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In supersym m etricextensionsoftheparticlephysicsStandard M odel,gaugeinvariantcom binations

ofsquarks and sleptons (
 at directions) can acquire large expectation values during a period of

cosm ologicalin
 ation. Ifthe in
 aton sector couples to m atter� elds via these 
 atdirections,then

new channelsfore� cientreheating,in particularvia param etric resonance instabilities,are opened

up. These can lead to e� cient reheating induced by the 
 at directions even ifthe bare coupling

constantsaresm all.In thisLetterwediscussvariouschannelswhich yield this\enhanced reheating"

e� ect,and we addresssom e cosm ologicalconsequences.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq,11.30.Pb

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

There are strong indications that the early Universe

m ight have undergone a phase of in
ationary expan-

sion [1]. The successofbig bang cosm ology putssevere

constraints on early Universe cosm ology,and therefore,

ifin
ation is the right paradigm ,then it m ust yield a

way ofunderstanding the origin ofallobserved m atter,

including the baryons ofthe Standard M odel(SM ).In

spite ofm any attem pts,ithasproven hard to pin down

the in
aton sector. Since its couplings with standard

m odel�elds in the bare Lagrangian are constrained to

be very sm all,itis usually assum ed thatthe in
aton is

a SM gauge singlet,and in m ostm odels itis even con-

sidered asan absolutegaugesinglet(forreviewssee e.g.

[2,3]). This leads to the question ofhow the Universe

reheatsand producesthe m atterwe observetoday.

Itiscom m onlybelieved thatthein
aton sectorcouples

to eitherthe SM sectororthe m attersectorofthe m in-

im alextension ofthe SM ,the M inim alSupersym m etric

Standard M odel(M SSM )through non-renorm alizablein-

teractions(forareview see[4]).In thiscontext,however,

itisnotclearwhy thein
aton would decay atasu�cient

rateinto theSM degreesoffreedom .Thisistheissuewe

willfocuson in thisLetter. W e willconcentrate on the

case when the in
aton couples to either SM or M SSM

�eldsvia interactionswhich are suppressed by the scale

at which new physics is being invoked,which could be

eithertheG UT scale,string scaleorthePlanck scale.It

turnsoutthatthe carefulconsideration ofthe evolution

ofthe �eldscorresponding to the 
atdirectionsleadsto

a new m echanism ofreheating which we call\enhanced

reheating"

Asiswellknown,M SSM has
atdirections,m ade up

ofgauge invariantcom binationsofsquarksand sleptons

(possibly including right-handed sneutrinos),which m ay

acquirenon-vanishingexpectation valuesduringin
ation

(see e.g.[2]fora review),thereby form ing hom ogeneous

condensates.Thecondensatesm ay play asigni�cantrole

in m any cosm ologicalphenom ena (see e.g.[5]forrecent

reviews),such as generating the baryon asym m etry,or

producing thedark m atterparticlesby �rstfragm enting

into Q -ballswhich then decay [6]. Ithasalso been sug-

gested thatthecosm ologicaldensity perturbationscould

be due to 
uctuationsofa M SSM 
atdirection conden-

sate [7]. In this Letter we will study novele�ects of

M SSM 
atdirection condensatesforreheating.

II.EN H A N C ED P ER T U R B A T IV E R EH EA T IN G

Even ifat the levelofthe bare particle physics La-

grangian there is no coupling between the in
aton and

the M SSM m atter �elds,such a coupling willbe gener-

ated via gravitationale�ects. The resulting term s will

typically correspond to a non-renorm alizable �eld the-

ory and willbe suppressed by the Planck m ass.W e will

m odeltheseterm svia a sim plesuperpotentialterm

W � �
�

M P

X 	 1	 2 ; (1)

where � isthe (singlet)in
aton super�eld,X isthe su-

per�eld containing the condensate,	 i standsforM SSM

m attersuper�elds,M P = 2:4� 1018 G eV isthe reduced

Planck m ass,and � is a coe�cient. Note thatallwhat

is needed is that X 		 be a gauge invariant com bina-

tion oftheM SSM �elds.Then,regardlessofany discrete

orcontinuousglobalsym m etry (e.g. R sym m etry)that

the theory m ay have,gravitationale�ects are expected

to generate the above superpotentialterm . Ifthe in
a-

ton isa gaugesingletup to M P,� � O (1)typically.O n

the otherhand,if� isnon-singletundernew physicsat

a scale M new < M P,� willgenerally be suppressed by

powersofM new =M P.
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Around the m inim um ofitspotential,the in
aton su-

