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ABSTRACT

W e Investigate the distribution of energy density in a stationary selfreproducing
In ationary universe. W e show that the m ain fraction of volum e of the universe nn
a state with a given density at any given m om ent of proper tin e t is concentrated
near the centers of desp exponentially w ide spherically sym m etric wells in the density
distribution. Since this statem ent is very surprising and counterintuitive, we perform
our Investigation by three di erent analyticalm ethods to verify our conclusions, and
then con m our analytical results by com puter sin ulations. If one assum es that we
are typical observers living In the universe at a given m cm ent of tim e, then our resuls
m ay in ply that we should live near the center of a desp and exponentially lJarge void,
which we will call In oid. Validity of this particular nterpretation of our resuls is
not quite clear since it depends on the asyet unsolved problem ofm easure in quan-—
tum oosn ology. Therefore at the m om ent we would prefer to consider our resuls
sin ply as a dem onstration of nontrivial properties of the hypersurface ofa given tim e
In the fractal selfreproducing universe, w ithout m aking any farreaching conclusions
conceming the structure of our own part of the universe. Still we believe that our
results m ay be of som e in portance since they dem onstrate that nonperturbative ef-
fects in quantum ocoan ology, at last In principle, m ay have signi cant observational
consequences, including an apparent violation of the C opemican principle.
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1 Introduction

A coording to the Copemican principle, the only special thing about the Earth is that we are
living here. W e are not at the center of the universe, as peoplk thought before. This point
of view is re ected also In the socalled coam ological principle, which asserts that our place
In the universe is by no m eans soecial and that the space around us has to be hom ogeneous
and isotropic after an oothing over an all lum ps of m atter. This principle lies in the foundation
of contem porary cosnology [I] since it has not only de nite philosophical appeal but also an
apparent observational con m ation by a host of data on large scale structure of the universe.
H owever, theoretical interpretation of this principle is usually based on the big bang picture of
the universe and its evolution, nherently related to sin pl geom etry of Friedm ann-R obertson—
W alker type. T he only theoretical justi cation ofhom ogeneiy and isotropy of the universe w hich
isknown to usat present isbased on In ationary cosm ology. But this theory sin ultaneously w ith
explaining why our universe locally looks so hom ogeneous predicts that on an extram ely large
scale the universe m ust be extrem ely inhom ogeneous 2]. Thus, after providing certain support
to the coan ological principle, In ationary theory eventually rem oves it as having only I ited
validity. But until very recently we did not suspect that in ation m ay Invalidate the C opemican
principle aswell, sihce there isnothing about In ation which would require us to live In the center
of the universe.

T he situation becam e Jess obviouswhen we studied the globalstructure of in ationary universe
In the chaotic In ation scenario, and found that according to a very wide class of in ationary
theories, the m aln fraction of volum e of the universe In a state wih a given density at any
given mom ent of tine t (during or affer In ation) should be concentrated near the centers of
deep exponentially w ide spherically symm etric wells in the density distrioution [3]. This result
is based on investigation of nonperturbative e ects in the theory of a fractal sslfreproducing
universe in the chaotic in ation scenario [F]4

O bservational in plications of this result depend on its interpretation. Ifwe assum e that we
live in a part which is typical, and by \typical" we m ean those parts of the universe which have
the greatest volum e w ith otherparam eters (tin e and density) being equal, then our result in plies
that we should live near the center of one of the wells in the density distribution. T here should
be m any such wells In the universe, but each of them should be exponentially wide. In what
ollow swe willcall these wells \In oids." An observer living near the center ofan in oid w ill see
hin self \in the center of the world," which would cbviously contradict the C opemican principle.

O ne should clkarly distinguish between the validiy of our result and the validity of its inter—
pretation suggested above. Even though the e ect by itself is rather surprising we think that it is
correct. W e veri ed its validity by three Independent analyticalm ethods, aswell as by com puter
sim ulations. M eanw hik the validity of its interpretation ismudch less ckar. Them ain problem is
related to the am biguity in the choice of m easure in quantum cosm ology {]. There are .n nitely

I Selfreproduction of the universe is possble in the new i ationary theory as well E_i], but aswe will see, In
this theory the e ect which we are going to discuss is negligbly sm all



m any dom ains w ith sim ilar properties in a selfreproducing in ationary universe. W hen we are
tryIng to com pare their volum es, we are com paring in nities. The results of this com parison
depend on the choice of the regularization procedure. T he prescription that we should com pare
volum es at a given tim e t In synchronous coordinates is intuitively appealing, but there exist other
prescriptions which Jead to di erent conclusions [, 6, 7, 8]. Until the interpretation problem is
resolved, we w illbe unable to say for sure whether in ationary coan ology actually predicts that
we should live in a center of a soherically symm etric well. Still this possibility is so interesting
that it deserves a detailed investigation even at our present, adm ittedly rather incom plete level
of understanding of quantum coan ology. T his is the m ain purpose of our paper.

In Section 2 we w illgive a short review ofthe theory of selfreproducing universe in the chaotic
In ation scenario and discuss which type of phenom ena should be called typical n such universe.
Then we will describbe two approaches to the problem of estin ating the typical m agniude of
the quantum uctuations under the volum e weighted m easure. The rst is bassed on counting
the balance of probability factors. The second is based on the Investigation of the probability
distrdbution P, ( ;t). T hisdistribution describes the portion ofthe physicalvolum e ofthe universe
which contains the eld at the tine t. A ccording to [§], this distribution rapidly approaches
a stationary regin e, where the portion of the physical volum e of the universe containing the

eld becom es independent on tim e. Investigation of this distrbution in Section 3 will allow

us to derive our result In a di erent way. In Section 5 we will develop a path integral approach
to the investigation of P, ( ;t). The new m ethod provides another way to con m our resuls.
However, this m ethod is interesting by itself. Tt gives us a new powerfiil tool for nvestigation
of the global structure of the selfreproducing universe, which m ay be useful independently of
existence ofthe e ect discussed in thispaper. In Section § we w illdescribe com puter sin ulations
which we used to verify our analytical results. Only then, affter we m ake sure that our rather
counterintuitive results are actually correct, we w illdescribe theirpossible interpretation and their
observational consequences. In Section ] we w illdescribe the structure of in 0ids, their evolution
after the end of in ation and their observational m anifestations. Th Section § we w ill discuss
our results, am biguities of their interpretation, and form ulate our conclisions. In Appendix we
present generalization of our resuls for di erent tin e param etrizations.

2 The SelfR eproducing U niverse

Let us consider the sin plest m odel of chaotic in ation based on the theory of a scalar eld
m Inin ally coupled to graviy, w ith thee ective potentialV ( ). Iftheclassical eld (thein aton

eld) is su ciently hom ogeneous in som e dom ain of the Universe, then its behavior inside this
dom ain is govemed by the equations
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k_8 1, :
2+ V() @)

H?+
a? 3M1§ 2

HereH = a=a;af(t) isthe scak factoroftheUniverss, k= +1; 1;0r0 fora closed, open or at
Universe, respectively. M , is the P Janck m ass, which we will put equal to one in the rest of the
paper.

Investigation of these equations has shown that form any potentialsV ( ) (eg. ih allpower-
law V () " and exponentialV ( ) e potentials) there exists an intermm ediate asym ptotic
regin e of slow rolling ofthe eld and quasiexponential expansion (in ation) of the Universe
R]. At this stage, which iscalled In ation, one can neglect theterm  In ), aswellasthe tem s

% and & 2 in ). Therefore during in ation
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In ation stretches all initial nhom ogeneities. T herefore, if the evolution of the Universe were
govemed sokly by classical equations of m otion, we would end up wih an extram ely sn ooth
Universe with no prim ordial uctuations to nnitiate the growth of galaxies. Fortunately, new
density perturbations are generated during in ation due to quantum e ects. The wavelengths of
allvacuum uctuationsofthe scalar eld grow exponentially n the expanding Universe. W hen
the wavelength of any particular uctuation becom es greater than H !, this uctuation stops
oscillating, and its am plitude freezes at som e nonzero value (x) because of the large frriction
term 3H —in the equation ofm otion ofthe eld . The am plitude ofthis uctuation then rem ains
alm ost unchanged for a very long tin e, whereas is wavelength grow s exponentially. T herefore,
the appearance of such a frozen uctuation is equivalent to the appearance of a classical eld

(x) that does not vanish after averaging over m acroscopic ntervals of space and tim e.

