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In supersym m etric theories a eld can develop a vacuum expectation valuie M 10° Gev, even
though itsmassm is of order 10° to0 10°Gev . The nite tem perature In the early Universe can
hold such a eld at zero, corresponding to a false vacuum w ith energy density Vo m*M %. W hen
the tem perature falls below V01:4, the them al energy density becom es negligble and an era of
them al in ation begins. It ends when the eld rolls away from zero at a tem perature of order
m , corresponding to of order 10 e-folds of In ation which does not a ect the density perturbation
generated during ordinary in ation. Themn alin ation can solve the Polonyi/m oduli problem if M
is w thin one or two orders ofm agnitude of 1012 Gev.

I. NTRODUCTION

There is at present a standard m odel of the Universe before nuclkosynthesis, which is describbed In m any review s
and severaltextbooks. A ccording to thism odel, an early era of in ation sets the initial conditions fora H ot B ig Bang,
w hich starts far above the critical tem perature for the electroweak transition (T / 100G &V ) and continues w thout
Interruption until the present m atter dom inated era begins.

T his picture is pleasingly sin ple, but it is by no m eans m andatory In the context of current thinking about the
fundam ental interactions beyond the Standard M odel. To be precise, it w ill not be valid if one orm ore scalar elds
have a su ciently large vev (vacuum expectation valie) while at the same tin e having an aln ost at potential.
T he reason is that the particle species corresponding to the oscillation around such a vev is typically both abundant
and long lived, which m odi es the sin pl picture in a signi cant and som etim es disasterous way. E xtending an old
term inology 'E.'], we shallcalla scalar eld with a hrge vev and a at potentiala ‘aton eld’,orsimply a aton’.E

A though aton eldsareby nomeans nevitable, they are naturalin the context ofm odem particle theory and in
our opinion their possble coan o]ochaloonsequenoes should be taken very seriously. Som e aspects of the coan ology
of aton eldsare already wellknown m,,a{:m], and in a recent note I:l]J ]we drew attention to a new featurewhich we
term ed them alin ation’. T he present paper, along w ith two m ore In preparation ﬂ_L2_x,.;LZ_’>.], ain s to give a system atic
acoount of the sub gct.

Let us begin by being m ore precise about what ism eant by a Yarge’ vev, and a potential which is @lmost at’.
T hese term s are de ned w ith respect to the energy scale 102 to 10° G eV, which isthe scale of supersym m etry breaking
as de ned by the m asses of the supersym m etric partners of know n particles tl4u The vev is de ned as the position
ofthem Ininum ofthe potential, and a Yarge’ vev M is one satisfying M 103 GeV.An almost at’ potentialV is
one whose curvature ¥ ®4=2 is of order 10? to 10° G eV (except near any points of n exion) out to el valuesmuch
biggerthan 10°G eV, and ifthe eld has a large vev this is supposed to be true out to at Jeast the vev. For an aln ost

at potential the particlke m assm is therefore of order 102 to 10°G eV . From now on we drop the quali er &In ost’,
referring sin ply to a at potential.

The most widely discussed aton candidates are the m oduli occurring In superstring theory. The potentjal of
a modulus is indeed at, and if its vev is nonzero it is typically of order the Planck scale M p1 = 8 G) ¢ =
24 10°Gev.A moduluswih such a vevn'2 isknown to be fatalto the standard coam ology since the corresponding
particles are very abundant and do not decay before nuclkosynthesis B.16{.20 A swe shall see, the failure to decay

N ote the etym ology. The temm * aton’ refers to the at potential, not to In ation. Conversely, the fam iliar word Yn aton’
refers to the eld which is slow Iy rolling during in ation. W e shall also use the tem " aton’ to denote the particle species
cor.respondmg toa aton ed.

A eldwith these properties occurred In the rstexam ple [‘1_5' 1 ofa nonrenom alizable supersym m euy—breakjng hidden sector,
which contained a single complex eld. It was called the Polonyi eld, and the associated problem [2] was called the Polonyi
problem . M ost of what we say conceming the m oduli applies to any species w ith these properties.
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before nucleosynthesis is ]ka'e]y to persist Hrany aton with a vev exceeding 10*? G eV, m aking allsuch atons fatal
to the standard coam ology Ej.].

M oduli are by no m eans the only aton candidates. On the contrary, any eld (in the cbservable sector) w ith a
vev much bigger than 10° G eV is likely to have a at potential, and so to be a aton. T he reason, as we discuss
detail below, is that it is natural to construct all available m ass scales from Just the two basic scalesm and M p ;.
Apart from the m oduli, the m ost fam iliar exam ples of elds w ith nonzero vevs are those which are charged under a
continuous symm etry, the vev then Indicating a spontaneous breakdown of the sym m etry. If the symm etry is local
then the eld isby de nition a higgs eld, and presum ably the exam ples of this type occurring in nature (apart from
the higgs elds breaking electroweak symm etry) are the higgs elds breaking the GUT symm etry, whose vevs are of
order 10%° G eV . A Iematively the symm etry could be global, a Ikely candidate or this case being the P ecceiQ uinn

eld with a vev perhaps of order 10! G &V . On the other hand, it m akes perfect sense ora eld to have a nonzero
vev even if it is not charged under any continuous sym m etry. For exam ple, a right-handed neutrino m ass m ight be
generated by a vev, w thout lepton num ber being a good sym m etry [_2-]_:,:_@]

A sm entioned already, m oduliaswellas any other atonsw ith a vev biggerthan 10'¢ G eV are fatalto the standard
coam ology. How are we to solve this h oduli problem ’ if it exists?

T he usual recipe for getting rid of unwanted relics in cosn ology is to Invoke an ear]y epoch of in ation, lasting
at Jeast 50 to 60 Hubble tin es or so. Such an era is also desirable for other reasons 22,23 one of which is that it
can generate an adiabatic density perturbation of the right m agniude to explain the coan ic m icrow ave background
anisotropy and large scale structure. To do this the potential at the end of in ation m ust satisfy v 1= < 10*°Gev
P41, and the lowest value of V 1™* that has been proposed in a plausblemodelis V'™  102Gev R5.26].

In ation at such a high scale does not solve the m oduli problem , because although it su ciently dilutes m oduli
present before In ation they are regenerated w ith an unacceptable abundance afterwards. W e show in f_l-]_;], and in
much m ore detailbelow , that to avoid excessive regeneration one requires
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where Ty is the reheat tem perature. An era of In ation at such a low energy scale seem s In possible to realize In the
context of sensible particle physics, if it is required also to produce the cosm ological density perturbation. R andall
and Thom as [18 therefore suggested that the density perturbation is produced by an era of in ation at the usualhigh
energy scale, whilk a second era of n ation at a low energy scale solves the m oduli problem . H ow ever, even w thout
the constraint ofproducing the density perturbation it isdi cul to construct am odelofin ation giving a su ciently
Iow energy scale, within the usual paradigm where there isan in aton eld rolling slow Iy down the potential. The
reason stem s from the fact that a necessary condition for slow roll is that the in aton m ass (or m ore precisely the
curvature ¥ ®§7? evaluated while the eld is rolling) be much less than the Hubbl parameterH ’ V '™2=M ;. The
bound displayed in Eq. (:];I ) corresponds to a very low mass < 10M &V .

T he centralpurpose of this paper isto explore the fact that a aton eld can lad to a com pltely di erent type of
In ation, called therm alin ation [:Ll-],whrh can solvethem oduliproblem provided thatthevevM isw ihin oneortwo
orders of m agnitude of 1012 G eV . D uring them alin ation the aton eld isheld at the origin by nite tem perature
e ects so that no eld is rolling. T he potential during them alin ation is the value Vo, ofthe aton potenu'al at the
origh, which is of orderm M 2. W ith M 102G eV thisgivesV, ~ 10 GeV which can satisfy Eq. (@). Thennal
In ation starts when the them al energy density falls below Vy which corresponds to a tem perature roughly V0
and i endswhen the nite tem perature becom es Ine ective at a tem perature of orderm , so the num ber of e-folds is
% nM=m) 10. It tums out that this can su ciently dilute the m oduli existing before therm alin ation (especially
if reheating after them alin ation is delayed) and it w illnot interfere w ith the density perturbation generated during
ordinary In ation. T here is also the intriguing possibility that two or m ore bouts of themm al in ation can occur in
quick succession, allow ing an even m ore e cient solution of the m oduli problem .