perpotentialcan be approxim ated by m ��
2=2. At the

end ofin
ation hX i= X I and,treating the in
aton as

a realscalar�eld,eq.(1)resultsin a Lagrangian ofthe

form

1

�

�
M P

X I

�

L � ��  + m ��(�
2 + �

�2)+ �

�
X I

M P

�

�
2j�j

2
;

(2)

where isaDiracferm ion containingtheferm ioniccom -

ponentsof	 1 and 	 2,and � denotesthe scalarcom po-

nentsofthe 	 super�elds.

A phase ofprim ordialin
ation driven by the slowly

rolling scalar �eld � sweeps the Universe clean ofany

particle excitations which m ight have been present be-

fore in
ation, but leads to vacuum 
uctuations which

generically willproduce quasi-hom ogeneousexpectation

values (condensates) of light �elds such as X I. After

the slow-rollapproxim ation breaks down, the in
aton

�eld will begin a phase of coherent oscillations about

the m inim um of its potential. During this phase, the

coherentoscillationswilldom inatethe energy density of

the Universe. Due to couplings ofthe in
aton �eld to

other �elds,the oscillations willtransfer som e oftheir

energy density to them atterparticles.Upon therm aliza-

tion ofthese particle excitations,a radiation-dom inated

Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker (FRW ) universe will re-

sult, as in the hot big-bang m odel. This process is

called reheating. SuccessfulBig Bang Nucleosynthesis

(BBN) [8]requires that the reheat tem perature ofthe

universeobey TR >� O (M eV).

In theinitialanalyses[9],theenergy transferfrom the

coherent in
aton �eld to m atter was treated perturba-

tively,using the lowest order analysis to determ ine the

rate�d with which a single� particleatrestdecaysinto

quanta ofthe�eldswhich � coupleto.W hiletheHubble

constantH exceedsthe decay rate,the in
aton willlose

energy prim arily to the expansion ofspace,butassoon

asH drops�d,theenergyof� goesprim arilyintom atter

particles,resulting in a gasofm atterwith a tem perature

TR given by

TR � 0:1(�dM P)
1=2

: (3)

In ourtoy m odel(2),thein
aton can decay perturba-

tively via severalchannels.In thelim itthatthe in
aton

m assm � is m uch largerthan the m assof and �,the

perturbativedecay rateof� intoferm ion and scalarpairs

isgiven by

�I = �
2
m �

4�

�
X I

M P

� 2

: (4)

Letusassum ethattheperturbativedecayratein theab-

sence ofthe X condensate is�0 (with associated reheat

tem peratureTR ;0 determ ined via(3)).From (4)itim m e-

diately followsthata largevalueofX I leadsto enhanced

perturbative reheating. The condition for enhanced re-

heating (i.e.�I > �0)is

�
2

�
X I

M P

� 2

> 103
T 2

R ;0

m �M P

: (5)

Asan exam ple,considerthechaoticin
ation m odelwith

m � = 1013 G eV and TR ;0 = 109 G eV.Then the bound

in (5)translatesto �X I > 1013 G eV.

III.EN H A N C ED PA R A M ET R IC R EH EA T IN G

As�rstdiscussed in [10](seealso [11]),in m any m od-

els there is a non-perturbative and m uch m ore e�cient

reheating m echanism which m akesuseoftheparam etric

resonanceinstability in the�eld equation oftheparticles

being produced ( and � in ourm odel)in the presence

ofan oscillating in
aton �eld. Note that,as �rst dis-

cussed heuristically in [10]and then analytically in [12]

and [13],the instability ispresenteven when taking the

expansion ofspace and the resulting decay ofthe in
a-

ton oscillation am plitude into account.Thism echanism

leads to an initially highly non-therm aldistribution of

particles(including in
atons),whilefulltherm alequilib-

rium takes m uch longer to establish (see e.g.[14]for a

recentstudy).

