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ABSTRACT

W e investigate the distribution ofenergy density in a stationary self-reproducing
in
ationary universe. W e show thatthe m ain fraction ofvolum e ofthe universe in
a statewith a given density � atany given m om entofpropertim e tisconcentrated
nearthecentersofdeep exponentially widespherically sym m etricwellsin thedensity
distribution.Sincethisstatem entisvery surprising and counterintuitive,weperform
ourinvestigation by threedi�erentanalyticalm ethodsto verify ourconclusions,and
then con�rm ouranalyticalresultsby com putersim ulations.Ifoneassum esthatwe
aretypicalobserverslivingin theuniverseatagiven m om entoftim e,then ourresults
m ay im ply thatweshould livenearthecenterofa deep and exponentially largevoid,
which we willcallin
oid. Validity ofthisparticularinterpretation ofourresults is
notquite clearsince itdependson the as-yetunsolved problem ofm easure in quan-
tum cosm ology. Therefore at the m om ent we would prefer to consider our results
sim ply asa dem onstration ofnontrivialpropertiesofthehypersurfaceofagiven tim e
in thefractalself-reproducing universe,withoutm aking any far-reaching conclusions
concerning the structure ofour own part ofthe universe. Stillwe believe thatour
resultsm ay be ofsom e im portance since they dem onstrate thatnonperturbative ef-
fectsin quantum cosm ology,atleastin principle,m ay have signi�cantobservational
consequences,including an apparentviolation oftheCopernican principle.
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1 Introduction

According to the Copernican principle,the only specialthing about the Earth is that we are
living here. W e are not at the center ofthe universe, as people thought before. This point
ofview is re
ected also in the so-called cosm ologicalprinciple, which asserts that our place
in the universe is by no m eans specialand that the space around us has to be hom ogeneous
and isotropic aftersm oothing oversm alllum psofm atter. Thisprinciple liesin the foundation
ofcontem porary cosm ology [1]since it has not only de�nite philosophicalappealbut also an
apparentobservationalcon�rm ation by a host ofdata on large scale structure ofthe universe.
However,theoreticalinterpretation ofthisprinciple isusually based on the big bang picture of
the universe and itsevolution,inherently related to sim ple geom etry ofFriedm ann-Robertson-
W alkertype.Theonly theoreticaljusti�cation ofhom ogeneity and isotropy oftheuniversewhich
isknown tousatpresentisbased on in
ationary cosm ology.Butthistheory sim ultaneously with
explaining why ouruniverse locally looks so hom ogeneous predicts that on an extrem ely large
scale the universe m ustbe extrem ely inhom ogeneous[2]. Thus,afterproviding certain support
to the cosm ologicalprinciple,in
ationary theory eventually rem oves it as having only lim ited
validity.Butuntilvery recently wedid notsuspectthatin
ation m ay invalidatetheCopernican
principleaswell,sincethereisnothingaboutin
ation which would requireustolivein thecenter
oftheuniverse.

Thesituationbecam elessobviouswhen westudied theglobalstructureofin
ationaryuniverse
in the chaotic in
ation scenario,and found that according to a very wide class ofin
ationary
theories,the m ain fraction ofvolum e ofthe universe in a state with a given density � at any
given m om ent oftim e t(during or after in
ation) should be concentrated near the centers of
deep exponentially wide spherically sym m etric wellsin the density distribution [3]. Thisresult
is based on investigation ofnonperturbative e�ects in the theory ofa fractalself-reproducing
universe in thechaoticin
ation scenario [4].1

Observationalim plicationsofthisresultdepend on itsinterpretation. Ifwe assum e thatwe
livein a partwhich istypical,and by \typical" we m ean thosepartsoftheuniverse which have
thegreatestvolum ewith otherparam eters(tim eand density)beingequal,then ourresultim plies
thatwe should live nearthe centerofone ofthe wellsin the density distribution.There should
be m any such wells in the universe,but each ofthem should be exponentially wide. In what
followswewillcallthesewells\in
oids." An observerliving nearthecenterofan in
oid willsee
him self\in thecenteroftheworld," which would obviously contradicttheCopernican principle.

Oneshould clearly distinguish between thevalidity ofourresultand thevalidity ofitsinter-
pretation suggested above.Even though thee�ectby itselfisrathersurprising wethink thatitis
correct.W everi�ed itsvalidity by threeindependentanalyticalm ethods,aswellasby com puter
sim ulations.M eanwhilethevalidity ofitsinterpretation ism uch lessclear.Them ain problem is
related to theam biguity in thechoiceofm easurein quantum cosm ology [6].Therearein�nitely

1Self-reproduction ofthe universe ispossible in the new in
ationary theory aswell[5],butaswe willsee,in

thistheory the e�ectwhich wearegoing to discussisnegligibly sm all.
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m any dom ainswith sim ilarpropertiesin a self-reproducing in
ationary universe. W hen we are
trying to com pare their volum es,we are com paring in�nities. The results ofthis com parison
depend on the choice oftheregularization procedure.The prescription thatwe should com pare
volum esatagiven tim etin synchronouscoordinatesisintuitively appealing,butthereexistother
prescriptionswhich lead to di�erentconclusions[3,6,7,8]. Untilthe interpretation problem is
resolved,wewillbeunableto say forsurewhetherin
ationary cosm ology actually predictsthat
we should live in a centerofa spherically sym m etric well. Stillthispossibility isso interesting
thatitdeservesa detailed investigation even atourpresent,adm ittedly ratherincom plete level
ofunderstanding ofquantum cosm ology.Thisisthem ain purposeofourpaper.

In Section 2wewillgiveashortreview ofthetheoryofself-reproducinguniversein thechaotic
in
ation scenario and discusswhich typeofphenom ena should becalled typicalin such universe.
Then we willdescribe two approaches to the problem ofestim ating the typicalm agnitude of
the quantum 
uctuations under the volum e weighted m easure. The �rst is based on counting
the balance ofprobability factors. The second is based on the investigation ofthe probability
distribution Pp(�;t).Thisdistribution describestheportionofthephysicalvolum eoftheuniverse
which containsthe �eld � atthe tim e t. According to [6],thisdistribution rapidly approaches
a stationary regim e,where the portion ofthe physicalvolum e ofthe universe containing the
�eld � becom es independent on tim e. Investigation ofthis distribution in Section 3 willallow
usto derive ourresultin a di�erentway. In Section 5 we willdevelop a path integralapproach
to the investigation ofPp(�;t). The new m ethod provides anotherway to con�rm ourresults.
However,this m ethod isinteresting by itself. It gives us a new powerfultoolforinvestigation
ofthe globalstructure ofthe self-reproducing universe,which m ay be usefulindependently of
existenceofthee�ectdiscussed in thispaper.In Section 6wewilldescribecom putersim ulations
which we used to verify our analyticalresults. Only then,afterwe m ake sure that ourrather
counterintuitiveresultsareactuallycorrect,wewilldescribetheirpossibleinterpretation andtheir
observationalconsequences.In Section 7wewilldescribethestructureofin
oids,theirevolution
after the end ofin
ation and their observationalm anifestations. In Section 8 we willdiscuss
ourresults,am biguitiesoftheirinterpretation,and form ulate ourconclusions. In Appendix we
presentgeneralization ofourresultsfordi�erenttim eparam etrizations.

2 T he Self-R eproducing U niverse

Let us consider the sim plest m odelofchaotic in
ation based on the theory ofa scalar �eld �

m inim allycoupled togravity,with thee�ectivepotentialV (�).Iftheclassical�eld � (thein
aton
�eld)issu�ciently hom ogeneousin som e dom ain ofthe Universe,then itsbehaviorinside this
dom ain isgoverned by theequations

�� + 3H _� = � V
0(�); (1)
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3M 2
p
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_�2 + V (�)

�

: (2)

HereH = _a=a;a(t)isthescalefactoroftheUniverse,k = +1;� 1;or0 fora closed,open or
at
Universe,respectively. M p isthe Planck m ass,which we willputequalto onein therestofthe
paper.

Investigation oftheseequationshasshown thatform any potentialsV (�)(e.g.,in allpower-
law V (�)� �n and exponentialV (�)� e�� potentials)there existsan interm ediate asym ptotic
regim e ofslow rolling ofthe �eld � and quasi-exponentialexpansion (in
ation)ofthe Universe
[2].Atthisstage,which iscalled in
ation,onecan neglecttheterm �� in (2),aswellastheterm s
k

a2
and 4�

3
_�2 in (2).Thereforeduring in
ation

H =

s

8�V

3
; _� = �

V 0(�)

3H
: (3)

In thetheoriesV (�)� �n in
ation endsat� = �e,where�e � 10�1 n.

In
ation stretchesallinitialinhom ogeneities.Therefore,iftheevolution oftheUniversewere
governed solely by classicalequations ofm otion,we would end up with an extrem ely sm ooth
Universe with no prim ordial
uctuations to initiate the growth ofgalaxies. Fortunately,new
density perturbationsaregenerated during in
ation dueto quantum e�ects.Thewavelengthsof
allvacuum 
uctuationsofthescalar�eld � grow exponentially in theexpanding Universe.W hen
the wavelength ofany particular 
uctuation becom es greater than H �1 ,this 
uctuation stops
oscillating,and itsam plitude freezes atsom e nonzero value ��(x)because ofthe large friction
term 3H _� in theequation ofm otion ofthe�eld �.Theam plitudeofthis
uctuation then rem ains
alm ostunchanged fora very long tim e,whereasitswavelength growsexponentially. Therefore,
the appearance ofsuch a frozen 
uctuation is equivalent to the appearance ofa classical�eld
��(x)thatdoesnotvanish afteraveraging overm acroscopicintervalsofspaceand tim e.

