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ABSTRACT

W e discuss relationshi between in ation and various m odels
of production of density inhom ogeneities due to strings, global
m onopols, textures and other topological and non-topological
defects. N either of these m odels leads to a consistent coan ologi-
cal theory without the help of in ation. However, each of these
m odels can be ncorporated Into in  ationary cosn ology. W e pro—
poseamodelofin ationary phase transitions, whidch, in addition
to topological and non-topologicaldefects, m ay provide adiabatic

density perturbationsw ith a sharp m axinum between the galaxy

scale 1, and the horizon scale k .
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M odem cosn ology has two apparently contradictory goals. First of all,
one should explain why our universe is so  at, hom ogeneous, isotropic, why
it does not contain such defects asm onopolks, dom ain walls, etc. Then one
should explain why ouruniverse isnot perfectly at, hom ogeneous, isotropic,
and why the deviation from perfection isso amall (— —  10°).

T

In our opinion, it is som ewhat risky to suggest various solutions to the
second problem w ithout having at least an idea ofhow to solve the rst one.
Fortunately, a possble solution to the rst problem iswell known, it is in—

ation. Now , ten years afterthe in ationary scenario was suggested, we still
donot nd any fundamental aws n i. Nor have we found any altemative
solution to the rst problem . @A ctually, we are soeaking about ten di er-
ent problem s, which are solved sin ultaneously by one sin ple soenario; for a
review see [l]) The only altemative solution of the hom ogeneity problem
which Tam aware of is based on quantum cosmolgy R]: Ik is possible that
the probability of quantum creation of the universe, like the probability of
tunneling w ith bubble production, is particularly large for spherically sym —
m etric universes. However, even if it is true, we w ill still need som ething
lke In ation to m ake the new Iy bom universe not only sym m etric but also
extrem ely large.

Tt cam easa great bonusto In ationary coan ologists when it was realized
that in ation m ay solve not only the st problem , but the ssocond one as
well: Quantum  uctuations produced during In ation lad to generation of
adiabatic density perturbationswith a at (@In ost exactly scale ndependent)
spectrum 1. Thus, n  ation o ers the m ost econom ical possibility to solve
all coam ological problem s by one sin ple m echanian .

H owever, N ature is not very econom ical n the numberofdi erent cosn o-
logical structures. Even though i m ay be possbl to explain the origin ofall
these structures by one basic m echanian , one should keep In m ind all other
possbilities, such as adiabatic and isothem al perturbations w ith a non— at
spectrum , strings K], globalm onopolkes I, ], textures [{g], late tin e phase
transitions 1], etc.

A diabatic perturbations wih a at spectrum is a natural consequence
ofmany In ationary m odels. T herefore, there is a tendency to identify per-



turbationswih a at spectrum wih in atiofh. Som e authors do it just for
brevity, to distinguish between in ation without strings and textures and
In ation wih string and textures [[B]. However, som e other authors, when
advertising new types ofdensity perturbations, represent them asa realaler-
native to in ationary cosm ology, see, eg., E[B]. Even though such an attitude
is understandable, we do not think that it is well m otivated. None of the
new m echanisn s of generation of density perturbations o er any solution to
the rst, basic coan ological problem , w ithout the help of n  ation. On the
other hand, each of these m echanisn s can be successfully in plem ented In
the context of in  ationary cosm ology ifl]. M oreover, In ationary cosn ology
o ersmany other possbilities which do not exist In the standard hot Big
Bang theory. T he list of new possbilities Includes, In particular, production
of exponentially large dom ains w ith slightly di erent energy density inside
each ofthem , orw ith the sam e density but with di erent num ber density of
baryons, or with the sam e density and com position but with di erent am —
plitudes of density perturbations, etc. [I, LQ]. T herefore, even if later it w ill
be found that in addition to at adiabatic perturbations one needs strings
or textures, or perturbationsw ith a Jocalm aximum in the spectrum , or even
som ething m uch m ore exotic, this by itself w ill not be a signal of an incon—
sistency of in ationary cosm ology. O n the contrary, it ismuch easierto nd
new sources ofdensity perturbations in the context of in  ationary cosn ology
than in the standard hot B ig Bang theory.