The Lagrangian (2) contains three separate channels

forresonance.Thelastterm on theright-hand sideof(2)

correspondsto two-particleinduced resonantproduction

of� bosonsand wastreated in detailin [15].Thesecond

term leads to single-particle induced resonant produc-

tion of� bosonsand wasanalyzed in [13],whilethe�rst

term lead to param etric production of ferm ions and

wastreated in detailin [16]. The third term dom inates

forlargevaluesofX I.

Letus�rstfocuson the third term on the righthand

sideof(2).Ifweneglecttheothertwoterm s,then in the

presence ofthe oscillating in
aton �eld,the equation of

m otion for� willlead to exponentially growing solutions

with a Floquetexponent� m uch largerthan theHubble

expansion rate. The instability occursfora large range

ofcom oving m om enta (and thusthe instability iscalled

ofbroad resonance type [15]).The instability ise�ective

aslong as[15]

�
�X I

M P

�
� > m � : (6)

The e�ective coupling constant during in
ation is

bounded by the am plitude of the induced CM B

anisotropies,leading to the constraint

�
2
�X I

M P

�2
� 10�6 ; (7)

m aking use ofthe factthatan interaction coupling con-

stantarising in (2) willinduce a one-loop correction to
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thequarticin
aton selfcouplingwhich isbounded by the

standard 
uctuation analysis(seee.g.[17]fora review).

During in
ation, long wavelength quantum 
uctua-

tionsofX accum ulate in a coherentstate with a m axi-

m um quasi-hom ogeneous�eld valuegiven by [3]hX 2i=

3H 4

I
=8�2m 2

X
,which forcondensate m assessm allerthan

theHubbleconstantduring in
ation can bem any orders

ofm agnitudelargerthan H I.The exception iswhen su-

persym m etrybreakingby thein
aton energydensity [18]

resultsin a correction � + H2

I
to the (m ass)2 ofX dur-

ingin
ation.� Anotherway toobtain alargeexpectation

value X I isifX isexactly m asslessduring in
ation and

obtains a non-vanishing m ass during a phase transition

which takesplaceduring theearly stagesofreheating,in

analogy to how the Q CD axion �eld developsan expec-

tation value afterthe Q CD phase transition. Note that

for�eld valueslargerthan M P,gravitationalcorrections

to thepotentialm ay notbeundercontrol,and hencewe

willconsiderH I � X I � M P atthe end ofin
ation.

Thescenario ofenhanced param etric resonance isnow

as follows. At the end ofthe slow-rolling phase ofin-


ation, � � M P, and, since the in
aton m ass m � is

constrained by the am plitude ofthe CM B 
uctuations

to satisfy m � < 10�6 M P,the broad resonancecondition

(6) is satis�ed and resonant � production occurs. As

a consequence ofthe energy loss to particle production

and oftheexpansion ofspace,theam plitudeof� oscilla-

tionswilldecrease.Ifthe condition (6)issatis�ed when

resonantparticle production becom esexplosive,in
aton

oscillationswilldecay in thebroad resonanceregim e[15].

W hen the condition (6)ceasesto be satis�ed the broad

resonantdecay shutso�.

Even after the period ofbroad resonance ends,para-

m etric resonance via the �rsttwo term sin (2)willcon-

tinue for a while. To see this, focus on the resonant

production of� particlesvia thesingle� coupling in (2).

Theperturbativedecay rateisthesam eastheperturba-

tivedecay rate(4)into ferm ionsvia the�rstterm on the

righthand side of(2). As studied in detailin [13],the

param etricresonantdecay of� proceedsby exciting par-

ticlesin narrow resonancebands,the �rstatk = m �=2.

Decayintothelowestresonanceband dom inatestheover-

alldecay rate,and,focusing on thisband,thedecay rate

isgiven by

�� �
H m 2

�

16�2�2
sinh

2
�
�
2(
X I

M P

)2
�2

H m �

�
(8)

(see Eq.(125)of[13]).

Ifthe argum entofthe hyperbolic function is sm aller

than 1,theresultreducesto theperturbativedecay rate.