Because the vacuum contains
uctuationsofallwavelengths,in
ation leadsto the creation
ofm ore and m ore perturbationsofthe classical�eld with wavelengths greaterthan H �1 . The
average am plitude ofsuch perturbations generated during a tim e intervalH �1 (in which the
Universe expandsby a factorofe)isgiven by

j��(x)j=
H

2�
: (4)

The phases ofeach wave are random . It is im portant also that quantum 
uctuations occur
independently in alldom ainsofin
ationary universeofasizegreaterthan theradiusoftheevent
horizon H �1 . Therefore,the sum ofallwaves atany given region ofa size O (H �1 ) 
uctuates
and experiences Brownian jum ps in alldirections in the space of �elds. The standard way
ofdescription ofthe stochastic behaviorofthe in
aton �eld during the slow-rolling stage isto
coarse-grain itoverseparatedom ainsofradiusH �1 (wewillcallthesedom ains\h-regions"[9,10],
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to indicatethateach ofthem hastheradiuscoinciding with theradiusoftheeventhorizon H �1 )
and considerthee�ectiveequation ofm otion ofthelong-wavelength �eld [11,4]:

d

dt
� = �

V 0(�)

3H (�)
+
H 3=2(�)

2�
�(t); (5)

Here�(t)isthee�ective whitenoisegenerated by quantum 
uctuations.

Letus�ndthecriticalvalue�� such thatforV (�)< V (��)theclassicalslow rolldom inatesthe
evolution ofthein
aton,while forV (�)> V (��)thequantum 
uctuationsarem oreim portant.
W ithin thecharacteristictim einterval�t= H �1 forvaluesofin
aton nearthecriticalvalue��
the classicaldecrease �� = _��tofthe in
aton,de�ned through (3),isofthe sam e m agnitude
asthe typicalquantum 
uctuation generated during the sam e period,given by (4).Aftersom e
algebra wegetfrom equations(3)and (4)therelation de�ning �� im plicitly:

3H 3(��)

2� V 0(��)
= H (��)

4V (��)

V 0(��)
� 1: (6)

Let us consider for de�niteness the theory V (�) = ��4=4. In this case equation (6) yields
�� � ��1=6 .Onecan easily seethatif� < ��,then thedecreaseofthe�eld � dueto itsclassical
m otion �� = 1=2�� is m uch greater than the average am plitude ofthe quantum 
uctuations

�� =
q

�=6��2 generated during the sam e characteristic tim e intervalH �1 . But for � > ��,
��(x)willexceed ��,i.e. the Brownian m otion ofthe �eld � willbecom e m ore rapid than its
classicalm otion.Because thetypicalwavelength ofthe
uctuations��(x)generated during this
tim e is H �1 ,the whole Hubble dom ain afterthe tim e H �1 becom es e�ectively divided into e3

h-regions,each containing alm osthom ogeneous(butdi�erentfrom each other)�eld �� ��+ ��.

Inalm osthalfofthesedom ains(i.e.ine3=2� 10h-regions)the�eld � growsbyj��(x)j� �� �
j��(x)j= H =2�,ratherthan decreases.During thenexttim einterval�t= H �1 the�eld grows
again in the halfofthe new h-regions. Thus,the totalnum berofh-regionscontaining growing
�eld � becom esequalto(e3=2)2 = e2(3�ln2).Thism eansthatuntilthe
uctuationsof�eld � grow
su�ciently large,thetotalphysicalvolum eoccupied byperm anentlygrowing�eld � (i.e.thetotal
num berofh-regionscontaining the growing �eld �)increases with tim e like exp[(3� ln2)H t].
Thisleadsto the self-reproduction ofin
ationary dom ainswith � > �� in the chaotic in
ation
scenario [4].

Note,that the greater is the value ofthe e�ective potential,the greater is the rate ofex-
ponentialexpansion ofthe universe. As a result,the m ain growth ofthe totalvolum e ofthe
universeoccursdueto exponentialexpansion ofthedom ainswith thegreatestpossiblevaluesof
the Hubble constantH = H m ax [4,6]. In som e m odelsthere isno upperbound to the value of
H [12,13]. However,in the sim plest versions ofchaotic in
ation based on the Einstein theory
ofgravity there are severalreasons to expect thatthere exists an upper bound forthe rate of
in
ation [6,14,15].

5



In whatfollowswewillassum ethatthereisan upperbound H m ax on thevalueoftheHubble

constantduringin
ation.Forde�nitenesswewillassum ethatH m ax =
q

8�=3,which corresponds
to the Planck boundary V (�p) = 1. This is a rather naturalassum ption forchaotic in
ation.
However,oneshould notethatin som em odelsH m ax m ay bem uch sm aller.In particular,in the

new in
ation scenario H m ax =
q

8�V (0)=3 ism any ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan 1.

The independence ofthe subsequent evolution ofthe h-region on its previous history,the
dom inance ofthe dom ains where the in
aton �eld energy grows rather than decreases in the
volum eweighted m easureand theupperbound fortheenergiesatwhich thein
ation can proceed
are the three m ain features inherent to m any m odels ofin
ation. W hen allthese features are
presentthe evolution ofthe in
ationary universe asa whole approachesregim e which we called
globalstationarityin [6].Thisstageischaracterized by thestability ofthedistribution ofregions
with various localvalues ofenergy density and other param eters, while the num ber ofsuch
regions grows exponentially with a constant coe�cient,proportionalto the m axim alpossible
rate ofin
ation �1 = dfrH m ax. Here dfr isa m odeldependentfractaldim ension ofthe classical
space[9,6],which isvery closeto 3 forsm allcoupling constantsofthein
aton �eld.

The new picture ofthe universe isextrem ely unusual,and itm ay force usto reconsiderour
de�nition ofwhatistypicaland whatisnot.In particular,thestandard theory ofthelargescale
structureoftheuniverseisbased on theassum ption thata typicalbehaviorofthescalar�eld at
thelaststagesofin
ation isdescribed by equations(3),(4).Thisisindeed thecaseifonestudies
a single branch ofin
ationary universe beginning at� � ��. However,ifone investigates the
globalstructureoftheuniversesatall� and triesto �nd thetypicalbehaviorofallin
ationary
dom ainswith a volum e weighted m easure,theresultm ay appearto besom ewhatdi�erent.

3 Stationary In
ation and N onperturbative E�ects

Supposethatwehaveonein
ationary dom ain ofinitialsizeH �1 ,containing scalar�eld � > ��.
Letuswait15 billion years(in synchronoustim etin each partofthisdom ain)and seewhatare
the typicalpropertiesofthose partsofouroriginaldom ain which atthe present m om enthave
som e particularvalue ofdensity,e.g. � = 10�29 g� cm�3 . The answerto thisquestion provesto
beratherunexpected.

This dom ain exponentially expands,and becom es divided into m any new dom ains ofsize
H �1 ,which evolve independently ofeach other.In m any new dom ainsthescalar�eld decreases
because ofclassicalrolling and quantum 
uctuations. The rate ofexpansion ofthese dom ains
rapidly decreases,and they givea relatively sm allcontribution tothetotalvolum eofthoseparts
ofthe universe which willhave density 10�29 g � cm�3 15 billion years later. M eanwhile those
dom ainswherequantum jum psoccurin thedirection ofgrowth ofthe�eld � gradually push this
�eld towardsthe upperbound where in
ation can possibly exist,which ispresum ably close to
the Planck boundary V (�p)� 1.Such dom ainsfora long tim e stay nearthe Planck boundary,
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and exponentially grow with the Planckian speed. Thus,the longerthey stay nearthe Planck
boundary,thegreatercontribution to thevolum eoftheuniverse they give.

However, the dom ains of interest for us eventually should rolldown and evolve into the
regionswith density 10�29 g� cm�3 .Thus,thesedom ainscannotstay nearthePlanck boundary
forinde�nitely long tim e,producing new volum e with the Planckian speed. However,they will
do theirbestifthey stay thereaslong asitispossible,so thatto rolldown atthelatestpossible
m om ent.In factthey willdo even betterifthey stay nearthePlanck boundary even longer,to
savetim eforadditionalrapid in
ation,and then rush down with thespeed exceeding thespeed
ofclassicalrolling.Thism ay happen ifquantum 
uctuationscoherently add up tolargequantum
jum pstowardssm all�.Thisprocessisdualto theprocessofperpetualclim bing up,which leads
to theself-reproduction ofin
ationary universe.

Ofcourse,theprobabilityoflargequantum jum psdown isexponentiallysuppressed.However,
by staying longernearthePlanck boundary in
ationary dom ainsgetan additionalexponentially
largecontribution totheirvolum e.Thesetwoexponentialfactorscom petewith each othertogive
usan optim altrajectory by which thescalar�eld rushesdown in thosedom ainswhich eventually
give the leading contribution to the volum e ofthe universe. From whatwe aresaying itshould
be clearthatthe quantum jum psofthe scalar�eld along such optim altrajectoriesshould have
a greateram plitude than their regularvalue H

2�
,and they should preferably occur downwards.

