � = (9�2 � 4h2)=32�2 [26]. Note,

that� willbenegative forh2 � �2.In thatcase,a new m axim um willappearatexponentially
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large�,

�m ax ’ �0 exp
�

4j�j
� �0 ; (29)

followed by a very sharp fall-o� to negativevaluesofthepotential,rendering thevacuum unsta-

ble[26].In ourcasethissharp fall-o�m ayacte�ectively asanaturalboundaryforthedi�usion of

theinaton �eld �.In such asituation theprobability distribution Pp(�;�;t)becom esstationary,

with them axim um concentrated nearthePlanck boundary at� = �m ax.

In thetheory (28),theequationsofm otion for� � �0 and � = 0,becom e

_� =
H �

!
;

_� = �
V 0(�)

3H
’ �

H �2

!�
;

H
2 =

4!V (�)

3�2
:

(30)

For�0 � � � �m ax theclassicalm otion iscircular,justasin thetheory ��
4,and wecan de�ne

polarcoordinates(r;z)asusual,with z = �=�.Thereforeonecan obtain thefollowing estim ate

ofthePlanck m assaftertheend ofination:

M P �

s

2�

!
�m ax �

s

2�

!
�0 exp

�

4j�j
: (31)

Notethatin thiscasethee�ective Planck m assforj�j� � becom esexponentially large.In the

regim e when itism uch greaterthan �0 the am plitude ofdensity perturbationsisgiven by the

standard expression
��

�
� 102

p
�. Thus,one doesnotgetanything new from the pointofview

ofdensity perturbations,butonecan obtain a naturalexplanation ofthevery largevalueofthe

Planck m assascom pared with otherm assscalesin thetheory.

5 N on-perturbative e�ects

Allresults obtained in the present paper are related to the probability distribution Pp(�;�;t),

which showsthefraction ofthevolum eoftheUniversewith the�elds� and � atagiven m om ent

oftim etin synchronouscoordinates.W eshould em phasizeagain thatthisisnotauniquechoice

ofm easure in quantum cosm ology. One could study,forexam ple,the probability distribution

Pp(�;�;�),where � � lna(t). This distribution isconsiderably di�erent from Pp(�;�;t). This

doesnotallow ustom akeunam biguouspredictionsuntiltheissueofm easurein quantum cosm ol-

ogyisresolved,seeadiscussion ofthisissuein Refs.[14,17,16].Stillwebelievethatinvestigation

ofPp(�;�;t)givesusvery interesting inform ation aboutthestructureofinationary universe.
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Recently itwasshown,in thecontextofchaoticination based on theusualEinstein theory,

thatthe m ain fraction ofvolum e ofthe Universe in a state with a given density � atany given

m om entoftim e tisconcentrated nearthe centers ofdeep exponentially wide spherically sym -

m etric holes in the density distribution [21]. Forthe reason discussed above,interpretation of

thisresultisnotunam biguous,and we are notsure thatitim plies thatwe m ust live nearthe

centerofa spherically sym m etric void.However,wethink thatthisresultisvery nontrivialand

deservesfurtherinvestigation [27].

Herewewould liketo study whethera sim ilare�ectoccursin thecontextoftheBrans{Dicke

theory. Aswe willsee,the e�ectdoestake place,butitsam plitude issigni�cantly di�erent. In

orderto understand it,we should briey rem ind the origin ofthise�ectin the Einstein theory,

with onescalar�eld � (theination �eld),and then wewillm akea generalization to theBrans{

Dickecase.

The bestway to exam ine thisscenario isto investigate the probability distribution Pp(�;t).

The distribution Pp(�;t) obeys the following di�usion equation (see Ref.[14]and references

therein):

@Pp

@t
=
1

2

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2�

@

@�

�H 3=2(�)

2�
Pp

�

+
V 0(�)

3H (�)
Pp

!

+ 3H (�)Pp : (32)

Herewetem porarilyusethesystem ofunitsM P = 1.Onem ay trytoobtain solutionsofequation

(32)in theform oftheseriesPp(�;t)=
P 1

s= 1e
�st�s(�).In thelim itoflargetim etonly theterm

with thelargesteigenvalue�1 survives,Pp(�;t)= e�1t�1(�).Thefunction �1 in thelim itt! 1

hasa m eaning ofa norm alized tim e-independentprobability distribution to �nd a given �eld �

in a unitphysicalvolum e,whereasthe function e�1t showsthe overallgrowth ofthe volum e of

allpartsoftheUniverse,which doesnotdepend on � in thelim itt! 1 .In thislim itonecan

writeEq.(32)in theform

1

2

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2�

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2�
�1(�)

! !

+
@

@�

 
V 0(�)

3H (�)
�1(�)

!