Because the vacuum contains uctuations of all wavelengths, in ation lads to the creation
of m ore and m ore perturbations of the classical eld with wavelengths greater than H * . The
average am plitude of such perturbations generated during a tine interval H ' (in which the
U niverse expands by a factor ofe) is given by

J ®)J=- ¢ “4)

The phases of each wave are random . It is Inportant also that quantum uctuations occur
Independently n alldom ainsofin ationary universe ofa size greater than the radiis of the event
horizon H ! . Therefore, the sum of allwaves at any given region ofa size O H !) uctuates
and experiences Brownian jumps In all directions In the space of elds. The standard way
of description of the stochastic behavior of the In aton eld during the slow -rolling stage is to
coarse-grain it over separate dom ainsofradiusH ' wew illcallthese dom ains \h-regions" [9,10],



to Indicate that each ofthem has the radius coinciding w ith the radius of the event horizon H Ly
and consider the e ective equation ofm otion of the ong-wavelength eld [L1, 4]:
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Here (t) isthe e ective white noise generated by quantum uctuations.

Letus ndthecriticalvalie suchthatforV ( ) < V ( ) theclassicalslow rolldom lnatesthe

evolution of the in aton, whike orv ( ) > V ( ) thequantum uctuations are m ore in portant.
W ithin the characteristic tine Interval t= H ! forvalues of n aton near the critical value
the classical decrease = — tofthe In aton, de ned through (3}:, is of the sam e m agnitude

as the typical quantum uctuation generated during the sam e period, given by @). A frer som e
algebra we get from equations () and () the relation de ning  inplicitly:
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Let us consider for de niteness the theory V () = ‘=4. In this case equation @) yields
126 One can easily seethat if < ,then the decrease ofthe eld due to its classical
m ijOI‘%I = 1=2 ismuch greater than the average am plitude of the quantum uctuations

= =6 2 generated during the sam e characteristic tine intervalH *. But or > ,

%) willexceed , ie. the Brownian motion of the eld willbecom e m ore rapid than its
classicalm otion. Because the typical wavelength ofthe uctuations (x) generated during this
tine isH !, the whole Hubbl dom ain after the tine H ! becom es e ectively divided into e
h-regions, each containing alm ost hom ogeneous (ut di erent from each other) ed +

In aln ost halfofthese dom ains (ie. in e’=2 10 h-regions) the eld growsby j ((x)j

j  ®)j= H=2 , rather than decreases. D uring the next tine interval t= H ! the eld grows
again in the half of the new h-regions. T hus, the total num ber of h-regions containing grow ing

ed becomesequalto *=2)? = & © 72 | Thismeansthat untilthe uctuationsof eld grow
su ciently Jarge, the totalphysical volum e occupied by pem anently grow ing eld  (ie. thetotal
num ber of h-regions containing the growing eld ) increases wih tim e lke exp [(3 n2)H t].
T his leads to the selfreproduction of In ationary dom ainswih > In the chaotic In ation
scenario {4].

N ote, that the greater is the value of the e ective potential, the greater is the rate of ex—
ponential expansion of the universe. As a result, the main growth of the total volum e of the
universe occurs due to exponential expansion of the dom ains w ith the greatest possible values of
the Hubbl constant H = H ., {4, §]. In som e m odels there is no upper bound to the value of
H {12,13]. However, in the sim plest versions of chaotic in ation based on the E instein theory
of gravity there are several reasons to expect that there exists an upper bound for the rate of
in ation [,14,151.



In what follow swe w ill assum e that there is an upperbound H .« gn the value ofthe Hubble
constant during in ation. Forde nitenesswew illassumethatH , . = 8 =3, which corresponds
to the P lanck boundary V ( ;) = 1. This is a rather natural assum ption for chaotic in ation.
H ow ever, one should note thatan som emodelsH , o, may bemuch an aller. In particular, n the
new In ation scenario H, ., = 8 V (0)=3 ism any orders ofm agnitude an aller than 1.

The Independence of the subsequent evolution of the h-region on its previous history, the
dom inance of the dom ains where the n aton eld energy grow s rather than decreases in the
volum e w eighted m easure and the upperbound forthe energies at which the in ation can prooceed
are the three m ain features inherent to m any m odels of In ation. W hen all these features are
present the evolution of the In ationary universe as a whol approaches regin e which we called
gblalstationarity n [§]. T his stage is characterized by the stability of the distribution of regions
w ith various local values of energy density and other param eters, whilk the number of such
regions grow s exponentially with a constant coe cient, proportional to the m axin al possible
rateof In ation ; = dgH . Here dg is a m odel dependent fractal dim ension of the classical
space [d,'¢], which is very close to 3 for sn all coupling constants of the .n aton eld.

The new picture of the universe is extram ely unusual, and i m ay foroe us to reconsider our
de nition ofwhat is typicaland what isnot. In particular, the standard theory ofthe large scale
structure of the universe isbased on the assum ption that a typicalbehavior ofthe scalar eld at
the last stages of in ation is described by equations @), @). T his is indeed the case ifone studies
a singke branch of n ationary universe beginning at . However, if one Investigates the
global structure of the universes at all  and tries to nd the typicalbehavior ofall in ationary
dom ains with a volum e weighted m easure, the result m ay appear to be som ewhat di erent.

3 Stationary In ation and N onperturbative E ects

Suppose that we have one In ationary dom ain of initialsize H !, containing scalar ed >

Let uswait 15 billion years (in synchronous tin e t in each part ofthisdom ain) and see what are
the typical properties of those parts of our orighal dom ain which at the present m om ent have
som e particular valie of density, eg. = 102° g ar . The answer to this question proves to
be rather unexpected.

This dom ain exponentially expands, and becom es divided into m any new dom ains of size

H !, which evolve independently of each other. In m any new dom ains the scalar eld decreases
because of classical rolling and quantum uctuations. The rate of expansion of these dom ains
rapidly decreases, and they give a relatively an all contribution to the total volum e of those parts
of the universe which will have density 102° g o’ 15 billion years later. M eanwhile those
dom ains w here quantum jim ps occur In the direction ofgrowth ofthe eld gradually push this
eld towards the upper bound where in ation can possbly exist, which is presum ably close to
the P Janck boundary V ( ;) 1. Such dom ains for a long tin e stay near the P lanck boundary,



and exponentially grow with the P lJanckian speed. Thus, the longer they stay near the P lanck
boundary, the greater contribution to the volum e of the universe they give.

However, the dom ains of interest for us eventually should roll down and evolve into the
regions w ith density 10 2 g ar® . Thus, these dom ains cannot stay near the P Janck boundary
for inde niely long tin e, producing new volum e w ith the P lJanckian speed. However, they will
do their best ifthey stay there as Iong as it ispossible, so that to rolldown at the latest possible
mom ent. In fact they will do even better if they stay near the P lJanck boundary even longer, to
save tim e for additional rapid In ation, and then rush down w ith the soeed exceeding the speed
ofclassical rolling. Thism ay happen ifquantum uctuations coherently add up to large quantum
Jmpstowards an all . Thisprocess is dualto the process of perpetual clin bing up, which leads
to the selfreproduction of In ationary universe.