Asa result,the energy density along these optim altrajectorieswillbe sm allerthan the energy
density oftheirlazy neighborswhich preferto slide down withouttoo m uch ofjum ping. This
createswellsin thedistribution ofenergy density,which wecalled in
oids[3].

Supposethattheextra tim eintervalspentathighestenergiesis ~�t.Then wewin thevolum e
by factorofexp

�

dfrH m ax
~�t
�

.However,tocom pensateforthelosttim ethein
aton �eld � hasto

jum p atleastonce(letussay,when itreachesthevalue�)with theam plitude ~�� = n(�)H (�)=2�
such thatitcoversin onejum p thedistancewhich would otherwiserequiretim e ~�tto slowly roll
down:

~�t(�)=
~��
_�
=
n(�)H (�)

2�

_�
= n(�)

4V (�)

V 0(�)
; (7)

where we introduced the factorn(�)by which the jum p isam pli�ed,i.e. by which itisgreater
than the standard jum p H (�)=2�. The probability ofsuch jum p is suppressed by the factor
exp

�

� 1

2
n2(�)

�

.Theleading contribution to thevolum eoftheuniverseoccursdueto thejum ps
which m axim izethevolum eweighted probability:

P � exp
�

dfrH m ax
~�t(�)�

1

2
n
2(�)

�

= exp

 

dfrH m ax n(�)
4V (�)

V 0(�)
�
1

2
n
2(�)

!

: (8)

M axim izing with respectto n(�)givesthe am pli�cation factorasa function ofthe location of
thejum p on thein
aton trajectory:
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n(�)= 4dfrH m ax

V (�)

V 0(�)
: (9)

In fact,wehavefound [3]thatthetypicaltrajectorieswhich givetheleading contribution to the
volum eoftheuniverseconsistentirely ofsuch subsequentjum ps.In whatfollowswewillgivean
alternative derivation ofthisresult. M eanwhile,com paring with (6)one im m ediately seesthat
n(�)� 1 for� < ��,since dfr � 3 and Hm ax � H (�)forsuch valuesofin
aton �eld in chaotic
in
ation. Therefore,our treatm ent ofthese quantum 
uctuations as large and rear quantum
jum psisself-consistent.

To avoid m isunderstandingsoneshould notethata m oreaccuratede�nition ofam pli�cation
coe�cientwould be n(�)+ 1. Indeed,in the absence ofnonperturbative e�ectswe would have
n(�)= 0sinceperturbativejum psoccurin both directionswith equalprobability.Thecoe�cient
n(�)relatesan additionalam plitudeofjum psdown to theregularperturbativeam plitudeofthe
jum psin both directions.Thissubtlety willnotbeim portantforusheresinceweareinterested
in thecasen � 1.

Itisinteresting thatthecoe�cientofam pli�cation n(�)can bedirectly related totheratioof
am plitudesofconventionalscalarand tensorperturbationsgenerated atthesam escaleatwhich
thejum p occurs.Theam plitudesoftheseperturbationscan bewritten asfollows:

A
pert

S (�)=

 
��

�

!

S

= cS
H 2(�)

2� _�
; A

pert

T (�)=

 
��

�

!

T

= cT
H (�)

M p

: (10)

HerecS and cT aresom ecoe�cientsoftheorderofunity.Using theseexpressionswecan rewrite
(9)fordfr � 3 in theform :

n(�)=
3cT
cS

H m ax

M p

A
pert

S (�)

A
pert

T (�)
: (11)

In thesam eway astheconventionalam plitudeofjum psH =2� isrelated with thewellknown
perturbationsofthebackground energy density,the\nonperturbatively am pli�ed" jum pswhich
we have just described are related to the \nonperturbative" contribution to deviations ofthe
background energy density from itsaveragevalue.A possibleinterpretation ofthisresultisthat
atthelength scaleassociated with thevalueofthe�eld � thereisan additionalnonperturbative
contribution to them onopoleam plitude:

A
nonpert

S (�)=

 
3cT
cS

H m ax

M p

A
pert

S (�)

A
pert

T (�)

!

A
pert

S : (12)

W e willdiscuss the structure ofin
oids and their possible observationalconsequences in
Section 7.Here we only notethateq.(11)givesa sim ple toolforunderstanding ofthe possible
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signi�cance ofthe e�ectunder consideration. Indeed,in the sim plest chaotic in
ation m odels,
such asthe theory �

n
�n,one hasH m ax � Mp and A

pert

S (�)� A
pert

T (�);thusone hasn(�)� 1.
On the other hand,in the versions ofchaotic in
ation scenario where in
ation occurs near a
localm axim um ofthe e�ective potential(asin the new in
ation m odels)H m ax ism any orders
ofm agnitude sm aller than M p,and therefore the non-perturbative e�ects discussed above are
negligibly sm all. Thus,investigation ofnonperturbative e�ectscan give usa ratherunexpected
possibility to distinguish between variousclasses ofin
ationary m odels. W e willreturn to this
issuein theend ofthepaper.

4 N onperturbative e�ects and branching di�usion

One ofthe bestwaysto exam ine nonperturbative e�ectsisto investigate the probability distri-
bution Pp(�;t)to �nd adom ain ofagiven physicalvolum ein astatewith agiven �eld � atsom e
m om ent oftim e t. The distribution Pp(�;t) obeys the following branching di�usion equation
[10,16,6]:

@Pp

@t
=

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2
p
2�

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2
p
2�

Pp

!

+
V 0(�)

3H (�)
Pp

!

+ 3H (�)Pp : (13)

Thisequation isvalid onlyduringin
ation,which typicallyoccurswithin som elim ited interval
ofvaluesofthe �eld �: �m in < � < �m ax. In the sim plest versions ofchaotic in
ation m odel
�m in � �e � 1,where�e istheboundary atwhich in
ation ends.M eanwhile,asweargued in the
previoussection,�m ax iscloseto thePlanck boundary �p,whereV (�p)= 1.To �nd solutionsof
thisequation one m ustspecify boundary conditions. Behaviorofsolutionstypically isnotvery
sensitiveto theboundary conditionsat�e;itissu�cientto assum ethatthedi�usion coe�cient
(and,correspondingly, the double derivative term in the r.h.s.ofequation (13)) vanishes for
� < �e [6].TheconditionsnearthePlanck boundary play a m oreim portantrole.In thispaper
we willassum e,thatthere can be no in
ation atV (�)> 1,which correspondsto the boundary
condition Pp(�;t)j�> �p = 0.In theend ofthepaperwewilldiscusspossiblem odi�cationsofour
resultsif�m ax di�ersfrom �p.

Onem ay try to obtain solutionsofequation (13)in theform oftheeigenfunction series:

Pp(�;t)=
1X

s= 1

e
�st�s(�)

t! 1
� ! e

�1t�1(�); (14)

where,in the lim itoflarge tim e t,only the term with the largesteigenvalue �1 survives. The
function �1(�)in the lim itt! 1 hasa m eaning ofa norm alized tim e-independentprobability
distribution (so called invariant probability density ofthe branching di�usion) to �nd a given
�eld � in a unitphysicalvolum e,whereasthefactore�1t showstheoverallgrowth ofthevolum e
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ofallpartsoftheuniverse,which doesnotdepend on � in thelim itt! 1 .This\ground state"
eigenfunction satis�esthefollowing equation:

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2
p
2�

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2
p
2�

�1(�)

!

+
V 0(�)

3H (�)
�1(�)

!

+ 3H (�)�1(�)= �1�1(�): (15)

In thelim itwhen wecan neglectthedi�usion (second derivative)term itiseasy to solvethis
equation:

�1(�)= C(�0)
3H (�)

V 0(�)
exp

0

B
@ �

�0Z

�

"

�1
3H (�)

V 0(�)
�
9H 2(�)

V 0(�)

#

d�

1

C
A ; (16)

where we chose som e starting point �0 and the corresponding norm alization constant C(�0)
which should m atch this approxim ate solution to the exact one at this point. As before,let
us introduce the fractaldim ension ofclassicalspace-tim e through �1 = dfrH m ax (see [9,6]for
detailed discussion ofthe fractalstructure ofself-reproducing universe). Let us also introduce
the criticalvalue ofin
aton �fr atwhich the no-di�usion approxim ation for(15)breaks. Then,
sinceH m ax � H (�)forchaoticin
ation,wecan rewrite(16)as:

�1(�)= C(�fr)
3H (�)

V 0(�)
exp

0

B
@ �

�frZ

�

dfrH m ax

3H (�)

V 0(�)
d�

1

C
A : (17)

Substituting (17)into (15)we getthe de�ning relation forthe value ofin
aton �eld � fr at
which theno-di�usion approxim ation breaks:

�1
9H 5(�fr)

4�2 (V 0(�fr))
2
� 1 : (18)

W ecan rewrite(thesquarerootof)thisrelation in a form which m akesthecom parison with
thede�nition oftheothercriticalvalue�� m oreapparent:

s
dfrH m ax

H (�fr)

3H 3(�fr)

2� V 0(�fr)
� 1 : (19)

Com paring (19)with (6),one �nds that forallchaotic in
ation m odels �fr < �� (one can as-
sum e self-consistently thatH m ax � H (�fr)in such m odels). The value of�� in (6)com esfrom
com paring theslow rollratein a given h-region with thetypicalam plitude ofquantum 
uctua-
tionswhileconsidering only theh-regionsgenerated locally from theregion which wepicked.On
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the otherhand,the value �fr com esfrom com paring the slow rollrate to the typicalam plitude
of
uctuations considering allh-regions in the whole universe which happen to have the sam e
valueofin
aton �eld inside.Thefactthatthesecond constraintism orestringentisyetanother
indication ofthe considerably largerm agnitude ofthe quantum 
uctuationswhen we take into
accountthewholestationary universe.