Thus, this channelhas enhanced param etric reheating

�Notethatacorrection � � H
2 typically resultsin X I � H I,

sinceX willin thiscasesettleatthem inim um ofthepotential

which isfaraway from the origin.

provided theargum entislargerthan 1,which isthecase

if(takingintoaccountthefactthatthein
aton potential

istaken to be quadratic)

�
2
X 2

I�

M Pm
2

�

> 1: (9)

By inserting thesaturation valuesof(6)and (7)into (9),

it follows im m ediately that this condition rem ains sat-

is�ed once the broad resonantdecay shutso�,provided

thatM P > 103m �.

O nce the value of H drops below m X , the X con-

densate willalso begin dam ped oscillations. Thus,the

conditionsin (6),respectively (9),m ay cease to be sat-

is�ed before broad,respectively narrow,resonantdecay

com pletes. However,the oscillations ofX lead to an-

otherchannelofparam etricreheating,nam ely reheating

induced by the coupling ofX to other m atter �elds in

the partofthe Lagrangian which is independent ofthe

in
aton (see [19]fora discussion ofthisscenario).

To conclude this section,we have dem onstrated that

large expectation values of scalar condensates such as

arisein theM SSM open up severalchannelsforenhanced

reheating via param etricresonance.

IV .SO M E C O N SEQ U EN C ES

Letus�rstdiscusstheconsequencesoftheaboveanal-

ysisforthe \tem perature" TR afterreheating,by which

wem ean the fourth rootoftheenergy density in m atter

after the in
aton has lost a m ajority ofits energy into

m attery Therearevariouspossible scenarios.

In the �rstcase,the broad resonance condition (6)is

satis�ed when the in
aton beginsto oscillate,which oc-

curswhen � � MP.In thiscase,theenergy transferinto

m atter happens explosively via broad param etric reso-

nance,yielding the value (rem em bering again that the

potentialfor� isquadratic)

TR �
�
m �M P

�1=2
; (10)

which,forvaluesm � � 10�6 M P obtained from the am -

plitudeoftheobservedCM B spectrum underthehypoth-

esisthatadiabaticperturbationsofthein
aton generate

the observed anisotropies,isabout1016 G eV.This sce-

nario isrealized quitenaturally iftheinitialvalueofthe

condensateiscloseto the Planck scale.

y
Ifthe state afterthisstage of\preheating" [12]were ther-

m al,then the quantity TR thus com puted would indeed be

theusualtherm odynam icaltem peratureofm atter.However,

ifthe reheating proceeds via param etric resonance,then the

state ofm atterim m ediately afterpreheating willbe farfrom

therm al.
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If the broad resonance condition (6) is not satis�ed

when thein
aton startsoscillating,orceasesto besatis-

�ed beforebroad resonantdecay com pletes,butthecon-

dition (9)fore�ectivenessofthenarrow resonanceinsta-

bility via the second interaction term on the righthand

side of(2)issatis�ed,then onceagain the energy trans-

fer to m atter willbe im m ediate and the \tem perature"

afterthe preheating willbe given by (10).

The third scenario ariseswhen neither(6)nor(9)are

satis�ed, but when the perturbative decay rate in the

presence of the condensate �I is larger than m X , the

m assofthecondensate.In thiscase,reheatingcom pletes

before X starts its oscillations. In this case,the reheat

tem peratureisgiven by (3),with �d = �I,yielding

TR ’ 3� 10�2 �X I

�
m �

M P

� 1=2

: (11)

Finally,ifnone ofthe above resonance conditionsare

satis�ed and in addition �I < m X ,then the condensate

willbegin tooscillateoncetheHubbleparam eterH drops

below m X ,and thiswilllead to new production channels

fortheproduction ofm atterviaX decay.Assum ingthat

thedecayisrapidonaHubbletim escale,theresultingre-

heat\tem perature"TR (quotation m akesindicatingonce

again thatthequantity issim ply am easureoftheenergy

density ofthe m atterparticlesafterthe decay ofthe X

condensate)willbe given by

TR �
�
m X X I

�1=2
; (12)

unless the result is sm aller than what is obtained from

(11),in which casem ostoftheenergy ofm atterparticles

resultsfrom thein
aton decay which startsonce�I = H ,

i.e.afterthe condensatehasstarted to oscillate.

