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ABSTRACT

W e discuss relationship between in
 ation and various m odels

ofproduction ofdensity inhom ogeneities due to strings,global

m onopoles,textures and other topologicaland non-topological

defects.Neitherofthese m odelsleadsto a consistentcosm ologi-

caltheory withoutthe help ofin
 ation. However,each ofthese

m odelscan beincorporated into in
 ationary cosm ology.W epro-

posea m odelofin
 ationary phasetransitions,which,in addition

totopologicaland non-topologicaldefects,m ay provideadiabatic

density perturbationswith asharp m axim um between thegalaxy

scalelg and thehorizon scalelH .
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M odern cosm ology hastwo apparently contradictory goals. Firstofall,

oneshould explain why ouruniverse isso 
 at,hom ogeneous,isotropic,why

itdoesnotcontain such defectsasm onopoles,dom ain walls,etc.Then one

should explain why ouruniverseisnotperfectly
 at,hom ogeneous,isotropic,

and why thedeviation from perfection isso sm all(��
�
� �T

T
� 10� 5).

In ouropinion,itissom ewhat risky to suggest varioussolutions to the

second problem withouthaving atleastan idea ofhow to solvethe� rstone.

Fortunately,a possible solution to the � rstproblem iswellknown,itisin-


 ation.Now,ten yearsafterthein
 ationary scenario wassuggested,westill

do not� nd any fundam ental
 awsin it.Norhave we found any alternative

solution to the � rst problem . (Actually,we are speaking about ten di� er-

entproblem s,which aresolved sim ultaneously by onesim ple scenario;fora

review see [1].) The only alternative solution ofthe hom ogeneity problem

which Iam aware ofisbased on quantum cosm ology [2]:Itispossible that

the probability ofquantum creation ofthe universe,like the probability of

tunneling with bubble production,isparticularly large forspherically sym -

m etric universes. However,even ifit is true,we willstillneed som ething

like in
 ation to m ake the newly born universe notonly sym m etric butalso

extrem ely large.

Itcam easagreatbonustoin
 ationary cosm ologistswhen itwasrealized

that in
 ation m ay solve not only the � rst problem ,but the second one as

well: Quantum 
 uctuationsproduced during in
 ation lead to generation of

adiabaticdensityperturbationswitha
 at(alm ostexactlyscaleindependent)

spectrum [3].Thus,in
 ation o� ersthe m osteconom icalpossibility to solve

allcosm ologicalproblem sby onesim plem echanism .

However,Natureisnotvery econom icalin thenum berofdi� erentcosm o-

logicalstructures.Even though itm ay bepossibletoexplain theorigin ofall

these structuresby onebasicm echanism ,oneshould keep in m ind allother

possibilities,such asadiabaticand isotherm alperturbationswith a non-
 at

spectrum ,strings [4],globalm onopoles [1,5],textures [6],late tim e phase

transitions[7],etc.

Adiabatic perturbations with a 
 at spectrum is a naturalconsequence

ofm any in
 ationary m odels.Therefore,thereisa tendency to identify per-
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turbationswith a 
 atspectrum with in
 ation2.Som e authorsdo itjustfor

brevity,to distinguish between in
 ation without strings and textures and

in
 ation with string and textures [8]. However,som e other authors,when

advertisingnew typesofdensityperturbations,representthem asarealalter-

nativeto in
 ationary cosm ology,see,e.g.,[9].Even though such an attitude

is understandable,we do not think that it is wellm otivated. None ofthe

new m echanism sofgeneration ofdensity perturbationso� erany solution to

the � rst,basic cosm ologicalproblem ,withoutthe help ofin
 ation. On the

other hand,each ofthese m echanism s can be successfully im plem ented in

the contextofin
 ationary cosm ology [1]. M oreover,in
 ationary cosm ology

o� ers m any other possibilities which do not exist in the standard hot Big

Bang theory.Thelistofnew possibilitiesincludes,in particular,production

ofexponentially large dom ains with slightly di� erent energy density inside

each ofthem ,orwith thesam edensity butwith di� erentnum berdensity of

baryons,orwith the sam e density and com position butwith di� erent am -

plitudesofdensity perturbations,etc.[1,10].Therefore,even iflateritwill

be found thatin addition to 
 atadiabatic perturbations one needs strings

ortextures,orperturbationswith alocalm axim um in thespectrum ,oreven

som ething m uch m ore exotic,thisby itselfwillnotbe a signalofan incon-

sistency ofin
 ationary cosm ology.On thecontrary,itism uch easierto � nd

new sourcesofdensity perturbationsin thecontextofin
 ationary cosm ology

than in thestandard hotBig Bang theory.

