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In supersym m etric theoriesa �eld can develop a vacuum expectation value M � 10
3
G eV ,even

though its m ass m is oforder 10
2
to 10

3
G eV . The �nite tem perature in the early Universe can

hold such a �eld atzero,corresponding to a false vacuum with energy density V0 � m
2
M

2
.W hen

the tem perature falls below V
1=4

0
, the therm alenergy density becom es negligible and an era of

therm alin
ation begins. It ends when the �eld rolls away from zero at a tem perature oforder

m ,corresponding to oforder10 e-folds ofin
ation which does nota�ect the density perturbation

generated during ordinary in
ation. Therm alin
ation can solve the Polonyi/m oduliproblem ifM

iswithin one ortwo ordersofm agnitude of10
12
G eV .

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

There isatpresenta ‘standard m odel’ofthe Universe before nucleosynthesis,which isdescribed in m any reviews

and severaltextbooks.Accordingto thism odel,an early eraofin
ation setstheinitialconditionsfora HotBigBang,

which startsfarabove the criticaltem perature forthe electroweak transition (T ’ 100G eV)and continueswithout

interruption untilthe presentm atterdom inated era begins.

This picture is pleasingly sim ple,but it is by no m eans m andatory in the context ofcurrentthinking about the

fundam entalinteractionsbeyond the Standard M odel. To be precise,itwillnotbe valid ifone orm ore scalar�elds

have a su�ciently large vev (vacuum expectation value) while at the sam e tim e having an alm ost 
at potential.

The reason isthatthe particlespeciescorresponding to the oscillation around such a vev istypically both abundant

and long lived,which m odi�esthe sim ple picture in a signi�cantand som etim esdisasterousway. Extending an old

term inology [1],weshallcalla scalar�eld with a largevev and a 
atpotentiala ‘
aton �eld’,orsim ply a ‘
aton’.1

Although 
aton �eldsareby no m eansinevitable,they arenaturalin thecontextofm odern particletheory and in

ouropinion theirpossible cosm ologicalconsequencesshould be taken very seriously.Som e aspectsofthe cosm ology

of
aton �eldsarealready wellknown [1,3{10],and in a recentnote[11]wedrew attention to a new featurewhich we

term ed ‘therm alin
ation’.Thepresentpaper,along with two m orein preparation [12,13],aim sto givea system atic

accountofthe subject.

Let us begin by being m ore precise aboutwhat is m eant by a ‘large’vev,and a potentialwhich is ‘alm ost
at’.

Theseterm sarede�ned with respectto theenergy scale102 to103 G eV,which isthescaleofsupersym m etry breaking

asde�ned by the m assesofthe supersym m etric partnersofknown particles[14]. The vev isde�ned asthe position

ofthem inim um ofthepotential,and a ‘large’vev M isonesatisfying M � 103 G eV.An ‘alm ost
at’potentialV is

onewhosecurvaturejV 00j1=2 isoforder102 to 103 G eV (exceptnearany pointsofin
exion)outto �eld valuesm uch

biggerthan 103 G eV,and ifthe�eld hasa largevev thisissupposed to betrueoutto atleastthevev.Foran alm ost


atpotentialthe particle m assm istherefore oforder102 to 103 G eV. From now on we drop the quali�er‘alm ost’,

referring sim ply to a 
atpotential.

The m ost widely discussed 
aton candidates are the m odulioccurring in superstring theory. The potentialof

a m odulus is indeed 
at,and ifits vev is nonzero it is typically oforder the Planck scale M Pl = (8�G )�1=2 =

2:4� 1018 G eV.A m oduluswith such a vev2 isknown to befatalto thestandard cosm ology sincethecorresponding

particlesare very abundantand do notdecay before nucleosynthesis[2,16{20]. Aswe shallsee,the failure to decay

1
Note the etym ology. The term ‘
aton’refers to the 
at potential,notto in
ation. Conversely,the fam iliar word ‘in
aton’

refers to the �eld which is slowly rolling during in
ation. W e shallalso use the term ‘
aton’to denote the particle species

corresponding to a 
aton �eld.
2
A �eld with thesepropertiesoccurred in the�rstexam ple[15]ofa nonrenorm alizablesupersym m etry-breakinghidden sector,

which contained a single com plex �eld. Itwas called the Polonyi�eld,and the associated problem [2]wascalled the Polonyi

problem .M ostofwhatwe say concerning the m oduliappliesto any specieswith these properties.
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before nucleosynthesisislikely to persistforany 
aton with a vev exceeding 1014 G eV,m aking allsuch 
atonsfatal

to the standard cosm ology [7].

M oduliare by no m eansthe only 
aton candidates. O n the contrary,any �eld (in the observable sector)with a

vev m uch biggerthan 103 G eV islikely to have a 
atpotential,and so to be a 
aton. The reason,aswe discussin

detailbelow,is that it is naturalto construct allavailable m ass scales from just the two basic scales m and M Pl.

Apartfrom the m oduli,the m ostfam iliarexam plesof�eldswith nonzero vevsare those which are charged undera

continuoussym m etry,the vev then indicating a spontaneousbreakdown ofthe sym m etry. Ifthe sym m etry islocal

then the�eld isby de�nition a higgs�eld,and presum ably theexam plesofthistypeoccurring in nature(apartfrom

the higgs�eldsbreaking electroweak sym m etry)are the higgs�eldsbreaking the G UT sym m etry,whose vevsareof

order1016 G eV.Alternatively the sym m etry could be global,a likely candidate forthiscase being the Peccei-Q uinn

�eld with a vev perhapsoforder1011 G eV. O n the otherhand,itm akesperfectsense fora �eld to have a nonzero

vev even ifitisnotcharged underany continuoussym m etry. Forexam ple,a right-handed neutrino m assm ightbe

generated by a vev,withoutlepton num berbeing a good sym m etry [21,13].

Asm entioned already,m oduliaswellasany other
atonswith a vev biggerthan 1014 G eV arefatalto thestandard

cosm ology.How areweto solvethis‘m oduliproblem ’ifitexists?

The usualrecipe for getting rid ofunwanted relics in cosm ology is to invoke an early epoch ofin
ation,lasting

atleast50 to 60 Hubble tim es orso. Such an era isalso desirable forotherreasons[22,23],one ofwhich isthatit

can generate an adiabatic density perturbation ofthe rightm agnitude to explain the cosm ic m icrowavebackground

anisotropy and large scale structure. To do this the potentialatthe end ofin
ation m ustsatisfy V 1=4 <
� 1016 G eV

[24],and the lowestvalueofV 1=4 thathasbeen proposed in a plausible m odelisV 1=4 � 1012 G eV [25,26].

In
ation at such a high scale does not solve the m oduliproblem ,because although it su�ciently dilutes m oduli

presentbefore in
ation they are regenerated with an unacceptable abundance afterwards. W e show in [11],and in

m uch m oredetailbelow,thatto avoid excessiveregeneration onerequires

V
1

4 <
� 107 to108 G eV

�
G eV

TR

� 1

4

(1)

whereTR isthe reheattem perature.An era ofin
ation atsuch a low energy scaleseem sim possibleto realizein the

contextofsensible particle physics,ifitisrequired also to produce the cosm ologicaldensity perturbation. Randall

and Thom as[18]thereforesuggested thatthedensity perturbation isproduced by an eraofin
ation attheusualhigh

energy scale,while a second era ofin
ation ata low energy scalesolvesthe m oduliproblem .However,even without

theconstraintofproducingthedensity perturbation itisdi�cultto constructa m odelofin
ation givinga su�ciently

low energy scale,within the usualparadigm where there isan in
aton �eld rolling slowly down the potential. The

reason stem s from the factthata necessary condition for slow rollis thatthe in
aton m ass (orm ore precisely the

curvature jV 00j1=2 evaluated while the �eld isrolling)be m uch lessthan the Hubble param eterH ’ V 1=2=M Pl. The

bound displayed in Eq.(1)correspondsto a very low m ass<� 10M eV.

Thecentralpurposeofthispaperisto explorethefactthata 
aton �eld can lead to a com pletely di�erenttypeof

in
ation,called therm alin
ation [11],which can solvethem oduliproblem providedthatthevevM iswithin oneortwo

ordersofm agnitudeof1012 G eV.During therm alin
ation the 
aton �eld isheld atthe origin by �nite tem perature

e�ectsso thatno �eld isrolling.The potentialduring therm alin
ation isthe value V 0 ofthe 
aton potentialatthe

origin,which isoforderm 2M 2.W ith M � 1012 G eV thisgivesV
1=4

0 � 107 G eV which can satisfy Eq.(1).Therm al

in
ation starts when the therm alenergy density falls below V0 which corresponds to a tem perature roughly V
1=4

0 ,

and itendswhen the �nite tem peraturebecom esine�ective ata tem peratureoforderm ,so thenum berofe-foldsis
1

2
ln(M =m )� 10.Itturnsoutthatthiscan su�ciently dilute them oduliexisting beforetherm alin
ation (especially

ifreheating aftertherm alin
ation isdelayed)and itwillnotinterferewith thedensity perturbation generated during

ordinary in
ation. There is also the intriguing possibility thattwo orm ore bouts oftherm alin
ation can occurin

quick succession,allowing an even m oree�cientsolution ofthe m oduliproblem .

The present paper and its two successors are com plem entary to recent papers by Dine, Randalland Thom as

[20,27]. The latterfocus on �elds with a 
atpotentialbut zero vev. These �eldstoo are liable to be oscillating in

theearly Universeand ifthey carry nonzero lepton orbaryon num berthey can lead to baryogenesis(theA�eck-Dine

m echanism ).Howeverbaryogenesisin thisway worksonly ifthereisno therm alin
ation,and thatin turn isa viable

possibility only ifthereisno m oduliproblem .Thetwo setsofpapersthereforerepresentm utually exclusivescenarios

forthe early Universe,and only tim e willtellwhich ifeitheriscorrect.