W e have seen thatreheating can be e�cienteven for

very sm allin
aton couplings to m atter. This can have

good or bad e�ects for early Universe cosm ology. O n

the positive side,the enhancem ent ofreheating by the

X condensate m ay m ake itpossible to obtain reheating

tem peraturessu�ciently high forsuccessfulbaryogenesis

and/or dark m atter production even when the reheat-

ing tem perature TR ;0 (calculated using the perturbative

decay rate in the absence ofthe condensate)istoo low.

However,enhanced reheatingshould notlead tothegrav-

itino problem [20]. IfTR > 109 G eV,then there willbe

a gravitino overproduction problem unlessthe gravitino

m assm 3=2 obeysm 3=2 � 20 TeV (this happens,forex-

am ple,in m odels ofanom aly-m ediated supersym m etry

breaking [21]). O therwise,late entropy generation will

berequired to dilutetheexcessofgravitinos.Aswehave

seen above,ifthe param etric resonance channelsforre-

heating are open as a consequence ofa large expecta-

tion value ofX ,then TR can be ofthe order1016 G eV

and wewillbefaced with thegravitino problem .Even if

theparam etricresonancechannelsareclosed,then,using

(11),weconclude thatthere willbe a gravitino problem

if

�X I > 10�5 M P : (13)

A second stageofin
aton likein therm alin
ation [22]

can dilute the gravitino density and thussolvethe grav-

itino problem . IfX I � M P atthe end ofin
ation,then

such a second stage ofin
ation m ightnaturally arise in

our fram ework: once H drops below the value ofm X

and the condensate can start to m ove,it willinitially

be slowly rolling and thus generate a second period of

in
ation.

Another consequence ofthe enhanced reheating sce-

nario discussed here concernsthe origin ofcosm ological


uctuations. As is wellknown quantum 
uctuations of

the X condensate willlead to isocurvature 
uctuations

as in the case ofaxions (see e.g.[23]) which upon the

decay ofthe condensatewillconvertto adiabatic
uctu-

ations via the curvaton m echanism [24]. However,the

X 
uctuations willalso lead to a spatialm odulation of

the reheating rate on super-Hubble scalesand willthus

generate
uctuationsviathem odulated decaym echanism

[25](thishasalready been pointed outin the contextof

the M SSM in [26].Asdiscussed in [27],the 
uctuations

which are generated in this way are prim ordialisocur-

vature 
uctuations,and their production is com pletely

consistentwith causality.

Thesituation willbe di�erentwhen

� < m X ; (14)

X I < M P,and ifthe param etric resonance channelsfor

enhanced reheating are not open. In this case,the X

�eld startsoscillating atH = m X ,beforereheating com -

pletes. From then on,hX i/ H leading to �I(t)/ H 2.

This im plies that reheating willrem ain ine�cient until

�d settles at its value in the m inim um �0. The reheat

tem peratureofthe universewillthen be TR ;0.

An im portantissue to take into consideration isearly

oscillationsofX duetotherm ale�ectsfrom perturbative

reheating [28]. The X �eld has gauge and/or Yukawa

couplings (collectively denoted by h) to other �elds. If

hX I � T,these degrees offreedom willbe in equilib-

rium with the instantaneoustherm albath from reheat-

ing. Thisin turn inducesa therm alm asshT forthe X

�eld which willtriggerits early oscillations ifhT � H .

Early oscillations, if they start before reheating com -

pletes, would render the reheating ine�cient as noted

above.There willbe no early oscillationsifhX I > T or

hT < H .Thisrequiressu�cientlylargeorsm allvaluesof

h,respectively,which can naturally occurfortheM SSM


atdirections and right-handed sneutrinos respectively.

The early oscillationswillnot be im portant in the case

ofparam etric reheating. In this case,�elds which are

coupled to X via gauge and/orYukawa couplingsreach

therm alequilibrium on tim escalesm uch longerthan that

ofthe resonantin
aton decay [14].
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V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In this Letter we have discussed enhanced reheating

channelswhich ariseasa consequenceofthepresenceof

scalar condensate �elds which acquire a large expecta-

tion value X I during in
ation. The scalar condensates

can result in large e�ective couplings ofthe in
aton to

m atter,which can enhance both the perturbative decay

rate and the e�ciency ofparam etric resonance instabil-

ities. W e have seen that e�cient reheating is therefore

possible even ifin
aton hasonly gravitationalcouplings

to m atter�eldsin the bareLagrangian.