O foourse, the probability of large quantum jim psdown isexponentially suppressed. H owever,
by staying longer near the P lanck boundary in ationary dom ains get an additional exponentially
large contrbution to theirvolum e. T hese tw 0 exponential factors com pete w ith each otherto give
us an optin altra gctory by which the scalar eld mushesdown in those dom ainswhich eventually
give the lrading contrlbution to the volum e of the universe. From what we are saying it should
be clear that the quantum jum ps of the scalar eld along such optin al tra gctories should have
a greater am plitude than their reqular value g—, and they should preferably occur dow nw ards.
A s a result, the energy density along these optin al tra fctories w ill be an aller than the energy
density of their lazy neighbors which prefer to slide down w ithout too much of Jum ping. This
creates wells in the distrbution of energy density, which we called in oids B].

Suppose that the extra tim e interval spent at highest energies is ¥. Then we w in the volum e
by factorofexp dgH,ax T . However, to com pensate forthe lost tinethe In aton eld hasto

Jum p at keast once (ktussay, when it reachesthevalie )wih theamplitude ™ = n( )H ( )=2
such that i covers in one Jum p the distance which would otherw ise require tine ¥ to slow Iy roll
down:

N Vo) ! (7)
where we Introduced the factorn ( ) by which the jmp isampli ed, ie. by which it is greater
than the standard jomp H ( )=2 . The probability of such Jump is suppressed by the factor
exp %nz () . The lading contrbution to the volum e of the universe occurs due to the jm ps
which m axin ize the volum e weighted probability:

P dgH () 32()— dgH (>4V() 32()- 8)
exp fril m ax 2n - eXP fr- maxrl VO() 2n .

M axin izing w ith respect to n ( ) gives the am pli cation factor as a function of the location of
the jum p on the In aton trafctory:



VO
Vo)’
In fact, we have found 3] that the typical tra fctories which give the leading contribution to the
volum e of the universe consist entirely of such subsequent jum ps. In what follow swe w ill give an
altermnative derivation of this result. M eanwhik, com paring wih () one inm ediately sees that
n() 1 oor < , sihce dg 3 and Hy o» H () rsuch valuesof in aton eld in chaotic

In ation. Therefore, our treatm ent of these quantum uctuations as Jarge and rear quantum
Jum ps is selfconsistent.

n()= 4dferax ©)

To avoid m isunderstandings one should note that a m ore accurate de nition of am pli cation
coe cient would ben ( )+ 1. Indeed, in the absence of nonperturbative e ects we would have
n ( ) = 0 since perturbative jum ps occur in both directionsw ith equalprobability. T he coe cient
n () relates an additional am plitude of jum ps down to the regular perturbative am plitude of the
Jum ps In both directions. This subtlety w illnot be in portant for us here since we are interested
In thecasen 1.

Tt is interesting that the coe cient ofam pli cation n ( ) can be directly related to the ratio of
am plitudes of conventional scalar and tensor perturbations generated at the sam e scale at which
the jum p occurs. T he am plitudes of these perturbations can be w ritten as follow s:

H
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Here ¢ and ¢r are som e coe cients of the order of uniy. U sihg these expressions we can rew rite
(@) Prdes 3 in the om :
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In the sam e way as the conventional am plitude of jim psH =2 is related w ith the well known
perturbations of the background energy density, the \nonperturbatively am pli ed" jum ps which
we have Just described are related to the \nonperturbative" contrbution to deviations of the
background energy density from its average value. A possbl interpretation ofthis result is that
at the length scale associated w ith the value ofthe eld there is an additional nonperturbative
contribution to the m onopolk am plitude:

!
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W e will discuss the structure of n oids and their possbl ocbservational consequences in
Section 7]. Here we only note that eq. {I1) gives a sin ple tool for understanding of the possble



signi cance of the e ect under consideration. Indeed, In the sim plest chaotic In ation m odels,
such as the theory — ", one has H a« M, and AE¥( ) AP (); thus one hasn ( ) 1.
On the other hand, in the versions of chaotic In ation scenario where In ation occurs near a
localm axinum of the e ective potential (@s In the new in ation m odels) H , 2 ism any orders
of m agnitude an aller than M ,, and therefore the non-perturbative e ects discussed above are
negligbly an all. Thus, nvestigation of nonperturbative e ects can give us a rather unexpected
possbility to distinguish between various classes of n ationary m odels. W e will retum to this
issue in the end of the paper.

4 N onperturbative e ects and branching di usion

O ne of the best ways to exam ine nonperturbative e ects is to investigate the probability distri-
bution P, ( ;t) to nd a dom ain ofa given physicalvolume in a statewih agiven eld atsome
moment of time t. The distribution P, ( ;t) cbeys the ollow ng branching di usion equation
fa, 14, €1:

3=2 3=2 . 0
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T hisequation isvalid only during In ation, which typically occursw ithin som e 1im ited Interval
ofvaluesofthe ed : L4 < <  pax. In the sinplest versions of chaotic in ation m odel
o in e 1,where . istheboundary at which in ation ends. M eanw hil, aswe argued in the
previous section, ax is close to the P lanck boundary ,,whereV ( ;) = 1.To nd solutions of
this equation one m ust specify boundary conditions. Behavior of solutions typically is not very
sensitive to the boundary conditionsat ; it is su cient to assum e that the di usion coe cient
(@nd, correspondingly, the double derivative term in the rh.s. of equation (13)) vanishes for
< . [6]. The conditions near the P lanck boundary ply a m ore in portant rok. In this paper
we w ill assum g, that there can be no In ation atV ( ) > 1, which corresponds to the boundary
condition P, ( ;8)j. , = 0. In the end of the paper we w ill discuss possible m odi cations of our
results if . diersfrom .

Onem ay try to cbtain solutions ofequation (13) in the form of the eigenfunction series:
o) — st th 3 1t .
Pp( rt) - e s( ) . e l( )I (14)

where, in the lim it of Jarge tin e t, only the tem with the largest eigenvalue ; suxvives. The
function ;( ) ihthelmit! 1 hasa meaning of a nom alized tim e-independent probability
distrdoution (so called invariant probability density of the branching di usion) to nd a given

eld in aunit physical volum e, w hereas the factor e '* show s the overall grow th of the volum e



of all parts of the universe, which doesnotdependon mthelinitt! 1 . This\ground state"
eigenfiinction satis es the follow Ing equation:

H 3=2( )
2p
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In the Iim it when we can neglect the di usion (second derivative) tem it is easy to solve this
equation:

™ o
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where we chose som e starting point o and the corresponding nom alization constant C ( o)
which should m atch this approxin ate solution to the exact one at this point. A s before, et
us introduce the fractal din ension of classical spacetin e through ; = dgH . (e [9, 4] or
detailed discussion of the fractal structure of selfreproducing universe). Let us also introduce
the critical value of in aton g at which the no-di usion approxin ation for (@5) breaks. Then,
sihce Hyae H () forchaotic in ation, we can rew rite (16) as:

0 1
7 fr
_ 3H () B 3H (). ¢ .
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Substituting @7) into @5) we get the de ning relation for the value of in aton eld & at
which the no-di usion approxin ation breaks:

9K °
1% 1: (18)
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W e can rew rite (the square root of) this relation in a form which m akes the com parison w ith
the de nition of the other critical valie  m ore apparent:

s
dferax 3H 3( ﬁ:)

H (g 2 Vo g)

19)

Comparing (19) wih §), one nds that for all chaotic in ation models g < (one can as—
sum e selfoonsistently that H  ax H ( &) Ih such models). Thevalueof on @) com es from

com paring the slow roll rate n a given h-region w ith the typical am plitude of quantum uctua—
tions while considering only the h-regions generated locally from the region which we picked. On

10



the other hand, the value & comes from com paring the slow roll rate to the typical am plitude
of uctuations considering all h-regions in the whole universe which happen to have the sam e
value of n aton eld inside. T he fact that the second constraint ism ore stringent is yet another
indication of the considerably larger m agnitude of the quantum uctuations when we take into
acoount the whole stationary universe.

q

In the particular case of the sinplest theory with V ( ) =  *=4,wehaveH = 2 =32,
1=8 , and the dependence of the solution 17) on is [6]:
P

() ey (20)

This is an extram ely strong dependence. For exam pl, for the realistic value of the coupling
constant 103 chosen to t the cbservable large grale structure of the universe one has
de 3. Onemay assum e for de niteness that Hy ., = 8 =3, corresponding to In ation w ih
V () = 1 Planck density). Then one has an extrem ely sharp dependence 1216 a7l
surprising results we are going to obtain are rooted in this e ect. O ne of the consequences is the
distribution of energy density . For exam ple, during in ation ‘=4. Equation £0) inplies

that the distrbution of density is
po() W 1)

Thus at each m om ent of tim e t the universe consists of Inde nitely Jarge number of dom ains
containing m atterw ith allpossible values of density, the total volum e ofalldom ains w ith density
2 being approxin ately 10 tin es greater than the total volum e of alldom ains w ith density !