The restofthispaperisdivided into two m ain sectionsplusa concluding one.In Section 2 we study the e�ective

potentialexpected for
atons,both in the early Universeand in the presentera when itreducesto the ordinary low

energy e�ectivepotential.Specialattention ispaid to thecaseofm oduli,which isdi�erentfrom thatofother
atons

because the m odulipotentialvanishesifsupersym m etry isunbroken. The 
aton decay rate isalso estim ated. The
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reheatprocessforhom ogeneous
aton oscillationsisconsidered,taking accountofpossibleparam etricresonance.In

Section 3 a system aticaccountisgiven ofthehistory oftheUniverse,assum ingthattherm alin
ation occursand that

thereisa m oduliproblem .Theconcluding section sum m arizestheresults,and pointsto futuredirectionsofresearch.

II.FLA T P O T EN T IA LS A N D FLA T O N S

In a generic supersym m etric gauge theory there willbe a large num berofdirectionsin the space ofthe com plex

scalar�elds3 in which the potentialV isexactly 
at,before supersym m etry breaking and non-renorm alizableterm s

are taken into account. (This is true,for exam ple,in the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel.) After these

e�ects are taken into accountthe potentialis stillalm ost
at,in the sense thatthe energy scale jV 00j1=2 specifying

the curvature ofthe potentialis only oforder102 to 103 G eV,outto �eld valuesm any ordersofm agnitude bigger

than thisscale.In thispaperweareinterested in 
aton �elds,which by de�nition correspond to 
atdirectionswith a

nonzerovev.Thecentralthem eofthispaperisthat
aton �eldsarecosm ologically signi�cant,becausethey typically

lead to therm alin
ation,and becausethey in any caseoscillatehom ogeneously untila relatively late epoch.

A �eld with a nonzero vev isby de�nition eithera higgs�eld ora gauge singlet. W e willfocuson the lattercase

in this paper,since a straightforward interpretation ofthe data indicate that the vev ofthe G UT higgs �eld is of

order1016 G eV which istoo high to giveviabletherm alin
ation.Note,though,thatin som eG UT m odelsthereare

additionalhiggs�eldswith m uch sm allervevs[28].

Thecosm ology ofa given 
aton �eld islargely determ ined by theform ofitse�ectivepotential.O neneedsto know

both the low energy e�ective potentialwhich is relevantatthe presentera,and the e�ective potentialin the early

Universe.Also,since the case ofm oduliissom ewhatdi�erentfrom thatof
atonsin generalwe treatthe m oduliin

a separatesubsection afterthe generaldiscussion.

A .T he low energy e�ective potential

Considera com plex 
aton �eld �.In thelim itwherethepotentialisabsolutely 
atthereisa globalU (1)sym m etry

under the transform ation � ! ei��,with an arbitrary choice for the origin of�. In the fulltheory this sym m etry

m ay survive for one choice ofthe origin,at least to a good approxim ation,or it m ay be so badly broken as to be

unrecognizable.

G lobalU (1)sym m etry

W e begin by considering the case where the sym m etry survives. Extensions ofthe Standard M odelcan indeed

contain spontaneously broken globalU (1) sym m etries, a wellknown exam ple being the Peccei-Q uinn sym m etry

associated with the axion [29,22,23,30,31]. W e initially suppose that the U (1) sym m etry is exact. The potential

then dependson � only through j�j,and assum ing an e�ective theory thatisvalid rightup to the Planck scale,the

potentialin the 
atdirection istypically ofthe form

V = V0 � m
2
0j�j

2 +

1X

n= 1

�nM
�2n

Pl
j�j2n+ 4 (2)

The j�j2 term com es from soft supersym m etry breaking,which m eans that m 0 � 102 to 103 G eV,and the higher

orderterm s are non-renorm alizable term s. The dim ensionless couplings �n are atm ost oforder1,ifthe theory is

indeed valid up to the Planck scale.

Thecrucialfeatureofthispotential,which distinguishesitfrom thepotentialofa generic�eld and m akesit
at,is

theabsenceofa term �j�j4 with � � 1.Such a term can beforbidden by discreteorcontinuousgaugesym m etries,in

com bination with supersym m etry.Supersym m etry breaking then generatesa �j�j4 term with a suppressed coupling

3
Each scalar �eld is com plex in supersym m etric theories because supersym m etry relates it to the two degrees offreedom

associated with a left-orright-handed spin-half�eld.In thispaperwe are assum ing thatthe �eldsare canonically norm alized

in theregim eofinterest.(O necannotin generalcanonically norm alizethe�eldsexactly overan extended region of�eld space.)

3



� � (m0=M Pl)
2.Such a term isnegligiblefor
aton �eldswhich arenotm oduliand wehavelostnothing by om itting

itfrom Eq.(2).(The caseofm oduliwillbe discussed in a m om ent,and in m oredetailin Section 2.5.)

Asthe notation suggests,we have in m ind the case where the m ass-squared atthe origin,� m20,isnegative.This

m eansthatthevev ofj�jdoesnotvanish butratherhasa valueM � m 0.To estim ateM ,suppose�rstthatallofthe

�’sareofthesam eorder.Then asoneincreasesj�j,thej�j6 term com esin �rst,leadingtoM = (3�1)
�1=4 m

1=2

0 M
1=2

Pl
�

�
�1=4

1 � 1010 to 1011 G eV.Now supposeinstead thatthisterm isnegligible,so thatthej�j8 term com esin �rst.Then

M = (4�2)
�1=6 m

1=3

0 M
2=3

Pl
� �2

�1=6
� 1013G eV.Ifm oreterm sareabsentthevevwillberaised furthersothepredicted

range is M >
� 1010 G eV. In the entire regim e j�j<� M the curvature jV 00j1=2 ofthe potentialis only oforder m 0,

which isoforder102 to 103 G eV. In particularthe m assm ofthe 
aton particle isofthisorder,and from now on

weshallgenerally useitinstead ofm 0 when writing down orderofm agnitudeestim ates.Therequirem entV (M )= 0

givesV0 � m2M 2,corresponding to

 

V
1=4

0

106 G eV

!

�

�
M

1010 G eV

� 1=2

(3)

Ifthe nth term dom inatesin Eq.(2),then4

m
2 = 2(n + 1)m 2

0 (4)

M
2n+ 2

M
�2n

Pl
= [2(n + 1)(n + 2)�n]

�1
m

2 (5)

V0 = [2(n + 2)]�1 m 2
M

2 (6)

Rather than the non-renorm alizable term s being suppressed by the Planck scale, they m ight be generated by

integrating outparticleswith G UT scalem assesand so instead besuppressed by M G U T ’ 2� 1016 G eV.Thiswould

correspond to taking �n <� (M Pl=M G U T )
2n and would givethe som ewhatlooserlowerbound

M >
� 109 G eV (7)

W e noted a m om ent ago that in Eq.(2) the j�j4 term has a coupling � � (m =M Pl)
2 which is m any orders of

m agnitude lessthan 1.Itm ay happen thatthe sam e istrue ofone orm ore furtherterm s.Butfora 
aton which is

nota m odulusoneexpectsto �nd,atnottoo high order,a term whosecoupling �n isnotm any ordersofm agnitude

less than 1. As a result,one expects the vev of
aton which is not a m odulus to be severalorders ofm agnitude

below M Pl.By contrastone expectsfora m odulusthatallcouplingsare strongly suppressed,because the potential

ofa m odulusvanishesexactly when supersym m etry isunbroken.A naturalorderofm agnitudeforthecouplingsofa

m odulusis(m =M Pl)
2 m aking the vev oforderM Pl,though there are otherpossibilities. W e shalldiscussm oduliin

m oredetailin Section 2.5.

The 
at potential Eq. (2) is not at all what cosm ologists generally assum e when they consider spontaneous

sym m etry-breaking in the early Universe. Rather they assum e,as for instance in the textbooks [22,23,32]and the

reviews[29,33]thatthe potentialislike the Standard M odelhiggs’potential5

V = �(j�j2 � M
2)2 (8)

with � � 1. Forthe Standard M odelhiggs,whose vev isoforder102 G eV,thispotentialisindeed naturalfrom the

viewpointofsupergravity;itsim ply correspondsto a non-
atdirection,in which thereisa �j�j4 term .Butwhen M

ism uch biggerthan m itbecom esfarlessnatural,and in ourview Eq.(2)ratherthan Eq.(8)should beregarded as

the ‘default’case.

So far we have taken the U (1) sym m etry to be exact,so that the goldstone boson corresponding to the angular

direction ism assless.Ifthe sym m etry isbroken the goldstone boson willacquire a m ass.Thism assisby de�nition

m uch less than that ofthe 
aton ifthe sym m etry is only slightly broken. O n the other hand,as we now discuss

the sym m etry m ay be strongly broken which m eansthatthe would-be goldstone boson becom esjustanother
aton

particle.

4The m ass-squared ofthe 
aton particle is 1

2
V

00(M ) because the canonically norm alized com plex �eld j�jis related to the

canonically norm alized real
aton particle �eld �� by j�j= M + ��=
p
2.

5
In the case ofthe Standard M odel� isa doubletand the sym m etry isSU (2)butthisisan irrelevantcom plication forour

purpose.
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No U (1)sym m etry

Asa sim pleexam ple,considerthesuperpotentialW = (�=4M Pl)�
4 with � � 1.Aftersupersym m etry breaking the

corresponding potentialisofthe form

V (�)= V0 � m
2
0j�j

2 +

�

AW + B �
@W

@�
+ c.c.