M oreover, it seem s that for a consistent realization of the theory of per—
turbations produced by strings or textures, or by any other m echanian , one
stillneeds in ation. Indeed, even if som e asyet unspeci ed quantum graviy
e ects at the P lanck density willbe abl to solve the hom ogeneity, isotropy,
horizon and atness problm s w ithout any use of in ation Which does not
seam lkely), it ishardly possible that they w illbe able to solve the prim ordial
m onopolk problam , since them onopoles in G U T sare produced at a tem pera—
tureT. 10°Gev 10 *M ,,when quantum gravity e ects are negligble.
T herefore, untilwe leam how to solve the prin ordialm onopolk problm w ith—
out In ation, the theory of strings and textures produced in high tem perature
phase transitions in non-in ationary cosm ology w ill ram ain inconsistent.

2A ctually, even in sin plest m odels the spectrum ofperturbations is not absolutely at.
For exam ple, In the theory ’*, density perturbations grow by about 1/3 in the interval
from the galaxy scale to the scale ofhorizon.



The situation w ith strings and textures is not quite trivial even within
the context of In  ationary cosm ology. Indeed, a typical critical tem perature
of a phase transition in coan ologically interesting theories of strings and
textures is about 10'° GeV . It is extrem ely di cul (though not in possible)
to reheat the universe up to such tem perature afterin - ation 1, 11,12}, and i
w ill require som e additional ne tuning ofparam eters to m ake the reheating
tem perature an aller than the critical tem perature of the phase transition
producing m onopols.

O f course, one m ay pretend that the problem does not exist, or suggest
to postpone its discussion because of \our overwheln ing ignorance" [L31.
Onemay even clain that the theory of textures by itself \seam s to m atch
the explnatory trium phs of in ation" iB]. A more constructive approach
is to face the problem and to use speci ¢ possbilitieso ered by In  ation to
rescue strings and textures. Indeed, In  ationary cosm ology provides a sin ple
m echanism which m ay Jad to coan ological phase transitions during or after
In ation, without any need of reheating of the universe. This m echanian
is particularly natural in the chaotic in ation scenario 'ip, 11,714, 15], but
it works in other versions of in ationary cosm ology as well'[if], and it can
easily explain why strings, textures and som e other usefiil topological or
non-topological defects are produced, whereas m onopoles are not.

To m ake our argum ents m ore clear and, sin ultaneously, to discuss som e
nontrivialexam ples ofdensity perturbations in the standard B ig B ang theory
and in In ationary cosn ology, wew illoconsiderherea sim ple O (N )-sym m etric
modelofan N-component eld™ = £ 1; ;a5 w9, N > 1, wih thee ec
tive potential

1
V)= oM® R (Ve )
4
where %= 24+ 24 m+ 2 Vo=24—jsaddedtokeqothevacuum
energy zero In the absolute m nimum ofV ( ). At high tem perature, the
O N ) symm etry of this theory is restored, = 0. As the tem perature

decreases, a phase transition w ith sym m etry breaking takesplace. Soon after
the p}};uie transition, the kength ofthe isotopic vector ™~ acquiresthevaluev =
M = . However, itsdirection m ay di er in causally disconnected regions.
Lateron, all vectors tend to be aligned inside each causally connected dom ain
(ie. Inside each partick horizon), but they cannotbecom e aligned outside the



particle horizon. Consequently, the eld™ always rem ains inhom ogeneous
on the horizon scale

2
Ry = 2H '= 2. @)

For N = 2 thism odel describes global strings %], N = 3 globalm onopoles
ﬂ:], Ei], N = 4 textures f6]. For larger N , there are no topological defects.
However, forallN > 1 thism odelproduces additional density perturbations
wih alnost at spectrum i1V, 18,19, 2D] due to m isalignm ent of the G old—
stone eld on the horizon scale. A som ew hat better estim ate of the scale of
inhom ogeneity is just H !, sice it still takes som e tin e of the order of H !
untilthe eld becom es hom ogeneous inside the hO]:'LZOI'lp A typical variation
ofthe scalar eld  on this scale can be estin ated by 2 v. This leads to
an estin ate of the energy density In the gradients of the elds