The present paper and its two successors are com plem entary to recent papers by D ine, Randall and Thom as
f_Z-(_)',g-j] The Iatter focus on eldswih a at potentialbut zero vev. These elds too are liabl to be oscillating in
the early Universe and ifthey carry nonzero lepton or baryon num ber they can lead to baryogenesis (the A eck-D ine
m echanism ). H oweverbaryogenesis in thisway worksonly ifthere isno them alin ation, and that in tum isa viable
possbility only ifthere isno m oduliproblem . T he two sets of papers therefore represent m utually exclusive scenarios
for the early Universe, and only tim e w ill tell which if eitther is correct.

T he rest of this paper is divided into two m ain sections plus a concluding one. In Section 2 we study the e ective
potential expected for atons, both In the early Universe and in the present era when it reduces to the ordinary low
energy e ective potential. Special attention is paid to the case ofm oduli, which is di erent from that ofother atons
because the m oduli potential vanishes if supersym m etry is unbroken. The aton decay rate is also estin ated. The



reheat process for hom ogeneous aton oscillations is considered, taking account of possible param etric resonance. In
Section 3 a system atic acoount is given ofthe history ofthe Universe, assum ing that them alin ation occurs and that
there isam oduliproblem . T he concluding section sum m arizes the results, and points to fiture directions of research.

II.FLAT POTENTIALS AND FLATONS

In a generic supersym m etric gauge theory there willbe a lJarge num ber of directions in the space of the com plex
scalar e]ds.':’. in which the potentialV is exactly at, before supersym m etry breaking and non-renom alizable tem s
are taken into account. (T his is true, for exam ple, In the M Inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel.) A fter these
e ects are taken into account the potential is still aln ost at, in the sense that the energy scale ¥ ®§72 specifying
the curvature of the potential is only of order 10° to 103G eV, out to eld values m any orders of m agnitude bigger
than this scale. In thispaperwe are Interested in aton elds, which by de nition correspond to at directionsw ith a
nonzero vev. T he centralthem e ofthispaper isthat aton eldsare coan ologically signi cant, because they typically
Jead to them alin ation, and because they In any case oscillate hom ogeneously until a relatively late epoch.

A eld wih a nonzero vev isby de nition either a higgs eld or a gauge singlet. W e w ill focus on the latter case
In this paper, since a straightforward interpretation of the data indicate that the vev ofthe GUT higgs eld is of
order 10'® GeV which is too high to give viable themm alin ation. Note, though, that in some GUT m odels there are
additionalhiggs eldsw ith much am aller vevs R8].

The coam ology ofa given aton eld is largely detemm ined by the form of tse ective potential. O ne needs to know
both the Iow energy e ective potential which is relevant at the present era, and the e ective potential in the early
Universe. A Iso, since the case ofm oduli is som ew hat di erent from that of atons In generalwe treat the m oduli in
a separate subsection after the generaldiscussion.

A .The low energy e ective potential

Considera complex aton eld . In the lim i where the potential isabsolutely at there isa globalU (1) symm etry
under the transom ation ! e' , wih an arbitrary choice or the origh of . In the fiill theory this symm etry
m ay survive for one choice of the origin, at least to a good approxin ation, or i m ay be so badly broken as to be
unrecognizable.

G lobkalU (1) symm etry

W e begin by considering the case where the symm etry survives. E xtensions of the Standard M odel can indeed
contain spontaneously broken global U (1) symm etries, a well known exam ple being the PeccetQ uinn symm etry
associated with the axion R323,23,30,3L]. W e hitially suppose that the U (1) symmetry is exact. The potential

then dependson only through j j and assum ing an e ective theory that is valid right up to the P lanck scale, the
potential n the at direction is typically of the form

V=V, mjjF+ Vs I @)

n=1

The j ¥ tertm com es from soft supersymm etry breaking, which m eans that m ¢ 1¢ to 10°G eV, and the higher
order term s are non-renom alizable term s. The din ensionless couplings , are at m ost of order 1, if the theory is
Indeed valid up to the P lanck scale.

T he crucial feature of this potential, which distinguishes it from the potentialofa generic eld and m akes it at, is
the absence ofa term  j § with 1. Such a temm can be forbidden by discrete or continuous gauge sym m etries, in
com bination w ith supersym m etry. Supersym m etry breaking then generatesa J § temm with a suppressed coupling

SEach scalar eld is com plex In supersym m etric theories because supersym m etry relates it to the two degrees of freedom
associated w ith a left-or right-handed spin-half eld. In this paper we are assum ing that the elds are canonically nom alized
in the regim e of interest. (O ne cannot in general canonically nom alize the eldsexactly over an extended region of eld space.)



(mo=M P']_)Z . Such a tem isnegligble or aton eldswhich are not m oduli and we have lost nothing by om itting
i from Eqg. é) . (The case ofm oduliw illbe discussed in a m om ent, and in m ore detail In Section 2.5.)
A s the notation suggests, we have in m ind the case where the m asssquared at the origi, m(z), is negative. This

m eans that the vev of j jdoesnot vanish but ratherhasa value M mg.ToestinateM , suppose rstthat allofthe

’s are of the sam e order. T hen asone ncreases j jthe j § term comesih rst, lradhhgtoM = (3 1) l:4m(1)=2M ;:2

11=4 10° to 10! G eV . Now suppose instead that thistem isneglighble, so that the j § term comesin rst. Then

M =@ ,) n (l):3M j? , 1% 10°GeV. Ifm ore tem sare absent the vev w illbe raised firther so the predicted
range isM > 10'°Gev. In the entire regine 7 < M the curvature ¥ ©§=? of the potential is only of orderm o,
which is of order 10? to 10°G eV . In particular themassm ofthe aton partick is of this order, and from now on
we shallgenerally use it instead ofm ¢ when w riting down order ofm agniide estin ates. The requirementV M )= 0
givesVy, m2M 2, corresponding to

1=4 1=2

Vo M 3)
106G ev 1019 Gev
If the nth term dom nates in Eq. (:_2),ﬂ1ernrf:
m?=2@0+ 1)m} )
MM T = PO+t D+ 2) 5] m? )
Vo= RO+ 2)]'m’M ? ®)

R ather than the non-renom alizable tem s being suppressed by the P lanck scale, they m ight be generated by
integrating out particles with GUT scalem asses and so instead be suppressed by M gyt / 2 10°Gev. Thiswould
correspond to taking , < Mp Mgyt )*® and would give the som ew hat looser low er bound

M > 10°Gev @)

W e noted a mom ent ago that in Eq. @) the § § term has a coupling m =Mp1)? which is m any orders of
m agnitude less than 1. tm ay happen that the sam e is true of one orm ore further term s. But ora aton which is
not a m odulus one expects to nd, at not too high order, a tetm whose coupling , isnotm any orders ofm agnitude
less than 1. As a resul, one expects the vev of aton which is not a m odulus to be several orders of m agnitude
below M p;. By contrast one expects for a m odulus that all couplings are strongly suppressed, because the potential
ofa m odulus vanishes exactly when supersym m etry is unbroken. A naturalorder ofm agnitude for the couplings ofa
modulus is m =M p1)? m aking the vev of order M p;, though there are other possbilities. W e shall discuss m oduli in
m ore detailin Section 2.5.

The at potential Eq. ('@:) is not at all what cosmn ologists generally assum e when they consider spontaneous
symm etry-breaking in the early Universe. Rather they assum e, as for Instance In the textbooks [2-25,:2-3:,:372;] and the
review s P933] that the potential is like the Standard M odelhiggs’ potentiafi

V= GF M?*? @®)

w ith 1. For the Standard M odel higgs, whose vev is of order 1% G eV, this potential is indeed natural from the
view point of supergravityy; i sin ply correspondsto a non— at direction, in which thereisa j § term . But when M
ismuch bigger than m it becom es far less natural, and in our view Eq. ('_2) rather than Eqg. (rg) should be regarded as
the Yefault’ case.

So far we have taken the U (1) symm etry to be exact, so that the goldstone boson corresponding to the angular
direction ism assless. If the sym m etry is broken the goldstone boson w ill acquire a m ass. T hism ass is by de nition
much less than that of the aton if the symm etry is only slightly broken. On the other hand, as we now discuss
the sym m etry m ay be strongly broken which m eans that the would-be goldstone boson becom es just another aton
particle.

‘Them asssquared of the aton particle is %VOO(M ) because the canonically nom alized com plex eld j jis related to the
canonically nom alized real aton particle eld by jj=M + = 2.

5In the case of the Standard M odel is a doublt and the symm etry is SU (2) but this is an irrelevant com plication for our
purpose.