Enhanced reheating can have m any consequences for

cosm ology. G enerically,the reheating tem perature will

be higherthan what would resultin the absence ofthe

condensates. In supersym m etric m odels this can m ake

the gravitino problem worse.

Sincescalarcondensatesacquire
uctuationsduringin-


ation which are super-Hubble-scale atthe end ofin
a-

tion,they providea realization ofthe m odulated 
uctu-

ation scenario of[25]: at the tim e ofreheating,super-

Hubble scale entropy perturbations are generated as a

consequence of the space-dependent e�ective coupling

constants. Thiswillrelax the boundsfrom density per-

turbationson the in
aton m assm �.

In sum m ary,scalarcondensatescan lead to a success-

fulscenario ofchaotic in
ation where the in
aton has

only gravitationalcouplings and m � � 1013 G eV.Im -

m ediately afterthe phase ofslow-rollin
ation com esto

an end and thein
aton �eld beginsto oscillate,thelarge

am plitude ofthe condensate X I leads to large e�ective

couplingsin thedim ension 5 and 6 operatorswhich cou-

ple the in
aton,the condensate and m atter�elds. This

opens up channels for decay of the in
aton via broad

param etric resonance which would be closed in the ab-

sence ofX . Thus,rapid reheating takesplace. The de-

cay willproducem assiveparticleswhich can providethe

dark m atterand/or(in the case ofright-handed neutri-

nos)the lepton asym m etry required forleptogenesis.At

thesam etim e,thesuper-Hubble-scale
uctuationsofthe

condensate lead to isocurvature 
uctuationsboth ofax-

ionictypeand ofthetypegenerated through m odulated

decay. A detailed study ofenhanced reheating and its

consequencesfor baryogenesisand dark m atter willap-

pearin a separatepublication.

A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

The research of RA and AM is supported by the

NationalSciences and Engineering Research Councilof

Canada. AM is a CITA NationalFellow. RB is sup-

ported in part by the US Departm ent ofEnergy under

ContractDE-FG 02-91ER40688,TASK A.Hethanksthe

Perim eterInstitute fortheirgracioushospitality and �-

nancialsupport during the course ofthe work on this

project. AM thanks the ASPEN center for physics for

theirkind hospitality during the courseofthiswork.

[1]C.L.Bennett.et.al.,Astrophys.J.Suppl.148,1 (2003).

[2]A.D .Linde,Particle Physics and In
ationary Cosm ol-

ogy,Harwood,Chur,Switzerland (1990).

[3]D .H.Lyth and A.Riotto, Phys.Rept.314, 1 (1999)

[arXiv:hep-ph/9807278].

[4]H.P.Nilles,Phys.Rept.110,1 (1984).

[5]K . Enqvist and A. M azum dar, Phys. Rept. 380, 99

(2003)[arXiv:hep-ph/0209244];

M .D ine and A.K usenko,Rev.M od.Phys.76,1 (2004)

[arXiv:hep-ph/0303065].

[6]A.K usenko,and M .E.Shaposhnikov,Phys.Lett.B 418,

46 (1998)[arXiv:hep-ph/9709492];

G .R.D vali,A.K usenko,and M .E.Shaposhnikov,Phys.

Lett.B 417,99 (1998)[arXiv:hep-ph/9707423];

K .Enqvist and J.M cD onald, Phys.Lett.B 425, 309

(1998)[arXiv:hep-ph/9711514];

K .Enqvist and J.M cD onald,Nucl.Phys.B 538, 321

(1999)[arXiv:hep-ph/9803380].

[7]K .Enqvist, S.K asuya and A.M azum dar, Phys.Rev.

Lett.90,091302 (2003)[arXiv:hep-ph/0211147];

K .Enqvist,A.Jokinen,S.K asuya and A.M azum dar,

Phys.Rev.D 68,103507 (2003)[arXiv:hep-ph/0303165];

K . Enqvist, S. K asuya and A. M azum dar, arXiv:hep-

ph/0311224 (to appearin Phys.Rev.Lett.);

K . Enqvist, A. M azum dar and A. Perez-Lorenzana,

arXiv:hep-th/0403044.

[8]K .A.O live,G .Steigm an and T.P.W alker,Phys.Rept.