M oreover,itseem sthatfora consistentrealization ofthe theory ofper-

turbationsproduced by stringsortextures,orby any otherm echanism ,one

stillneedsin
 ation.Indeed,even ifsom easyetunspeci� ed quantum gravity

e� ectsatthePlanck density willbeableto solvethehom ogeneity,isotropy,

horizon and 
 atnessproblem swithoutany use ofin
 ation (which doesnot

seem likely),itishardlypossiblethattheywillbeabletosolvetheprim ordial

m onopoleproblem ,sincethem onopolesin GUTsareproduced atatem pera-

tureTc � 1015 GeV � 10� 4M p,when quantum gravity e� ectsarenegligible.

Therefore,untilwelearn how tosolvetheprim ordialm onopoleproblem with-

outin
 ation,thetheoryofstringsand texturesproduced in high tem perature

phasetransitionsin non-in
 ationary cosm ology willrem ain inconsistent.

2Actually,even in sim plestm odelsthespectrum ofperturbationsisnotabsolutely 
at.

Forexam ple,in the theory �’4,density perturbationsgrow by about1/3 in the interval

from the galaxy scaleto the scaleofhorizon.
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The situation with strings and textures is not quite trivialeven within

thecontextofin
 ationary cosm ology.Indeed,a typicalcriticaltem perature

ofa phase transition in cosm ologically interesting theories ofstrings and

texturesisabout1016 GeV.Itisextrem ely di� cult(though notim possible)

toreheattheuniverseup tosuch tem peratureafterin
 ation [1,11,12],and it

willrequiresom eadditional� netuning ofparam etersto m akethereheating

tem perature sm aller than the criticaltem perature ofthe phase transition

producing m onopoles.

Ofcourse,one m ay pretend thatthe problem doesnotexist,orsuggest

to postpone its discussion because of\our overwhelm ing ignorance" [13].

One m ay even claim thatthe theory oftextures by itself\seem s to m atch

the explanatory trium phs ofin
 ation" [9]. A m ore constructive approach

isto facetheproblem and to usespeci� c possibilitieso� ered by in
 ation to

rescuestringsand textures.Indeed,in
 ationary cosm ology providesasim ple

m echanism which m ay lead to cosm ologicalphasetransitionsduring orafter

in
 ation,without any need ofreheating ofthe universe. This m echanism

isparticularly naturalin the chaotic in
 ation scenario [10,11,14,15],but

itworksin otherversionsofin
 ationary cosm ology aswell[16],and itcan

easily explain why strings, textures and som e other usefultopologicalor

non-topologicaldefectsareproduced,whereasm onopolesarenot.

To m ake ourargum entsm oreclearand,sim ultaneously,to discusssom e

nontrivialexam plesofdensity perturbationsin thestandard BigBangtheory

andinin
 ationarycosm ology,wewillconsiderhereasim pleO (N )-sym m etric

m odelofan N-com ponent� eld~� = f�1;�2;:::;�N g,N > 1,with thee� ec-

tivepotential

V (� )= �
1

2
M

2

�
�2 +

��

4
(�2)2 + Vo ; (1)

where �2 = �2

1
+ �2

2
+ :::+ �2

N ; Vo =
M 4

�

4��
is added to keep the vacuum

energy zero in the absolute m inim um ofV (� ). At high tem perature,the

O (N ) sym m etry of this theory is restored, � = 0. As the tem perature

decreases,aphasetransition with sym m etry breakingtakesplace.Soon after

thephasetransition,thelengthoftheisotopicvector~� acquiresthevaluev =

M �=
p
��.However,itsdirection m ay di� erin causally disconnected regions.