Let us consider now allin ationary dom ainswhich contain a given eld ata given m om ent
of tine t. One m ay ask the question, what was the value of this eld in those dom ains at the
momentt H ! ? In order to answer this question one should add to  the value of its classical
drift -H ! and the am plitude ofquantum jmps . The typical 3mp is given by = H=2
At the last stages of in ation this quantity is by m any orders ofm agnitude sm aller than -H *.
But in which sense Jmps H =2 are typical? Ifwe consider any particular initial value of the

eld ,then the typical jmp from this point is indeed given by H =2 under the conventional
com oving m easure. H owever, if we are considering alldom ainsw ith a given and trying to nd
all those dom ains from which the eld oould origihate badk in tin e, the answerm ay be quie
di erent. Indeed, the totalvolum e of alldomainswih a given eld atanymomentoftimet
dependson  extrem ely strongly: the dependence is exponential in generalcase {17), ora power
law with a huge power, lke .n thecase of  *=4 theory @0). Thism eans that the totalvolum e of
alldom ainswhich could jimp towards the given eld from the value + w ill be enhanced
by a large additional factorP, ( + )=P ,( ). On the other hand, the probability of large Jum ps

is suppressed by the Gaussian factor exp ( 2 2 () ?=H ?). Thus, under the established

stationary probability distrdoution the probability ofthe in aton eld in a given dom ain to have
experienced a quantum jimp is given by:
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3H () 22( )%

P () exp dferaxVT() W : (22)

O ne can easily verify that this distribbution has a sharp m aximum at:

B 3H() H ()
np—dferaxW—n( )2—; 23)
and the w idth ofthism axinum isofthe orderg— . In otherwords, m ost ofthe dom ains ofa given
eld are form ed due to non-perturbative (hence the subscript \np") jum ps which are greater
than the \typical" onesby a factorn ( ) which colncides w ith our previous resul ). For future
reference, we w ill w rite here this result in an equivalent fom ,

24)

The lin it of applicability of this expression is below the energy kevelV ( &) (see (18), @9) for
de nition ofthe crticalvalue ).

In particular, orthe theory  “=4 we have

n()= . : @5)
q —
ForHpua.x = 8 =3, 1 and 45, which corresponds to today’s horizon scale, this gives
the am pli cation coe cient p__
n()=2 6 40 : (26)

5 Volum e W eighted Slow R olling A pproxin ation

W e leamed in the previous section that quantum uctuations In volum e weighted m easure have
pretty large expectation value, which m akes the Jum ps to go preferentially dow nwards (unlke in
com oving m easure where there is no preferred direction of the uctuations and therefore they
have zero expectation value). Indeed, such was the very m eaning of our derivation of large Jum ps
that they had to occur in the direction of usual slow roll in order to m ake up the extra tine
goent by In aton at higher energies. T herefore, we can conclude that the slow rolling speed itself
gets a correction corregoonding to the rate at which such large Jum ps occur and their size. Sinoe
each such jmp ofthesizen( ) H ( )=2 occurs during tin e interval B ( ), we can estin ate
the additional speed gained by the in aton asn( ) H( )=2 , thusbrnging the overall slow roll
goeed to the volum e weighted value Wwe substituted @) for the value of n ( ), the am pli cation
factor) :
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A e 16V2()
~ 3H () mE 3y o)

Here them nus sign in front of the correction termm is due to the preferred direction ofthe jim ps,
bringing the slow roll soeed to higher absolute value.

@7)

T he lin its of applicability ofthis expression are the sam e as for £3), i.e.below energy density
corresponding to the criticalvalue 5 ofin aton eld, de nedby (I8), (19). H owever, those lin its
sin ply tell where the approxin ate expression @7) is valid, whike the e ect of speeding up the
slow rollofthe in aton isvalid In a much w ider range.

Let us derive a m ore general version of this result and, correspondingly, a m ore general
expression for ampli ed quantum jmps @), @3) which willbe valid for aln ost whole range of
variation of the in aton eld. The volum e weighted probability distribution can be de ned as
the path integralover all realizations of noise taken w ith gaussian weight m odi ed by the volum e
factor [IQ, &1:

8 9
z <zt Z

1
Pp(ih= D exp, > 2(6)+ 3H ( (s)) ds ( © ) ¢ 28)

Here (s) is the solution of (§) with a particular realization of the noise. The gaussian path
Integral over the noise can be converted into the path integral over the histories of in aton
evolution [I7]] ifwe express the noise through concurrent value of n aton  (t) using the equation
ofmotion §):

© = ’ + 2 V() : @9)
H3=2()_ 3H5=2()'
Tt is convenient to m ake the follow ing variable transform ation:
- ’ 2 0
= B9 : (30)
In temm s of this varable the de nition of the white noise is rew ritten in com pact fom :
©= z+W @2); @31)

where we introduced the \superpotential’i (we used the relation (37) to re-express i in temm s of
the derivative w ith respect to z):

2This nam e is due to the fact that W (z) plays a roke of a superpotential in a SU SY -Schrodinger like version of
FokkerP lanck equation.

13



27 3gs2() 4 dz 16V @)

The path integral de ning the volim e weighted m easure In tem s of z (t) becom es, after
substituting @1) nto £8):

8 9
z < ozt Z

Pp@it)= Dz()Jk]lexp, g6 W e 3 @eE) ds, @@ 2z : 63

The Jacobian J [z] of the transform ation from to  and then to z is pre-exponential I'7] and
unin portant for our current investigation. W e w ill neglect it in what follow s.

Let us nd the trapctory z ) Which we will translate lJater nto tractory ()] which con—
trbutesm ost to the path integral 33) . Such saddle point tra fctory w ill correspond to the typical
history ofevolution of In aton under volum e weighted m easure. T he exponent in the path integral

©B3) Jooks lke a Euclidean version of Lagrangian action, which corresponds to interpretation of
di usion equation €3) asa Euclidean Schrodinger equation for a point particle. W e can rew rite
this action in Ham iltonian form using the conventional relation:

7t g (©) 7t
Ldt= pdz H dt; (34)

where the canonicalm om entum is
L
=—=2z W (z): (35)

Since the action does not contain explicit tin e dependence, the H am iltonian is conserved:

1
H = §p2+ PW (z)+ 3H (z)= 1 : (36)

T he reason why the conserved H am iltonian is equal to the highest eigenvalue is that at the end
we should get the tin eRdependenoe of a type exp ( 1 t) as warranted by the stationary solution
(-_l-fl) . M eanwhilk, the pdz tem of the action should give us the correct (sam iclassical) eld
dependence of the probability density Py (z( );t) (see below ).

Solving the Ham iltonian constraint (3§) with respect to p (we have to choose the positive
solution of the equation for rolling down), and using (3), we obtain the equation for the typical
volum e weighted tra pctory:

z= W2z +2 4, 6H (z): 37)



T his equation translates back In tem s of in aton eld variabl Into volum e weighted slow roll
equation :

= Vo()!2+ de H 3H()H3()-
- 3H() fr 1 m ax 22

=ity

(38)

Form ost ofthe in aton range of variation (except very close to P lJanck boundary) we can ignore
3H tem wih respect to dgH . tem . The relative im portance of the two ram aining temm s
under the square root is govermed by the critical value & | below this level the st tem

is m ore in portant, whilk above it the second one dom inates. Not surporisingly, below g this
equation coincides with ©7). However, its validity lim its are m uch w ider, allow Ing us to use it
beyond g, to which the applicability of @7) was lim ited.