�

+

�
�
�
�

@W

@�

�
�
�
�

2

(9)

= V0 � m
2
0j�j

2 +

�
�C �4

M Pl

+ c.c.

�

+
j�j2j�j6

M 2
Pl

(10)

with m 0 and the m agnitudesofA,B and C alloforder102 to 103 G eV.

In thisexam pleU (1)hasbeen broken down to Z4 (which leaves�
4 invariant),and there arefourvacua each with

thesam evev j�j= M � j�j�1=2 m
1=2

0 M
1=2

Pl
.In a given vacuum therearenow two particleswith m ass102 to 103 G eV;

oneofthem istheonecorrespondingto theradialoscillation thatweconsidered before,and theotheristhewould-be

goldstoneboson corresponding to theangularoscillation.W eshallgenerally referto them both as
atons.Notethat

in the regim ej�j� M the U (1)sym m etry isapproxim ately restored,sincethe term � m20j�j
2 dom inates.

TheZ4 sym m etry surviving in thisexam plehasensured thatthereareno linearterm sin theexpansion of� about

the origin,and this feature willbecom e crucialwhen we consider the e�ective potentialin the early Universe. O f

courseany Zn sym m etry willdo forthispurpose,and itdoesnotneed to be exact.

In ourdiscussion � m20 hasbeen taken to be negative. Ifitispositive the potentialhasa m inim um atthe origin.

Ifthisisalso the position ofthe vev (ie.,ifitisthe absolute m inim um )then the �eld isnota 
aton and doesnot

concern us.Itcan howeverhappen,asforinstancein them odelof[34],thattheorigin correspondsto a falsevacuum ,

with higherorderterm sgenerating a large vev so thatwe are dealing with a 
aton. Therm alin
ation with such a


aton isviableonly iftunneling to the truevacuum israpid,which istypically notthe case.

For sim plicity we shallfrom now on m ake frequent use ofthe notation appropriate to the case where there is a

U (1),writing the potentialasa function only ofj�jand using m to denote the m assofthe 
aton particle.

B .T he 
aton decay rate

Thereisa generalexpectation thata 
aton particlecorresponding to oscillationsaround a vev M willcoupleonly

weakly to particleswith m assm uch lessthan M .In particular,one expects[1,5,6,8{11]thatthe 
aton decay rate�

isatm ostoforderm 3=M 2.

Consider �rst the decay into a pair ofidenticalspin zero particles which correspond to a real�eld  ,with the

renorm alizablee�ectiveinteraction �j�j2 2.Setting j�jequalto itsvev thisinteraction givesa contribution 2�M 2 to

the m ass-squared m 2
 
.Barring a precisecancellation,6 itfollowsthat

� <�
1

2

�
m  

M

�2
(11)

wheretherighthand sideisatm ost 1

8
(m =M )2 orthedecay would beforbidden by energy conservation.Substituting

j�j= M + ��=
p
2,one�ndsthatthe 
aton decay ratecorresponding to thisinteraction is

� =
�2

8�

�
M

m

� 2

m

q

1� 4m2
 
=m 2 (12)

M axim izing thisexpression subjectto the constraintEq.(11)gives� <
� 10�4 m 3=M 2.

Thise�ectiveinteraction with a coupling oforder� � (m =M )2 isquitenatural.Forinstancean interaction j�j2X 2

m ightgive som e �eld X a m assoforderM ,and then an interaction  2X 2 would generate itthrough the diagram

with a singleX loop.

6
Ithas been pointed out to us by G .D valithat such a cancellation does occur in an SU(5)G UT 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 problem issolved in a m ore acceptable way thisneed notbe so,butwe willnotpursue the pointhere because our

m ain focusisnoton the G UT.

5



Foran e�ective interaction involving m ore powersofthe �eldsand/orderivativesthe argum entsaregenerally less

precise,butoneexpectssuppression becausesuch term sarenon-renorm alizableand thereforeinvolveinversepowers

ofsom escale ~M which ispresum ably atleastoforderM .Considerforinstancea term involving onepowerof� and

two of ,with 2n derivatives.Itscoe�cientisexpected to be atm ostoforder� 0M �2n with �0� M ,and since the

energy ofallparticlesisoforderm (in the � restfram e)thisgivesthe decay rate Eq.(12)with � � (m =M )2n. For

n > 1 thisism uch sm allerthan the upperlim itEq.(11),butforn = 1 itisbiggerby a factor(m =m  )
2 leading to

� � (8�)�1 m 3=M 2.O n the basisofthisdiscussion,we shallassum ethat

� = 10�2 
m 3
=M

2 (13)

with 
 <� 1.

The decay into goldstone bosons

A de�nite exam ple ofa derivativecoupling isprovided by the decay ofthe ‘radial’
aton into the ‘angular’
aton,

orgoldstoneboson.Nearthe vev,the canonically norm alized radial�eld s and angular�eld a arede�ned by

� = (
s
p
2
+ M )exp(ia=

p
2M ) (14)

Expanding the canonicalkinetic term Lkin = @��
�@�� to �rstorderin s,one �ndsthe canonicalkinetic term sfors

and a plusan interaction term

Lint =
s

p
2M

@�a@
�
a (15)

The coe�cientisofthe advertised form � 0=M 2,with �0= M =
p
2.

Thegoldstonebosonsproduced by thiscoupling can becosm ologically dangerous,becausetheirinteraction can be

too weak to therm alizethem .Thiswillbe discussed in connection with the axion in [12](seealso [31]).

The 
aton freeze-outtem perature

Though wehavefocussed on thedecay rate,sim ilarconsiderationsapply to collision rates.Theratesforcollisions

involving a 
aton and other light particles are suppressed at energies wellbelow M ,and therefore the freeze-out

tem perature below which 
aton particlescease to be in therm alequilibrium isvery roughly oforderM . Note that

thisappliesonly in the true vacuum ,wherethe 
aton �eld isoscillating aboutthe vev.

C .T he e�ective potentialin the early U niverse

In theearly Universe,theinteraction ofa given �eld with other�eldswillalterthee�ectivepotentialofthat�eld,

and in particularthe e�ective
aton potentialV (�)willbe altered.

W eshould �rstclarify whatism eantby the‘e�ectivepotentialV (�)’.Thereisin reality a singlee�ectivepotential

V (�; ;:::),which isa function ofallthe scalar�elds.Itisnaturalto de�ne thee�ectivepotentialofany individual

�eld asthefullpotentialwith allother�eldsheld attheirvevs,and thisisthede�nition thatwehad in m ind forthe

low energy e�ective potentialV (�). Howeverin the early Universe allsu�ciently lightscalar�eldsare signi�cantly

displaced from theirvevs,eitherhom ogeneouslyin them annerwehavebeen discussingfor
atons,orinhom ogeneously

asforinstanceifthe�eld isin therm alequilibrium .Instead ofevaluating thefulle�ectivepotentialV (�; ;:::)with

the other �elds at their vevs one should set them equalto their currenttim e-averaged values,so that for instance

a term  2�2 is replaced by h 2i�2. In addition,the actualform ofthe fulle�ective potentialis a�ected by the

presenceofparticleswith nonzero spin and also by kineticterm s,so thatthee�ectivepotentialVearly(�; ;:::)in the

early Universeisdi�erentfrom thelow energy e�ectivepotentialVlow (�; ;:::)which appliesatpresent.Forboth of

thesereasons,thee�ectivepotentialVearly(�)in theearly Universeisdi�erentfrom thelow energy e�ectivepotential

Vlow (�)which appliesatpresent.

Although theform ofthee�ectivepotentialV (�)changeswith thehistory oftheUniverse,itsgradientwillalways

vanish attheorigin provided thatitisinvariantunderatleastaZn sym m etry.Thistendstobeatleastapproxim ately

truein sim plem odels,and weshalltakeitforgranted in whatfollows.Letuspausebrie
y though to seewhy such a
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sym m etry iscom m on.IfthefullpotentialV (�; ;:::)isexpanded asa powerseriesin allofthe�eldseach individual

term willbe invariantunder one or m ore Zn sym m etries unless it consists ofjust the �rstpower ofone �eld. For

instance the term �2 2 is invariantunder a Z2 acting on �,and another acting on  . As we discussed in Section

2.1,only a few leading term s willbe im portant in practice,so it is reasonable that one or m ore Zn sym m etries

willbe approxim ately present in the fullpotential. Then the question ofwhether or not the potentialV (�) ofan

individual�eld possessesan approxim ate Z n sym m etry depends on the form ofthe fullpotential,butagain this is

notunreasonable.

Taking itforgranted thatthegradientofV (�)vanishesattheorigin,letusask whatisthee�ectivem ass-squared

V 00(0) in the early Universe. (W e continue to assum e for sim plicity that there is a U (1) sym m etry,so that V is a

function only ofj�j.)

Firstconsiderthe era ofordinary in
ation.Ithasbeen known forsom etim e[3,4,8,26]thatby looking atthe form

ofthefullpotentialpredicted by N = 1 supergravity onecan identify contributionsoforder� H2 to them ass-squared

ofevery �eld. Forthe in
aton �eld(s)these contributionshave to cancelbecause otherwise in
ation willnotoccur,

butfora generic �eld one doesnotexpecta cancellation.Assum ing that
atonsare notin
atons,the conclusion is

thattheirm ass-squared during in
ation is(atleast)oforder� H 2.

After in
ation it is not so clear what the m ass-squared willbe. In the extrem e case where the interaction is of

only gravitationalstrength one expects a contribution ofthe sam e order,� H2 [20]. W e noted earlier that in the

true vacuum ,the interaction of
aton particleswith otherlightparticlesissuppressed,so one at�rstsightexpects

som ething likethisestim ateto hold fora 
aton �eld.However,thatsuppression occursbecausethevev ofthe
aton

�eld islarge(the
aton particlescorrespond to sm alloscillationsaround thevev).Neartheorigin the
aton �eld can

haveunsuppressed interactionswith light�elds.