Lateron,allvectorstend tobealigned insideeach causallyconnected dom ain

(i.e.insideeachparticlehorizon),buttheycannotbecom ealignedoutsidethe
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particle horizon. Consequently,the � eld~� always rem ains inhom ogeneous

on thehorizon scale

R H = 2H � 1 =

v
u
u
t
3M 2

p

2��
: (2)

ForN = 2 thism odeldescribesglobalstrings[4],N = 3 globalm onopoles

[1],[5],N = 4 textures[6]. ForlargerN ,there are no topologicaldefects.

However,forallN > 1thism odelproducesadditionaldensity perturbations

with alm ost
 atspectrum [17,18,19,20]due to m isalignm entofthe Gold-

stone� eld on thehorizon scale.A som ewhatbetterestim ateofthe scaleof

inhom ogeneity isjustH � 1,sinceitstilltakessom etim eoftheorderofH � 1

untilthe� eld becom eshom ogeneousinside thehorizon.A typicalvariation

ofthe scalar� eld � on thisscale can be estim ated by
p
2 v. Thisleadsto

an estim ateoftheenergy density in thegradientsofthe� elds

�� �
8v2��

3M 2

p

: (3)

The relative am plitude ofenergy density ofthese 
 uctuationsdoesnotde-

pend on thehorizon scale,

��

�
�
8�v2

3M 2

p

: (4)

It gives the desirable value
��

�
� 10� 5 forv � 1016 GeV.One should be a

little bitm ore accurate though,since ifgradientsofthe scalar� eld are the

sam e everywhere,then the energy density isstrictly hom ogeneous. A m ore

detailed study ofthisquestion perform ed in [19]showsthatatlarge N the

am plitude ofdensity perturbationsissuppressed by an additionalfactorofp
N ,which slightly increasesthenecessary valueofv.

W e wish to note again,thatwe are discussing now essentially the sam e

m echanism which is used in the theory of globalstrings, m onopoles and

textures.However,thism echanism ism oregeneralsince itdoesnotrequire

existenceofany topologicaldefects.M oreover,onem ay expectthatin m any

casesthecontribution ofthetopologicaldefectstodensity perturbationswill

be subdom inant,since the probability oftheir form ation in this m odelis

suppressed by a largecom binatorialfactor.
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Now letusstudy thephase transition in thism odelin m ore detail.The

phasetransition occursdueto thehigh tem peraturecorrectionsto thee� ec-

tivepotential(1)[21],

� V (� )=
��T

2

12
(N + 2): (5)

Thisgivesthecriticaltem peratureofthephasetransition

Tc = v

s

12

N + 2
: (6)

This quantity is of the sam e order as v, it does not depend on �� and

it only weakly depends on N . Thus,in order to have
��

�
� 10� 5 in this

m odel,oneshould havethephasetransition atan extrem ely largetem pera-

ture Tc � v � 1016 GeV.Thistem perature isclose to the grand uni� cation

scale,butthe criticaltem perature in grand uni� ed m odels typically isone

orderofm agnitudesm aller,Tc � 1015 GeV [22].Thisbringsusback to the

two problem sm entioned in the beginning ofthe paper. In non-in
 ationary

cosm ology allourachievem entswillbebroughtdown by the basic inconsis-

tency ofthe cosm ologicaltheory and by the prim ordialm onopole problem .

In in
 ationary cosm ology it is very hard to reheat the universe up to the

tem peratureT > 1016 GeV [1,11,12],and ifweareabletodo it,wewillget

allourm onopolesback.

Still,ifoneisprepared topayahigh priceforanew typeofperturbations,

then in in
 ationary cosm ology thiscan atleastbeachieved in an internally

consistentway.Them ostobviouspossibility istoadd tothem odel(1)som e

other� elds(butnotgauge� elds!),interactingwiththe� eld� withacoupling

constantm uch largerthan ��. Thiswillreduce the criticaltem perature in

this m odel. Then one tunes the reheating tem perature to m ake it sm aller

than the criticaltem perature in grand uni� ed m odels but larger than the

criticaltem peraturein theextended m odel(1).