8v*

2
3M 2
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T he relative am plitude of energy density of these uctuations does not de-
pend on the horizon scal,

8 v
— 34 2 : 4)
MP
It gives the desirabl value — 10° orv  10° GeV.One should be a

little bit m ore accurate though, since if gradients of the scalar eld are the
sam e everyw here, then the energy density is strictly hom ogeneous. A m ore
detailed study of this question perform ed In {19] show s that at large N the
plitude of density perturbations is suppressed by an additional factor of
N_, which slightly lncreases the necessary value ofv.

W e wish to note again, that we are discussing now essentially the same
m echanisn which is used in the theory of global strings, m onopoles and
textures. H owever, thism echanisn ism ore general since it does not require
existence of any topological defects. M oreover, onem ay expect that in m any
cases the contrbution of the topological defects to density perturbations w ill
be subdom inant, since the probability of their form ation In this m odel is
suppressed by a large com binatorial factor.



Now let us study the phase transition In thism odel in m ore detail. The
phase transition occurs due to the high tem perature correctionsto thee ec-
tive potential @) P11,

2

V()= 12(N+2): ©)

T his gives the crtical tem perature of the phase transition
S

T - 12 6)
TV N+2°

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 ° in this
m odel, one should have the phase transition at an extram ely large tem pera—
ture T, v 18 GeV . This tem perature is close to the grand uni cation
scale, but the crtical tem perature In grand uni ed m odels typically is one
order of m agnitude sn aller, T,  16° GeV R2]. This brings us back to the
two problem s m entioned in the beginning of the paper. In non-in ationary
coan ology all our achievem ents w ill be brought down by the basic Inconsis—
tency of the coam ological theory and by the prin ordial m onopole problem .
In In ationary coam ology it is very hard to reheat the universe up to the
temperature T > 10'° Gev [I,11,12], and ifwe are abke to do i, we willget
all our m onopoles back.

Still, ifone isprepared to pay a high price fora new type ofperturbations,
then in In ationary cosn ology this can at least be achieved in an Intemally
consistent way. T he m ost covious possibility is to add to them odel () som e
other elds butnotgauge elds!), nteractihgwiththe eld wih a coupling
constant much larger than . This will reduce the critical tem perature in
this m odel. Then one tunes the reheating tem perature to m ake it am aller
than the critical tem perature In grand uni ed m odels but larger than the
critical tem perature in the extended m odel ().

T here also exists another, less trivial possibility, which has certain advan—
tages [10,11, 14, 13]. Let us assume that the In  aton eld ’, which drives
in ation, nteractswith the eld with a anall coupling constant G
92 72 2

V(; )= 4'2 5M2 2+7<2>2+3 +V, : @)




The in aton mass should be su cintly anall, m: < 10" GevV, to m ake
standard adiabatic perturbations produced during in  ation sm allerthan 10 °
[]. Thee ectivemassofthe ed at = 0dependson’ :

M2()= M?*+g"?%: ®)

At large’ thee ectivem ass squared M? (' ) ispositive and bigger than H 2.
This m eans that at the begihning of n ation, when the In aton eld '’ is

extram ely large, theO N ) symm etry isrestored, = 0.However,at’ = ',
where P
M 2 v
fe= = ’ ©)
g g9

the phase transition w ith the O N ) sym m etry breaking takesplace. T hus, the
In aton eld’ playshere the sam e rolk as the tem perature in the standard
theory of phase transitions. H owever, if i does not Interact w ith the H iggs
elds, which are reponsble forthe sym m etry breaking in G U T s, its varation
w ill not lead to any phase transitions w ith m onopole production.. M oreover,
even if m onopoles are produced, their density exponentially decreases after
the phase transition . Strings and texturesw ill lead to in portant cosm ological
e ectseven ifthe universe n atesby a factor®@ after the phase transition,
whereas even much an aller in  ation m akes m onopoles entirely ham less.