To seewhy,takeasan exam pletheinteraction 1

2
�j�j2 2 thatweconsidered earlier.W hen � isatitsvev thisgives

a contribution �M 2 to m 2
 
. Barring cancellations,� m ust therefore be sm allifm  is sm all. But suppose that in

contrastm  isoforderM and isgenerated by thisinteraction. Then there isa coupling � � 1,and for
aton �eld

valuesneartheorigin the �eld becom eslight.Theresultisthatneartheorigin the
aton �eld hasan unsuppressed

interaction with the light�eld  .

If� isa higgs�eld,charged by de�nition undera gauge sym m etry,a coupling ofthis kind to atleastthe gauge

bosonsand gauginosisinevitable.In thecasewhere� isneutralunderallgaugesym m etries,which isourfocushere,

such a coupling isnotinevitablebutitisstillquitenatural;forinstance,in m odelsofthekind discussed in [21,13,12]

a 
aton �eld couplesin thisway to the righthanded neutrino and sneutrino.

Assum ingthatthe
aton �eld neartheorigin indeed hasunsuppressed interactionswith oneorm oreparticlespecies

having e�ective m assoforderj�j,itwillbe in therm alequilibrium in the regim e j�j<� T. (The upper lim itcom es

from the factthatata given tem perature particleswith m assbiggerthan T becom e too rare too m aintain therm al

equilibrium .) The �nite tem perature correction to the e�ective potentialgivesthe 
aton an e�ective m ass-squared

[1,35]oforder(T 2 � m20),which givesthe e�ective potentiala localm inim um atthe origin forT biggerthan som e

criticaltem perature TC � m0 � m . (As usual,� m20 denotes the e�ective zero-tem perature m ass-squared at the

origin,and m denotesthe
aton particlem asswhich istheparam eterwenorm ally focuson.Recallthatboth m 0 and

m areoforder102 to 103 G eV.)

In addition to the localm inim um atthe origin,the e�ective potentialretainsitstrue m inim um at� = M except

atvery high tem peraturesT >
� M ,butthereisno signi�canttunneling between the two [1,35].

To sum m arizethisdiscussion,ifthe
aton �eld hasgravitationalstrength interactionsitsm ass-squared isexpected

to be oforder� H2.If,on the otherhand,ithasunsuppressed interactionsthen itwillbe in therm alequilibrium in

the regim e j�j<� T and in thisregim e there willbe a necessarily positive m ass-squared oforderT 2 � (M Pl=H )H 2.

These arethe m ostim portantpossibilitiesforthe e�ective m ass-squared butothersexist,especially during in
ation

whereonem ighthavea coupling to thein
aton �eld,say oftheform  2�2inf (in particular,hybrid in
ation [25]m akes

essentialuse ofsuch a coupling). As in this exam ple,the positivity ofthe potentialtends to require that such a

coupling again givesa positivem ass-squared.

D .T he cosm ology of�elds w ith 
at potentials

In the lightofwhatwe have done so farthere are the following fourpossibilitiesforthe cosm ology ofa �eld with

a 
atpotential.

(i) The �eld sits at the origin. Ifthe m inim um ofthe potentialis at the origin throughout the history ofthe

Universethen the �eld willsitthereapartfrom therm aland quantum 
uctuations.In thatcaseitdoesnotundergo

hom ogeneous oscillations in the early Universe, and we are not concerned with it here. It willin generalhave
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unsuppressed interactions (at least ifit is not a m odulus) and the corresponding particle species willbe produced

through particlecollisionsand decaysinvolving these interactions.

(ii) The �eld oscillates about the origin. Now suppose that although the m inim um ofthe low energy e�ective

potentialis atthe origin,the m inim um in the early Universe isdisplaced because there isa negative m ass-squared

oforder� H2. In thatcase the �eld willstartto oscillate aboutthe origin atthe epoch H � m . The oscillation is

generally shortlived,becausetheparticlescorrespondingto itgenerally haveunsuppressed couplings(exceptperhaps

for m oduli). Ifthere is no therm alin
ation the oscillation can however lead to viable baryogenesis through the

A�eck-Dine m echanism [27].

(iii)Therm alin
ation occurs. In thetwo rem aining casesthevev isnonzero,so thatwearedealing by de�nition

with a 
aton �eld.Therm alin
ation,which isthefocusofthepresentpaper,occursifthe
aton �eld isheld atzero

in the early Universe by the �nite tem perature. Itends when the tem perature falls to som e criticalvalue TC � m

(provided thatthezero-tem peraturee�ectivepotentialhasno barrierseparating theorigin from thevev),afterwhich

the
aton �eld startsto oscillateaboutthevev.Theoscillation around thevev m ightpersistfora long tim ebecause

the coupling of
aton particlesto otherlightparticlesissuppressed (Section 2.2,and Section 2.6 below).

(iv) Flatons notleading to therm alin
ation. In the fourth case the 
aton �eld fails to be held atthe origin by

the�nitetem peratureoftheearly Universe.Thiswilloccurifthe
aton hasan e�ectivem ass-squared � � H2 which

preventsitfrom everbeing neartheorigin.Itwillalso occurwhateverthesign ofthem ass-squared,iftheinteraction

ofthe 
aton �eld issuppressed even nearthe origin. W hen H fallsto a value oforderthe 
aton m assm ,the �eld

startsto oscillate aboutthe vev,with an initialam plitude oforderM . (The initialam plitude is equalto M ifthe

initial�eld value isatthe origin.Ifthe �eld isdisplaced from the origin by a m ass-squared oforder� H 2,itsvalue

istypically oforderM when the�eld startsto oscillate.) Asin thepreviouscasetheoscillation m ightlastfora long

tim e.

E.T he m odulipotential

W hat we have done so far,including the sum m ary ofthe last subsection,applies in essence to all
aton �elds

including any which are m oduli. O n the otherhand,m odulido have som e propertieswhich distinguish them from

otherscalar�elds(‘m atter�elds’)and asa resultthe generaldiscussion acquiresa som ewhatdi�erent
avourwhen

applied to them .

Thelow energye�ectivepotentialofam odulusvanishesexactlyifsupersym m etryisunbroken.Aftersupersym m etry

breakingitspotentialisgenerallythoughttobe
at,sothatitscurvaturejV 00j1=2 iseverywhereoforder102 to103 G eV

(exceptnearpointsofin
exion).Ifa m odulushasa nonzero vev,then aswediscussin a m om entitsvev isgenerally

expected to be oforder M Pl. To a large extent its properties can then be obtained sim ply by setting M = M Pl

in form ulasthatapply to 
atonsin general,but there are som e specialfeatures. These arise because one is forced

to consider�eld variationsoforderM Pl,in contrastwith m atter�elds where one need only considerm uch sm aller

variations(typically oforderthe vev M � M Pl fora 
aton �eld which isnota m odulus).

In orderto talk abouta nonzero vev forany �eld there hasto be a wellde�ned origin,which willbe de�ned asa

pointwhich isinvariant(‘�xed’)underthe group ofsym m etriesunderwhich the �eld transform s. Form atter�elds

thisde�nesa uniqueorigin,such thatthe sym m etry group consistsoflinearoperatorsin �eld space.Form odulithe

sym m etries are m ore com plicated,and there are in generalan in�nite num ber of�xed points with a separation of

orderM Pl(though only a �nite num berarephysically distinctbecausethesym m etry isa discretegaugesym m etry).

Ifthevev ofa m odulusisata �xed pointitisnaturalto say thatitvanishes,and otherwiseitisnaturalto de�nethe

vev asthedistanceto thenearest�xed point.Thesearetheconventionsthatwehavehad in m ind,withoutexplicitly

stating them . The statem ent that the vev ofsom e m odulus is oforder M Pl just m eans that it is not close to any

particular�xed point.Aswith other�elds,a m oduluscan haveunsuppressed interactionswith otherlight�eldsonly

ifitiscloseto a �xed point.

Each ofthefourpossibilitiesforthecosm ology ofa 
aton �eld listed in thelastsubsection existsfora m odulus.If

possibility (i)holdsforallm odulithen thereisno m oduliproblem .Assum ing thatthisisnotthecase,letuslook at

the expected form ofthe e�ective potentialofa m odulus�. Forsim plicity we willpretend that� isreal,and take

itto be canonically norm alized. Before supersym m etry breaking istaken into accountthe potentialV (�)vanishes.

W ith thebreaking taken into accountthepotentialin thetruevacuum (thelow energy potential)isgenerally thought

to be ofthe form

Vtrue = M
4
S f

�
�

M Pl

�

=
1

2
m

2
� (�� �1)

2 + ::: (16)

Herethesupersym m etry breaking scaleM S isrelated to thescalem � 102 to 103 G eV by M S � (m M Pl)
1=2 � 1010 to

1011 G eV,and f(x)isa function whosevalueand low orderderivativesaretypically oforder1 in theregim ejxj<� 1.
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W ehaveexpanded thepotentialaboutitsvev �1.Notethatthepotentialvanishesin thelim itM S ! 0 ofunbroken

supersym m etry,in accordancewith the factthatwearedealing with a m odulus.

In the early Universe there willbe additionalsupersym m etry breaking because ofthe nonzero energy density �,

leading to an additionalcontribution to the potentialofthe form [3,4,26,20]

Vcosm = �g

�
�

M Pl

�

=
�

2
H

2 (�� �2)
2
+ ::: (17)

The function g(x)hasvalue and low orderderivativesoforder1 (m aking � � 1). The m inim um ofthispotentialis

located ata di�erentvalue� 2,which isdisplaced from the truevev �1 by a distance �0 = �2 � �1 � M Pl.