+ 3H (�)� �1(�)= �1�1(�): (33)

In thesim plesttheory with V (�)= �

4
�4 and H =

q
2��

3
�2,Eq.(33)reads[14]:

�
00
1
+ �

0
1

� 6

��5
+
9

�

�

+ �1

� 6

��6
+
15

�2
+
36�

��4
�

�1

��6

�6�

�

�3=2�

= 0 : (34)

Thisequation canbesolved bothanalyticallyandnum erically.Theresultisthattheeigenvalue�1

isgiven by d(�)H m ax.Hered(�)isthefractaldim ension,which approaches3 in thelim it� ! 0,

whileH m ax isthem axim um possiblevalueoftheHubbleconstantduring ination,which in our

casecorrespondsto itsvalueatthePlanck boundary V (�)= M 4
P = 1.ThisgivesH m ax = 2

q
2�

3
.

Thus,in thesm all� lim itonehas�1 = 3H m ax = 2
p
6� � 8:68.
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The distribution �1 depends on � very sharply. One can easily check that at sm all� the

leading term sin Eq.(34)arethe second and the lastones.(Thism eans,in particular,thatthe

di�usion term sin Eqs.(32),(33)can be neglected.) Therefore the solution ofequation (34)for

sm all� corresponding to thelaststagesofination isgiven by

�1 � �

p
6�

�
�1 : (35)

Thisisan extrem ely strong dependence.Forexam ple,�1 � �10
8

fortherealisticvalue� � 10�13 .

Considerallinationary dom ainswhich contain a given �eld � ata given m om entoftim et.

Letustry to �nd a typicalvalue ofthis�eld in those dom ainsatthe earlierm om entt� H �1 .

In orderto do it,oneshould add to � thevalueofitsclassicaldrift _�H �1 .Oneshould also add

the am plitude ofquantum jum ps ��. The usualestim ate ofthe m agnitude ofa typicaljum p

is � H

2�
. This is a correct estim ate ifwe are interested in a typicalam plitude ofjum ps atany

given point. However,ifwe are considering alldom ains with a given � and trying to �nd all

thosedom ainsfrom which the�eld � could originate,theanswerform ay bequitedi�erent.The

totalvolum e ofalldom ainswith a given �eld � atany m om entoftim e tstrongly depends on

�: Pp(�) � �1(�) � �

p
6�

�
�1,see Eq.(35). This m eans that the totalvolum e ofalldom ains

which could jum p towardsthe given �eld � from the value � + �� willbe enhanced by a large

additionalfactor
Pp(�+ � �)

Pp(�)
�

�

1+ � �

�

�
p

6�

�
�1
.On the otherhand,the probability oflargejum ps

�� issuppressed by theGaussian factorexp
�

� 2�2� �2

H 2

�

.The productofthese two factorshasa

sharp m axim um at�� = � 1� �
H

2�
. In otherwords,m ostofthe dom ainsofa given �eld � are

form ed due to the jum ps which have de�nite sign (they are decreasing the value ofthe scalar

�eld),and which aregreaterthan the\typical" onesby theam pli�cation factorN = �1�.In the

usualnotation,thisam pli�cation factorisgiven by

N =
�1�

M 2
P

; (36)

where �1 = 3H m ax = 2
p
6�M P � 8:68MP. For� � 4:5MP (the scale atwhich the large scale

structure ofourpartofthe Universe hasbeen form ed),theam pli�cation factorin ourtheory is

about40. However,the value ofthisfactorisvery sensitive to ourassum ptionsconcerning the

Planck boundary,itcan bem uch biggerorm uch sm allerthan 40.Asexplained in [21],thise�ect

doesnotalterthe standard theory ofdensity perturbationsin inationary universe,butitputs

theseperturbationson thetop (or,m oreprecisely,tothebottom )ofthedistribution ofthescalar

�eld � which appearsasa resultofitslargejum ps.

W e can now return to the Brans{Dicke theory with ! � 1. In this case both �elds � and

� m ove and uctuate,and therefore one should write a two-dim ensionaldi�usion equation for

these�elds[17].However,atthelaststagesofination theclassicalm otion ofthescalar�eld � is

14



very slow,and,aswe argued above,di�usion in the�rstapproxim ation can beneglected.Then

the problem reducesto the one we have already solved,and theam pli�cation coe�cientwillbe

given by eq.(36).Theonly di�erenceisthatnow thevalueofthecoe�cient� 1 = 3H m ax willbe

determ ined notby thePlanck m assattheend ofination,butby them uch sm allerPlanck m ass

atthe place near the Planck boundary corresponding to the peak ofthe distribution Pp(�;�).

Ifthe distribution is stationary due to the existence ofsom e kind ofboundary at � = �m ax,

then thepeak isconcentrated atthePlanck boundary near�m ax.In thiscaseonecan show that

�1 = 3H (�m ax) = 2�m ax

q

3�
p
�,for V (�) = �

4
�4. M eanwhile,the typicalPlanck m ass after

ination isgiven by M P �
q

2�

!
�m ax [17]. Thisleadsto the following realization ofEq.(36)for

theBrans{Dicketheory:

N �
�

6!
p
�
�1=2 �

M P

; (37)

which givesN � 4:5

q

6!
p
�,for� � 4:5MP. Note thatfor� � 10�13 and ! � 103 the factor

N becom es very sm all, and therefore allthe nonperturbative e�ects discussed above willbe

negligible,contrary to thecasein generalrelativity [21].