No U (1) symm etry

A s a sin ple exam ple, consider the superpotentialW = ( =4M p;) ! wih 1. A fter supersym m etry breaking the
corresponding potential is of the form

W W
V)=V, mijf+ AW +B %+cc.+% ©)
c * J¥3F
=V, 95+ +ce. + =5 10
o ma3 ¥ v cc meZ, 10)

with m ; and the m agnitudes of A, B and C alloforder 10? to 103G eV .

In thisexample U (1) has been broken down to Z, (which leaves ? invariant), and there are four vacua each w ith

the samevev j j= M J 3= 12M12 In a given vacuum there are now two particleswith m ass 10 to 10°G eV ;

one ofthem isthe one corresponding to the radialoscillation that we considered before, and the other is the would-be
goldstone boson corresponding to the angular oscillation. W e shallgenerally refer to them both as atons. Note that
intheregine jj M theU (1) symm etry is approxin ately restored, since the tetmn = m?2j  dom inates.

The Z, symm etry surviving in this exam ple has ensured that there are no linear term s in the expansion of about
the origin, and this feature w ill becom e crucial when we consider the e ective potential in the early Universe. O £
course any Z, symm etry willdo for this purpose, and i does not need to be exact.

In our discussion m% has been taken to be negative. If i is positive the potentialhasa m nimum at the origin.
If this is also the position of the vev (., if i is the absolute m ininum ) then the eld isnot a aton and does not
concem us. It can however happen, as for instance In them odelof B4], that the origin correspondsto a false vacuum ,
w ith higher order tem s generating a large vev so that we are dealing wih a aton. Them alin ation wih such a

aton is viabl only if tunneling to the true vacuum is rapid, which is typically not the case.

For sin plicity we shall from now on m ake frequent use of the notation appropriate to the case where there is a
U (1), writing the potential as a function only of j jand usihgm to denote the m ass ofthe aton particl.

B .The aton decay rate

T here is a general expectation that a aton particle corresponding to osc:iJJﬁt'jo'ng ar_o‘und avevM willcoupl only
weakly to particles w ith m assmuch less than M . In particular, one expects @;5,5,;_8{:_1@] that the aton decay rate
isat m ost of orderm 3=M 2.

Consider rst the decay into a pair of identical spin zero particles which correspond to a real eld , wih the
renom alizable e ective interaction j ¥ 2. Setting j jequalto its vev this interaction gives a contrdbution 2 M 2 to
the m asssquared m ? . Barring a precise canoe]]atjon;f: i follow s that

2
11)

N -

m
M
w here the r:igh%hand side isatm ost % m =M )? or the decay would be forbidden by energy conservation. Substituting
Jjj=M + = E, one ndsthat the aton decay rate corresponding to this interaction is

= m 1 4m?=m?2 12)

2 M 2 g
8 m
M axin izing this expression sub jct to the constraint Eq. {11) gives < 10 ‘m 3M 2.

Thise ective interaction w ith a coupling of order m=M ¥ is quite natural. For instance an Interaction j X 2

m ight give some eld X amass of orderM , and then an Interaction 2X ? would generate i through the diagram
wih a single X loop.

It has been pointed out to us by G . D vali that such a cancellation does occur in an SU (5) GUT where the doublet-triplet
splitting problem is solved’ by a ne tuned cancellation. In such a case the decay rate has the unsuppressed value m .
W hen the problm is solved In a m ore acoceptable way this need not be so, but we w ill not pursue the point here because our
main focus isnoton the GUT .



For an e ective interaction nvolving m ore powers of the elds and/or derivatives the argum ents are generally less
precise, but one expects suppression because such temm s are non-renom alizable and therefore involve inverse pow ers
of som e scale M” which ispresum ably at least oforderM . Consider for instance a term involring one power of and
two of , wih 2n derivatives. Tts coe cient is expected to be at most oforder ™M 2° with ° M , and sice the
energy of all particles is of orderm (In the rest fram e) this gives the decay rate Eq. Cl2n) w ih m=M ¥*.For
n > 1 this ismuch sm aller than the upper lim it Eq. Cll- but orn = 1 it isbiggerby a factor m=m )? leading to

© )'m3=M 2. 0n the basis of this discussion, we shall assum e that

=102 m3M 2 (13)

wih < 1.

T he decay into goldstone bosons

A de nite exam ple of a derivative coupling is provided by the decay of the Yadial aton into the angular’ aton,
or goldstone boson. N ear the vev, the canonically nom alized radial eld s and angular eld a are de ned by

s - P-
= (p—§+M )exp (la= 2M ) (14)

E xpanding the canonical kinetic term Ly;, = @ @ to rst order in s, one nds the canonicalkinetic tem s for s
and a plus an Interaction term

S
2M

p
The coe cient is of the advertised orm = M ?,with %= M = 2.
T he goldstone bosons produced by this ooup]Jng can be cosn ologically dangerous, because their Interaction can be
too weak to themn alize them . This w illbe discussed In connection w ith the axion in fl2u ] (see also Bl

The aton freeze-out tem perature

T hough we have focussed on the decay rate, sin ilar considerations apply to collision rates. T he rates for collisions
hvolwing a aton and other light particles are suppressed at energies well below M , and therefore the freeze-out
tem perature below which aton particles cease to be In them al equilbriim is very roughly of order M . Note that
this applies only in the true vacuum , where the aton eld is oscillating about the vev.

C .The e ective potential in the early U niverse

In the early Universe, the interaction ofa given eld w ith other eldsw illalter the e ective potentialofthat eld,
and In particular the e ective aton potentialV ( ) willbe altered.

W e should rst clarify what ism eant by the ¥ ective potentialV ( )’. There is in reality a single e ective potential
V (; ;::3),which isa function ofallthe scalar elds. It is naturalto de ne the e ective potential of any indiridual

eld asthe fullpotentialw ith allother eldsheld at their vevs, and this is the de nition that we had in m ind for the

low energy e ective potentialV ( ). However in the early Universe all su ciently light scalar elds are signi cantly
displaced from theirvevs, ettherhom ogeneously in them annerw e havebeen discussing for atons, or nhom ogeneously
as for instance ifthe eld is in them alequilbbrium . Instead of evaluating the fiillle ective potentialV ( ; ;:::) wih
the other elds at their vevs one should set them equal to their current tim eaveraged values, so that for instance
atem 2 ? is replaced by h %1 2. Tn addition, the actual m of the fiill e ective potential is a ected by the
presence of particles w ith nonzero spin and also by kinetic term s, so that the e ective potentialVearyy ( 7 7::3) In the
early Universe is di erent from the low energy e ective potentialVy, ( ; ;:::) which applies at present. For both of
these reasons, the e ective potential Vearyy () in the early Universe is di erent from the low energy e ective potential
Viw ( ) which applies at present.

A Tthough the form ofthe e ective potentialV ( ) changesw ith the history ofthe Universe, its gradient w illalways
vanish at the origin provided that it is invariant under at least a Z, symm etry. T histendsto be at least approxin ately
true In sim plem odels, and we shalltake it for granted in what follow s. Let us pause brie y though to seewhy such a



symm etry iscomm on. Ifthe ullpotentialV ( ; ;:::) isexpanded asa power series In allofthe eldseach individual
term w ill be invariant under one or m ore Z, symm etries unless it consists of just the st power of one eld. For
instance the temn 2 ? is vardant under a Z, actihg on , and ancther acting on . As we discussed in Section
21, only a few leading tem s w ill be im portant in practice, so it is reasonable that one or more Z, symm etries
w il be approxim ately present in the full potential. Then the question of whether or not the potentialV ( ) of an
Individual eld possesses an approxin ate Z, symm etry depends on the form of the fiill potential, but again this is
not unreasonable.

Taking it for granted that the gradient ofV ( ) vanishes at the origin, ket us ask what is the e ective m asssquared
vP0) in the early Universe. W e continue to assum e for sin plicity that there isa U (1) symm etry, so that V isa
function only of j 3.

F irst consider the era of ordinary in ation. It hasbeen known for some tine @,’4}3,@'@] that by looking at the form
ofthe fillpotential predicted by N = 1 supergravity one can identify contrbutions oforder H? to them ass-squared
ofevery eld. For the In aton eld(s) these contrbutions have to cancel because otherw ise In ation w ill not occur,
but for a generic eld one does not expect a cancellation. A ssum Ing that atons are not in atons, the conclusion is
that their m ass-squared during in ation is (at least) oforder H?.