W e have in m ind the case where both �1 and �2 arenonzero (case (iv)ofthe lastsubsection)and oforderM Pl .

If�2 = 0 but�1 6= 0 (case (iii))there isalso a m oduliproblem ,butitm ightbe rendered insoluble by dom ain walls

(though in analyzing this possibility within a given m odelone willhave to rem em berthat the discrete sym m etries

underwhich them odulitransform aregaugesym m etries).If�1 = 0 but�2 6= 0 (case(ii))thereisno m oduliproblem

ifthe relevantm odulihaveunsuppressed couplingsnearthe origin.

Although Eq.(16)isthe sim plestpossibility forthe potentialofa m odulusthere are others,which could lead to

a vev below the Planck scale.Forexam ple,ifsupersym m etry breaking isdue to hidden sectorgaugino condensation

then the m odulipotentialm ightinclude term softhe form �nj�jm + 4=M
n+ m

Pl
where � isrelated to vevsarising from

gaugino condensation. These term sstillvanish when supersym m etry isunbroken,asisrequired fora m odulus,but

they m ightgeneratea vev below thePlanck scale.Forexam pletheG UT Higgscould bea W ilson linem odulus,with

a vev oforder1016 G eV generated in thisway [36].In considering the m oduliproblem we assum ein thispaperthat

atleastsom em odulihavea vev oforderM Pl.

F.T he 
aton reheat tem perature

Letusquantify the statem entthatthe 
aton �eld oscillationsin the early Universelastfora long tim e.

The oscillation ofa 
aton �eld with vev M has initialam plitude �0 � M . The corresponding energy density is

�� �
1

2
m 2�20,and the num berdensity ofthe 
aton particlesisn� �

1

2
m �20.These particleshave no random m otion

because the �eld ishom ogeneous,so they constitute m atterasopposed to radiation.Ifthe 
aton isassociated with

therm alin
ation,the oscillation com m encesafter therm alin
ation and im m ediately dom inatesthe energy density.

Ifnot,the oscillation com m ences at the earlier epoch H � m ,and m ay or m ay not com e to dom inate the energy

density.

Ifthe oscillation am plitude decreased like a�3=2 ,where a isthe scale factorofthe Universe,then the energy per

com oving volum e ofthe 
aton �eld would be conserved.In fact,the energy drainsaway through the interactionsof

the 
aton �eld so thatthe oscillation am plitude decreasesfaster.

Iftheoscillation am plitudeissu�ciently sm alland theinteractionsaresu�ciently weak,each 
aton particledecays

independently so thattherateatwhich theenergy drainsaway issim ply theparticledecay rate�.Ithaspractically

alldisappeared soon afterthe tim e

��1 ’ 3
�1 10�9
�

M

1011 G eV

� 2 �
300G eV

m

� 3

secs (18)

where we have used Eq.(13). Setting this tim e equalto H �1 and assum ing that the decay products therm alize

prom ptly we arriveatan estim ate ofthe ‘reheattem perature’,

TD ’ g
�

1

4

� �
1

2 M
1

2

Pl
’ 3


1

2

�
1011 G eV

M

� �
m

300G eV

� 3

2

G eV (19)

whereg� � 102 isthe e�ectivenum berofspeciesatT = TD .
7

7
The following results willbe used without com m ent in the text. The entropy density of radiation at tem perature T is

s = (4=3)�=T = (2�
2
=45)g�T

3
= 1:01g

1=4

� �
3=4

,where g�(T)isthe e�ective num berofparticle species in therm alequilibrium ,

and � = (�
2
=30)g�T

4
is the energy density. As the Universe expands the scale factor a increases. The energy density in

relativistic particles(radiation)isproportionalto a
�4

and thatin non-relativistic particlesisproportionalto a
�3
.In therm al

equilibrium theentropy a3sin a com oving volum eisconstantand so isg
1=3

� aT.According to theStandard M odel,g
1=4

� isin the

range1 to 2 forT <
� 100M eV ,and then risessharply to becom e’ 3,�nally rising to ’ 4 when T >

� 10
3
G eV in supersym m etric

extensionsofthe Standard M odel.W e use the appropriate value in ourestim ates.
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Ashasbeen discussed recently in connection with ordinaryin
ation,theassum ption thateach 
aton particledecays

independently need notbecorrect[37{41](seealso[42,8]).Instead,param etricresonancee�ectscan drain awaym uch

ofthe oscillation energy as soon as the oscillation starts,leaving behind only som e fraction to decay at the single

particledecay rate.Theenergy drained away goesinitially into thecreation ofm arginally relativisticscalarparticles.

Allspeciesare produced which have su�cientcoupling to the 
aton,including the 
aton itself. (W e are notaware

ofany discussion ofthe possibility ofthe production ofbosonswith spin 1 orhigherthrough param etric resonance

and itm ay be thatthisalso occurs.Ferm ionsare notproduced in signi�cantnum berbecause ofPauliblocking.) If

nothing happensto the produced scalarparticlesthey willbecom enon-relativisticaftera few Hubble tim es,and are

expected to decay attheirone-particledecay rate.8 If,on theotherhand,they therm alizethen they turn into highly

relativisticradiation.

At the present tim e it is not clear whether param etric resonance can really create particles which therm alize

successfully.However,itis clearthatthe
aton com ponentoftheproduced particlescannottherm alizebecausehere

oneknowsthattheinteraction istoo weak.Furtherm ore,oneexpectsthattheenergy density oftheproduced 
atons

willbe a signi�cantfraction ofthe totalenergy density [43]. Thus,even ifthe otherproduced particlestherm alize

prom ptly oneexpectsthata signi�cantfraction ofnon-therm alized energy willrem ain,and thata signi�cantfraction

ofthatenergy willbe in 
aton particles.

Any therm alized radiation produced by param etricresonancewillredshiftaway,so independently ofthedetailsone

expectsthata few Hubbletim esaftertheend oftherm alin
ation theenergy density isdom inated by non-relativistic

scalarparticles,including the 
atonsand perhapsotherspecies.Each specieswilldecay atthe single-particledecay

rate,soweexpecteventually to �nd only thelongest-lived species,which dom inatestheenergy density untilitdecays.

Forsim plicity weshallassum ein whatfollowsthatthisspeciesisthe
aton itself,and weshallalsoignorethee�ect

ofany radiation produced by particle decay. Thus we are in e�ect assum ing that soon after therm alin
ation has

ended,som e fraction � ofthe energy isin non-relativistic 
aton particleswhich decay according to the one-particle

decayrate,with therem ainderin therm alized radiation.Thisshould describetherealsituation atleastapproxim ately,

provided thatany non-
aton particlesproduced decay atleastasrapidly asthe 
atons.The im portantspecialcase

� = 1 isconsidered,and the possibility that� m ay be very sm allisnotdiscounted. However,asasdiscussed above,

thislattercaseseem sunlikely becauseoneexpectsthatparam etricresonancewillconverta signi�cantfraction ofthe

energy density into 
aton particleswhich interacttoo weakly to therm alize.

The upshot ofthis discussion is that despite the possible occurrence ofparam etric resonance,one expects that

theeventualreheattem peratureaftertherm alin
ation isstillthetem peratureTD calculated from thesingle-particle

decay rate,as given by Eq.(19). IfTD is indeed the reheat tem perature,the requirem ent that it be not too low

placesstrong restrictionson M . In ordernotto upsetnucleosynthesisone m usthave TD >
� 10M eV,which requires

M <
� 1014 G eV (taking m < 103 G eV).9 However,ifR parity is respected as is usually supposed,there is a stable

LSP which im posesa m uch strongerconstraint. Indeed,to bring the LSP into therm alequilibrium so thatitisnot

over-produced (and can naturally have the correctabundance to be the dark m atter),one needsTD substantially in

excessoftheLSP decouplingtem peraturewhich isoforder1G eV.ThusoneneedsM <
� 1012 G eV.Finally,onem ight

wish to generatebaryon num berthrough theelectroweak transition which would requireTD >
� 100G eV corresponding

to M <
� 1010 G eV. In view ofthe factthatthese lim its are perhapsratherconservative (since one expects 
 to be

signi�cantly lessthan 1,and doesnotanticipate m ashigh as103 G eV)this lastrequirem entishardly likely to be

satis�ed,butotherbaryogenesism echanism sexistasdiscussed in [13].

8
W hen the the particles have becom e non-relativistic one m ight think that param etric resonance willrecom m ence, since

the wavenum ber ofthe corresponding scalar �eld is negligible com pared with its frequency. However,the collection ofnon-

relativistic particles corresponds to a superposition ofalm ost-classicalquantum states,not to any one such state,since the

phases ofthe corresponding �elds are uncorrelated,so it is not clear thatthe param etric resonance form alism applies. M ore

im portantly,the am plitude ofthe would-be classicaloscillation willtypically be too sm allfor param etric resonance to occur.

W e are indebted to A.D .Linde forhelpfulcorrespondence aboutthisissue.
9
In [11]we estim ated M <

� 10
16
G eV . The extra factor 100 cam e from three di�erentsources. First we used the very naive

estim ate � � m
3
=M

2
,corresponding to 


1=2
= 10. Second,we setg

1=2

� = 1 where asthe true value ism ore like 10
1=2

. Third,

we rounded up ourestim ate ofTD to the nearest poweroften which m eantm ultiplying it by oforder10
1=2

. Itso happened

thateach ofthese approxim ationswentthe sam e way to give the factor100.
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III.C O SM O LO G Y W IT H T H ER M A L IN FLA T IO N

W e now givea system aticaccountofthe history ofthe early Universein thecasewherethereistherm alin
ation.