Note thatin thisinvestigation we have assum ed the existence ofthe upperboundary �m ax.

The situation willbe quite di�erentifthere were no stationary solutionsforPp. In such a case

thenonperturbativee�ectswillbeextrem ely strong.However,then wewillm eettheproblem of

runaway solutionswhich would suggestthatM P ! 1 in the m ain partofthe physicalvolum e

ofthe Universe. In thispaperwe have shown thatin principle itispossible to avoid runaway

solutions in the Brans{Dicke theory. But then from our results it follows that the sam e trick

which m akes the distribution stationary sim ultaneously kills the nonperturbative e�ects in the

inationary Brans{Dickecosm ology.

6 C onclusions

Investigation oftheprobability distribution Pp givesusalotofinteresting inform ation aboutthe

propertiesoftheinationary universe.Som eoftheseproperties(such asthevery existenceofthe

regim eofself-reproduction and thefractalstructureoftheUniverse)donotdepend on thechoice

oftim e param etrization,and therefore their interpretation is relatively straightforward. Som e

other properties ofPp do depend on the choice oftim e param etrization. Som etim es it is not

enough to know Pp,weneed to know also whetherallpartsoftheUniverse which aredescribed

by thisdistribution areequally wellsuited forexistence oflife.In such situationsinterpretation

oftheresultsbecom esincreasingly speculative.Neverthelesswebelieve thateven in these cases

investigation ofPp and attem ptsofitsinterpretation can bevery useful.W earelearning how to
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form ulatequestionsin thecontextofquantum cosm ology.In som ecasesweareobtaining results

which look obviously incorrectorcontradictobservationaldata;then we m ay conclude thatwe

areusing quantum cosm ology in a wrong way.In som eothercasesquantum cosm ology allowsus

toobtain im portantresultswhich cannotbeobtained by otherm ethods.Thism ay beconsidered

asan indication thatwe are on the righttrack. Thus,by thistrialand errorm ethod we m ay

�nally learn how to usequantum cosm ology.

To give a particular exam ple one m ay consider the old issue ofthe wave function ofthe

Universe. The two m ost popular candidates are the Hartle-Hawking wave function,which in

the context ofinationary cosm ology reads exp
�

3M 4

P

16V (�)

�

[28],and the tunneling wave function

exp
�

�
3M 4

P

16V (�)

�

[29].Neitherofthesetwo functionswasrigorously derived.Forsom ereason which

isnotrelated toitsderivation,thesquareoftheHartle-Hawkingwavefunction correctlydescribes

tunneling between two di�erentde Sitteruniverses with di�erentvaluesofV (�)[30]. However

ifone m akes an attem ptto apply itto the probability ofcreation ofthe inationary universe,

onecom esto a physically incorrectconclusion thatitism uch easierto createan in�nitely large

inationary universewith V (�)! 0than aPlanck-sizeuniversewith V (�)� M 4
P.Thetunneling

wave function leads to a qualitatively correct description ofquantum creation ofthe Universe

\from nothing," butoneshould notuncritically apply itto,e.g.theform ation ofblack holes[31].

The reasons for the lim ited applicability ofeach ofthese functions are explained in Ref.[1],

whereas in Ref.[14]it is shown that expressions ofthe type ofexp
�

3M 4

P

16V (�)

�

or exp
�

�
3M 4

P

16V (�)

�

appearin m any problem sofquantum cosm ology which arenotrelated in any obviousway to the

original\derivations" oftheHartle-Hawking and tunneling wavefunctions.

Som ething sim ilarm ay occurwith ourinvestigation ofthe probability distribution Pp. This

distribution iscertainly very useful,butsom etim esitbecom estem ptingtouseitin thesituations

where its interpretation is am biguous and the �nalsuccess is not guaranteed. However, the

possibility to obtain very strong results and to look at the interplay between particle physics

and cosm ology from an entirely new point ofview suggests us to continue this trial-and-error

investigation. Here we m ay m ention ourattem ptto addressthe cosm ologicalconstantproblem

in thecontextoftheStarobinsky m odel[16]and thepossibility to explain why in them ain part

ofthe Universe the scalar-tensortheoriesofgravity are reduced to the Einstein theory [32]. In

thispaper(see also ourpreviouspublications[13,17,18])we dem onstrated thatin the context

ofinationary Brans{Dicketheory itm ay bethepossibleto explain theanom alously largevalue

ofthePlanck m assM P.W ehaveshown also thatthestructureofourpartoftheUniversewhich

could appearasa resultofnonperturbativee�ectsin quantum cosm ology [21]m ay beextrem ely

sensitive to the properties ofthe theory at nearly Planckian densities and to the presence or

absence ofstationary solutions forthe distribution Pp. At the very least,whatwe have found

16



can be considered as a description ofrather nontrivialproperties ofhypersurfaces ofa given

synchronoustim e in the inationary universe. However,we hope thatsom e ofourresultsm ay

havedeeperphysicalsigni�cance.
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