A fter In ation it is not so clear what the m asssquared willbe. In the extrem e case where the Interaction is of
only gravitational strength one expects a contribution of the sam e order, H? E(_]'] W e noted earlier that in the
true vacuum , the interaction of aton particles w ith other light particles is suppressed, so one at rst sight expects
som ething like this estim ate to hold fora aton eld. However, that suppression occurs because the vev ofthe aton

eld is large (the aton particles correspond to sm all oscillations around the vev). N ear the origin the aton eld can
have unsuppressed Interactions w ith light elds.

To see why, take as an exam ple the Interaction % j ¥ ? that we considered earlier. W hen is at its vev this gives
a contrbution M ? tom? . Barring cancellations, must therefore be snallifm is small. But suppose that in
contrast m  isoforderM and is generated by this Interaction. T hen there is a coupling 1, and for aton ed
values near the origin the eld becom es light. T he resul is that near the origin the aton eld hasan unsuppressed
Interaction w ith the light eld

If isahiggs eld, charged by de nition under a gauge symm etry, a coupling of this kind to at least the gauge
bosons and gauginos is nevitable. In the case where isneutralunder allgauge sym m etries, which is our focus here,
such a coupling is not inevitable but it is still quite natural; or instance, in m odels of the kind discussed in R1,3,3]
a aton eld couplesin thisway to the right handed neutrino and sneutrino.

A ssum ing that the aton eld nearthe origin indeed hasunsuppressed interactionsw ith one orm ore particle species
having e ective m ass of order j J it willbe in them al equilbrium i the regine 7 3< T . (The upper lin it com es
from the fact that at a given tem perature particles w ith m ass bigger than T becom e too rare too m aintain them al
equilbriim .) The nie tem perature correction to the e ective potential gives the aton an e ective m ass-squared
[}',55] of order (T2 m(z)), which gives the e ective potentiala localm inInum at the origin for T bigger than som e
critical tem perature Tc mo m . (Asusual, mé denotes the e ective zero-tem perature m ass-squared at the
origin, and m denotesthe aton particlkem asswhich is the param eter we nom ally focuson. Recallthat bothm ¢ and
m are oforder 10% to 103G ev )

In addition to the localm ninum at the origin, the e ective potential retains its truem ninum at = M except
at very high tem peratures T > M , but there is no signi cant tunneling between the two [,35].

To sum m arize this discussion, ifthe aton eld hasgravitationalstrength Interactions itsm ass-squared is expected
to be oforder H?. If, on the other hand, it has unsuppressed interactions then it willbe in them alequilbriim in
the regine j §< T and i this regin e there w ill be a necessarily positive m ass-squared of order T ? Mp=H )H 2.
T hese are the m ost in portant possibilities for the e ective m ass-squared but others exist, especially during In ation
where onem ight have a coupling to the in aton eld, say ofthe orm 2 2 (in particular, hybrid in ation R5]m akes
essential use of such a coupling). As in this exam ple, the positivity of the potential tends to require that such a
coupling again gives a positive m asssquared.

D .The cosm ology of eldswith at potentials

In the light of what we have done so far there are the ollow Ing four possbilities for the coan ology ofa eld wih
a atpotential.

() The ed sits at the origin. If the m ninum of the potential is at the origih throughout the history of the
Universe then the eld will sit there apart from themm aland quantum uctuations. In that case it does not undergo
hom ogeneous oscillations in the early Universe, and we are not concemed w ith it here. T will in general have



unsuppressed Interactions (at least if it is not a m odulus) and the corresponding particle species w ill be produced
through particle collisions and decays involving these interactions.

(i) The eld oscillates about the origin. Now suppose that although the m nimum of the low energy e ective
potential is at the origin, the m lnimum in the early Universe is displaced because there is a negative m ass-squared
oforder H?. In that case the eld will start to oscillate about the origin at the epoch H m . The oscillation is
generally short lived, because the particles corresponding to it generally have unsuppressed couplings (except perhaps
or modull). If there is no thermal in ation the oscillation can however lead to viabl baryogenesis through the
A eckD nem echanism RB7].

(iil) Therm alin ation ooccurs. In the two rem aining cases the vev is nonzero, so that we are dealing by de nition
wih a aton eld. Themalin ation, which is the focus of the present paper, occurs ifthe aton eld isheld at zero
In the early Universe by the nite tem perature. It ends when the tem perature 2lls to som e critical value T m
(provided that the zero-tem perature e ective potentialhas no barrier separating the origin from the vev), affer which
the aton eld startsto oscillate about the vev. T he oscillation around the vev m ight persist for a long tin e because
the coupling of aton particles to other light particles is suppressed (Section 2 2, and Section 2.6 below ).

(iv) Flatons not lading to therm al in ation. In the fourth case the aton eld fails to be held at the originh by
the nite tem perature ofthe early Universe. Thisw illoccur ifthe aton has an e ective m ass-squared H? which
prevents it from everbeing near the origin. It w illalso occur w hatever the sign of the m asssquared, if the interaction
ofthe aton eld is suppressed even near the origin. W hen H falls to a value of order the aton massm, the eld
starts to oscillate about the vev, w th an il am plitude of order M . (The initial am plitude is equalto M if the
initial el valie is at the origh. Ifthe el is displaced from the origh by a m asssquared of order H?, its value
istypically oforderM when the eld startsto oscillate.) A s in the previous case the oscillation m ight last for a long
tine.

E.Them oduli potential

W hat we have done so far, Including the summ ary of the last subsection, applies In essence to all aton elds
Incliding any which are m oduli. On the other hand, m oduli do have som e properties which distinguish them from
other scalar elds (hatter elds’) and as a resul the generaldiscussion acquires a som ew hat di erent avour when
applied to them .

The low energy e ective potentialofam odulusvanishesexactly if supersym m etry isunbroken. A fter supersym m etry
breaking its potentialis generally thought tobe at, so that its curvature ¥ ©§72 iseveryw here oforder10? to 10° G &V
(except near points of in exion). Ifa m odulus has a nonzero vev, then aswe discuss In a m om ent its vev is generally
expected to be of order M p;. To a large extent its properties can then be obtained simply by setting M = M p;
In om ulas that apply to atons in general, but there are som e sgoecial features. T hese arise because one is forced
to consider eld variations of order M p;, in contrast w ith m atter elds where one need only consider m uch an aller
variations (typically of order the vev M Mp; fora aton eld which isnot amodulus).

In order to talk about a nonzero vev for any eld there has to be a wellde ned origin, which willbe de ned as a
point which is invardant (* xed’) under the group of sym m etries under which the eld transform s. Form atter elds
this de nes a unigue origin, such that the symm etry group consists of linear operators in eld space. Form oduli the
sym m etries are m ore com plicated, and there are in general an In nie number of xed points with a segparation of
orderM p; (though only a nite number are physically distinct because the sym m etry is a discrete gauge sym m etry).
Ifthevev ofamodulisisata xed point it isnaturalto say that it vanishes, and otherw ise it is naturalto de ne the
vev as the distance to the nearest xed point. T hese are the conventions that we have had in m ind, w ithout explicitly
stating them . T he statem ent that the vev of som e m odulus is of order M p; jist m eans that i is not close to any
particular xed point. A sw ith other elds, a m odulus can have unsuppressed Interactionsw ith other light eldsonly
ifi isclose to a xed point.

E ach ofthe four possbilities for the coan ology ofa aton eld listed in the last subsection exists for a m odulus. If
possbility (i) holds for allm oduli then there isnom oduliproblem . A ssum Ing that this is not the case, ket us look at
the expected form of the e ective potential of a m odulus . For sim plicity we w ill pretend that is real, and take
it to be canonically nom alized. Before supersym m etry breaking is taken into account the potentialV ( ) vanishes.
W ith the breaking taken into account the potential n the true vacuum (the low energy potential) is generally thought
to be of the form

Vtme=Ms4f = m?( 12+ 1e)

Mp; 2

Here the supersym m etry breaking scale M s isrelated to the scalem  1F t010°Gev byM s @mMp )™ 10° to
1011 Gev, and f (x) is a fiinction whose value and low order derivatives are typically of order 1 in the regine k3j< 1.



W e have expanded the potential about itsvev ;. Note that the potentialvanishesin thelm it M 5 ! 0 ofunbroken
supersym m etry, In accordance w ith the fact that we are dealing w ith a m odulus.