Therealsoexistsanother,lesstrivialpossibility,which hascertain advan-

tages[10,11,14,15]. Letusassum e thatthe in
 aton � eld ’,which drives

in
 ation,interactswith the� eld � with a sm allcoupling constantg2:

V (’;� )=
m 2

’

4
’
2
�
1

2
M

2

�
�2 +

��

4
(�2)2 +

g2

2
’
2�2 + Vo : (7)
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The in
 aton m ass should be su� ciently sm all,m’ <
� 1013 GeV,to m ake

standardadiabaticperturbationsproduced duringin
 ationsm allerthan10� 5

[1].Thee� ective m assofthe� eld � at� = 0 dependson ’:

M
2

�
(’)= � M

2

�
+ g

2
’
2
: (8)

Atlarge’ thee� ectivem asssquared M 2

�
(’)ispositiveand biggerthan H 2.

This m eans that atthe beginning ofin
 ation,when the in
 aton � eld ’ is

extrem ely large,theO (N )sym m etry isrestored,� = 0.However,at’ = ’c,

where

’c =
M �

g
=

p
2�� v

g
; (9)

thephasetransition with the0(N )sym m etrybreakingtakesplace.Thus,the

in
 aton � eld ’ playsherethesam eroleasthetem peraturein thestandard

theory ofphase transitions. However,ifitdoesnotinteractwith the Higgs

� elds,which areresponsibleforthesym m etrybreakingin GUTs,itsvariation

willnotlead to any phasetransitionswith m onopoleproduction.M oreover,

even ifm onopolesare produced,theirdensity exponentially decreasesafter

thephasetransition.Stringsand textureswilllead toim portantcosm ological

e� ectseven iftheuniversein
 atesby a factore50 afterthephasetransition,

whereaseven m uch sm allerin
 ation m akesm onopolesentirely harm less.

A sim ilarm echanism m ay work in the new in
 ationary scenario aswell

[16].However,in chaoticin
 ation thism echanism ism uch m orenaturaland

e� cient,sincethevariation ofthe� eld ’ in thistheory isvery signi� cant.At

thelaststagesofin
 ation in ourm odel,when thestructureoftheobservable

partofthe universe was form ed,and afterthe in
 ation,when the in
 aton

� eld continued rolling down to the m inim um ofthe e� ective potential,it

decreased by an extrem ely large value � 3:5� 1019 GeV,from 3:2M p to 0

[1]. Correspondingly,the e� ective m ass squared M 2

�
(’) changes by about

10g2M 2

p.

Onecannoteasily (withoutthehelp ofsupersym m etry)taketheconstant

g2 in (7)arbitrarily large,since radiative correctionswould induce an extra

term in theexpression forthee� ectivepotential[1]:

�V (’) � N
M 4

�
(’)

64�2
ln
M 2

�
(’)

M 2

�

�
N (g2’2 � M 2

�
)2

64�2
ln
g2’2 � M 2

�

M 2

�
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�
N g4

64�2

�

’
2
� ’

2

c

�
2

ln
’2 � ’2c

’2c
: (10)

In orderto have
��

�
<
� 10� 5 forstandard in
 ationary adiabaticperturbations

generated in a theory with such an e� ective potential,oneshould takeg2 <�
10� 6. Forde� niteness,let us take g2 � 10� 7 and m ’ � 1012 GeV.In this

caseweavoid largein
 ationary perturbationsand m aketheadditionalterm
N g4

64�2

�

’2 � ’2c

�
2

ln
’2� ’2

c

’2
c

sm aller than
m 2

’
’2

2
at the last stages of in
 ation.

During therolling ofthe� eld ’ from ’ � 3Mp to ’ = 0,thee� ective m ass

squared (8)ofthe � eld � changed from � M2
�
+ (3� 1016)

2

GeV 2 to � M 2

�
.

Thisleadsto the desired phase transition forM � < 3� 1016 GeV,which is

certainly thecasein thetheory underconsideration.

Thisscenario hasavery interesting feature.Thewavelength ofperturba-

tions,which are produced when the in
 aton � eld isequalto ’,latergrows

up to l(’)� exp(2�’2=M 2

p)cm due to in
 ation and subsequent expansion

ofthe universe [1]. These perturbationsin ourm odelhave a 
 atspectrum ,

but only on a scale l >� l(’c) � exp(2�’2c=M
2

p) cm . Ifthe phase transi-

tion occursat’c > 3:2M p,allinhom ogeneitiesproduced by thegradientsof

the � eld � willbe stretched away from the observable partofthe universe.