W e can wrte down a good approxin ation for the eld dependent nom alized probability
density 1 ( ), om itting the less in portant preexponential tem s:

8 9
2 %) 2
1() = exp% pdz,}
8 og , 19
% 7 a 0 * 2 2 0 =
= d @ ——— 4+ dgHpax 3H A : (39
=P, 16V2( ) GHna a5 teve(ry s %Y

O f course, below 5 this expression also colncides w ith its counterpart {17) derived previously.
T his resul has rem arkable properties which willbe studied further n [1§].

U sing the volum e weighted slow rollequation (3§) we can derive a general expression for the
ampli ed quantum jmp size. Ik is given by the change in  within tin e intervalH ! calculated
according to (3§), less the reqularexpression orthe change of eld due to the slow rollin com oving
m easure:

_E VO Ty m (RO VO 40)
np 3H2( ) frr 11 m ax 5 2 3H2()

(=it

This gives the Pllow ng expression for the ampli cation factor (the ration of np and the
conventional am plitude H =2 ):

2 v°<>!2+2dfmeax 6H () 2 Vo)

3H3() H () 3H3()

[=i=ld

: (41)

n()=

The consistency conditions for our results (3§) { 41) arise from several assum ptions which
we m ade In their derivation and whose validity should be m aintained. The rst one is that the
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slow rolling approxin ation isvalid, ie. 3H ( )— The seoond is that the am pli cation factor
is greater than one. The third condition is that the saddlepoint approxin ation used to derive
these resuls is valid, which m eans that p 1. And the nal, fourth condition is the im plicit
assum ption that lJarge quantum Jum pswhich occur in a single h-region do not m ake the gradient
energy Inside that region greater than the potentialenergy ofthe n aton eld Wwhich, of courss,
would Inm ediately Invalidate the In ationary approxim ation). O ne can easily check that all four
conditions lad to the sam e, very relaxed restrictions | the energy density of the in aton eld
V () must be Iower than the P lJanck density (or, m ore precisely, lower than the energy density
corresponding to the m axin al rate of expansion H o). Thus, we can use the resuls obtained
above In m ost of the variation range for the In aton eld In chaotic n ation.

One can easily check that or < &, H () Hpa. eq. (1) yields
n( )= 4dgH V—() : 42)

T his expression coincides w ith the expression for the am pli cation coe cient which we cbtained
earlier by two otherm ethods, see egs. (9) and ¢3).

6 N um erical Sim ulations

6.1 The basic idea of com puter sim ulations

Even though we veri ed our resuls by several di erent m ethods, they are still very unusual
and counterintuiive. Therefore we perform ed a ocom puter sin ulation of stochastic processes
In n ationary universe, which allow s to obtaln an additional veri cation of our results and to
calculate the ampli cation factor n( ) num erically. W e have used two di erent m ethods of
com puter sin ulations. The rst one ism ore direct and easy to understand. Itsbasic idea can be
explained as ollow s.

W e have studied a set ofdom ainsof nitialsizeH ! Iled with Jargehom ogenecus eld .W e
considered large nitialvalues of , which lads to the selfteproduction of n ationary dom ains.
From the point ofview of stochastic processes which we study, each dom ain can be m odelled by
a shgkpont with the eld in it.Ourpurpos was to study the typical am plitude of quantum
Jm psofthe scalar eld in those dom ainswhich reached socmevalue (= O (1) close to the end
of n ation. Then we caloulate the am pli cation factorn ( () for varous g.

Each step of our calculations corresoonds to a tin e change t= uH 01 .Here H, H (q),
and u issom enumber, u < 1. The results do not depend on u if it is an allenough. T he evolution
ofthe eld in each dom ain consists of several independent parts. First of all, the eld evolres

acoording to classical equations ofm otion during in ation, which m eansthat i decreases by BEVHOO
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2
isa set of nom alrandom num bers, which are di erent foreach In ationary dom ain. To acoount

for the grow th of physical volum e of each dom ain we used the follow Ing proocedure. W e followed
each dom ain until its radius grow s two tin es, and after that we considered it as 8 lndependent
dom ains. In accordance w ith our condition Py ( ;£) ] . = 0,we rem oved alldom ans where the

eld Jumped to the superP lanckian densities V ( ) > 1. Therefore our m ethod rem oves the
overallgrow th factore '* in theexpression P,  e'" ; () and directly gives the tin e-independent
function 4 ( ) whith we are Jooking for. Indeed we have checked that after a su ciently large
tin e t the distrbution of dom ains ollowed by the com puter w ith a good accuracy approached
the stationary distrbution ; ( ) which we have cbtained In [§]1by a com plktely di erent m ethod,
se Fig. 1. W e used it as a consistency check for our calculations. In what ollow s we w ill not
distinguish between P, and the tin e-independent factor ().

q —
during each tin e ntervaluH ,' . Secondly, it m akes quantum jmpsby = & %ri. Here r;

W e kept in the com puter m em oxry inform ation about all jum ps of each dom ain during the
last tine interval H," before the ed side this dom ain becom es sn aller than . This
m ade it possbl to evaluate an average sum of all jum ps of those dom ains In which the scalar

eld becam e an aller than ( wihin the last tin e interval H 01 . Naively, one could expect this
value to be amaller than 22, since the average am plitude of the jmps is 22, but they occur
both In the positive and negative directions. H owever, our sim ulations con m ed our analytical
result = % . In other words, we have found that m ost of the dom ains which reach the
hypersurface = ( wihin atime Interval t= H 01 do i by rolling acoom panied by persistent

Jum ps down, which have a combined am plitude ; ( tin es greater than % .

6.2 D etails ofthe m ethod

Even though this m ethod of calculations may seem quite straightforward, (it is the so-called
event-tracing M onte-C arlo m ethod) in reality it m ust be som ewhat m odi ed. Them ain problem
is cbvious if o%e_recaﬂs our expression for the probability distribution P, et 1()atanall

: P, et “ 1 Aswe already m entioned, (om iting the tin e-dependent factor) this yields
P, 1% for the realistic value 10" . Tt is extrem ely di cult to work with distributions
which are so sharp.

T herefore in our com puter sim ulations we have studied m odels w ith 01, which m akes
com putations possble. On the other hand,ﬁrhen one increases the value of an additional
=

problem arises. O ur sin ple expression Py, ! hasbeen obtained In the lim it of very sm all
, which is not perfectly accurate for 0. Thereﬁareweciﬂj]lrepresenth In a m ore general

form P ()= 9'), where g( ) approaches a constant value & | for =8 One shoud

also take :nto account that the classical decrease c( ) = :HO(H)O ofthe eld during the tine

q__
H,' and the standard deviation s( ) = & HH—O (the average am plitude of quantum uctuations

during the tine H 01 ) are not constant throughout the region where the e ect takes place. In
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such a situation an expression forthe am pli cation coe cient n ( ) willbe slightly di erent from
our sin pk expression n = ; . Therefore we should rst derive here a m ore accurate expression
forn ( ), and then com pare it w ith the resuls of our sin ulations.