In the early Universe there w ill be additional supersym m etry breakmg because of the nonzero energy density ,
leading to an additional contribution to the potential of the form B;4 ,26,20

Veom = 9 = ZH 2)"+ i a7

T he function g (x) has value and low order derivatives of order 1 (m aking 1). Them nimum ofthis potential is
located at a di erent value ,, which isdisplaced from the truevev 1 by a distance (= 1 Mp;.

W e have n m ind the casewhereboth | and , are nonzero (case () of the last subsection) and of orderM p; .
If ,=0but ;6 0 (case (iil)) there is also a m oduli problem , but it m ight be rendered nsolible by dom ain walls
(though In analyzing this possbility w ithin a given m odel one w ill have to rem em ber that the discrete sym m etries
under w hich them oduli transform aregauge symmetries). If ; = Obut , & 0 (case (i) there isnom oduliproblem
if the relevant m oduli have unsuppressed couplings near the origin.

A though Eq. C_IQ‘) is the sin plest possbility for the potential of a m odulus there are others, which could lad to
a vev below the P lanck scale. For exam ple, if supersym m et:cy breakjng is due to hidden sector gaugino condensation
then the m oduli potentialm ight include term s of the orm "3 §* %M /™ where is related to vevs arisihg from
gaugino condensation. T hese temm s still vanish when supersym m etry is unbroken, as is required for a m odulus, but
they m ight generate a vev below the P lanck scale. Forexam plethe GUT H iggs could be a W ilson linem odulus, w ith
a vev of order 10'° G &V generated in this way [_3-61 In considering the m oduli problem we assum e In this paper that
at least som em oduli have a vev of order M p ;.

F.The aton reheat tem perature

Let us quantify the statem ent that the aton eld oscillations in the early Universe last fora long tim e.

The oscillation of a aton eld with vev M has niial am plitude ¢ M . The corresponding energy density is
im? 2, and the number density ofthe aton particles isn im ?%. These particles have no random m otion

because the eld is hom ogeneous, so they constitute m atter as opposed to radiation. If the aton is associated w ith

them al in ation, the oscillation com m ences after them al In ation and inm ediately dom nates the energy density.

If not, the oscillation com m ences at the earlier epoch H m, and may orm ay not com e to dom inate the energy

density.

If the oscillation am plitude decreased lke a =2 , where a is the scale factor of the Universe, then the energy per
com oving volum e of the aton eld would be conserved. In fact, the energy drains away through the interactions of
the aton eld so that the oscillation am plitude decreases faster.

Ifthe oscillation am plitude is su ciently sm alland the interactionsare su ciently weak, each aton particle decays
Independently so that the rate at which the energy drains away is sim ply the particle decay rate . It haspractically

all disappeared soon after the tin e

L L M ? 300Gev °
"3 *10 secs 18)
1011 Ggev m

where we have used Eq. C_l-g:) . Setting this tine equalto H ! and assum ing that the decay products them alize
prom ptly we arrive at an estin ate of the Yeheat tem perature’,
. 10t'Gev m 3

L3¢ Gev 19)
M 300G ev

1
4
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M
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Ip " g

where g 1¢ is the e ective number of speciesat T = Tp 1'_7:

"The Hllow Ing results will be used without comm ent In the text. The entropy density of radiation at tem perature T is
s= (4=3) =T = (2 2=45)g 73 = l:Olgl:4 3=4 , where g (T) is the e ective num ber of particle species in them al equilibrium ,
and = ( 2=30)g T? is the energy density. A s the Universe expands the scale factor a Increases. The energy density in
relativistic particles (radiation) is proportionalto a * and that in non-relativistic particles is proportional to a 3 . In them al
equilbrium the entropy a’s in a com oving volum e is constant and so is g1:3aT . A ccording to the Standard M odel, g1:4 is in the
range 1 to 2 ©rT < 100M &V, and then rises sharply tobecome’ 3, nally rishgto’ 4when T ~ 10°Gev in supersym m etric
extensions of the Standard M odel. W e use the appropriate value in our estim ates.



A shasbeen discussed recently in oonnect:on w ih ord:nary In ation, the assum ption that each aton particle decays
independently need not be correct B7 {.41] (see also [42;3 . Instead, param etric resonance e ects can drain away m uch
of the oscillation energy as soon as the oscillation starts, leaving behind only som e fraction to decay at the singlke
particle decay rate. T he energy drained aw ay goes initially into the creation ofm arginally relativistic scalar particles.
A 11 species are produced which have su cient coupling to the aton, ncluding the aton itself. W e are not aware
of any discussion of the possbility of the production of bosons wih spin 1 or higher through param etric resonance
and i m ay be that this also occurs. Fem ions are not produced in signi cant num ber because of Pauliblocking.) If
nothing happens to the produced scalar particles they w illbecom e non-relativistic after a few Hubble tin es, and are
expected to decay at their oneparticle decay rate-?: If, on the other hand, they them alize then they tum into highly
relativistic radiation.

At the present tine it is not clear whether param etric resonance can really create particles which them alize
successfully. However, it is clear that the aton com ponent of the produced particles cannot them alize because here
one know s that the Interaction is too weak. Furthemm ore, one expects that the energy density ofthe produced atons
will be a signi cant fraction of the total energy density [43 T hus, even if the other produced particles them alize
prom ptly one expects that a signi cant fraction ofnon-them alized energy w ill rem ain, and that a signi cant fraction
of that energy willbe In aton particles.

A ny them alized radiation produced by param etric resonance w ill redshift aw ay, so Independently ofthe details one
expects that a few Hubble tin es after the end oftherm alin ation the energy density is dom inated by non-relativistic
scalar particles, ncluding the atons and perhaps other species. Each species w ill decay at the single-particle decay
rate, so we expect eventually to nd only the longest-lived species, w hich dom nates the energy density until it decays.

For sin plicity we shallassum e in w hat follow s that this species isthe aton itself, and we shallalso ignore the e ect
of any radiation produced by particle decay. Thus we are in e ect assum Ing that soon after them al in ation has
ended, som e fraction of the energy is In non-relativistic aton particles which decay according to the oneparticle
decay rate, w ith the ram ainder in them alized radiation. T his should describe the realsituation at least approxin ately,
provided that any non- aton particles produced decay at least as rapidly as the atons. The in portant special case

= 1 is considered, and the possibility that m ay be very amn all is not discounted. H owever, as as discussed above,
this Jatter case seem s unlikely because one expects that param etric resonance w ill convert a signi cant fraction ofthe
energy density into aton particles which interact too weakly to them alize.

T he upshot of this discussion is that despite the possble occurrence of param etric resonance, one expects that
the eventual reheat tem perature after them alin ation is still the tem perature Tp calculated from the single-particle
decay rate, as given by Eqg. {_l-f_i) . If Tp is Indeed the reheat tem perature, the requirem ent that it be not too low
places strong restrictions on M . In order not to upset nuckosynthesis one m ust have T, ~ 10M eV, which requires
M < 10MGev (akingm < 10°GeV):) However, if R parity is respected as is usually supposed, there is a stabke
LSP which in poses a m uch stronger constraint. Indeed, to bring the LSP into them alequilbrium so that it is not
overproduced (and can naturally have the correct abundance to be the dark m atter), one needs Tp substantially in
excess of the LSP decoupling tem perature which isoforder 1G &V . ThusoneneedsM < 10'2 G eV . Fially, onem ight
w ish to generate baryon num ber through the electrow eak transition which would require T, > 100G &V corresponding
toM < 10'°Gev. I view of the fact that these lin its are perhaps rather conservative (shce one expects to be
signi cantly less than 1, and does not anticipate m as high as 103G eV ) this lJast requirem ent is hardly lkely to be
satis ed, but other baryogenesism echanisn s exist as discussed In f_l-B_:]

®W hen the the particles have becom e non-relativistic one m ight think that param etric resonance w ill recom m ence, since
the wavenum ber of the corresponding scalar eld is negligble com pared w ith is frequency. H owever, the collection of non-—
relativistic particles corresponds to a superposition of alm ost—classical quantum states, not to any one such state, since the
phases of the corresponding elds are uncorrelated, so it is not clear that the param etric resonance form alisn applies. M ore
in portantly, the am plitude of the would-be classical oscillation w ill typically be too sm all for param etric resonance to occur.
W eare Jndebted to A .D .Linde for helpful correspondence about this issue.