Perturbations produced at 2:8M p < ’c < 3:2M p willform the superlarge

structureoftheobservablepartoftheuniverse,butthey willnotcontribute

to perturbationson the galaxy scale. Finally,ifthe phase transition occurs

at’c � 2:8M p,allobservationalconsequenceswillbethesam easifitwere

theordinary � nitetem peraturephasetransition in thetheory (1).

Forexam ple,forv � 1016 GeV,g2 � 10� 7,�� = 0:5,thephasetransition

occursat’c � 3:2� 1019 GeV,and thecorresponding density perturbations

only appearon thehorizon,atl>� exp(2�’2c=M
2

p)� 1028 cm .For�� = 0:1,

perturbations with 
 at spectrum appear on allcosm ologically interesting

scales.Byincreasingm ’ up toabout2� 1012 GeV weobtain am ixtureofthe

standard in
 ationary perturbationswith ��

�
� 10� 5 and the new ones. The

am plitudeofeach ofthesecom ponentsiscontrolled bym ’ and vrespectively,

and the cut-o� ofthe spectrum ofthe new perturbations on sm allscales

is controlled by ’c =
p
2�� v=g. The m odeldescribes both in
 ation and

thephase transition in thetheory (1),and itdoesnotcontain any coupling

constantssm allerthan 10� 7� 10� 6.Sincesuch couplingconstantsareknown

8



toexisteven inthestandardm odeloftheelectroweakinteractions,thism odel

seem sto besu� ciently natural.

Note,thatattheendofin
 ationinthism odel,the� eld’ stillisextrem ely

large, ’ � Mp=5 � 2 � 1018 GeV.Therefore, for �� <
� 10� 2 the phase

transition m ay occur even after the end ofin
 ation. This indicates that

the m echanism discussed in thispaperisrathergeneral,and thatthe � eld

triggeringthephasetransition m aydi� erfrom the� eld which drivesin
 ation.

However,chaoticin
 ation providesa particularly naturalfram ework forthe

realization ofthism echanism forgeneration ofdensity perturbations.

Now letustry to see whetherourm odeladm itsany interesting general-

izationsand/orsim pli� cations. An obviousidea isto replace the � eld � of

the m odel(1)by the � elds� and H ofthe SU(5)m odel[23,1,14]. There

existsom ereasonsto do it.Firstofall,even though them odelswith broken

global O (N )sym m etriesm ay haveinteresting cosm ologicalim plications,so

farthere isno independent reason to considerthem asa partofa realistic

theory ofelem entary particles.M oreover,recently itwasargued thatquan-

tum gravity corrections m ay induce large additionalterm s in the e� ective

potential(1),which willbreak theO (N )invariance[27].Iftheseterm slead

to existence ofonepreferable direction in theisotopic space,they elim inate

textures. But ifthey lead to existence ofseveralm inim a ofequaldepth,

then dom ain walls willbe produced after the phase transitions. This is a

cosm ologicaldisaster,which can beavoided only iftheuniversein
 atesm ore

than e60 tim esafterthephasetransition.

M eanwhile,the m odel(7),the � elds � being interpreted as the SU(5)

Higgs� eldsin a gauge theory with a spontaneoussym m etry breaking,rep-

resentsthe sim plestsem i-realistic m odelofchaotic in
 ation [1,14].In such

m odelswedonothavetextures,butwem ayhaveexponentially largestrings.

In addition to that,we m ay have density perturbations with a spectrum

which grows on large scales,and then becom es 
 at on som e scale l > lc.

Indeed,onecan easily show thatstandard in
 ationary density perturbations

generated in the m odel(7)on scale l<� exp(2�’2c=M
2

p)cm aresm allerthan

perturbationson scale l>� exp(2�’2c=M
2

p)cm . The reason isthe following.