Consider a point forwhich = , at some tine t, at which the stationary regin e is already
established. At the earlier tine t HOl this point was approxinately at = o+ c( o) + x,
where x = is the sum of allquantum Jjum ps experienced by the eld at this point durng
the last tine jntervalHol . Consider the probability P () that the eld Jmped to  from
the point (+ c( o) + x. This probability distribution is equal to the distrbution P, ( ) tin es
the probability of undergoing a quantum uctuation of length

P &)/ Py o+ clo)+ x) exp Py : 43)
Position ofthem axinum of the distrbbution P (x) is given by
Po% o+ c( o)+ x)
p_ : - =, @4)
Po( o+ c( o)+ x) 2
To solve this equation for x we need to know P, ( ). Asearlierwe assume P, ( ) = 9') where
g()vardesslowly with .Ifg’ In ! Ing (which happens to be a good approxin ation for
1), eq. (44) can be easily solved, and the expression forn () looks as follow s:
X 1 q 2 2
n(o)= (ot clo))*+ 4g( o)s( o) (ot c(o)) = 45)
s(o) 2s(o)

O ne can cbtain a slightly m ore accurate expression by taking into account dependence ofg, cand
son .Notethat In the situation which we are golng to Investigate g c( o) X s( o). In
the lm it when g, s, and ¢ can be considered constant, and o s;c this equation leads to our
earlierexpression n( o) = 1 o¢-

In order to use {45) we also need to know g( ) for our problem . W e approxinate g( ) by a
second order polynom ialin  and substituteP () = 20Fa *e * nto thedi erential equation for
P (). Localanalysisaround =  showsP () 5623 4 * This approxin ation is accurate
for 1.

6.3 Num erical Calculation ofn( )

Even for not very small the distribution P, rem ains extrem ely sharp. W e have m ade our
sinultionswith = 0:, in which case P, 0, Thism eans that ffwe want to ollow evolution
ofa singlkedomain with = 035, then we should sin ultaneously keep track of2°°  10® dom ains
wih = 1. Therefore the sin ple event-tracing M onte arlo approach which we describbed above
can be quite adequate for the Investigation of P, near itsm axin um , but not for the study of P,
faraway from them aximum ofthe distribution.
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A m ore advanoed approach isto represent the distribution by evenly spaced pointsw ith weight
proportionalto the distrioution. In otherwords, we rew rite the probability distrloution asa nite
sum of nearly delta—functional distributions,

Y
P, ( ;9 pi( ;0 5 (40)
=1
where
_ Pp(y) Br ; < 41
5 (50 = P @47)
Pt 0 otherw ise

At each step of the sin ulation we Investigate the evolution of the distridbutions p; during the
tine t= uH 01 . The follow Ing equation takes into account classical decrease of the eld ,
quantum uctuations, and in ation.

1 ( i+ 0 3uH () . a8)
s()°F 282 (y P H (o

pi( st+ D/ pil ;b

We ndP,( ;t+ 1t by computing the sum ofp;( ;t+ t).Then we nom alize the distribution
P, ( jt+ 1t and agai subdivide into a new set ofp ;, n accordance with @4§). W e repeat this
process until the resulting distribution P, approaches a stationary regim e.

The m ost tricky part of the algorithm is to nd the am pli cation factorn ( ). To do that,
we associate another distrbution x;( ;t) wih each ;. Here x;( ;t) is the sum of quantum
uctuationsduring the Jast tin e intervalH !, along alltra fctories which ended up in the nterval
i < 1 atthetinet. W ecombine allx; ( ;t) into a single distrdbution X ( ;t), and evolve
i in the ssme way as P, ( ;t), dividing it into the nearly delta-functional distributions x; ( ;t)
at every iteration. This is possble because x; ( ;t) is approxin ately gaussian and its standard
deviation is sn all com pared w ith tsmean. W hen the P ( ;t) converges, xq ( ;1) approxin ates
x, from which n ( ) can be calculated.

D ecreasing step size u Increases accuracy of P, () until som e point, after which the accuracy
starts to decrease. This decrease is explained by the fact that evolved p;’s are too sharp and
therefore are represented inaccurately. To avoid this, having xed N, we must kesp u high
enough, so that the an allest quantum ucmatjorf) s isw ider than the pg]:ld Soacing. G rid spacing
is proportional to 1=N and s is proportionalto ™ u, so them ininal u is proportionalto 1=N .
E xecution tin e untilconvergence isproportionaltoN ?=" u, or forthem inin alu it isproportional
to N °. Th practice the largest N for which the algorithm converges in a reasonable am ount of
tin e is of the order of 10°.

6.4 Resuls ofNum erical C alculations

The rst step isto verify the num erical algorithm by com paring the probability distribution P ( )
it com putes with a solution obtained by solving equation (1§) obtained in §6]. Figure 'l shows
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Figure 1: P robability distrbbution P ( ) orvV = ‘=4, = 0:. Thedashed line isthe num erical
solution to a di erential equation describing P ( ). The solid curve is cbtained using com puter

sim ulations described in this paper. A an all deviation between the solid curve and the dashed
line is due to the nite size ofeach step and the nite grid size.

that P ( ) is very close to the correct probability distribbution. The deviation between the two
decreases w ith step-size.

The second step is to verify out mula orn. Figure 2 show s that num erically com puted
values ofn fordi erent  are close to the ones predicted by the analytical result. T he deviation
is explained by the approxin ations m ade in the analytical solution (constancy of g;c;s during
tineH !).W e have Pund also, that the typical deviation of the am plitude of jim ps from their
average value nH =2 is of the order of H =2 , as suggested by eq. {22). This willbe in portant
for our subsequent considerations.

7 The Spatial Structure of In oids

Asone can see from eq. (3§), the value of the eld (t) corresponding to the typical volum e
weighted tra pctories m oves down m ore rapidly that one would expect from the classical slow
roll equation — = ;’HO (( )) . This is exactly the reason why such nonperturbatively enhanced
tra pctordes, being surrounded by usual classical neighbors, should correspond to the m inim a
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Figure 2: Com parison between the analytical expression forn ( ) (dashed lne) and the values
for n () obtained by com puter simulations. W hik the analytical expression is not absolutely
precise due to various assum ptions (such as constancy ofg;c;s during thetimneH '), it does give
approxin ately correct values forn.

in the distrbution of density. To analyse the spatial structure of the universe near the points
corresponding to the optin alvolum e-w eighted trafctory B8) one should rem em ber that in tem s
of the ordinary com oving m easure P, the probability of large uctuations is suppressed by the
factor exp ( rf ( )=2). It is well known that exponentially suppressed perturbations typically
give rise to soherically symm etric bubbles [L9]. Let us show rst ofallthat the m ain part of the
volum e of the universe In a state with a given  (orwih a given density ) corresoonds to the
centers of these bubbles, which we called n oids.

Consider again the collection ofallparts ofthe universe wih a given (or a given density) at
a given tin e t. W e have found that m ost of the Jum ps producing this eld durng the previous
tine interval H ! occurred from dom ains containing the eld i a narrow interval of values

near —=H + n() H=2 . The width of this nterval was found to be of the order of H =2 ,
which ismudh an aller than the typical depth of our bubble n() H=2 , sihce we have
n() 1 for all chaotic in ation m odels. Now suppose that the dom ain containing the eld

appears not at the center of the bubble, but at tswall. Thiswould m ean that the eld near the
center of the bubblk is even an aller than . Such a con guration could be created by a jamp
from —=H + n() H=2 only if the am plitude of the jump is greater than n( ) H=2
However, we have found that the m ain contribution to the volum e of dom ains w ith a given
isproduced by Jmpsofan amplitude () 1) H=2 ,the greater deviation from the typical
ampliuden( ) H=2 beng exponentially suppressed. Thism eans that the scalar eld can
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di er from its value at the center of the bubblk by no m ore than the usual am plitude of scalar

eld perturbationsH =2 , which is an aller than the depth ofthebubbl by a factorn * ( ). Thus,
them ain fraction ofthe volum e ofthe universe w ith a given  (orw ith a given density ofm atter)
can be only slightly outside the center. Thism ay lad to a an all contribution to anisotropy of
the m icrow ave background radiation.