°In @1l we estinated M < 10'° GeV . The extra factor 100 cam e from three di erent sources. F irst we used the very naive
estin ate m =M ,cor.respondmgto =2 = 10. Second, we setg “ = 1 where as the true valie is m ore like 10*72. Third,
we rounded up our estin ate of Tp to the nearest power of ten which m eant m ultiplying it by of order 10172, It o happened

that each of these approxin ations went the sam e way to give the factor 100.
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ITII.COSM OLOGY W ITH THERMAL INFLATION

W e now give a system atic account of the history of the early Universe in the case where there is them alin ation.
W e assum e that there is a m oduli problem because this provides the strongest m otivation for them alin ation, and
assum e that at least som e of the m oduli have a vev of order M p;. W e also assum e that any radiation produced
by param etric resonance prom ptly them alizes. W ith these assum ptions there are the follow ng eras which we shall
consider in tum.

1.0 rdinary In ation.
2.M atter dom ination by the hom ogeneous oscillation ofthe In aton (unless full reheating occurs prom ptly) .
3. Full reheating, which leads to radiation dom ination if it occurs before the m oduli start to oscillate.

4. H om ogeneous oscillation of the m oduli, starting at the epoch H m . If reheating has previously occurred
there isnow m atterdom ination by them oduli. Ifit hasnot occurred them oduliand in aton m atter densities are
roughly com parable, and rem ain so until fiill reheating (ofthe in aton m atter). W e assum e that fiill reheating
takes place before the beginning of therm alin ation.

5.Them alin ation.

6.M atter dom Ination by the hom ogeneous oscillation of the aton eld which caused them al in ation (unless
reheating occurs prom ptly) .

7. Fullreheating ofthe aton m atter, leading to radiation dom ination before nuclkosynthesisafterwhich the history
of the Universe is the standard one.

A .Before therm al in ation

O ne expects the Universe to start w ith an era of ordinary In ation I:_Z-%‘,Z-Zj'- w hether or not there is a Jater epoch of
them alin ation. D uring this era, the energy density is dom inated by the potentialV ofthe scalar elds, wih all
exoept the n aton eld (or elds) xed. The in aton eld sow ly ro]Jg d_own the potential, because In its direction
the atness conditions M pV°=V3j 1and ¥®j H?2 are satis ed R223]. W e noted earlier that in the context of
supergraviy the second of these conditions requires cancellations. A hough these m ight be accidental it is attractive
to suppose that they occur by virtue of som e symm etry. O ne suitable symm etry (m ost easily im plem ented in the
context ofhybrid in ation 25]) was suggested in E_Zé,:fl@,{@] and another has been proposed in {46} A third possbility
is to invoke a globalU (1) symm etry as in [47], but this is prob]em aticalbecause the In aton potential vanishes in the
lin it where the symm etry is exact so that the m agnitude of V ? is di cult to oonttol.m

_To avoid generating too m uch large scale an b anisotropy the potential at the end oford:nary In ation m ust satisfy
p41

vt < 10'%Gev 20)

At some gpoch after ordinary in ation Yeheating’ occurs, which by de nition m eans that practically all of the
energy density them alizes (exospt for the contribution ofm oduli). If reheating is prom pt the reheat tem perature is
TR V=g )™ . A naive estin ate of the tin e taken for reheat would be that i is the decay tin e of a single in aton
particle, which typically leads to a m uch lower reheat tem perature. However prom pt conversion of a large fraction
of the energy densiy into m argihally relativistic particles is likely. In the comm only discussed case where in ation
ends w ith the oscillation of a hom ogeneous In aton eld this is expected to occur through the param etric resonance
e ect that we considered already for the case of them alin ation. It is also expected to occur in the case of hybrid
In ation though a quantitative account of this case has not yet been given, and w ill be m ore com plicated because

A n altemative idea E_lé] is to suppose that the potential is exactly at (or at least much atter than that of the in aton

eld) In the direction of at least one eld, say a m odulus, which couples to the in aton. The In aton potential then depends
on the valie of this eld, which will vary from place to place In the Universe allow Ing the possibility that we live In a region
where the in aton potential happens to be su ciently at. But this just pushes back to another level the problem of nding
cancellations which keep the potential at n som e direction.
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spatial gradients are probably in portant from the beginning f_2-§'] A swe discussed earlier thesem arginally relativistic
particlesm ay then them alize prom ptly leading to fiillor partjalreheatjng;f]:

M oduli (m ore precisely, those m oduli if any which are atonswih M Mp ;) are produced both before and after
them alin ation, and we shallcallthe m oduli from these sources respectively big bang m oduliand therm alin ation
m oduli. _

W hen H m the m odulus’ potential is given by Eq. {_1]'), so that is shiffed from its true vacuum value by

0= 2 1 Mpi. 2 will depend on the com position of the Universe and so ¢ will change at any phase
transitions, such as the end of in ation, but willrapidly settle down to itsnew m Ininum as it is critically dam ped.
However, at the epoch H m it starts to oscillate about the m lnimum of its low energy e ective potential, and
after H has fallen signi cantly below m , the oscillations w ill no longer be critically dam ped and so are m uch m ore
dangerous.

During them al In ation H m , so the e ective potential is dom nated by Vipe but Veogn still gives a sm all
contribution, so the position of the m ininum is shifted slightly from the true vacuum value. O versim plifying a bit,
we can estin ate the shift by adding together Vipe and Veogm which gives

1 2 2 2 2
V = —-m + —H + s 21
> ( 1) > ( 2) (21)
1, o 2 2
= -m + —H + 22
> > ( 0) 22)
L o124 gy __HT 2+ 23)
= - m HE
2 m2+ nz °
w here = 1 Is the digplacem ent of from isvev. In the last line isoforder 1, so the m ininum of the

m odulus’ potential is shifted during themm alin ation by an am ount oforder H=m )°M p; [_1-1:]

To estim ate roughly the abundance ofbig bang m oduli, we can assum e that the m odulus eld starts to oscillate
about is vev when H m wih amplitude oforder ; Mp;. The energy density m? 2=2 is of order the
totalenergy density. If reheating has already occurred one can crudely set the radiation energy densiy equalto the
totalenergy densiy which leads to the estin ate

n
- 24)
s 10M

3=
Pl
(In th_Js expression s is the entropy density, and we are using the standard results summ arized in the footnote after
Eqg. C_lS_l') .) If reheating occurs later the m odulienergy density isa xed fraction of the totaluntil reheating, and again
setting the radiation density equalto the totaldensity after reheating one nds

2., 1=2
n_ 702152 @5)
S 10M ;;'m
Tt is described in the Appendix how a m ore sophisticated calculation leads to the sam e resuls.
W e shall assum e that full reheating occurs before the onset of therm al in ation (exoept for the contrbution of
m oduli). T he opposite case w ill be discussed in ﬁ_lg:']
T hese estim ates for the m oduliapply to any aton not giving rise to them alin ation (option (iv) of Section 2 4),
if o isreplaced by M .

B .Them alIn ation

Them al In ation will occur if one orm ore of the aton elds is trapped at the origin in the early Universe. For
the m om ent we suppose that only one is trapped.

1N ote, though, that an extrem ely low fraction of the energy density cannot them alize because them alization requires that
the interaction rate per particle exceeds H . If the decay products are charged under som e gauge sym m etry, this requires
g T > H where isthe gauge coupling. Setting g 1= 10!, one ndsthat it is satis ed only if the fraction is bigger

than V=(10'° Gev)?. T his constraint does not seem to have been noted before in the literature.
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T he trappig m ay hitially be due to a non-them al contribution to the m asssquared such as that of order H 2.
H ow ever if fill reheating occurs before the beginning of therm alin ation then wellw thin a Hubble tin e of the end
of n ation enough entropy to trap the aton at zero w ill have been released even by the single particle decay of the
In aton.

If full reheating is indeed delayed to the epoch when them alin ation begins, the tem perature at that epoch is of

orderg ‘v, ™" M )2 corresponding to

T M
106G ev 100G ev

At the other extrem e where reheating occurs before the m oduli start to oscillate, the tam perature at the begihning
of them al in ation is reduced by a factor M =M p1)'™®. During themal i ation T / exp( Ht) and i ends at
T = Tc¢ m,sothereareatmostoforder%h(qu) 10 efolds ofthem alin ation. Thiswillnot much a ect the
cogan ologicaldensity perturbation generated about 50 e-folds before the beginning of ordinary In ation, though there
m ight be a slight change In the spectral ndex.

(6)

C .Entropy production after therm alin ation

A fter themm al in ation ends, relic radiation from the st hot big bang playsno further role. The aton eld now
starts to oscillate around its vev w ith niial am plitude M , corresponding to non-relativistic atons m atter) which
dom inate the energy density.