The am plitude ofperturbationsproduced when the in
 aton � eld wasequal

9



to ’ isgiven by [1]

��

�
=
48

5

s

2�

3

V 3=2(’)

M 3

p V
0(’)

; (11)

whereV 0(’)isthederivativeofthee� ectivepotential,whichisresponsiblefor

thespeed ofrolling ofthe� eld ’.Beforethephasetransition V0(’)= m 2

’’.

Afterthe phase transition the � eld � rapidly fallsdown to them inim um of

its e� ective potentialatv2(’)= M 2

�
(’)=��. E� ective potentialalong this

trajectory isgiven by

V (’)=
m 2

’

2
’
2 +

1

4��

h

M
4

�
� (M 2

�
� g

2
’
2)2

i

: (12)

In the vicinity ofthe criticalpoint ’ � ’c = M �=g the m odi� cation of

the e� ective potentialby the last term is very sm all, being quadratic in

(M 2

�
� g2’2).However,thederivativeofthee� ectivepotentialat’ < M�=g

changesm oreconsiderably,

V
0(’)= m

2

’’ +
g2’

��
(M 2

�
� g

2
’
2): (13)

Thelastterm in (13)increasesthespeed ofrollingofthe� eld ’ and decreases

theam plitudeofdensity perturbationsgenerated afterthephasetransition.

The roleofthisterm dependson the valuesofparam eters;in som e casesit

just decreases the am plitude ofsm allscale density perturbations,in som e

other cases it m ay even lead to an abrupt end ofin
 ation at the m om ent

ofthe phase transition [24]. Otherexam plesofthe spectra bending due to

in
 ationary phasetransitionscan befound in [10,25].

Even iftherearenophasetransitionsand topologicaldefectsin ourm odel

(e.g.,ifthe sign ofthe term M 2

�
�2 in (1) is positive),in
 ation m ay still

produce density perturbationswith a non-
 atspectrum [26,12]. To give a

sim ple exam ple,letusconsideran e� ective potential,which,forsu� ciently

large’,looksasfollows:

V (’)=
m 2

’’
2

2

 

1+
’2

’2o
ln

’

’o
�
3

4

’2

’2o

!

; (14)

where ’o issom e norm alization param eter. Such potentialsm ay appearin

thetheory(7)and in GUTsatM � � g’ duetoradiativecorrectionstoV (’)
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[1]. Thispotentialhasa m inim um at’ = 0,and itgrowswith an increase

ofthe � eld ’ everywhere except the point ’ = ’o,where V
0 = 0. This

potentialm ay lead to sm alldensity perturbationsproduced during in
 ation

at ’ � ’o or at ’ � ’o,but,according to (11),it has a very high peak
��

�
>
� 1 corresponding to 
 uctuationsproduced near’ = ’o. The heightof

the peak can be decreased by the decrease ofthe coe� cientin frontofthe

logarithm ic term in (14). The length scale corresponding to the m axim um

in the spectrum iscontrolled by the param eter’o. One should em phasize,

thatthere isnothing specialin thispotential;even m uch m ore com plicated

potentialsofthistypeareoften discussed in thestandard electroweak theory

[1,28].

Inthepresenceofthephasetransition(ofanytype,notnecessarilyleading

totextures),thee� ectdiscussed aboveism uch m orenaturaland pronounced.

Letusconsiderforexam plethee� ective potentialwhich m ay appearin the

m odel(7)dueto oneloop radiativecorrections(10):

V (’)=
m 2

’

2
’
2 + N

g4

64�2

�

’
2
� ’

2

c

�
2

ln
’2 � ’2c

’2c
+ Vo : (15)

The sam e potentialm ay appearin GUTs,with N being replaced by som e

othercom binatorialcoe� cient.Note,thatthesecond term hasa m axim um

atthe criticalpoint’ = ’c. Thisterm m ay lead to a large m odi� cation of

V 0.In thevicinity ofthe criticalpoint,at� ’ = ’ � ’c � ’c,the e� ective

potential(15)can berepresented in thefollowing form :

V (’)=
m 2

’

2
’
2 +

N g4’2c

16�2
(� ’)2ln

2� ’

’c
+ Vo : (16)