In the particularcase ofthe sim plest theory with V (�)= ��4=4,we have H =
q

2��=3�2,

�fr � ��1=8 � ��,and thedependence ofthesolution (17)on � is[6]:

�1(�)� �

p
6�

�
dfrH m ax : (20)

This is an extrem ely strong dependence. For exam ple,for the realistic value ofthe coupling
constant � � 10�13 chosen to �t the observable large scale structure ofthe universe one has

dfr � 3. One m ay assum e forde�niteness thatHm ax =
q

8�=3,corresponding to in
ation with

V (�) = 1 (Planck density). Then one has an extrem ely sharp dependence �1 � �1:2�10
8

. All
surprising resultswearegoing to obtain arerooted in thise�ect.Oneoftheconsequencesisthe
distribution ofenergy density �.Forexam ple,during in
ation � � ��4=4.Equation (20)im plies
thatthedistribution ofdensity � is

Pp(�)� �
3�107

: (21)

Thus at each m om ent oftim e t the universe consists ofinde�nitely large num ber ofdom ains
containingm atterwith allpossiblevaluesofdensity,thetotalvolum eofalldom ainswith density
2� being approxim ately 1010

7

tim esgreaterthan thetotalvolum eofalldom ainswith density �!

Letusconsidernow allin
ationary dom ainswhich contain a given �eld � ata given m om ent
oftim e t. One m ay ask the question,whatwasthe value ofthis�eld in those dom ainsatthe
m om entt� H�1 ? In orderto answerthisquestion oneshould add to � thevalueofitsclassical
drift _�H �1 and theam plitudeofquantum jum ps��.Thetypicaljum p isgiven by �� = � H =2�.
Atthe laststagesofin
ation thisquantity isby m any ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan _�H �1 .
Butin which sense jum ps� H =2� are typical? Ifwe considerany particularinitialvalue ofthe
�eld �,then thetypicaljum p from thispointisindeed given by � H =2� undertheconventional
com oving m easure.However,ifweareconsidering alldom ainswith a given � and trying to �nd
allthose dom ainsfrom which the �eld � could originate back in tim e,the answerm ay be quite
di�erent. Indeed,the totalvolum e ofalldom ainswith a given �eld � atany m om entoftim e t
dependson � extrem ely strongly:thedependenceisexponentialin generalcase(17),ora power
law with ahugepower,likein thecaseof��4=4theory (20).Thism eansthatthetotalvolum eof
alldom ainswhich could jum p towardsthegiven �eld � from thevalue� + �� willbeenhanced
by alargeadditionalfactorPp(�+ ��)=P p(�).On theotherhand,theprobability oflargejum ps
�� is suppressed by the Gaussian factor exp(� 2�2(��)2=H 2). Thus,under the established
stationary probability distribution theprobability ofthein
aton �eld in a given dom ain to have
experienced a quantum jum p �� isgiven by:

11



P(��)� exp

 

dfrH m ax

3H (�)

V 0(�)
�� �

2�2(��)2

H 2(�)

!

: (22)

Onecan easily verify thatthisdistribution hasa sharp m axim um at:

�� np = dfrH m ax

3H 3(�)

4�2V 0(�)
= n(�)

H (�)

2�
; (23)

and thewidth ofthism axim um isoftheorder H

2�
.In otherwords,m ostofthedom ainsofagiven

�eld � are form ed due to non-perturbative (hence the subscript\np")jum pswhich are greater
than the\typical" onesby a factorn(�)which coincideswith ourpreviousresult(9).Forfuture
reference,wewillwriteherethisresultin an equivalentform ,

n(�)= 4�1
V (�)

V 0(�)
: (24)

The lim itofapplicability ofthis expression isbelow the energy levelV (�fr)(see (18),(19)for
de�nition ofthecriticalvalue�fr).

In particular,forthetheory ��4=4 wehave

n(�)= �1� : (25)

ForH m ax =
q

8�=3,� � 1 and � � 4:5,which correspondsto today’shorizon scale,thisgives
theam pli�cation coe�cient

n(�)= 2
p
6�� � 40 : (26)

5 Volum e W eighted Slow R olling A pproxim ation

W elearned in theprevioussection thatquantum 
uctuationsin volum e weighted m easure have
pretty largeexpectation value,which m akesthejum psto go preferentially downwards(unlikein
com oving m easure where there is no preferred direction ofthe 
uctuations and therefore they
havezero expectation value).Indeed,such wasthevery m eaning ofourderivation oflargejum ps
that they had to occur in the direction ofusualslow rollin order to m ake up the extra tim e
spentby in
aton athigherenergies.Therefore,wecan concludethattheslow rolling speed itself
getsa correction corresponding to therateatwhich such largejum psoccurand theirsize.Since
each such jum p ofthe size n(�)� H (�)=2� occursduring tim e intervalH�1 (�),we can estim ate
theadditionalspeed gained by thein
aton asn(�)� H2(�)=2�,thusbringing theoverallslow roll
speed to the volum e weighted value (we substituted (9)forthe value ofn(�),the am pli�cation
factor):
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_� = �
V 0(�)

3H (�)
� dfrH m ax

16V 2(�)

3V 0(�)
: (27)

Herethem inussign in frontofthecorrection term isdueto thepreferred direction ofthejum ps,
bringing theslow rollspeed to higherabsolutevalue.

Thelim itsofapplicability ofthisexpression arethesam easfor(23),i.e.below energy density
correspondingtothecriticalvalue�frofin
aton �eld,de�ned by(18),(19).However,thoselim its
sim ply tellwhere the approxim ate expression (27)is valid,while the e�ect ofspeeding up the
slow rollofthein
aton isvalid in a m uch widerrange.

Let us derive a m ore generalversion of this result and, correspondingly, a m ore general
expression foram pli�ed quantum jum ps(9),(23)which willbe valid foralm ostwhole range of
variation ofthe in
aton �eld. The volum e weighted probability distribution can be de�ned as
thepath integraloverallrealizationsofnoisetaken with gaussian weightm odi�ed by thevolum e
factor[10,6]:

Pp(�;t)=
Z

D � exp

8
<

:

tZ �

�
1

2
�
2(s)+ 3H (��(s))

�

ds

9
=

;
� (��(t)� �): (28)

Here ��(s) is the solution of(5) with a particular realization ofthe noise. The gaussian path
integralover the noise can be converted into the path integralover the histories ofin
aton
evolution [17]ifweexpressthenoisethrough concurrentvalueofin
aton �(t)using theequation
ofm otion (5):

�(t)=
2�

H 3=2(�)
_� +

2� V 0(�)

3H 5=2(�)
: (29)

Itisconvenientto m akethefollowing variabletransform ation:

z=
Z

�

2�

H 3=2(�0)
d�

0
: (30)

In term softhisvariablethede�nition ofthewhitenoiseisrewritten in com pactform :

�(t)= � _z+ W (z); (31)

whereweintroduced the\superpotential"2 (weused therelation (30)to re-expressitin term sof
thederivativewith respectto z):

2Thisnam eisdueto thefactthatW (z)playsa roleofa superpotentialin a SUSY-Schrodingerlikeversion of

Fokker-Planck equation.
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W (z)=
2�

3H 5=2(�)

dV (�)

d�
=

d

dz

 
3

16V (z)

!

: (32)

The path integralde�ning the volum e weighted m easure in term s of z(t) becom es, after
substituting (31)into (28):

Pp(z;t)=
Z

D z(s)J[z]exp

8
<

:
�

tZ �
1

2
[_z(s)� W (z(s))]2 � 3H (z(s))

�

ds

9
=

;
� (z(t)� z): (33)

The Jacobian J[z]ofthe transform ation from � to � and then to z ispre-exponential[17]and
unim portantforourcurrentinvestigation.W ewillneglectitin whatfollows.

Letus�nd the trajectory z(t)[which we willtranslate laterinto trajectory �(t)]which con-
tributesm osttothepath integral(33).Such saddlepointtrajectorywillcorrespond tothetypical
historyofevolution ofin
atonundervolum eweighted m easure.Theexponentin thepath integral
(33)lookslike a Euclidean version ofLagrangian action,which correspondsto interpretation of
di�usion equation (13)asa Euclidean Schrodingerequation fora pointparticle.W ecan rewrite
thisaction in Ham iltonian form using theconventionalrelation:

tZ

L dt=

z(t)Z

pdz�

tZ

H dt; (34)

wherethecanonicalm om entum is

p=
@L

@_z
= _z� W (z): (35)

Sincetheaction doesnotcontain explicittim edependence,theHam iltonian isconserved:

H =
1

2
p
2 + pW (z)+ 3H (z)= �1 : (36)

The reason why theconserved Ham iltonian isequalto thehighesteigenvalue isthatattheend
we should getthe tim e dependence ofa type exp(�1t)aswarranted by the stationary solution
(14). M eanwhile,the

R
pdz term ofthe action should give us the correct (sem i-classical) �eld

dependence oftheprobability density Pp(z(�);t)(seebelow).