A sin ilar m echanian may work in the new In ationary soenario as well
l[6]. However, in chactic in ation thism echanisn ismuch m ore naturaland
e cient, shoe the variation ofthe eld’ in thistheory isvery signi cant. At
the Jast stagesofin ation In ourm odel, when the structure of the cbservable
part of the universe was fomm ed, and after the in ation, when the in aton

eld continued rolling down to the m mnimum of the e ective potential, it
decreased by an extram ely large value 35 1 Gev, from 32M, 0 0
fl]. Correspondingly, the e ective m ass squared M 2 (") changes by about
10g°M 2.

O ne cannot easily W ithout the help of supersym m etry) take the constant
g° in (1) abitrarily large, since radiative corrections would induce an extra
term In the expression forthe e ective potentialil]:

M4(I) MZ(I) N( r 2 M2)2 ]ng272 M2

v (' N n
“) 64 2 M 2 64 2 M 2




h——= 10)

In order to have — < 10 ° for standard in ationary adisbatic perturbations
generated in a theory with such an e ective potential, one should take ¢ <
10 °. For de niteness, ket us take § 107 and m - 10? GeV . In this
case we avold large In  ationary perturbations and m ake the additional term
1;4_g‘2’ r2 ’izlnlz,glg an aller than mzlz at the last stages of in ation.
D uring the rolling ofthe eld ’ from ’ 3M, to’ = 0, thee ectivem ass
squared @) ofthe eld changed from M+ 3 10°)° Gev? o M2.
T his Jeads to the desired phase transition orM < 3 10° GeV, which is
certainly the case in the theory under consideration.

T his scenario has a very interesting feature. T he wavelength ofperturoa—
tions, which are produced when the n aton eld isequalto’, later grows
up to 1)  exp@ *aM /) an due to in ation and subsequent expansion
of the universe fli]. These perturbations in ourm odelhave a at spectrum ,
but only on a scale 1> 1( .) exp @ '22M ) an . If the phase transi-
tion occursat ’ . > 32M , all inhom ogeneities produced by the gradients of
the eld willbe stretched away from the ocbservable part of the universe.
Perturbations produced at 28M , < ' . < 32M , will form the superlarge
structure of the cbservable part of the universe, but they w ill not contribute
to perturbations on the galaxy scal. F inally, if the phase transition occurs
at’. 28M, allobservational consequences w illbe the sam e as if it were
the ordinary nite tem perature phase transition in the theory i(L).

Forexampl, orv  16°Gev,g* 107, = 035, thephase transition
occursat /. 32 1 Gev, and the corresponding density perturbations
only appear on the horizon, at 1> exp @ "2M 7) 16° an.For = 01,

perturbations wih at soectrum appear on all cosn ologically interesting
scales. By increasingm » up toabout2 102 G eV we obtain am ixture ofthe
standard in ationary perturbations w ith — 10 ° and the new ones. The
am plitude ofeach ofthese com ponents is controlled by m » and v respectively,
and the cuto of the spectrum of the new perturbations on an all scales
iscontrolled by . = = 2 v=g. The model descrbbes both in ation and
the phase transition in the theory {I), and it does not contain any coupling
constants am allerthan 10 7 10 °. Since such coupling constants are known



to exist even In the standard m odelofthe electrow eak interactions, thism odel
seem sto be su  ciently natural

Note, thatattheend ofin ation In thism odel, the eld’ stillisextrem ely
large, ' M,=5 2 18 Gev. Therbre, Pr < 10 ? the phase
transition m ay occur even after the end of in ation. This Indicates that
the m echanian discussed in this paper is rather general, and that the eld
triggering the phase transition m ay di erfrom the eldwhich drivesin ation.
However, chaotic In ation provides a particularly natural fram ework for the
realization ofthism echanian for generation of density perturbations.