Letustakem 2 �
N g4’2

c

8�2
.Aftersom eelem entary algebra,onecan show that

in thiscasethe� rstderivativeofthee� ectivepotentialreachesitsm inim um

atsom epoint’m = ’c+ � ’,where
�’

’c
�

1

2
e� 3=2 � 0:1.Thism inim um will

correspond to a m axim um in the spectrum of
��

�
at’ = ’m . Ifone wishes,

forexam ple,to m ake thism axim um C tim eshigherthan the valueof
��

�
at

’ = ’c,oneshould take

m
2
�
N g4’2c

8�2
�

C

2(C � 1)
e
� 3=2

: (17)
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This isquite consistent with ourassum ption thatm 2 �
N g4’2

c

8�2
forC >

� 2.

Forrelativelysm allC,thewidth ofthepeakiscom parablewith � ’ � 0:1’c.

Forlarge C,the e� ective width ofthe peak becom es sm aller. Ifthe phase

transition in our m odeloccurs at ’c � 2:8Mp,then the m axim um ofthe

spectrum willbe displaced atsom e point’m in the interval2:8M p < ’ <

3:2M p. In other words,this spectrum grows C tim es and then decreases

again when the length scale changes from the galaxy scale to the scale of

horizon. But this is exactly the type ofthe spectrum which is necessary

in order to im prove the theory ofform ation oflarge scale structure ofthe

universe in the cold dark m atter m odel,and,sim ultaneously,to avoid an

excessively largeanisotropy ofthem icrowave background radiation!

A detailed theory ofthis e� ect strongly depends on relations between

particlem assesand theHubbleparam eteratthem om entofthephasetran-

sition. In som e cases,one m ay obtain a sharp m axim um in the spectrum

even withoutany accountoftheoneloop correctionsto thee� ective poten-

tial[25].However,thefactthattheoneloop contribution �V typically hasa

m axim um nearthepointofthephasetransition (10),m akesthise� ectm ore

general.

To sum m arizeourresults,in
 ationary phasetransitionsin GUTsand/or

in the theorieswith a globalsym m etry breaking m ay lead to production of

adiabaticperturbationswith aspectrum which looksalm ost
 aton verylarge

scale,which has a relatively narrow m axim um at l(’m ) � exp(2�’2m =M
2

p)

cm ,and which decreaseseven furtheratl< l(’c)� exp(2�’2c=M
2

p)cm . In

addition to theseperturbations,on a scalel> l(’c)onem ay havethesam e

strings, global m onopoles, topological and nontopological textures which

would beproduced by theordinary high tem peraturephasetransitions.The

am plitudes ofinhom ogeneities ofalltypes and the values oflength scales

l(’m )and l(’c)arecontrolled by valuesofm assesand coupling constantsin

theunderlying theory ofelem entary particles.

One should rem em ber also, that even the ordinary high tem perature

phase transition in the SU(5) m odeloccurs by a sim ultaneous production

ofdom ainsoffourdi� erentphases: SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1),SU(4)� U(1),

SU(3)� (U(1))2 and (SU(2))2 � (U(1))2 [29].There isno reason to expect

thatin
 ationary phasetransitionsaresim pler.On thecontrary,onem ay ex-

12



pectthatthein
 aton � eld couplesdi� erently to di� erentscalar� elds,which

leadsto a series ofphase transitionsatsom e criticalvalues�i ofthe in
 a-

ton � eld. This m ay create an exponentialhierarchy ofcosm ologicalscales

l(’i)� exp(2�’2i=M
2

p)cm .

These exam ples show thatin
 ation isextrem ely 
 exible and can incor-

porate allpossible m echanism s ofgeneration ofdensity perturbations [1].

Thisdoesnotm ean thatonecan do whateveronewishes;forexam ple,itis

very hard to avoid the standard prediction thatthe density ofthe universe

should be equalto critical. One should alwayskeep in m ind the possibility

thatsom e new observationaldata willcontradictallversionsofin
 ationary

theory,including the versionswith strings,texturesand non-
 atspectra of

perturbations.However,thisdid nothappen yet.On thecontrary,onem ay

be afraid thatthose who wish to have sim ple and de� nite predictionsto be

com pared with observationswillfeelem barrassed by the freedom ofchoice

given to usby in
 ation.Butdo weeverhavetoom uch freedom ? In orderto

understand thepresentsituation,letustry to draw som e parallelswith the

developm entofthestandard m odelofelectroweak interactions.