Solving the Ham iltonian constraint (36) with respect to p (we have to choose the positive
solution oftheequation forrolling down),and using (35),weobtain theequation forthetypical
volum eweighted trajectory:

_z =
q

W 2(z)+ 2�1 � 6H (z): (37)
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Thisequation translates back in term sofin
aton �eld variable into volum e weighted slow roll
equation:

_� = �

v
u
u
t

 
V 0(�)

3H (�)

! 2

+
�

dfrH m ax � 3H (�)
�H 3(�)

2�2
: (38)

Form ostofthein
aton rangeofvariation (exceptvery closeto Planck boundary)wecan ignore
3H term with respect to dfrH m ax term . The relative im portance ofthe two rem aining term s
under the square root is governed by the criticalvalue �fr | below this levelthe �rst term
is m ore im portant,while above it the second one dom inates. Not surprisingly,below �fr this
equation coincideswith (27). However,itsvalidity lim itsare m uch wider,allowing usto use it
beyond �fr,to which theapplicability of(27)waslim ited.

W e can write down a good approxim ation for the �eld dependent norm alized probability
density �1(�),om itting thelessim portantpre-exponentialterm s:

�1(�) = exp

8
><

>:
�

z(�)Z

pdz

9
>=

>;

= exp

8
><

>:
�

Z

�

d�

0

B
@

v
u
u
t

 
3V 0(�)

16V 2(�)

! 2

+
�

dfrH m ax � 3H (�)
� 8�2

H 3(�)
�

3V 0(�)

16V 2(�)

1

C
A

9
>=

>;
: (39)

Ofcourse,below �fr thisexpression also coincideswith itscounterpart(17)derived previously.
Thisresulthasrem arkablepropertieswhich willbestudied furtherin [18].

Using thevolum eweighted slow rollequation (38)wecan derivea generalexpression forthe
am pli�ed quantum jum p size.Itisgiven by thechangein � within tim eintervalH �1 calculated
accordingto(38),lesstheregularexpression forthechangeof�eld duetotheslow rollincom oving
m easure:

�� np =

v
u
u
t

 
V 0(�)

3H 2(�)

! 2

+
�

dfrH m ax � 3H (�)
�H (�)

2�2
�

V 0(�)

3H 2(�)
: (40)

This gives the following expression for the am pli�cation factor (the ration of �� np and the
conventionalam plitudeH =2�):

n(�)=

v
u
u
t

 
2� V 0(�)

3H 3(�)

! 2

+
2dfrH m ax � 6H (�)

H (�)
�

2� V 0(�)

3H 3(�)
: (41)

The consistency conditionsforourresults(38){ (41)arise from severalassum ptions which
we m ade in theirderivation and whose validity should be m aintained. The �rstone isthatthe
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slow rolling approxim ation isvalid,i.e. �� � 3H (�)_�.Thesecond isthattheam pli�cation factor
isgreaterthan one. The third condition isthatthe saddle-pointapproxim ation used to derive
these results isvalid,which m eans thatp � 1. And the �nal,fourth condition isthe im plicit
assum ption thatlargequantum jum pswhich occurin a singleh-region do notm akethegradient
energy insidethatregion greaterthan thepotentialenergy ofthein
aton �eld (which,ofcourse,
would im m ediately invalidatethein
ationary approxim ation).Onecan easily check thatallfour
conditionslead to the sam e,very relaxed restrictions| the energy density ofthe in
aton �eld
V (�)m ustbe lowerthan the Planck density (or,m ore precisely,lowerthan the energy density
corresponding to the m axim alrate ofexpansion H m ax). Thus,we can use the results obtained
abovein m ostofthevariation rangeforthein
aton �eld in chaoticin
ation.

Onecan easily check thatfor� < �fr,H (�)� H m ax eq.(41)yields

n(�)= 4dfrH m ax

V (�)

V 0(�)
: (42)

Thisexpression coincideswith theexpression fortheam pli�cation coe�cientwhich weobtained
earlierby two otherm ethods,seeeqs.(9)and (23).

6 N um ericalSim ulations

6.1 T he basic idea ofcom puter sim ulations

Even though we veri�ed our results by severaldi�erent m ethods,they are stillvery unusual
and counterintuitive. Therefore we perform ed a com puter sim ulation ofstochastic processes
in in
ationary universe,which allows to obtain an additionalveri�cation ofourresults and to
calculate the am pli�cation factor n(�) num erically. W e have used two di�erent m ethods of
com putersim ulations.The�rstoneism oredirectand easy to understand.Itsbasicidea can be
explained asfollows.

W ehavestudied asetofdom ainsofinitialsizeH �1 �lled with largehom ogeneous�eld �.W e
considered largeinitialvaluesof�,which leadsto theself-reproduction ofin
ationary dom ains.
From thepointofview ofstochasticprocesseswhich westudy,each dom ain can bem odelled by
a singlepointwith the�eld � in it.Ourpurposewasto study thetypicalam plitudeofquantum
jum psofthescalar�eld � in thosedom ainswhich reached som evalue�0 = O (1)closetotheend
ofin
ation.Then wecalculatetheam pli�cation factorn(�0)forvarious�0.

Each step ofourcalculationscorrespondsto a tim e change �t= uH
�1
0 . Here H 0 � H (�0),

and u issom enum ber,u < 1.Theresultsdonotdepend on u ifitissm allenough.Theevolution
ofthe�eld � in each dom ain consistsofseveralindependentparts.Firstofall,the�eld evolves
accordingtoclassicalequationsofm otion duringin
ation,which m eansthatitdecreasesby uV 0

3H H 0
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during each tim e intervaluH �1
0 .Secondly,itm akesquantum jum psby �� = H

2�

q
uH

H 0

ri.Here ri
isa setofnorm alrandom num bers,which aredi�erentforeach in
ationary dom ain.To account
forthegrowth ofphysicalvolum eofeach dom ain we used thefollowing procedure.W efollowed
each dom ain untilitsradiusgrowstwo tim es,and afterthatwe considered itas8 independent
dom ains.In accordancewith ourcondition Pp(�;t)j�> �p = 0,werem oved alldom ainswherethe
�eld � jum ped to the super-Planckian densities V (�)> 1. Therefore ourm ethod rem oves the
overallgrowth factore�1tin theexpression Pp � e�1t�1(�)and directlygivesthetim e-independent
function �1(�)which we are looking for. Indeed we have checked thataftera su�ciently large
tim e tthe distribution ofdom ainsfollowed by the com puterwith a good accuracy approached
thestationary distribution �1(�)which wehaveobtained in [6]by acom pletely di�erentm ethod,
see Fig. 1. W e used itasa consistency check forourcalculations. In whatfollowswe willnot
distinguish between Pp and thetim e-independentfactor�1(�).

W e kept in the com puter m em ory inform ation about alljum ps ofeach dom ain during the
last tim e intervalH �1

0 before the �eld � inside this dom ain becom es sm aller than �0. This
m ade itpossible to evaluate an average sum ofalljum psofthose dom ainsin which the scalar
�eld becam e sm allerthan �0 within the lasttim e intervalH �1

0 . Naively,one could expectthis
value to be sm aller than H 0

2�
,since the average am plitude ofthe jum ps is H 0

2�
,but they occur

both in the positive and negative directions.However,oursim ulationscon�rm ed ouranalytical
result�� = � 1� �

H 0

2�
.In otherwords,we have found thatm ostofthe dom ainswhich reach the

hypersurface� = �0 within a tim einterval�t= H
�1
0 do itby rolling accom panied by persistent

jum psdown,which havea com bined am plitude�1�0 tim esgreaterthan
H 0

2�
.

6.2 D etails ofthe m ethod

Even though this m ethod ofcalculations m ay seem quite straightforward,(it is the so-called
event-tracing M onte-Carlo m ethod)in reality itm ustbesom ewhatm odi�ed.Them ain problem
isobvious ifone recalls ourexpression forthe probability distribution Pp � e�1t�1(�)atsm all

�: Pp � e�1t �

p
6�

�
�1.Aswealready m entioned,(om itting thetim e-dependentfactor)thisyields

Pp � �10
8

forthe realistic value � � 10�13 . Itisextrem ely di�cult to work with distributions
which areso sharp.

Therefore in ourcom puter sim ulations we have studied m odels with � � 0:1,which m akes
com putations possible. On the other hand,when one increases the value of� an additional

problem arises.Oursim pleexpression Pp � �

p
6�

�
�1 hasbeen obtained in thelim itofvery sm all

�,which isnotperfectly accurate for� � 0:1.Therefore we willrepresentPp in a m ore general

form P(�)= �g(�),where g(�)approachesa constantvalue
q

6�

�
�1 for� � ��1=8 . One should

also take into account that the classicaldecrease c(�) = V 0(�)

3H H 0

ofthe �eld � during the tim e

H
�1
0 and thestandard deviation s(�)= H

2�

q
H

H 0

(theaverage am plitude ofquantum 
uctuations

during the tim e H �1
0 ) are notconstant throughout the region where the e�ect takes place. In
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such a situation an expression fortheam pli�cation coe�cientn(�)willbeslightly di�erentfrom
oursim pleexpression n = �1�.Thereforeweshould �rstderiveherea m oreaccurateexpression
forn(�),and then com pareitwith theresultsofoursim ulations.