W e should em phasize that allour resuls are based on the Investigation ofthe global structure
of the universe rather than of the structure ofeach particularbubble. This iswhy we assert that
our e ect is non-perturoative. If one neglects that the universe is a fractaland looks only at one
particularbubblk (ie. at the one in which we live now ), then one can nd that inside each bubblk
there is a plenty of space far away from its center. T herefore one could conclude that there is
nothing special about the centers of the bubbls. However, when detem ining the fraction of
dom ains near the centers we were com paring the volum es of all regions of equal density at equal
tin e. M eanw hile, the density .1 ofm atter on the walls of a bubblk is greater than the density

center 11 Its center. A s we have em phasized in the discussion after eq. €0), the total volum e of
alldom ains of density ,.n is greater than the total volum e of all dom ains of density  center OV
the BCOr ( war= center)’® *0 . Thus, it is correct that the volum e of space outside the center of the
bubbl is not am aller than the space near the center. H owever, going outside the center brings
us to the region of a di erent density, wan > center- O Ur results in ply that one can nd much
more spacewith = .p notat the walls of our bubble, but near the centers of other bubbles.

This situation can be very schem atically illustrated by Fig. 3. W e do not m ake an attem pt
to show the spatial distrbution of In oids. Rather we show the density distribution near the
center of each ofthem . A 1l these regions basically are very sin ilar, but at any particularm om ent
of tim e t there are m uch m ore regions w ith large density since they appeared from the regions
which n ated at the nearly P Jandkian density fora longertin e. W ith tin e the whole set of curves
should go ower, to snaller . However, at each m om ent of tim e there willbe dom ains w ith all
possbl values of , so that the distrdbution of all curves does not change In tin e (stationarity).
If one looks at the whol picture w ithout discrin lnating between states w ith di erent values of
density, It m ay seem that there ism uch m ore space outside ofthe centers ofthe bubbles. H owever,
at any given m om ent of tin e t the m ain fraction of volum e of the universe in a state with a given
density is concentrated near the centers of spherically symm etric bubbles. O ne m ay look, for
exam ple, at the density corresponding to the centers of the third row of curves. At this density
onem ay live either near the center of any of the eleven In oids, or at the walls of only three of
them . The fraction of the volum e near the centers would be m uch greater if we try to show the
realistic distrbution Py, ( ) 310 5fthe number of dom ains w ith a given density in the theory

=4,

T he nonperturbative Jum ps down should occur on all scales Independently. O nem ay visualize
the whole process as follow s. At each given m om ent m ost of the volum e of the universe where
the eld takes som e particular value appear close to the centers of in oids created by the
nonperturbative jimpsby n( )H=2 .Thenew jmpsoccureach tineH ! independently ofthe
previous history ofthe regionsw ith a given . Therefore the kading contribution to the volum e
w ith be given by those rare centers of in oidswherethe eld Jmpsdownbyn( )H=2 again
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Figure 3: A schem atic illustration which show s the number of In oids w ith given density and
distribution ofm atter near their centers.
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and again. That iswhy the typical volum e weighted tra fctories pem anently go down w ith the
speed exceeding the speed of classical rolling by n ( )H *=2 , see egs. (38), @1).

O nem ay visualize the resulting distribution of the scalar eld in the follow ng way. At som e
scale r the deviation ofthe eld from hom ogeneiy can be approxin ately represented asa well
ofa radius r w ith the depth n ( )?— . Nearthebottom ofthiswellthere isanotherwellofa an aller
radius e ' r and approxin ately of the sam e depth n ( )7-. Near the center of this well there is
another well of a radius e ? r, etc. Tn particular, in the theory =4 the depth of each wellwill
pe Hr=f 0 foourse, this is Just a discrete m odel. T he shape of the an ooth distrdoution of the

2
scalar eld is determ ined by the equation

5]

d 3H ., . H 3 ,
= = —Hpax ~; 49
dhrH 2 2 e @)
which gives
2
0

2 (r) ()q_ or r>H ! (50)

1 Hpax 20) & nhrH
Note that (r) 0) orr< H ' (there are no perturbations of the classical eld on thisscalk).

T his distribution is slightly altered by the usual an all perturbations of the scalar eld. Ata
distance m uch greater than their wavelength from the center of the well these perturbations have
the usualm agnitude ;‘— . Thus, our results do not Jead to considerable m odi cations of the usual
density perturbations which lead to galaxy fomm ation. However, the presence of the desp well
6d) can signi cantly change the Jocalgeom etry of the universe.

In the In ationary scenario with V () = 4 uctuations which presently have the scale
com parable w ith the horizon radius 1, 16° an have been formed at 5 (in the units
M, = 1). Aswe have mentioned already 3H p o« 2 6 868 for our choice of boundary

conditions [G], and the typical nonperturbative jimp down on the scale of the present horizon

should be 3H  ax 40 tin es greater than the standard jimp, see eq. i(2p). In the theory 4

P
the standard jmps lad to density perturbations of the amplimde — 22— ° 5 10

(in the nom alization of B]). Thus, according to our analysis, the nonperturbative decrease of
density on peagﬁ. Ingth scale di erent from the previous one by the factor e should be about
—  Hpax>2— * 2 10. Thisallws one to evaluate the shape of the resulting well in the
density distrbution as a function of the distance from its center. O ne can w rite the follow ing

equation for the scale dependence of density:

Hypax —— ; (51)
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where r is the distance from the center of the well. Note that = s= (]nr—‘Z)% In the theory
1 4 R]. Here r; corresponds to the sn allest scake at which In ationary perturbations have been

produced. This scale ism odeldependent, but typically at present it is about 1 an . This yields

P
r 2H ax © r

() ®) _ m%_ nI . (52)
c (Ib) 5 3 Yo

T his gives the typical deviation of the density on the scale ofthe horizon Where In i—z 60) from

the density at the center: — 750 — 4 1.

Tt is very tem pting to Interpret thise ect in such a way that the universe around us beocom es
Jocally open, wih 1 10! . Thdeed, our e ect is very sim ilar to the one discussed in
R0, 23], where it was shown that the universe becom es open if it is contained in the interior ofa
bubble created by the O (4) symm etric tunneling. O ur nonperturbative jum ps look very sin ilar
to tunneling w ith the bubble form ation. H owever, unlke in the case considered in R0, 211, our
bubbles appear on all length scales.

T he results discussed above refer to the density distribution at the m om ent when the corre—
goonding wavelengths were entering horizon. At the later stages gravitational instability should
Jead to growth of the corresponding density perturbations. Indeed, we know that density per-
turbations on the galaxy scale have grown m ore than 10* tin es in the linear grow th regin e until
they reached the am plitude — 1, and then continued grow ing even further. The sam e can be
expected In our case, but even In a m ore dram atic way since our \density perturbations" on all
scales are much greater than the usual density perturbations which are responsbl for galaxy
fom ation. T his would m ake the center of the well very deep; its density should be m any orders
ofm agnitude an aller than the density of the universe on the scale of horizon. T his is not what
we see around.

This problem can be easily resolved. Indeed, our e ect (out not the am plitude of the usual
density perturbations) isproportionalto H , 4, which isthem axin alvalie ofthe H ubbl constant
com patble with In ation. If, for exam pl, the m axin al energy scale in quantum gravity or in
string theory is given not by 10'° G &V, but by 10'® G eV, then the param eter H , ., W ill decrease
by a factor 10 2 . As we already m entioned, even am aller nonperturbative e ects are expected
In new in ation where H , .y is always m any orders of m agnitude sn aller than 1. In ationary
B ransD icke coamn ology in cases when the probability distrdbution P, is stationary also leads to
negligbly sn allnonperturbative e ects fL3]. Thus it iseasy tom ake oure ect very sm allw ithout
disturbing the standard predictions of n ationary coan ology. H owever, it is quite possible that
wew illnot have any di cultieseven w ith very largen ( ) ifwe Interpret our resultsm ore carefilly.
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8 Interpretation and possible In provem ents of the prob—
ability m easure

An In plicit hypothesis behind our Interpretation is that we are typical, and therefore we live and
m ake cbservations in those parts ofthe universe w herem ost otherpeople do. O nem ay argue that
the totalnum ber of ocbservers which can live in dom ains w ith given properties (€g. Inh dom ains
w ih a given density) should be proportional to the total volum e of these dom ains at a given
tin e. H owever, our existence is determm Ined not only by the local density of the universe but by
the possibility for life to evolve for about 5 billion years on a planet of our type in a vichhity ofa
star of the type of the Sun. If, or exam ple, we have density 10 2° g o in a snallvichity of
the center of the .n oid, and density 10 2 g ar® on the horizon scale, then the age of our part
of the universe (or, to be m ore accurate, the tin e after the end of n ation) w ill be determ ined
not by the density near the center of the in oid, by the largescale density 10 2’ g  ar’, and it
w illbe only about one billion years.