Thefour-ferm ion theory ofweak interactionshad avery sim plestructure,

butitwasunrenorm alizable.In thelate60’sm any scientistshoped thatone

m ay m ake sense out ofthis theory by perform ing a cut-o� at the Planck

energy. However,thistheory had problem seven on a m uch sm allerenergy

scale (violation oftheunitarity bound on the electroweak scale).justasall

non-in
 ationarym odelshadproblem swith m onopolesonscalesm uch sm aller

than M p.The m odelsuggested by W einberg and Salam [30]isnotparticu-

larlysim ple;justrem em berhow longittakestowriteacom pleteLagrangian.

Ithasanom alies,which areto be cancelled.Ithasabouttwenty adjustable

param eters,som e ofwhich look extrem ely unnatural.Forexam ple,m ostof

thecouplingconstantsareoforder10� 1,whereasthecouplingoftheelectron

totheHiggsboson isG e � 2� 10� 6.Thereforethism odelrem ained relatively

unpopularfor4 yearsafteritwasproposed,untilitwasrealized thatgauge

theorieswith spontaneoussym m etry breaking arerenorm alizable[31].Soon

afterthat,Georgiand Glashow proposed an O (3)-sym m etrictheory ofelec-

troweak interactions,which wasm uch sim plerand which did nothave any

anom alies[32]. Then,neutralcurrentswere discovered,which could notbe

described by thism odel. However,nobody considered the problem s ofthe

13



sim plest m odels ofelectroweak interactions as a signalofa generalfailure

ofgauge theorieswith spontaneous sym m etry breaking. The possibility to

describe neutralcurrents and the existence ofm any adjustable param eters

m adetheW einberg-Salam m odel
 exibleenough to surviveand towin.And

now,instead ofspeaking about� ne-tuning ofparam etersofthistheory,we

arespeaking aboutm easuring theirvalues.

This teaches us severalinteresting lessons. First ofall,as stressed by

Abdus Salam m any years ago,Nature is not econom icalin particles,it is

econom icalin principles.Afterwelearned theprincipleofconstructing con-

sistenttheoriesofelem entary particlesby using spontaneously broken gauge

theories,therewasnoway back totheold m odels.Sim ilarly,afterwelearned

the principle ofconstructing internally consistentcosm ologicalm odels,itis

very hard to forgetitand return to old cosm ologicaltheories. In orderto

accountfortheabnorm alsm allnessofdensity perturbations,
��

�
� 10� 5,one

should considertheorieswith very sm allcoupling constants. Butthe sam e

happened in theelectroweak theory,when,in orderto accountforthesm all-

nessofthe electron m ass,itwasnecessary to adjustthe coupling constant

G e to be 2� 10� 6. Nobody saysnow thatthisisa � ne tuning. W e expect

thatin thenextdecadeobservationalcosm ology willprovideuswith a large

am ountofreliabledata.Itwillbeabsolutelywonderfulifthesim plestversion

ofin
 ationary cosm ology with adiabaticperturbationswith a 
 atspectrum

is capable ofdescribing allthese data. One should continue investigation

ofthisattractive possibility. However,there isno specialreason to expect

thatthefuturecosm ologicaltheory willbem uch sim plerthan thetheory of

electroweak interactions,with itstwenty adjustableparam eters.On thecon-

trary,itm ay beextrem ely di� culttosuggestany sim pletheory which would

describe new observationaldata,see e.g. [33]. One should be prepared to

m ostradicalchangesin thecosm ologicaltheory,butoneshould try to m ake

these changes withoutbreaking the internalconsistency ofthe theory. W e

believethatthelarge
 exibility ofin
 ationary cosm ology in providing m any

di� erent sources ofdensity perturbations is a distinctive advantage ofthis

theory. It is particularly interesting that m ost ofthe sources ofnontriv-

ialdensity perturbationsare related to in
 ationary phase transitions. This

should m akeitpossible to usecosm ology asa powerfultoolofinvestigation

ofthephasestructureoftheelem entary particletheory.
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