W e assum e thatthere isa m oduliproblem because thisprovidesthe strongestm otivation fortherm alin
ation,and

assum e that at least som e ofthe m odulihave a vev oforder M Pl. W e also assum e that any radiation produced

by param etric resonance prom ptly therm alizes. W ith these assum ptionsthere are the following eraswhich we shall

considerin turn.

1.O rdinary in
ation.

2.M atterdom ination by the hom ogeneousoscillation ofthe in
aton (unlessfullreheating occursprom ptly).

3.Fullreheating,which leadsto radiation dom ination ifitoccursbeforethe m odulistartto oscillate.

4.Hom ogeneousoscillation ofthe m oduli,starting at the epoch H � m� . Ifreheating has previously occurred

thereisnow m atterdom ination bythem oduli.Ifithasnotoccurred them oduliand in
aton m atterdensitiesare

roughly com parable,and rem ain so untilfullreheating (ofthe in
aton m atter).W e assum ethatfullreheating

takesplacebefore the beginning oftherm alin
ation.

5.Therm alin
ation.

6.M atter dom ination by the hom ogeneous oscillation ofthe 
aton �eld which caused therm alin
ation (unless

reheating occursprom ptly).

7.Fullreheatingofthe
aton m atter,leadingtoradiationdom ination beforenucleosynthesisafterwhich thehistory

ofthe Universeisthe standard one.

A .B efore therm alin
ation

O neexpectstheUniverseto startwith an era ofordinary in
ation [22,23],whetherornotthereisa laterepoch of

therm alin
ation.During thisera,the energy density � isdom inated by the potentialV ofthe scalar�elds,with all

exceptthe in
aton �eld (or�elds)�xed. The in
aton �eld slowly rollsdown the potential,because in its direction

the 
atnessconditionsjM PlV
0=V j� 1 and jV 00j� H 2 are satis�ed [22,23]. W e noted earlierthatin the contextof

supergravity thesecond oftheseconditionsrequirescancellations.Although thesem ightbeaccidentalitisattractive

to suppose that they occur by virtue ofsom e sym m etry. O ne suitable sym m etry (m ost easily im plem ented in the

contextofhybrid in
ation [25])wassuggested in [26,44,45]and anotherhasbeen proposed in [46].A third possibility

isto invokea globalU (1)sym m etry asin [47],butthisisproblem aticalbecausethein
aton potentialvanishesin the

lim itwherethe sym m etry isexactso thatthe m agnitudeofV 00 isdi�cultto control.10

To avoid generating too m uch largescalecm b anisotropy thepotentialattheend ofordinary in
ation m ustsatisfy

[24]

V
1=4 <

� 1016 G eV (20)

At som e epoch after ordinary in
ation ‘reheating’occurs,which by de�nition m eans that practically allofthe

energy density therm alizes(exceptforthe contribution ofm oduli).Ifreheating isprom ptthe reheattem perature is

TR � (V=g�)
1=4.A naiveestim ate ofthe tim e taken forreheatwould be thatitisthe decay tim e ofa singlein
aton

particle,which typically leads to a m uch lowerreheattem perature. Howeverprom ptconversion ofa large fraction

ofthe energy density into m arginally relativistic particlesis likely. In the com m only discussed case where in
ation

endswith the oscillation ofa hom ogeneousin
aton �eld thisisexpected to occurthrough the param etricresonance

e�ectthatwe considered already forthe case oftherm alin
ation. Itisalso expected to occurin the case ofhybrid

in
ation though a quantitative accountofthis case has not yet been given,and willbe m ore com plicated because

10
An alternative idea [48]is to suppose that the potentialis exactly 
at (or at least m uch 
atter than that ofthe in
aton

�eld)in the direction ofatleast one �eld,say a m odulus,which couplesto the in
aton. The in
aton potentialthen depends

on the value ofthis�eld,which willvary from place to place in the Universe allowing the possibility thatwe live in a region

where the in
aton potentialhappensto be su�ciently 
at. Butthisjustpushesback to anotherlevelthe problem of�nding

cancellationswhich keep the potential
atin som e direction.
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spatialgradientsareprobably im portantfrom thebeginning [26].Aswediscussed earlierthesem arginally relativistic

particlesm ay then therm alizeprom ptly leading to fullorpartialreheating.11

M oduli(m ore precisely,those m oduliifany which are
atonswith M � M Pl)are produced both before and after

therm alin
ation,and weshallcallthem odulifrom thesesourcesrespectively big bang m oduliand therm alin
ation

m oduli.

W hen H � m � the m odulus’potentialis given by Eq.(17),so that � is shifted from its true vacuum value by

�0 = �2 � �1 � M Pl. �2 willdepend on the com position ofthe Universe and so �0 willchange at any phase

transitions,such astheend ofin
ation,but� willrapidly settledown to itsnew m inim um asitiscritically dam ped.

However,at the epoch H � m� it starts to oscillate about the m inim um ofits low energy e�ective potential,and

afterH hasfallen signi�cantly below m � ,the oscillationswillno longerbe critically dam ped and so are m uch m ore

dangerous.

During therm alin
ation H � m � ,so the e�ective potentialis dom inated by Vtrue but Vcosm stillgives a sm all

contribution,so the position ofthe m inim um isshifted slightly from the true vacuum value. O versim plifying a bit,

wecan estim ate the shiftby adding togetherVtrue and Vcosm which gives

V =
1

2
m

2
� (�� �1)

2
+
�

2
H

2 (�� �2)
2
+ ::: (21)

=
1

2
m

2
� ��

2 +
�

2
H

2 (��� �0)
2
+ ::: (22)

=
1

2

�
m

2
� + �H

2
�
�

���
�H 2

m 2
�
+ �H 2

�0

� 2

+ ::: (23)

where �� = �� � 1 is the displacem entof� from its vev. In the lastline � is oforder1,so the m inim um ofthe

m odulus’potentialisshifted during therm alin
ation by an am ountoforder(H =m � )
2M Pl[11].

To estim ate roughly the abundance ofbig bang m oduli,we can assum e thatthe m odulus �eld startsto oscillate

aboutitsvev when H � m� with am plitude oforder�0 � M Pl. The energy density �� � m2� �
2
0=2 isoforderthe

totalenergy density.Ifreheating hasalready occurred one can crudely setthe radiation energy density equalto the

totalenergy density which leadsto the estim ate

n�

s
�

�2
0

10M
3=2

Pl
m

1=2

�

(24)

(In thisexpression s isthe entropy density,and we are using the standard resultssum m arized in the footnote after

Eq.(19).) Ifreheating occurslaterthem odulienergy density isa �xed fraction ofthetotaluntilreheating,and again

setting the radiation density equalto the totaldensity afterreheating one�nds

n�

s
�

�2
0H

1=2

R

10M
3=2

Pl
m �

(25)

Itisdescribed in the Appendix how a m oresophisticated calculation leadsto the sam eresults.

W e shallassum e that fullreheating occurs before the onset oftherm alin
ation (except for the contribution of

m oduli).Theopposite casewillbe discussed in [13].

Theseestim atesforthem oduliapply to any 
aton notgiving riseto therm alin
ation (option (iv)ofSection 2.4),

if�0 isreplaced by M .

B .T herm alIn
ation

Therm alin
ation willoccurifone orm ore ofthe 
aton �eldsistrapped atthe origin in the early Universe. For

the m om entwesupposethatonly oneistrapped.

11Note,though,thatan extrem ely low fraction ofthe energy density cannottherm alize because therm alization requiresthat

the interaction rate per particle exceeds H . Ifthe decay products are charged under som e gauge sym m etry,this requires

�g�T >
� H where � isthe gauge coupling.Setting � � g

�1=2

� � 10
�1
,one �ndsthatitissatis�ed only ifthe fraction isbigger

than V=(1016 G eV )4.Thisconstraintdoesnotseem to have been noted before in the literature.
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The trapping m ay initially be due to a non-therm alcontribution to the m ass-squared such as that oforder H 2.

Howeveriffullreheating occursbefore the beginning oftherm alin
ation then wellwithin a Hubble tim e ofthe end

ofin
ation enough entropy to trap the 
aton atzero willhavebeen released even by the singleparticle decay ofthe

in
aton.

Iffullreheating isindeed delayed to the epoch when therm alin
ation begins,the tem perature atthatepoch isof

orderg
�1=4
� V

1=4

0 � (m M )1=2 corresponding to

�
T

106 G eV

�

�

�
M

1010 G eV

� 1=2

(26)

Atthe otherextrem e where reheating occursbefore the m odulistartto oscillate,the tem perature atthe beginning

oftherm alin
ation is reduced by a factor (M =M Pl)
1=6. During therm alin
ation T / exp(� H t) and it ends at

T = TC � m ,so thereareatm ostoforder1
2
ln(M =m )� 10 e-foldsoftherm alin
ation.Thiswillnotm uch a�ectthe

cosm ologicaldensity perturbation generated about50 e-foldsbeforethebeginning ofordinary in
ation,though there

m ightbe a slightchangein the spectralindex.

C .Entropy production after therm alin
ation

Aftertherm alin
ation ends,relic radiation from the �rsthotbig bang playsno furtherrole.The 
aton �eld now

startsto oscillate around itsvev with initialam plitude M ,corresponding to non-relativistic 
atons(m atter)which

dom inatethe energy density.