Considera pointforwhich � = �0 atsom e tim e t,atwhich the stationary regim e isalready
established. At the earlier tim e t� H

�1
0 this point was approxim ately at� = �0 + c(�0)+ x,

where x = �� isthe sum ofallquantum jum psexperienced by the �eld � atthispointduring
the lasttim e intervalH �1

0 . Considerthe probability P(��)thatthe �eld � jum ped to �0 from
the point�0 + c(�0)+ x. Thisprobability distribution isequalto the distribution Pp(�)tim es
theprobability ofundergoing a quantum 
uctuation oflength ��.

P(x)/ Pp(�0 + c(�0)+ x) exp

 

�
x2

2s2

!

: (43)

Position ofthem axim um ofthedistribution P(x)isgiven by

P 0
p(�0 + c(�0)+ x)

Pp(�0 + c(�0)+ x)
=

x

s2
: (44)

To solve thisequation forx we need to know Pp(�). Asearlierwe assum e Pp(�)= �g(�) where
g(�)variesslowly with �.Ifg0�ln� � ��1 lng (which happensto bea good approxim ation for
� � 1),eq.(44)can beeasily solved,and theexpression forn(�0)looksasfollows:

n(�0)=
x

s(�0)
�

1

2s(�0)

�q

(�0 + c(�0))2 + 4g(�0)s2(�0)� (�0 + c(�0))
�

: (45)

Onecan obtain aslightly m oreaccurateexpression by takingintoaccountdependenceofg,cand
son �.Notethatin thesituation which wearegoing to investigate�0 � c(�0)� x � s(�0).In
the lim itwhen g,s,and c can be considered constant,and �0 � s;cthisequation leadsto our
earlierexpression n(�0)= �1�0.

In orderto use (45)we also need to know g(�)forourproblem . W e approxim ate g(�)by a
second orderpolynom ialin � and substituteP(�)= �a0+ a1�+ a2�

2

intothedi�erentialequation for
P(�).Localanalysisaround � = �0 showsP(�)� �56�23��4�

2

. Thisapproxim ation isaccurate
for� � 1.

6.3 N um ericalC alculation ofn(�)

Even for not very sm all� the distribution Pp rem ains extrem ely sharp. W e have m ade our
sim ulationswith � = 0:1,in which casePp � �60.Thism eansthatifwewantto follow evolution
ofa singledom ain with � = 0:5,then weshould sim ultaneously keep track of260 � 1018 dom ains
with � = 1.Thereforethesim pleevent-tracing M onte-Carlo approach which wedescribed above
can bequiteadequatefortheinvestigation ofPp nearitsm axim um ,butnotforthestudy ofPp
faraway from them axim um ofthedistribution.
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A m oreadvanced approach istorepresentthedistribution byevenlyspaced pointswith weight
proportionaltothedistribution.In otherwords,werewritetheprobabilitydistribution asa�nite
sum ofnearly delta-functionaldistributions,

Pp(�;t)�
NX

i= 1

pi(�;t); (46)

where
pi(�;t)=

�
Pp(�i) for�i� � < �i+ 1

0 otherwise
: (47)

Ateach step ofthesim ulation we investigate theevolution ofthedistributionspi during the
tim e �t = uH

�1
0 . The following equation takes into account classicaldecrease ofthe �eld �,

quantum 
uctuations,and in
ation.

pi(�;t+ �t)/ p i(�;t)
1

s(�i)
exp

 

�
(� � �i+ c)2

2s2(�i)

!

exp

 
3uH (�)

H (�0)

!

: (48)

W e�nd Pp(�;t+ �t)by com puting thesum ofp i(�;t+ �t).Then wenorm alizethedistribution
Pp(�;t+ �t)and again subdivide into a new setofp i,in accordance with (46).W e repeatthis
processuntiltheresulting distribution Pp approachesa stationary regim e.

The m osttricky partofthe algorithm isto �nd the am pli�cation factorn(�0). To do that,
we associate another distribution xi(�;t) with each �i. Here xi(�;t) is the sum ofquantum

uctuationsduringthelasttim eintervalH �1 ,alongalltrajectorieswhich ended up in theinterval
�i� � < �i+ 1 atthetim et.W ecom bineallxi(�;t)into a singledistribution X (�;t),and evolve
itin the sam e way asPp(�;t),dividing itinto the nearly delta-functionaldistributions xi(�;t)
atevery iteration. This ispossible because xi(�;t)isapproxim ately gaussian and itsstandard
deviation issm allcom pared with itsm ean.W hen thePp(�;t)converges,x0(�0;t)approxim ates
x,from which n(�0)can becalculated.

Decreasing step sizeu increasesaccuracy ofPp(�)untilsom epoint,afterwhich theaccuracy
starts to decrease. This decrease is explained by the fact that evolved pi’s are too sharp and
therefore are represented inaccurately. To avoid this, having �xed N , we m ust keep u high
enough,so thatthesm allestquantum 
uctuation siswiderthan thegrid spacing.Grid spacing
isproportionalto 1=N and s isproportionalto

p
u,so the m inim al

p
u isproportionalto 1=N .

Execution tim euntilconvergenceisproportionaltoN 2=
p
u,orforthem inim alu itisproportional

to N 3. In practice the largestN forwhich the algorithm converges in a reasonable am ountof
tim eisoftheorderof103.

6.4 R esults ofN um ericalC alculations

The�rststep istoverify thenum ericalalgorithm by com paringtheprobability distribution P(�)
itcom putes with a solution obtained by solving equation (15)obtained in [6]. Figure 1 shows
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Figure1:Probability distribution P(�)forV = ��4=4,� = 0:1.Thedashed lineisthenum erical
solution to a di�erentialequation describing P(�). The solid curve isobtained using com puter
sim ulationsdescribed in thispaper. A sm alldeviation between the solid curve and the dashed
lineisdueto the�nitesizeofeach step and the�nitegrid size.

thatP(�)isvery close to the correctprobability distribution. The deviation between the two
decreaseswith step-size.

The second step is to verify outform ula forn. Figure 2 shows thatnum erically com puted
valuesofn fordi�erent�0 arecloseto theonespredicted by theanalyticalresult.Thedeviation
isexplained by the approxim ations m ade in the analyticalsolution (constancy ofg;c;s during
tim eH �1 ).W ehavefound also,thatthetypicaldeviation oftheam plitudeofjum psfrom their
average value nH =2� isofthe orderofH =2�,assuggested by eq. (22). Thiswillbe im portant
foroursubsequentconsiderations.

7 T he SpatialStructure ofIn
oids

As one can see from eq. (38),the value ofthe �eld �(t) corresponding to the typicalvolum e
weighted trajectories m oves down m ore rapidly that one would expect from the classicalslow
rollequation _� = �

V 0(�)

3H (�)
. This is exactly the reason why such nonperturbatively enhanced

trajectories,being surrounded by usualclassicalneighbors,should correspond to the m inim a
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Figure 2: Com parison between the analyticalexpression forn(�)(dashed line) and the values
for n(�) obtained by com puter sim ulations. W hile the analyticalexpression is not absolutely
preciseduetovariousassum ptions(such asconstancy ofg;c;sduringthetim eH �1 ),itdoesgive
approxim ately correctvaluesforn.

in the distribution ofdensity. To analyse the spatialstructure ofthe universe near the points
correspondingtotheoptim alvolum e-weighted trajectory(38)oneshould rem em berthatin term s
ofthe ordinary com oving m easure Pc the probability oflarge 
uctuations issuppressed by the
factor exp(� n2(�)=2). It is wellknown that exponentially suppressed perturbations typically
giveriseto spherically sym m etricbubbles[19].Letusshow �rstofallthatthem ain partofthe
volum e ofthe universe in a state with a given � (orwith a given density �)correspondsto the
centersofthesebubbles,which wecalled in
oids.

Consideragain thecollection ofallpartsoftheuniversewith agiven � (oragiven density)at
a given tim et.W ehavefound thatm ostofthejum psproducing this�eld � during theprevious
tim e intervalH �1 occurred from dom ains containing the �eld � in a narrow intervalofvalues
near� � _�=H + n(�)� H =2�. The width ofthisintervalwasfound to be ofthe orderofH =2�,
which is m uch sm aller than the typicaldepth ofourbubble �� � n(�)� H =2�,since we have
n(�)� 1 forallchaotic in
ation m odels. Now suppose thatthe dom ain containing the �eld �

appearsnotatthecenterofthebubble,butatitswall.Thiswould m ean thatthe�eld nearthe
center ofthe bubble is even sm aller than �. Such a con�guration could be created by a jum p
from � � _�=H + n(�)� H =2� only ifthe am plitude ofthe jum p is greater than n(�)� H =2�.
However,we have found that the m ain contribution to the volum e ofdom ains with a given �

isproduced by jum psofan am plitude (n(�)� 1)� H =2�,the greaterdeviation from the typical
am plitude n(�)� H =2� being exponentially suppressed. Thism eans thatthe scalar�eld � can

21



di�erfrom itsvalue atthe centerofthe bubble by no m ore than the usualam plitude ofscalar
�eld perturbationsH =2�,which issm allerthan thedepth ofthebubbleby afactorn�1 (�).Thus,
them ain fraction ofthevolum eoftheuniversewith agiven � (orwith agiven density ofm atter)
can be only slightly outside the center. Thism ay lead to a sm allcontribution to anisotropy of
them icrowave background radiation.