M oreover, any structures such as galaxies or clisters cannot be form ed near the centers of
the in oids since the density there is very sm all. Indeed, on each particular scale the Jum p down
com pletely overw helm s the am plitude of usualdensity perturbations. T he bubbl cannot contain
any galaxies at the distance from the center com parabl w ith the galaxy scale, it cannot contain
any clusters at the distance com parable w ith the size of a cluster, etc. In other words, the center
would be devoid of any structures necessary for the existence of our life.

T hus, the naive idea that the num ber of observers is proportional to volum e does not work at
the distances from the centersw hich are sm aller than the present size ofthe horizon . Even though
at any given m om ent of tin e m ost of the volum e of the universe at the density 10 ?° g ar® is
concentrated nearthe centersofin oids, the corresponding parts ofthe universe are too young and
do not have any structures necessary for our existence. Volum e alone doesnot mean much. W e
Iive on the surface ofthe E arth even though the volum e ofem pty space around us is lncom parably
greater.

Onem ay argue, that the disgparity between the age of the local part of the universe and is
density appears only if one considers perturbationson a scale an aller than the horizon. T herefore
it stillm ay be true that we should live in the centers of huge bubbles, which have a shape $2)
forr> H,',where H " isthe size of the present horizon. Ifthe cut-o occursatr H,',this
m ay not lead to any observable consequences at all. However, if the cuto occurs at r Hol ,
the resulting geom etry m ay resem ble an open universe w ith a scale-dependent e ective param eter

x) Bl

In order to m ake any de nite conclusions about the preferable parts of the universe one should
study probability distributions which inclide several other factors in addition to density. This
should be a sub fct of a separate Investigation. An additionalam biguiy in interpretation of our
results appears due to the dependence ofthe distrdbution P, on the choice oftin e param etrization.
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Indeed, there are m any di erent ways to de ne \tin e" In general relativity. If, for exam pk, one
m easures tin e not by clock but by rulers and determ ines tin e by the degree of a Jocal expansion
of the universe, then in this \tin e" the rate of expansion of the universe does not depend on
its density. As a result, our e ect is absent in this tin e param etrization [B]. The reason why
the resuls depend on the tin e param etrization is deeply related to the properties of a self-
reproducing universe. T he total volum e of all parts of such a universe diverges in the large tine
lin it. Therefore when we are trying to nd which parts of the universe have greater volum e we
are com paring In niies. There are som e m ethods to regularize these in nities n a way that
would m ake the nalresulsonly m ildly dependent on the choice of tin e param etrization [7, 8].
However, there are m any such m ethods, and the nal results are exponentially sensitive to the
choice of them ethod {]. Th this paper we used the standard tin e param etrization which ism ost
closely related to our own nature (tin e m easured by num ber of oscillations rather than by the
distance to the nearby galaxies). But m aybe we should use another tin e param etrization, see
Appendix, or even Integrate over all possble tin e param etrizations? R ight now we still do not
know what is the right way to go. W e do not even know if it is right that we are typical and that
we should live in dom ains of the greatest volum e, see the discussion of this problm i [§, g, 15].

T herefore at present we would prefer to consider our results sin ply as a dem onstration of
nontrivial properties of the hypersurface of a given tim e In the fractal selfreproducing universs,
w ithout m aking any farteaching conclusions concerming the structure of our own part of the
universe. However, we must adm it that we are am azed by the fact that the m ain fraction of
volum e of n ationary universe In a state w ith a given density  at any given m om ent of proper
tin e t should be concentrated near the centers ofdesp spherically symm etricwells. W e con m ed
this result by four di erent m ethods, and we believe that it is correct. Until the interpretation
problem is resolved, it w ill ram ain unclear whether our resul is just a m athem atical curosity, or
it can be considered as a real prediction of properties of our own part of the universe. At present
we can neither prove nor disgprove the last possbility, and this by iself is a very unexpected
conclusion. Few years ago we would say that the possbility that we live in a local \center of
the world" de nitely contradicts basic principles of cosn ology. Now we can only say that it is
an open question to be studied both theoretically and experin entally. If som ebody asks whether
we should live In the center of the world, we will be unablk to give a de nie answer. But if
observations show us that the answer is yes, we w illLknow why.
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A ppendix

Let us consider a di erent tin e param etrization, related to the proper tin e by localpath depen—
dent transform ation:

Z t
tt = dsT( ()i 53)

where T ( ) is a positive function, and its argum ent in 63) is a solution of (§) with a particular
realization of the white noise. The stochastic Langevin equation in this param etrization looks
like follow s:

da _ Vi) HTRO) () 54)
d  3H()T() 2 T¥()
T he branching di usion equation In arbirary tim e param etrization can be w ritten as:
lae H¥() @ H3¥() s
e *i ) T 3% ZrmOe 2,T1:2<>Pp(’ !
@ 3| ()T()*"’ T() ° "

Tts solution w illgenerally be a stationary probability finction w ith an overall constant expan-—
sion factor just ke in {14). The value of the constant ; willdepend on the param etrization.

W ecan nd thevolum ewelighted slow rolltra gctory ofthein aton eld in arbitrary param etriza—
tion very sim ilarly to the approach used for proper tin e, but have to kesp In m ind that it isno
longer true that | = dgH y ax - The resul is:

a B veO . mO) m:)
d 3H ()T () Yoty 22T()

Q.
[gi=i=l4

(56)

Since the conventional (ie.calculated under the com oving probability) am plitude ofthe quan—
tum  jum ps generated during the typical tin e Interval T()d ! () in the given tine
param etrization is still given by the usualquantity H=2 (see the Langevin equation (54) above)
then the de nition for am pli cation factor becom es:
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2 vo() H() 2m() 2V°)

W) T() H() 30 3( )

aoag

n()= o7

In the particular case of the tim e param etrization T = H , which corresponds to the scale
factora (t) playing the ok oftine , we get:

d _ % vO() !2+ (o) )
d 3H2() 2 2
and v
i o2 vy 2 vO()
n()= W() +2(1 3) W: (59)

Since ; < 3, in this tim e param etrization the volum e weighted slow roll (6§) is not faster
but slightly slower than the conventional slow roll. As a result, m ost of the volum e on the
hypersurfaces of constant \tin " w i1l be concentrated near the spherically symm etric hills
(rather than wells) in energy density. H owever, the am pli cation factor is always very sn all.

The change of tin e param etrization (53) corresponds to one of the possbl ways to choose
regularization procedure for evaluation of divergent probabilities in etemally expanding universe
B1. O ther types of reqularization procedure were proposed In {], 8]. In particular, the regular-
ization schem e suggested in 1] is essentially equivalent to choosing the T = H param etrization
which we discussed above B]. One can easily verify that in the lim it & Our equations for
theT = H param etrization (8), 69) yield the sam e results for the nonperturbative jim ps as the
ones cbtained in 1]. As it isargued in B], from the point of view of nterpretation of our resuls
it is not obvious that this regularization has any advantages as com pared to a m ore intuitive
and straightforward approach used In the m ain part of this paper. However, each regulariza—
tion schem e and each tin e param etrization gives an additional interesting Infomm ation about the
structure of in ationary universe. T herefore we presented in this A ppendix an extension of our
results for the m ore general class of tin e param etrizations 7).
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