Now let ustry to see whether ourm odel adm is any interesting general-
izations and/or sin pli cations. An obvious idea is to replace the eld  of
themodel {I) by the elds andH ofthe SU (5) model P31, 14]. There
exist som e reasons to do it. F irst of all, even though the m odels w ith broken
glblal O (N ) symm etries m ay have interesting coamn ological im plications, so
far there is no Independent reason to consider them as a part of a realistic
theory of elem entary particles. M oreover, recently it was argued that quan—
tum gravity corrections m ay induce large additional temm s in the e ective
potential (1), which willbreak the O N ) invariance 7]. Ifthese tem s lead
to existence of one preferable direction in the isotopic space, they elin nate
textures. But if they lad to existence of ssveral m inin a of equal depth,
then dom ain walls w ill be produced after the phase transitions. This is a
coan ologicaldisaster, which can be avoided only ifthe universe in atesm ore
than €*° tin es after the phase transition.

M eanw hile, the m odel {7.), the elds being Interpreted as the SU (5)
Higgs elds in a gauge theory with a soontaneous symm etry breaking, rep—
resents the sin plest sam fxealistic m odel of chaotic in  ation (L, 14]. Th such
m odelswe do not have textures, but wem ay have exponentially large strings.
In addition to that, we m ay have density perturbations wih a soectrum
which grows on large scales, and then becomes at on some scake 1> 1.
Indeed, one can easily show that standard in ationary density perturbations
generated In themodel () on scale 1< exp (2’ 2=M g) an are an aller than
perturbations on scale 1> exp @ ’Z=M ) an . The reason is the ollow ing.
T he am plitude of perturbations produced when the in aton eld wasequal



to ! isgiven by [1] s

48 2 vI2()
— = = T =, 11)
5 3 M g vor)
whereV (" ) isthe derivative ofthee ective potential, which isresponsbl for
the speed of rolling ofthe eld ’ . Before the phase transition V°(' )= m?2’ .
A fter the phase transition the eld rpidly allsdown to them ininum of
itse ective potentialat V()= M 2 ()= . E ective potential along this

tra pctory is given by

m ? 1 b i
V)= —"*+—mM*' M? g'?%? : (12)
2 4
In the vichhity of the critical point ’ ' = M =g the modi cation of

the e ective potential by the last tem is very am all, being quadratic in
™ 2 Jg’?).However, the derivative ofthe e ective potentialat’ < M =g
changes m ore considerably,

M g7 as)

The last term in (I3) increases the speed of rolling ofthe eld ’ and decreases
the am plitude of density perturbations generated after the phase transition.

The roke of this temm depends on the values of param eters; in som e cases it

Just decreases the am plitude of an all scale density perturbations, in som e

other cases i may even lad to an abrupt end of In ation at the m om ent
of the phase transition P4]. O ther exam pls of the spectra bending due to

in ationary phase transitions can be found in i, 25].

Even ifthere are no phase transitions and topologicaldefects in ourm odel
eg. if the sign of the temn M # ? ;n {l) is positive), in ation may still
produce density perturbations with a non— at spectrum 'R, 12]. To give a
sin ple exam ple, ket us consider an e ective potential, which, for su ciently
large ’ , Jooks as follow s:

272 r 2 ’ 3
1+ —h— =
2 r 2 ’ 4

le) o
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4
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where ’ , is som e nomm alization param eter. Such potentials m ay appear in
the theory ('_7.) and in GUTsatM g’ due to radiative correctionstoV (")

10



[l]. This potentialhasa m ninum at’ = 0, and i grows wih an increase

of the el ’ everywhere except the pont / = ’,, where V? = 0. This
potentialm ay lead to an all density perturbations produced during in  ation
at ’ r,orat’ ’ o, but, according to (1), it has a very high peak

— > 1 corresponding to  uctuations produced near’ = ’,. The height of
the peak can be decreased by the decrease of the coe cient In front of the
logarithm ic tem In {14). The length scale corresponding to the m axin um

iIn the spectrum is controlled by the param eter ' ,. O ne should em phasize,
that there is nothing special in this potential; even m uch m ore com plicated
potentials of this type are often discussed in the standard electrow eak theory
i, 281.