W eshould em phasizethatallourresultsarebased on theinvestigation oftheglobalstructure
oftheuniverseratherthan ofthestructureofeach particularbubble.Thisiswhy weassertthat
oure�ectisnon-perturbative.Ifoneneglectsthattheuniverseisa fractaland looksonly atone
particularbubble(i.e.attheonein which welivenow),then onecan �nd thatinsideeach bubble
there isa plenty ofspace faraway from itscenter. Therefore one could conclude thatthere is
nothing specialabout the centers ofthe bubbles. However,when determ ining the fraction of
dom ainsnearthecenterswewerecom paring thevolum esofallregionsofequaldensity atequal
tim e.M eanwhile,thedensity �wallofm atteron thewallsofa bubbleisgreaterthan thedensity
�center in itscenter.Aswe have em phasized in thediscussion aftereq.(20),thetotalvolum e of
alldom ainsofdensity �wall isgreaterthan the totalvolum e ofalldom ainsofdensity �center by
thefactor(�wall=�center)3�10

7

.Thus,itiscorrectthatthevolum eofspaceoutsidethecenterofthe
bubble isnotsm allerthan the space nearthe center. However,going outside the centerbrings
usto the region ofa di�erentdensity,�wall> �center. Ourresultsim ply thatone can �nd m uch
m orespacewith � = �wallnotatthewallsofourbubble,butnearthecentersofotherbubbles.

Thissituation can be very schem atically illustrated by Fig. 3. W e do notm ake an attem pt
to show the spatialdistribution ofin
oids. Rather we show the density distribution near the
centerofeach ofthem .Alltheseregionsbasically arevery sim ilar,butatany particularm om ent
oftim e tthere are m uch m ore regionswith large density since they appeared from the regions
which in
ated atthenearlyPlanckian densityforalongertim e.W ith tim ethewholesetofcurves
should go lower,to sm aller�. However,ateach m om entoftim e there willbe dom ainswith all
possiblevaluesof�,so thatthedistribution ofallcurvesdoesnotchangein tim e(stationarity).
Ifone looksatthe whole picture withoutdiscrim inating between stateswith di�erentvaluesof
density,itm ayseem thatthereism uch m orespaceoutsideofthecentersofthebubbles.However,
atany given m om entoftim etthem ain fraction ofvolum eoftheuniversein a statewith a given
density � isconcentrated nearthe centersofspherically sym m etric bubbles. One m ay look,for
exam ple,atthe density corresponding to the centersofthe third row ofcurves. Atthisdensity
one m ay live eithernearthe centerofany ofthe eleven in
oids,oratthe wallsofonly three of
them .The fraction ofthe volum e nearthe centerswould be m uch greaterifwe try to show the
realistic distribution Pp(�)� �3�10

7

ofthenum berofdom ainswith a given density in thetheory
��4=4.

Thenonperturbativejum psdown should occuron allscalesindependently.Onem ay visualize
the whole processasfollows. Ateach given m om entm ostofthe volum e ofthe universe where
the �eld � takes som e particular value appear close to the centers ofin
oids created by the
nonperturbativejum psby n(�)H =2�.Thenew jum psoccureach tim eH �1 independently ofthe
previoushistory oftheregionswith a given �.Thereforetheleading contribution to thevolum e
with begiven by thoserarecentersofin
oidswherethe�eld � jum psdown by n(�)H =2� again
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Figure 3: A schem atic illustration which shows the num ber ofin
oids with given density and
distribution ofm atterneartheircenters.
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and again.Thatiswhy thetypicalvolum eweighted trajectoriesperm anently go down with the
speed exceeding thespeed ofclassicalrolling by n(�)H 2=2�,seeeqs.(38),(41).

Onem ay visualizetheresulting distribution ofthescalar�eld in thefollowing way.Atsom e
scaler thedeviation ofthe�eld � from hom ogeneity can beapproxim ately represented asa well
ofaradiusrwith thedepth n(�)H

2�
.Nearthebottom ofthiswellthereisanotherwellofasm aller

radiuse�1 r and approxim ately ofthe sam e depth n(�)H
2�
. Nearthe centerofthiswellthere is

anotherwellofa radiuse�2 r,etc.In particular,in thetheory ��4=4 thedepth ofeach wellwill
be 3H m axH �

2�
.Ofcourse,thisisjusta discretem odel.Theshapeofthesm ooth distribution ofthe

scalar�eld isdeterm ined by theequation

d�

dlnrH
=
3H m axH �

2�
=

s

3�

2�
H m ax�

3
; (49)

which gives

�
2(r)�

�2(0)

1� Hm ax �
2(0)

q
6�

�
lnrH

for r> H
�1

: (50)

Notethat�(r)� �(0)forr< H�1 (therearenoperturbationsoftheclassical�eld on thisscale).

Thisdistribution isslightly altered by theusualsm allperturbationsofthescalar�eld.Ata
distancem uch greaterthan theirwavelength from thecenterofthewelltheseperturbationshave
theusualm agnitude H

2�
.Thus,ourresultsdo notlead to considerablem odi�cationsoftheusual

density perturbations which lead to galaxy form ation. However,the presence ofthe deep well
(50)can signi�cantly changethelocalgeom etry oftheuniverse.

In the in
ationary scenario with V (�) = �

4
�4 
uctuations which presently have the scale

com parable with the horizon radius rh � 1028 cm have been form ed at � � 5 (in the units
M p = 1). As we have m entioned already 3H m ax � 2

p
6� � 8:68 for our choice ofboundary

conditions [6],and the typicalnonperturbative jum p down on the scale ofthe present horizon
should be 3H m ax� � 40 tim esgreaterthan the standard jum p,see eq. (26). In the theory �

4
�4

the standard jum ps lead to density perturbations ofthe am plitude ��

�
� 2

p
6��

5
�3 � 5 � 10�5

(in the norm alization of[2]). Thus,according to ouranalysis,the nonperturbative decrease of
density on each length scale di�erent from the previous one by the factor e should be about
��

�
� Hm ax

6
p
6��

5
�4 � 2� 10�3 . Thisallowsone to evaluate the shape ofthe resulting wellin the

density distribution asa function ofthe distance from itscenter. One can write the following
equation forthescaledependence ofdensity:

1

�

d�

dln r

r0

= � Hm ax �
6
p
6��

5
�
4
; (51)
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where r is the distance from the center ofthe well. Note that � = 1p
�
(ln r

r0
)
1

2 in the theory
�

4
�4 [2].Herer0 correspondsto thesm allestscaleatwhich in
ationary perturbationshavebeen

produced.Thisscaleism odel-dependent,buttypically atpresentitisabout1 cm .Thisyields

��

�c
�
�(r)� �(r0)

�(r0)
=
2H m ax

p
6�

5�
p
3�

ln3
r

r0
: (52)

Thisgivesthetypicaldeviation ofthedensity on thescaleofthehorizon (whereln rh
r0
� 60)from

thedensity atthecenter: � �

�c
� 750���

�
� 4� 10�2 .

Itisvery tem pting to interpretthise�ectin such a way thattheuniversearound usbecom es
locally open,with 1 � 
 � 10�1 . Indeed, our e�ect is very sim ilar to the one discussed in
[20,21],whereitwasshown thattheuniversebecom esopen ifitiscontained in theinteriorofa
bubble created by the O (4)sym m etric tunneling. Ournonperturbative jum pslook very sim ilar
to tunneling with the bubble form ation. However,unlike in the case considered in [20,21],our
bubblesappearon alllength scales.

The resultsdiscussed above referto the density distribution atthe m om entwhen the corre-
sponding wavelengthswere entering horizon.Atthe laterstagesgravitationalinstability should
lead to growth ofthe corresponding density perturbations. Indeed,we know thatdensity per-
turbationson thegalaxy scalehavegrown m orethan 104 tim esin thelineargrowth regim euntil
they reached theam plitude ��

�
� 1,and then continued growing even further.The sam e can be

expected in ourcase,buteven in a m ore dram aticway since our\density perturbations" on all
scales are m uch greater than the usualdensity perturbations which are responsible for galaxy
form ation.Thiswould m akethecenterofthewellvery deep;itsdensity should bem any orders
ofm agnitude sm allerthan the density ofthe universe on the scale ofhorizon.Thisisnotwhat
weseearound.

Thisproblem can be easily resolved. Indeed,oure�ect(butnotthe am plitude ofthe usual
densityperturbations)isproportionaltoH m ax,which isthem axim alvalueoftheHubbleconstant
com patible with in
ation. If,forexam ple,the m axim alenergy scale in quantum gravity orin
string theory isgiven notby 1019 GeV,butby 1018 GeV,then theparam eterH m ax willdecrease
by a factor10�2 . Aswe already m entioned,even sm aller nonperturbative e�ects are expected
in new in
ation where H m ax is always m any orders ofm agnitude sm aller than 1. In
ationary
Brans-Dicke cosm ology in caseswhen the probability distribution Pp isstationary also leadsto
negligibly sm allnonperturbativee�ects[13].Thusitiseasy tom akeoure�ectvery sm allwithout
disturbing thestandard predictionsofin
ationary cosm ology.However,itisquite possible that
wewillnothaveanydi�cultieseven with verylargen(�)ifweinterpretourresultsm orecarefully.
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8 Interpretation and possible im provem ents ofthe prob-

ability m easure

An im plicithypothesisbehind ourinterpretation isthatwearetypical,and thereforeweliveand
m akeobservationsin thosepartsoftheuniversewherem ostotherpeopledo.Onem ay arguethat
the totalnum berofobserverswhich can live in dom ainswith given properties(e.g. in dom ains
with a given density) should be proportionalto the totalvolum e ofthese dom ains at a given
tim e.However,ourexistence isdeterm ined notonly by the localdensity ofthe universe butby
thepossibility forlifeto evolveforabout5 billion yearson a planetofourtypein a vicinity ofa
starofthetypeoftheSun.If,forexam ple,wehavedensity 10�29 g� cm�3 in a sm allvicinity of
thecenterofthein
oid,and density 10�27 g� cm�3 on thehorizon scale,then theageofourpart
ofthe universe (or,to be m ore accurate,the tim e afterthe end ofin
ation)willbe determ ined
notby thedensity nearthecenterofthein
oid,by thelarge-scaledensity 10�27 g� cm�3 ,and it
willbeonly aboutonebillion years.