333,389 (2000)[arXiv:astro-ph/9905320].

[9]A.D .D olgov and A.D .Linde,Phys.Lett.B 116,329

(1982);

L.F.Abbott,E.Farhiand M .B.W ise,Phys.Lett.B

117,29 (1982).

[10]J.H.Traschen and R.H.Brandenberger,Phys.Rev.D

42,2491 (1990).

[11]A.D .D olgov and D .P.K irilova,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.51,

172 (1990)[Yad.Fiz.51,273 (1990)].

[12]L.K ofm an,A.D .Linde and A.A.Starobinsky,Phys.

Rev.Lett.73,3195 (1994)[arXiv:hep-th/9405187].

[13]Y.Shtanov,J.H.Traschen and R.H.Brandenberger,

Phys.Rev.D 51,5438 (1995)[arXiv:hep-ph/9407247].

[14]G .N.Felder and L.K ofm an,Phys.Rev.D 63,103503

(2001)[arXiv:hep-ph/0011160].

[15]L.K ofm an,A.D .Linde and A.A.Starobinsky,Phys.

Rev.D 56,3258 (1997)[arXiv:hep-ph/9704452].

[16]P.B.G reeneand L.K ofm an,Phys.Lett.B 448,6 (1999)

[arXiv:hep-ph/9807339].

[17]V.F.M ukhanov, H.A.Feldm an and R.H.Branden-

berger,Phys.Rept.215,203 (1992).

[18]M .D ine,L.Randalland S.Thom as,Phys.Rev.Lett.

75,398 (1995)[arXiv:hep-ph/9503303].

[19]M . Postm a and A. M azum dar, J. Cosm ol. Astropart.

Phys.0401,005 (2004)[arXiv:hep-ph/0304246].

5



[20]M .Y.K hlopov and A.D .Linde,Phys.Lett.B 138,265

(1984);

J.R.Ellis,J.E.K im and D .V.Nanopoulos,Phys.Lett.

B 145,181 (1984);

J.R.Ellis,D .V.Nanopoulos,K .A.O liveand S.J.Rey,

Astropart.Phys.4,371 (1996)[arXiv:hep-ph/9505438];

for discussions of non-perturbative decay see:

A.L.M aroto and A.M azum dar,Phys.Rev.Lett.84,

1655 (2000)[arXiv:hep-ph/9904206];

R.K allosh,L.K ofm an,A.D .Lindeand A.Van Proeyen,

Phys.Rev.D 61,103503 (2000)[arXiv:hep-th/9907124].

[21]G .F.G iudice,M .A.Luty,H.M urayam a and R.Rat-

tazzi,JHEP 9812,027 (1998)[arXiv:hep-ph/9810442].

[22]D .H.Lyth and E.D .Stewart,Phys.Rev.D 53,1784

(1996)[arXiv:hep-ph/9510204].

[23]M .Axenides, R.H.Brandenberger and M .S.Turner,

Phys.Lett.B 126,178 (1983).

[24]D .H.Lyth and D .W ands,Phys.Lett.B 524,5 (2002)

[arXiv:hep-ph/0110002].

[25]G .D vali,A.G ruzinov and M .Zaldarriaga,Phys.Rev.D

69,023505 (2004)[arXiv:astro-ph/0303591];

L.K ofm an,arXiv:astro-ph/0303614;

F.Vernizzi,Phys.Rev.D 69,083526 (2004)[arXiv:astro-

ph/0311167].

[26]K .Enqvist,A.M azum darand M .Postm a,Phys.Rev.D

67,121303 (2003)[arXiv:astro-ph/0304187];

R.Allahverdi,astro-ph/0403351 (toappearin Phys.Rev.

D ).

[27]F.Finelliand R.H.Brandenberger,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,

1362 (1999)[arXiv:hep-ph/9809490];

F.Finelliand R.H.Brandenberger,Phys.Rev.D 62,

083502 (2000)[arXiv:hep-ph/0003172].

[28]R.Allahverdi,B.A.Cam pbelland J.Ellis,Nucl.Phys.

B 579,355 (2000)[arXiv:hep-ph/0001122];

A.Anisim ov and M .D ine,Nucl.Phys.B 619,729 (2001)

[arXiv:hep-ph/0008058].

6