In the presence ofthe phase transition (ofany type, not necessarily leading
to textures), thee ectdiscussed above ism uch m ore naturaland pronounced.
Let us consider for exam ple the e ective potential which m ay appear in the
m odel (%) due to one loop radiative corrections (10):

2 4 r 2 r2
_me g 2 2 2 c .
V)= "N 5 T h—5—+ Vo (15)

The sam e potentialm ay appear In GUTs, with N beihg replaced by som e
other com binatorial coe cient. N ote, that the second term has a m axin um
at the crtical point ¥ = ’ .. Thisterm may lad to a argem odi cation of
VP In the vicihity of the criticalpoint,at ' ="' ', ', thee ective
potential (15) can be represented in the follow ing fom :

m ? N g*’Z 2 !

V()= —"'%+ ")’
()=— TR

+ V, : (16)

47 2
Let us takem ? %.Aﬂ:ersomee]anentary algebra, one can show that
In thiscase the rstderivative ofthe e ective potential reaches tsm inin um
atsomepomt’, = '.+ /,where—— e 2 0i.Thismiinum wil

corresoond to a maximum in the spectrum of — at ’ = 7, . If one wishes,

for exam ple, to m ake thism axinum C tin es higher than the value of — at
' ="' _,one should take

N g’ 2 C _
m 2 g « e 2. a7)
8 2 2C 1)

11



This is quite consistent w ith our assum ption that m 2 Ns—tg forc > 2.
Forrelatively an allC , the w idth ofthe peak iscom parablewih 0a-’..
For large C, the e ective w idth of the peak becom es an aller. If the phase
transition in our m odel occurs at ' . 28M,, then the maximum of the
spectrum will be displaced at some point ', in the nterval 28M , < ' <

32M ;. In other words, this spectrum grows C times and then decreases
again when the length scale changes from the galaxy scale to the scale of
horizon. But this is exactly the type of the spectrum which is necessary
In order to In prove the theory of form ation of large scale structure of the
universe in the cold dark m atter m odel, and, sin ultaneously, to avoid an
excessively large anisotropy of the m icrow ave badkground radiation!

A detailked theory of this e ect strongly depends on relations between
particle m asses and the Hubbl param eter at the m om ent of the phase tran-
sition. In some cases, one may obtaln a sharp maxmum in the spectrum
even w ithout any account of the one loop corrections to the e ective poten—
tial PJ]. H owever, the fact that the one loop contrbution V typically hasa
m axinum near the point of the phase transition (1(), m akesthise ectm ore
general.

To summ arize our results, In  ationary phase transitions in GU T s and/or
In the theories w ith a global sym m etry breaking m ay lead to production of
adiabatic perturbationsw ith a spectrum which looksaln ost aton very large
scale, which has a relatively narrow maxinum at 1( ) exp (2 "2 =M g)
an , and which decreases even furtherat 1< 1('.) exp(2 ’§=M§)an. i}
addition to these perturbations, on a scale 1> 1(’ .) onem ay have the sam e
strings, global m onopols, topological and nontopological textures which
would be produced by the ordinary high tem perature phase transitions. The
am plitudes of inhom ogeneities of all types and the values of length scales
1( » ) and 1(" ) are controlled by values ofm asses and coupling constants in
the underlying theory of elem entary particks.

One should ram ember also, that even the ordinary high tem perature
phase transition in the SU (5) m odel occurs by a sin ultaneous production
of dom ains of four di erent phases: SU (3) SU (2) U @), SU @) U @),
SU@B) (U @Y and (SU @))> U @)F RY]. There is no reason to expect
that In ationary phase transitions are sim pler. O n the contrary, onem ay ex—

12



pect thatthein aton eld couplesdi erently to di erent scalar elds, which
Jeads to a serdes of phase transitions at som e critical values ; ofthe In a—
ton eld. Thismay create an exponential hierarchy of coan ological scales
1) exp@ 'f=M§)CIH-

These exam ples show that n ation s extremely exibl and can incor-
porate all possible m echanisn s of generation of density perturbations L1.
T his does not m ean that one can do whatever one w ishes; for exam ple, it is
very hard to avoid the standard prediction that the density of the universe
should be equal to critical. O ne should always keep In m ind the possibility
that som e new observational data w ill contradict all versions of In  ationary
theory, Including the versions w ith strings, textures and non— at spectra of
perturoations. H owever, this did not happen yet. O n the contrary, onem ay
be afraid that those who wish to have sin plk and de nite predictions to be
com pared w ih observations will feel em barrassed by the freedom of choice
given tousby in ation. But do we ever have too m uch freedom ? In order to
understand the present situation, let us try to draw som e parallels w ith the
developm ent of the standard m odel of electroweak interactions.