The decay ofthe aton eld generatesentropy. Ifthere isno param etric resonance the entropy per com oving volum e
Increases linearly from the end ofthem alin ation untilthe aton decays, lrading to an increase in the entropy by a
factor

4V0=3TD VO
@ 2=45)g (Tc)TZ  75Tp T

Now suppose instead that there is param etric resonance w hich prom ptly themm alizes a substantial fraction of the
energy density, leaving a fraction in the atons. Thisw ill increase the entropy by a factor

@7
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T he radiation energy density m ay niially dom inate, but we assum e that it falls below that of the residual atons
befre the epoch Tp . The entropy release from the decay of these atons is signi cant only during the era Tp <
T < (T2Teq)'™ R3] =0 i is a good approxin ation to regard this entropy release as suddenly occurring at the epoch
T T . It ncreases the entropy by a further factor

1=4

b 1 =3t % 30)

g Ter)=t@  Fv,t 3@ Do
16 M 7 Gev m 3 Vo 0 1)

100G ev Tp 300G &V m2M 2
T he total entropy increase is
%
PR D TDTS (32)
1455 M P Gev  m 7 300Gev Vo 3
100G ev Tp Tc m m2M 2

Eqg. C_?:(_]') is only supposed to apply if i gives a value p bigger than 1, which fails to be true in the anall
regine < Tp=V, . This is the regin e in which the aton oscillation fails to dom nate the energy density before i
disappearsattheepoch T = Tp . In &  ispractically equalto 1,and = pr hasthe -independent value given
by Eq. £8).

W e shall not consider the case where param etric resonance creates radiation which fails to them alize, and hence
quickly reverts to m atter in the form ofhom ogeneously oscillating scalar elds.
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D .Solving the m oduli problem w ith single therm alin ation

In order not to upset nuclkosynthesis, the m oduli abundance n =s must be less than 10 '? to 10 *® when nucle—
osynthesis begins §9]. Let us see what is required to satisfy thisbound, rst fr the big bang m oduli and then for
the m oduli produced after them alin ation.

W e can assum e that the aton oscillation com es to dom inate the energy density, because the assum ption can be
shown to be valid in the regim e of param eter space satisfying the nuclosynthesis bound on the m oduli abundance
and to lead to an overestin ate of the m oduli abundance outside this regine. As a result we can use Eq. (32:), and
combining t wih Eqg. (25 ) one nds that the abundance ofbig bang m oduli affer therm alin ation is

2 1=2 2 1=2 3
o oHg 8 gHg TpT¢ 34)
s 3=2 3=2
0m M m VoM o,
El L
1016 10?Gev 2 1 MpHR Z Tp
M m M Gev
Te ° 0 m 7 m?2M? 35)
m Mp; 300G ev Vo

In these HmulasHy isto be considered asbeing in the rangem M =M 1) < Hr <m . The ower lin it com es from
our assum ption that full reheating affer ordinary in ation occursbefore the beginning oftherm alin ation, and ifH g
actually exceeds the upper lin it the above form ulas give the correct result when it is set equalto this 1im it.

To analyze these constraints, assum e rst that T, ~ 1G eV as is required if the LSP is stable, and recall that this
mpliesM < 102Gev, from Eq. {19). In Eq. (35), the round brackets in the second line are allof order unity, so we
see that the big bang m odulim ay be su ciently dilited ©orM aslow as 10 ° G &V, though this requires all param eters
to be pushed to the Ilin it and a m ore reasonable estin ate of the lower lin it m ight be 10** GeV . Now assum e only
that T, > 10M eV, as required by nuclkosynthesis, which impliesM < 10'¥ GeV. Then we see that unlss is very
an all it should be possble to solve the m oduli problem , w ith no signi cant additional constraint on M .

Now consider the m oduli produced after themrm alin ation. From Eq. @-g:), the m inim um of the potential during

therm al in ation is displaced from its true vacuum m ininum by an am ount Vo=m ?M 2)) o. The dynam ics
at the end of them al In ation will be com plicated but one would expect to generate a m oduli num ber density
n m 2= $V@#=2m *M | at the end of them al in ation. Therefore the abundance of them al in ation
m oduli is expected to be
2¢7 2 30 4 2
n Vy=2m > M VoT
i 0Y0 913:4 0 30 D4 36)
S g Tpr)™1 @ ?)=4Vo D 3m My,
2
jo1ss M 1 Tp
1012Gev Gev
o ° 300Gev Vo
2 (37)
Mp: m m4M 2

Bearing in m ind the relation between Tp and M , we see that the abundance of them alm oduli does not im pose a
signi cant additional constraint.
M oduliw ill be produced in the aton’s decay w ith abundance
n 1 n
- (38)
s s

Sincethe aton energy density ismn  and we are assum ing that it allthem alizes, n =s isoforder Tp =m and therefore

n 1016 Gev ) m 2 39)
S Tp m3=8 M2 ~ 300Gev

which isprobably su clently sn all

Finally we consider the possbl them al creation of gravitinos, m oduli and m odulinos after them al iIn ation.
G ravitinos, or which the m ost detailed calculations exist, appear to be created In a cosn ologically safe abundance
provided that the m axinum tem perature is less than [_5@] 10°G eV, and a sin ilar result presum ably holds for m oduli
and m odulini since In all cases the Interaction w ith other particles is of gravitational strength. Thisbound is satis ed
after them alin ation even in the extrem e case where m ost of the energy density them alizes In m ediately.
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E .Double Therm alIn ation

So farwe assum ed that only one aton eld givesthem alin ation, or In otherwords that only one aton eld has
a them alm ass—squared which traps it at the origin In the early Universe. Iftwo orm ore aton eldsare trapped the
situation is in generalm uch m ore com plicated, but it sim pli es considerably if the elds do not interact signi cantly.
W e treat this sin ple situation now, leaving the case of interacting elds to future pub]JcatJons tl2,:13] Thus we
considertwo aton elds ; and ;, and assum e that each of their potentials is of the form Eqg. 62),

V(i 2)=Vi+V, mij:f mij.F (40)

T he higher order tem s stabilize the eldsat ;= M ;, and the constants V; and V, are the values of the separate
potentials at the origin, with V;  m?M ?. The critical tem peratures at which the elds rollaway from zero are Tc,
and we take Tc1 > Tcz. W hen the tem perature dropsbelow Tcp, 1 willrollaway from zero.

If param etric resonance does not produce signi cant them alization, the second eld now also rolls away prom ptly
and the situation is not substantially di erent from the case of them alin ation. If on the other hand a signi cant
fraction of the energy density is themm alized by param etric resonance, the tem perature w ill be raised su ciently to
trap the second eld before it has a chance to rollaw ay, leading to a second epoch oftherm alin ation driven by the
potential

V=V, mij,f+ ::: 41)

The residual atons keft after param etric resonance from the rst epoch ofthem alin ation m ay be troublesom e if
they do not decay before nuckosynthesis. T heir abundance evaluated after the second epoch ofthem alin ation is

1=4
n 1Vi=m 1 20 1V1 Tp ZTC32 (42)
4., 34
S g Tpr1)™4V; 2 2m V2
1 2
1g14s M, 2 10 Gev 1 Tpo
1014 Gev M, 2 Gev
1Y !
Tez © m, F v omiMS @3)
m 300G ev m? M7 Vs

T hus, a second epoch ofthem alin ation m ay signi cantly dilute the residual atons from a rst epoch, which could
rem ove the restriction M ; < 10'¥GeV which is otherw ise dem anded by nuclkosynthesis. Conceivably one m ay in
thisway m ake them alin ation viablewih a GUT Higgs eld oreven with a m odulus, though m ore investigation is
needed to see whether this is a realpossibility.

Henceforth we willassum e that M ; is su ciently anallto allow 1 to decay before nuclkosynthesis, which allow s
us to take M , an allenough to have a com fortably high nalreheat tem perature.