M oreover,any structures such as galaxies or clusters cannot be form ed near the centers of
thein
oidssincethedensity thereisvery sm all.Indeed,on each particularscalethejum p down
com pletely overwhelm stheam plitudeofusualdensity perturbations.Thebubblecannotcontain
any galaxiesatthedistancefrom thecentercom parablewith thegalaxy scale,itcannotcontain
any clustersatthedistancecom parablewith thesizeofa cluster,etc.In otherwords,thecenter
would bedevoid ofany structuresnecessary fortheexistence ofourlife.

Thus,thenaiveidea thatthenum berofobserversisproportionalto volum edoesnotwork at
thedistancesfrom thecenterswhich aresm allerthan thepresentsizeofthehorizon.Even though
atany given m om entoftim em ostofthevolum eoftheuniverse atthedensity 10�29 g� cm�3 is
concentrated nearthecentersofin
oids,thecorrespondingpartsoftheuniversearetooyoungand
do nothave any structuresnecessary forourexistence.Volum e alonedoesnotm ean m uch.W e
liveon thesurfaceoftheEarth even though thevolum eofem pty spacearound usisincom parably
greater.

One m ay argue,thatthe disparity between the age ofthe localpartofthe universe and its
density appearsonly ifoneconsidersperturbationson ascalesm allerthan thehorizon.Therefore
itstillm ay be true thatwe should live in the centersofhuge bubbles,which have a shape (52)
forr> H

�1
0 ,whereH �1

0 isthesizeofthepresenthorizon.Ifthecut-o� occursatr� H
�1
0 ,this

m ay notlead to any observable consequencesatall. However,ifthe cut-o� occursatr � H
�1
0 ,

theresultinggeom etry m ay resem blean open universewith ascale-dependente�ectiveparam eter

(r)[3].

In ordertom akeanyde�niteconclusionsaboutthepreferablepartsoftheuniverseoneshould
study probability distributions which include severalotherfactorsin addition to density. This
should bea subjectofa separateinvestigation.An additionalam biguity in interpretation ofour
resultsappearsduetothedependenceofthedistribution Pp onthechoiceoftim eparam etrization.
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Indeed,therearem any di�erentwaysto de�ne \tim e" in generalrelativity.If,forexam ple,one
m easurestim enotby clock butby rulersand determ inestim eby thedegreeofa localexpansion
ofthe universe,then in this \tim e" the rate ofexpansion ofthe universe does not depend on
its density. As a result,our e�ect is absent in this tim e param etrization [3]. The reason why
the results depend on the tim e param etrization is deeply related to the properties ofa self-
reproducing universe.Thetotalvolum eofallpartsofsuch a universe divergesin thelargetim e
lim it.Therefore when we aretrying to �nd which partsoftheuniverse have greatervolum e we
are com paring in�nities. There are som e m ethods to regularize these in�nities in a way that
would m akethe�nalresultsonly m ildly dependenton thechoiceoftim eparam etrization [7,8].
However,there are m any such m ethods,and the �nalresultsare exponentially sensitive to the
choiceofthem ethod [8].In thispaperweused thestandard tim eparam etrization which ism ost
closely related to ourown nature (tim e m easured by num berofoscillationsratherthan by the
distance to the nearby galaxies). But m aybe we should use another tim e param etrization,see
Appendix,oreven integrate overallpossible tim e param etrizations? Rightnow we stilldo not
know whatistherightway to go.W edo noteven know ifitisrightthatwearetypicaland that
weshould livein dom ainsofthegreatestvolum e,seethediscussion ofthisproblem in [6,8,15].

Therefore at present we would prefer to consider our results sim ply as a dem onstration of
nontrivialpropertiesofthehypersurface ofa given tim ein thefractalself-reproducing universe,
without m aking any far-reaching conclusions concerning the structure ofour own part ofthe
universe. However,we m ust adm it that we are am azed by the fact that the m ain fraction of
volum e ofin
ationary universe in a statewith a given density � atany given m om entofproper
tim etshould beconcentrated nearthecentersofdeep spherically sym m etricwells.W econ�rm ed
thisresultby fourdi�erentm ethods,and we believe thatitiscorrect. Untilthe interpretation
problem isresolved,itwillrem ain unclearwhetherourresultisjusta m athem aticalcuriosity,or
itcan beconsidered asa realprediction ofpropertiesofourown partoftheuniverse.Atpresent
we can neither prove nor disprove the last possibility,and this by itselfis a very unexpected
conclusion. Few years ago we would say that the possibility that we live in a local\center of
the world" de�nitely contradictsbasic principles ofcosm ology. Now we can only say thatitis
an open question to bestudied both theoretically and experim entally.Ifsom ebody askswhether
we should live in the center ofthe world,we willbe unable to give a de�nite answer. But if
observationsshow usthattheanswerisyes,wewillknow why.
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A ppendix

Letusconsidera di�erenttim eparam etrization,related to thepropertim eby localpath depen-
denttransform ation:

t! �(t)=
Z t

dsT(��(s)); (53)

where T(�)isa positive function,and itsargum entin (53)isa solution of(5)with a particular
realization ofthe white noise. The stochastic Langevin equation in this param etrization looks
likefollows:

d�

d�
= �

V 0(�)

3H (�)T(�)
+

H 3=2(�)

2� T1=2(�)
�(�) (54)

Thebranching di�usion equation in arbitrary tim eparam etrization can bewritten as:

@

@�
Pp(�;�) =

1

2

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2� T1=2(�)

@

@�

 
H 3=2(�)

2� T1=2(�)
Pp(�;�)

! !

+
@

@�

 
V 0(�)

3H (�)T(�)
Pp(�;�)

!

+
3H (�)

T(�)
Pp(�;�): (55)

Itssolution willgenerally beastationary probability function with an overallconstantexpan-
sion factorjustlikein (14).Thevalueoftheconstant�1 willdepend on theparam etrization.

W ecan�ndthevolum eweighted slow rolltrajectoryofthein
aton�eldinarbitraryparam etriza-
tion very sim ilarly to theapproach used forpropertim e,buthave to keep in m ind thatitisno
longertruethat�1 = dfrH m ax.Theresultis:

d�

d�
= �

v
u
u
t

 
V 0(�)

3H (�)T(�)

! 2

+

 

�1 � 3
H (�)

T(�)

!
H 3(�)

2�2T(�)
: (56)

Sincetheconventional(i.e.calculated underthecom ovingprobability)am plitudeofthequan-
tum jum ps generated during the typicaltim e interval�� � T(�)H �1 (�) in the given tim e
param etrization isstillgiven by theusualquantity H =2� (seetheLangevin equation (54)above)
then thede�nition foram pli�cation factorbecom es:
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n(�)=
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u
u
t

 
2�V 0(�)

3H 3(�)

! 2

+

 

�1 � 3
H (�)

T(�)

!
2T(�)

H (�)
�

2�V 0(�)

3H 3(�)
: (57)

In the particular case ofthe tim e param etrization T = H ,which corresponds to the scale
factora(t)playing theroleoftim e�,weget:

d�

d�
= �

v
u
u
t

 
V 0(�)

3H 2(�)

! 2

+ (�1 � 3)
H 2(�)

2�2
: (58)

and

n(�)=

v
u
u
t

 
2�V 0(�)

3H 3(�)

! 2

+ 2(�1 � 3) �
2�V 0(�)

3H 3(�)
: (59)

Since �1 < 3,in this tim e param etrization the volum e weighted slow roll(58)is notfaster
but slightly slower than the conventionalslow roll. As a result, m ost ofthe volum e on the
hypersurfaces ofconstant \tim e" � willbe concentrated near the spherically sym m etric hills
(ratherthan wells)in energy density.However,theam pli�cation factorisalwaysvery sm all.

The change oftim e param etrization (53)correspondsto one ofthe possible waysto choose
regularization procedureforevaluation ofdivergentprobabilitiesin eternally expanding universe
[8]. Othertypesofregularization procedure were proposed in [7,8]. In particular,the regular-
ization schem e suggested in [7]isessentially equivalentto choosing the T = H param etrization
which we discussed above [8]. One can easily verify thatin the lim it� � �fr ourequationsfor
theT = H param etrization (58),(59)yield thesam eresultsforthenonperturbativejum psasthe
onesobtained in [7].Asitisargued in [8],from thepointofview ofinterpretation ofourresults
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 ofthis paper. However,each regulariza-
tion schem eand each tim eparam etrization givesan additionalinteresting inform ation aboutthe
structure ofin
ationary universe. Therefore we presented in thisAppendix an extension ofour
resultsforthem oregeneralclassoftim eparam etrizations(57).
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