T he four-ferm ion theory ofweak interactionshad a very sin ple structure,
but i wasunrenom alizable. In the late 60’sm any scientists hoped that one
may make sense out of this theory by perform ing a cuto at the P lanck
energy. However, this theory had problem s even on a much an aller energy
scale (violation of the unitarity bound on the electroweak scale). jast as all
non-in ationary m odelshad problm sw ih m onopoleson scalesm uch an aller
than M ,. The m odel suggested by W einberg and Salam [3(] is not particu—
larly sin ple; jast rem emberhow long it takes to w rite a com plete Lagrangian.
Tt has anom alies, which are to be cancelled. It has about twenty adjustable
param eters, som e of which look extrem ely unnatural. For exam ple, m ost of
the coupling constants are of order 10 !, whereas the coupling of the electron
totheH iggsboson isG. 2 10°. Therefre thism odelrem ained relatively
unpopular for 4 years after it was proposed, until it was realized that gauge
theordes w ith spontaneous sym m etry breaking are renom alizable [311. Soon
after that, G eorgiand G lashow proposed an O (3)-sym m etric theory of elec—
troweak Interactions, which was mudh sin pler and which did not have any
anom alies [32]. Then, neutral currents were discovered, which could not be
described by this m odel. H owever, nobody considered the problm s of the
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sin plest m odels of electroweak interactions as a signal of a general ailure
of gauge theories w ith spontaneous symm etry breaking. The possbility to
describe neutral currents and the existence of m any adjistable param eters
m ade the W einberg-Salam m odel exible enough to survive and towin. And
now , Instead of speaking about netuning of param eters of this theory, we
are speaking about m easuring their values.

This teaches us ssveral Interesting lessons. First of all, as stressed by
Abdus Salam m any years ago, N ature is not econom ical in particles, it is
eoconom ical n principles. A ffer we lramed the principle of constructing con—
sistent theories of elem entary particles by using spontaneously broken gauge
theories, there was no way badk to the old m odels. Sin ilarly, afterwe leamed
the principle of constructing intemally consistent cosm ologicalm odels, it is
very hard to forget i and retum to old cosm ological theories. In order to
acoount for the abnom al an allness of density perturbations, — 10 °, one
should consider theories w ith very sm all coupling constants. But the sam e
happened in the electroweak theory, when, In order to account for the am alk-
ness of the electron m ass, it was necessary to adjust the coupling constant
G.tobe2 10°. Nobody says now that thisisa netunihg. W e expect
that In the next decade observational coam ology w ill provide usw ith a large
am ount ofreliable data. It w illbe absolutely w onderfiil ifthe sin plest version
ofin ationary coam ology w ith adiabatic perturbationsw ih a at soectrum
is capable of describbing all these data. O ne should continue investigation
of this attractive possibility. H owever, there is no special reason to expect
that the future coan ological theory w illbe m uch sin pler than the theory of
electroweak Interactions, w ith itstwenty adjistable param eters. O n the con—
trary, it m ay be extrem ely di cul to suggest any sin ple theory which would
describbe new dbservational data, see eg. [33]. One should be prepared to
m ost radical changes in the coan ological theory, but one should try to m ake
these changes w ithout breaking the Intemal consistency of the theory. W e
believe that the large exibility of in ationary cosn ology In providing m any
di erent sources of density perturbations is a distinctive advantage of this
theory. It is particularly Interesting that m ost of the sources of nontriv—
ial density perturbations are related to in  ationary phase transitions. This
should m ake it possble to use coan ology as a pow erfiil tool of investigation
of the phase structure of the elem entary particle theory.
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