F.Solving the m oduli problem w ith double therm alin ation

. L. . . . . 3=2 1=2
For sin plicity we take the abundance ofbig bang m odulibefore them alin ation toben =s 01 %M p1

and assum e that param etric resonance leads to e ectively com plete reheating so that '’ 0. T hese assum ptions lead
to the m axim um possible m oduli abundance. Each epoch of therm alin ation then increases the entropy by a factor

i pri V[ '=25T2,. Therefore the abundance ofbig bang m oduli after double them alin ation is

2 2m3 m3
n 0 60 §T¢,Te, @a4)
1=2 3=2 1=2_,3=4_ 3=4 _ 3=2
s 10m 1 oM P1 m Vl V2 M P1
3 3
L0175 108%Gev 7 10°Gev 7 Tey ° Tes
M. M, m m
2 5 2y 2 7 2y 2 7
0 m 2 m°M7 m°M J 45)
Mp1 300G ev V1 Vo

T he abundance of thermm al iIn ation m oduli produced at the end of the rst epoch of them alin ation evaliated
after the second epoch oftherm alin ation is
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T he abundance of therm alin ation m oduli produced at the end of the second epoch of therm alin ation is
n 2v2=om3M 2, A as)
T = 3 4
S g (TPR2)1=4V23 ! 8m =M )
M : ? 300G6ev v, °
€
0 —2 ° = 49)
1010Gev Mp; m m-M 3

W e see that two Independent bouts of them alin ation can solve the m oduliproblem for a wide range of the vevs,
even if param etric resonance is extrem ely e cient.

G . Topological defects

W eend thispaperw ith a briefdiscussion ofthe coan ologicalproduction oftopologicaldefects, nam ely w alls, strings,
m onopoles and textures.

Each type of topological defect is associated with a scalar eld (In generalm ulti-com ponent) w ih nonzero vev.
Am ong several possibilities, we consider here only two cases. The 1rst is that the vev belongs to a GUT higgs
potential, and that it has the non- at form usually considered. T he second is that the vev belongsto a at potential.

Fora GUT higgsw ith the standard non- at potential the tem perature affer in ation is never high enough for the
defects to form by the usualK bble m echanisn BZ’:BI{] (W e are not of course concemed w ith any defects form ing
before ordinary in ation since they have been dilited away.) They can only form near or at the end of ordinary
In ation, and even that requires that the bound Eq. (20) on the in ationary potential is saturated [26.]

Consider rst m onopoles, using the standard resuls II_B%] T he abundance of m onopoles, after som e Initial annihi-
lation, settles down soon after the GUT transition to a valie n=s 101% . The strongest bound on their present
abundance com es from baryon decay catalysis in neutron stars, which requires n=s < 10 37 . T hus the entropy must
increase by a factor 10?7 between the end of ordinary in ation and the present. Ifreheatmg after ordinary in ation
is prom pt, the factor is the one arisihg from them alin ation. W e see from Eqg. 33) that a single bout of them al
In ation isprobably Insu cient, but two bouts could be enough. A fematively, if reheating affer ordinary In ation is
Iong delayed this gives an additional increase o 13° G eV =Tg , which could be enough to m ake jist one bout of
them alin ation viable.

D egpending on the GUT symm etry, gauge stringsm ight also be produced, w hich would be coan ologically signi cant
perhaps providing candidates for the origin of large scale structure. On coan ological scales their evolution is not
a ected by therm alin ation because their spacing is outside the horizon during that epoch. (T his is jist the statem ent
that there arem uch lessthan 50 e-foldsofthermm alin ation.) T he sam e applies to other defect netw orks form ed before
them alin ation (globaldom ain walls, m onopoles, strings or textures).

Consider now defects associated with a at potential. They form if at allat the end ofthem alin ation. C onsider

rst the case of Z,, symmetry (Sections 2.1 and 2.3). A discrete symm etry used to be regarded as problem atical
for coan ology, because when it is spontaneously broken it seem s to lead to cosm ologically forbidden dom ain walls.
H ow ever, ifthe sym m etry is also explicitly broken, asw ill typically be the case for the aton potential, there need be
no problem because walls do not necessarily form and if they do form they do not necessarily survive (pecause the
vacua on either side ofa wallm ay have di erent energy density) . If, on the other hand, it is exact i w illprobably be
a discrete gauge symm etry which again avoids the dom ain wallproblem because there is only one physical vacuum .

If there is a globalU (1) symm etry, strings can form at the end of them al in ation w ith the strings later pined
by walls if the sym m etry is approxin ate. An exam ple of this m ight be Peccei) uinn sym m etry [_12] Local strings
form ing at the end of them al In ation would have too little energy to be coan ologically signi cant. Finally, if the

aton eld giving rise to them alin ation has two orm ore com ponents as in Section 3.5 then m onopoles or textures
m ight form at the end of them alin ation but we have not considered this case.
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Iv.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Flatons are scalar elds with massesm of order 10? to 103G eV and vacuum expectation valies M m . They
arise naturally in supersym m etric theories and indeed it is not unreasonable to suppose that they are the only source
of vevs In this range (in the cbservable sector). Flatons with M > 10'¥ G eV are cosm ologically dangerous, and in
particularm oduliw ith M Mp ; are overproduced by twenty orders ofm agnitude in the standard cosm ology, which is
the wellknown P olonyi/m oduliproblem . In this paper we have explained how the problem m ay be solved by atons
with sm aller vevs, n the range 10°Gev < M < 10'3GeV that is theoretically very natural or atons other than
m oduli.

Such atons sole the m oduli problem by generating an era of them alin ation. Them al in ation occurs when
the aton isheld at zero by themm ale ects, and i typically lasts for about 10 e-folds and occurs at a very low energy
scale. T hese properties are precisely what is required to su ciently dilute them oduliproduced before them alin ation
w ithout a ecting the density perturbation produced during ordinary in ation (10 e-folds), while not regenerating them
again afterwards (low energy scale). D etailed calculations show that a single epoch of them al in ation driven by a

aton whose vev is w ithin one or two orders of m agnitude of 102 G eV can solve the m oduli problem , though the
constraints are quite tight.

It is easier r them alin ation to rescue atonswith vev’sM > 10'*GeV (in particular, m oduliw ith M Mp1)
if the latter do not them selves give rise to them al In ation. Rem arkably, segregation of atons into a class which
them ally in ate and have am allvevs, and a class which do not and have large vevs is exactly what one expects from
a theoretical view point. The larger the vev ofa aton, the less lkely it is to be trapped at the origin in the early
Universe, because the nite tem perature contrbution to the e ective potential becom es Ine ective at eld values
bigger than the tem perature.

T here are several aspects of coan ology which we have not addressed in the present paper, notably axion cosm ology
and baryogenesis which w ill be the sub jcts of regpectively flzl;'la" Let us close by brie y discussing the latter topic.
A s successfulthem alin ation su ciently dilutes any preexisting m oduli it w ill also dilute any pre-existing baryon
num ber to negligble am ounts. However, as w ill be discussed In Q3 there are several possibilities for baryogenesis
within the context of themm al n ation itself. O ne especially prom ising m echanisn can occur if the aton which
gives rise to them al in ation also generates the m ass of a right-handed neutrino. A Jlepton asymm etry can then
be generated after them al in ation. The partial reheat tem perature after them al in ation can be high enough
to restore the electroweak symm etry, and so this lepton asymm etry can be converted into a baryon asymm etry by
non-perturbative electroweak e ects H1].

APPEND IX

To arrive at am ore sophJsthated estin ate of the m oduliabundance we solve the equation ofm otion ofthem odulus
in the potentialEq. CZZ), which is

+3H —+m? + HZ?( =0 (50)

wherewetake H = p=twih p= 1=2 for radiation dom ination and p = 2=3 form atter dom ination. O ne would expect
1. An estimate of ( can be obtained by taking the distance between the selfdual points of the target space

m odular symm etry SL (2,Z) l52] using the usual orbifold K ahler m etric for the m oduli. T his gives (2) 0d. In this
case one can easily check that our approxin ation ofneglecting the contrbution ofthe m odulito the energy density of

the U niverse before the asym ptotic solution is attained is consistent. W lerapJ;d]y settle to = gowhenH m ,
and so we take 0)= o,and — ()= 0.W ih these initial conditions, Eqg. (‘,_SQ:) has the solution
3p 1
1 2
_ 2
= P o — s; m v (51)
m t
wheres , isaLommelfinction, = 3( p)=2and ?= F+ Bp 1F=4.At latetines
p = 1+ 1+ H ¢ 2 3p)
0 2 .
= = + — — — sh m t+ —— 52
2 2 2 2 2 m 4 ©2)
T he coe cient hasa weak dependence on  and p, and for 1 and p= 1=2 or 2=3 we get to a good approxin ation
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m|}6’

4 H .
z 0 — sm m t+
3 m

T herefore the m oduli abundance is given by
3(2p 1)
2

2
o 0
s 1

10m -

Setting p= 1=2 givesEq. {_2-4) and settingp= 2=3 giveskEq. (2_‘)
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