Thedecayofthe
aton �eld generatesentropy.Ifthereisnoparam etricresonancetheentropypercom ovingvolum e

increaseslinearly from theend oftherm alin
ation untilthe 
aton decays,leading to an increasein theentropy by a

factor

� �
4V0=3TD

(2�2=45)g�(TC )T
3
C

�
V0

75TD T
3
C

(27)

Now suppose instead thatthere isparam etric resonance which prom ptly therm alizesa substantialfraction ofthe

energy density,leaving a fraction � in the 
atons.Thiswillincreasethe entropy by a factor

� PR �
g�(TPR )

1=4(1� �)3=4V
3=4

0

(2�2=45)g�(TC )T
3
C

�
(1� �)3=4V

3=4

0

25T 3
C

(28)

� 1010
�

M

1010 G eV

� 3

2
�
m

TC

� 3 �
300G eV

m

� 3

2
�

V0

m 2M 2

� 3

4

(29)

The radiation energy density m ay initially dom inate,but we assum e that itfalls below thatofthe residual
atons

before the epoch TD . The entropy release from the decay ofthese 
atons is signi�cant only during the era TD
<
�

T <
� (T 4

D Teq)
1=5 [23],so itisa good approxim ation to regard thisentropy releaseassuddenly occurring atthe epoch

T � TD .Itincreasesthe entropy by a furtherfactor

� D �
4�V0=3TD

g�(TPR )
1=4(1� �)3=4V

3=4

0

�
�V

1=4

0

3(1� �)3=4TD
(30)

� 106�

�
M

1010 G eV

� 1

2
�
G eV

TD

� �
m

300G eV

� 1

2

�
V0

m 2M 2

� 1

4

(31)

The totalentropy increaseis

� � � PR � D �
�V0

75TD T
3
C

(32)

� 1015:5�

�
M

1010 G eV

� 2 �
G eV

TD

� �
m

TC

� 3 �
300G eV

m

� �
V0

m 2M 2

�

(33)

Eq.(30) is only supposed to apply ifit gives a value � D bigger than 1,which fails to be true in the sm all�

regim e �<� TD =V
1=4

0 .Thisisthe regim ein which the 
aton oscillation failsto dom inate the energy density before it

disappearsatthe epoch T = TD .In it� D ispractically equalto 1,and � = � PR hasthe �-independentvalue given

by Eq.(28).

W e shallnotconsiderthe case where param etric resonance createsradiation which failsto therm alize,and hence

quickly revertsto m atterin the form ofhom ogeneously oscillating scalar�elds.
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D .Solving the m oduliproblem w ith single therm alin
ation

In ordernotto upsetnucleosynthesis,the m oduliabundance n� =s m ustbe lessthan 10�12 to 10�15 when nucle-

osynthesisbegins[49]. Letussee whatisrequired to satisfy thisbound,�rstforthe big bang m oduliand then for

the m oduliproduced aftertherm alin
ation.

W e can assum e thatthe 
aton oscillation com esto dom inate the energy density,because the assum ption can be

shown to be valid in the regim e ofparam eterspace satisfying the nucleosynthesisbound on the m oduliabundance

and to lead to an overestim ate ofthe m oduliabundance outside this regim e. As a resultwe can use Eq.(32),and

com bining itwith Eq.(25)one �ndsthatthe abundanceofbig bang m oduliaftertherm alin
ation is

n�

s
�

�2
0H

1=2

R

10m � �M
3=2

Pl

�
8�2

0H
1=2

R
TD T

3
C

�m� V0M
3=2

Pl

(34)

� 10�16
�
1012 G eV

M

� 3

2
�
1

�

� �
M PlH R

m � M

� 1

2
�

TD

G eV

�

�

�
TC

m �

� 3 �
�0

M Pl

� 2 �
m �

300G eV

� 1

2

�
m 2

� M
2

V0

�

(35)

In theseform ulasH R isto beconsidered asbeing in therangem � (M =M Pl)<� H R
<
� m � .Thelowerlim itcom esfrom

ourassum ption thatfullreheating afterordinary in
ation occursbeforethebeginning oftherm alin
ation,and ifH R

actually exceedsthe upperlim itthe aboveform ulasgivethe correctresultwhen itissetequalto thislim it.

To analyzethese constraints,assum e�rstthatTD >
� 1G eV asisrequired ifthe LSP isstable,and recallthatthis

im pliesM <
� 1012 G eV,from Eq.(19).In Eq.(35),theround bracketsin thesecond linearealloforderunity,so we

seethatthebig bang m odulim ay besu�ciently diluted forM aslow as10 9 G eV,though thisrequiresallparam eters

to be pushed to the lim it and a m ore reasonable estim ate ofthe lowerlim it m ightbe 1011 G eV. Now assum e only

thatTD >
� 10M eV,asrequired by nucleosynthesis,which im pliesM <

� 1014 G eV. Then we see thatunless� isvery

sm allitshould be possibleto solvethe m oduliproblem ,with no signi�cantadditionalconstrainton M .

Now considerthe m oduliproduced after therm alin
ation. From Eq.(23),the m inim um ofthe potentialduring

therm alin
ation is displaced from its true vacuum m inim um by an am ount �� � (V0=m
2
� M

2
Pl
)�0. The dynam ics

at the end oftherm alin
ation willbe com plicated but one would expect to generate a m odulinum ber density

n� � m� ��
2=2 � �20V

2
0 =2m

3
� M

4
Pl

at the end oftherm alin
ation. Therefore the abundance oftherm alin
ation

m oduliisexpected to be

n�

s
�

�2
0V

2
0 =2m

3
� M

4
Pl

g�(TPR )
1=4(1� �)3=4V

3=4

0 � D

�
�2
0V0TD

3�m3
�
M 4

Pl

(36)

� 10�15:5
�

M

1012 G eV

� 2 �
1

�

� �
TD

G eV

�

�

�
�0

M Pl

� 2 �
300G eV

m �

� �
V0

m 2
�
M 2

�

(37)

Bearing in m ind the relation between TD and M ,we see thatthe abundance oftherm alm odulidoesnotim pose a

signi�cantadditionalconstraint.

M oduliwillbe produced in the 
aton’sdecay with abundance

n�

s
�
��! �

�

n�

s
(38)

Sincethe
aton energydensity ism n� and weareassum ingthatitalltherm alizes,n�=sisoforderTD =m and therefore

n�

s
� 10�16

�
G eV

TD

� �
��! �

m 3=8�M 2
Pl

� �
m

300G eV

�2
(39)

which isprobably su�ciently sm all.

Finally we consider the possible therm alcreation of gravitinos,m oduliand m odulinos after therm alin
ation.

G ravitinos,forwhich the m ostdetailed calculationsexist,appearto be created in a cosm ologically safe abundance

provided thatthe m axim um tem peratureislessthan [50]109 G eV,and a sim ilarresultpresum ably holdsform oduli

and m odulinisincein allcasestheinteraction with otherparticlesisofgravitationalstrength.Thisbound issatis�ed

aftertherm alin
ation even in the extrem ecasewherem ostofthe energy density therm alizesim m ediately.

14



E.D ouble T herm alIn
ation

So farweassum ed thatonly one
aton �eld givestherm alin
ation,orin otherwordsthatonly one
aton �eld has

a therm alm ass-squared which trapsitattheorigin in theearly Universe.Iftwo orm ore
aton �eldsaretrapped the

situation isin generalm uch m orecom plicated,butitsim pli�esconsiderably ifthe�eldsdo notinteractsigni�cantly.

W e treat this sim ple situation now,leaving the case ofinteracting �elds to future publications [12,13]. Thus we

considertwo 
aton �elds�1 and �2,and assum ethateach oftheirpotentialsisofthe form Eq.(2),

V (�1;�2)= V1 + V2 � m
2
1j�1j

2 � m
2
2j�2j

2 (40)

The higher orderterm s stabilize the �elds at�i = M i,and the constantsV1 and V2 are the values ofthe separate

potentialsatthe origin,with Vi � m2iM
2
i.The criticaltem peraturesatwhich the �eldsrollaway from zero are TC i,

and we takeTC 1 > TC 2.W hen the tem peraturedropsbelow TC 1,�1 willrollaway from zero.

Ifparam etricresonancedoesnotproducesigni�canttherm alization,the second �eld now also rollsaway prom ptly

and the situation isnotsubstantially di�erentfrom the case oftherm alin
ation. Ifon the otherhand a signi�cant

fraction ofthe energy density istherm alized by param etric resonance,the tem perature willbe raised su�ciently to

trap thesecond �eld beforeithasa chanceto rollaway,leading to a second epoch oftherm alin
ation driven by the

potential

V = V2 � m
2
2j�2j

2 + ::: (41)

Theresidual
atonsleftafterparam etricresonancefrom the�rstepoch oftherm alin
ation m ay betroublesom eif

they do notdecay before nucleosynthesis.Theirabundanceevaluated afterthe second epoch oftherm alin
ation is

n�1

s
�

�1V1=m �1

g�(TPR 1)
1=4V

3=4

1 � 2

�
20�1V

1=4

1 TD 2T
3
C 2

�2m �1
V2

(42)
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2
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m 2
�1
M 2

1

! 1

4
 
m 2

�1
M 2

2

V2
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(43)

Thus,a second epoch oftherm alin
ation m ay signi�cantly dilutetheresidual
atonsfrom a �rstepoch,which could

rem ove the restriction M 1
<
� 1014 G eV which is otherwise dem anded by nucleosynthesis. Conceivably one m ay in

thisway m aketherm alin
ation viablewith a G UT Higgs�eld oreven with a m odulus,though m oreinvestigation is

needed to seewhetherthisisa realpossibility.

Henceforth we willassum e thatM 1 issu�ciently sm allto allow � 1 to decay before nucleosynthesis,which allows

usto takeM 2 sm allenough to havea com fortably high �nalreheattem perature.

F.Solving the m oduliproblem w ith double therm alin
ation

Forsim plicity wetaketheabundanceofbig bang m odulibeforetherm alin
ation to ben� =s� 0:1�20M
�3=2

Pl
m

�1=2

�

and assum ethatparam etricresonanceleadsto e�ectively com plete reheating so that� ’ 0.Theseassum ptionslead

to the m axim um possible m oduliabundance.Each epoch oftherm alin
ation then increasesthe entropy by a factor

� i � �PR i � V
3=4

i
=25T 3

C i.Thereforetheabundance ofbig bang m oduliafterdoubletherm alin
ation is

n�

s
�

�2
0

10m
1=2

�
� 1� 2M

3=2
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�
60�2

0T
3
C 1T

3
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�
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2 M
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(44)
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(45)

The abundance oftherm alin
ation m oduliproduced atthe end ofthe �rstepoch oftherm alin
ation evaluated

afterthe second epoch oftherm alin
ation is
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The abundanceoftherm alin
ation m oduliproduced atthe end ofthe second epoch oftherm alin
ation is

n�

s
�

�2
0V

2
2 =2m

3
� M

4
Pl

g�(TPR 2)
1=4V

3=4

2
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W eseethattwo independentboutsoftherm alin
ation can solvethem oduliproblem fora widerangeofthevevs,

even ifparam etricresonanceisextrem ely e�cient.

G .Topologicaldefects

W eend thispaperwith abriefdiscussion ofthecosm ologicalproduction oftopologicaldefects,nam elywalls,strings,

m onopolesand textures.

Each type oftopologicaldefect is associated with a scalar �eld (in generalm ulti-com ponent) with nonzero vev.

Am ong severalpossibilities,we consider here only two cases. The �rst is that the vev belongs to a G UT higgs

potential,and thatithasthenon-
atform usually considered.Thesecond isthatthevev belongsto a 
atpotential.

Fora G UT higgswith the standard non-
atpotentialthe tem perature afterin
ation isneverhigh enough forthe

defects to form by the usualK ibble m echanism [32,33]. (W e are notofcourse concerned with any defects form ing

before ordinary in
ation since they have been diluted away.) They can only form near or at the end ofordinary

in
ation,and even thatrequiresthatthe bound Eq.(20)on the in
ationary potentialissaturated [26].

Consider�rstm onopoles,using the standard results[32].The abundance ofm onopoles,aftersom e initialannihi-

lation,settles down soon after the G UT transition to a value n=s � 10�10 . The strongestbound on their present

abundance com esfrom baryon decay catalysisin neutron stars,which requiresn=s<� 10�37 .Thusthe entropy m ust

increase by a factor1027 between the end ofordinary in
ation and the present. Ifreheating afterordinary in
ation

isprom pt,the factoristhe one� arising from therm alin
ation.W eseefrom Eq.(33)thata singleboutoftherm al

in
ation isprobably insu�cient,buttwo boutscould beenough.Alternatively,ifreheating afterordinary in
ation is

long delayed thisgivesan additionalincrease� ord � 1016 G eV=TR ,which could be enough to m ake justone boutof

therm alin
ation viable.

Depending on theG UT sym m etry,gaugestringsm ightalso beproduced,which would becosm ologically signi�cant

perhaps providing candidates for the origin oflarge scale structure. O n cosm ologicalscales their evolution is not

a�ected bytherm alin
ation becausetheirspacingisoutsidethehorizon duringthatepoch.(Thisisjustthestatem ent

thattherearem uch lessthan 50e-foldsoftherm alin
ation.) Thesam eappliestootherdefectnetworksform ed before

therm alin
ation (globaldom ain walls,m onopoles,stringsortextures).

Considernow defectsassociated with a 
atpotential.They form ifatallatthe end oftherm alin
ation.Consider

�rst the case ofZ n sym m etry (Sections 2.1 and 2.3). A discrete sym m etry used to be regarded as problem atical

for cosm ology,because when it is spontaneously broken it seem s to lead to cosm ologically forbidden dom ain walls.

However,ifthesym m etry isalso explicitly broken,aswilltypically bethecaseforthe
aton potential,thereneed be

no problem because wallsdo notnecessarily form and ifthey do form they do notnecessarily survive (because the

vacua on eithersideofa wallm ay havedi�erentenergy density).If,on theotherhand,itisexactitwillprobably be

a discretegaugesym m etry which again avoidsthe dom ain wallproblem becausethereisonly onephysicalvacuum .

Ifthere is a globalU (1)sym m etry,stringscan form atthe end oftherm alin
ation with the strings laterjoined

by wallsifthe sym m etry is approxim ate. An exam ple ofthis m ightbe Peccei-Q uinn sym m etry [12]. Localstrings

form ing atthe end oftherm alin
ation would have too little energy to be cosm ologically signi�cant. Finally,ifthe


aton �eld giving riseto therm alin
ation hastwo orm orecom ponentsasin Section 3.5 then m onopolesortextures

m ightform atthe end oftherm alin
ation butwehavenotconsidered thiscase.
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IV .SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

Flatons are scalar�elds with m asses m oforder102 to 103 G eV and vacuum expectation values M � m . They

arisenaturally in supersym m etrictheoriesand indeed itisnotunreasonableto supposethatthey aretheonly source

ofvevsin this range (in the observable sector). Flatons with M >
� 1014 G eV are cosm ologically dangerous,and in

particularm oduliwith M � M Plareoverproduced by twenty ordersofm agnitudein thestandard cosm ology,which is

the well-known Polonyi/m oduliproblem .In thispaperwehaveexplained how theproblem m ay be solved by 
atons

with sm aller vevs,in the range 109 G eV <
� M <

� 1013 G eV that is theoretically very naturalfor 
atons other than

m oduli.

Such 
atons solve the m oduliproblem by generating an era oftherm alin
ation. Therm alin
ation occurswhen

the
aton isheld atzero by therm ale�ects,and ittypically lastsforabout10 e-foldsand occursata very low energy

scale.Thesepropertiesarepreciselywhatisrequired tosu�cientlydilutethem oduliproduced beforetherm alin
ation

withouta�ectingthedensityperturbation produced duringordinaryin
ation (10e-folds),whilenotregeneratingthem

again afterwards(low energy scale). Detailed calculationsshow thata single epoch oftherm alin
ation driven by a


aton whose vev is within one or two orders ofm agnitude of1012 G eV can solve the m oduliproblem ,though the

constraintsarequite tight.

Itiseasierfortherm alin
ation to rescue 
atonswith vev’sM >
� 1014 G eV (in particular,m oduliwith M � M Pl)

ifthe latter do notthem selves give rise to therm alin
ation. Rem arkably,segregation of
atons into a classwhich

therm ally in
ateand havesm allvevs,and a classwhich do notand havelargevevsisexactly whatoneexpectsfrom

a theoreticalviewpoint. The largerthe vev ofa 
aton,the less likely itis to be trapped atthe origin in the early

Universe,because the �nite tem perature contribution to the e�ective potentialbecom es ine�ective at �eld values

biggerthan the tem perature.

Thereareseveralaspectsofcosm ology which wehavenotaddressed in thepresentpaper,notably axion cosm ology

and baryogenesiswhich willbethesubjectsofrespectively [12,13].Letuscloseby brie
y discussing thelattertopic.

Assuccessfultherm alin
ation su�ciently dilutesany pre-existing m oduliitwillalso dilute any pre-existing baryon

num berto negligible am ounts. However,aswillbe discussed in [13],there are severalpossibilities forbaryogenesis

within the context oftherm alin
ation itself. O ne especially prom ising m echanism can occur ifthe 
aton which

gives rise to therm alin
ation also generates the m ass ofa right-handed neutrino. A lepton asym m etry can then

be generated after therm alin
ation. The partialreheat tem perature after therm alin
ation can be high enough

to restore the electroweak sym m etry,and so this lepton asym m etry can be converted into a baryon asym m etry by

non-perturbativeelectroweak e�ects[51].

A P P EN D IX

To arriveata m oresophisticated estim ateofthem oduliabundancewesolvetheequation ofm otion ofthem odulus

in the potentialEq.(22),which is

���+ 3H _��+ m
2
� ��+ �H

2 (��� �0)= 0 (50)

wherewetakeH = p=twith p = 1=2 forradiation dom ination and p = 2=3 form atterdom ination.O newould expect

� � 1. An estim ate of�0 can be obtained by taking the distance between the self-dualpoints ofthe targetspace

m odularsym m etry SL(2,Z)[52]using the usualorbifold K �ahlerm etric forthe m oduli. Thisgives�2
0 � 0:1.In this

caseonecan easily check thatourapproxim ation ofneglecting thecontribution ofthem odulito theenergy density of

theUniversebeforetheasym ptoticsolution isattained isconsistent.��willrapidly settleto�� = � 0 when H � m � ,

and so we take��(0)= � 0 and _��(0)= 0.W ith these initialconditions,Eq.(50)hasthe solution

�� = �p
2�0

�
1

m � t

� 3p� 1

2

s�;� (m � t) (51)

wheres�;� isa Lom m elfunction,� = � 3(1� p)=2 and �2 = � �p2 + (3p� 1)2=4.Atlate tim es

�� �
�� 0
p
�

�
p

2

� 4� 3p

2

�

�
1+ �

2
+
�

2

�

�

�
1+ �

2
�
�

2

� �
H

m �

� 3p

2

sin

�

m � t+
(2� 3p)�

4

�

(52)

Thecoe�cienthasa weak dependenceon � and p,and for� � 1 and p = 1=2 or2=3 wegetto a good approxim ation
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�� �
4

3
�0

�
H

m �

� 3p

2

sin

�

m � t+
(2� 3p)�

4

�

(53)

Thereforethe m oduliabundance isgiven by

n�

s
�

�2
0

10m
1=2

�

�
H

m �

� 3(2p� 1)

2

(54)

Setting p = 1=2 givesEq.(24)and setting p = 2=3 givesEq.(25).
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