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Abstract

M ostm odelsofin
ation have sm allparam eters,eitherto guarantee su�cientin
ation

or the correct m agnitude ofthe density perturbations. In this paper we show that,in

supersym m etrictheorieswith weak scalesupersym m etry breaking,onecan constructviable

in
ationary m odelsin which the requisite param etersappearnaturally in the form ofthe

ratioofm assscalesthatarealreadypresentin thetheory.Successfulin
ationarym odelscan

be constructed from the 
at-direction �eldsofa renorm alizable supersym m etric potential,

and such m odelscan berealized even in thecontextofasim pleGUT extension oftheM SSM .

W eevadenaive\naturalness" argum entsby allowing form orethan one�eld to berelevant

to in
ation,as in \hybrid in
ation" m odels,and we argue that this is the m ost natural

possibility ifin
aton �eldsaretobeassociated with 
atdirection �eldsofasupersym m etric

theory. Such m odelspredicta very low Hubble constantduring in
ation,oforder103-104

GeV,a scalardensity perturbation index n which isvery closeto orgreaterthan unity,and

negligibletensorperturbations.In addition,thesem odelslead toalargespikein thedensity

perturbation spectrum atshortwavelengths.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In
ationary m odels [1]in generalrequire sm allparam eters in the particle theory La-

grangian,to provide the 
at potentialneeded for su�cient in
ation and for the correct

m agnitude ofdensity 
uctuations. The need for unm otivated sm allparam eters tends to

weaken the credibility ofa theory,so onehopesthatthe origin ofthese param eterscan be

understood.Itisconceivable,ofcourse,thattheexplanation liesbeyond ourpresentunder-

standing,justaswepresently haveno accepted explanation ofwhy theYukawa coupling of

theelectron is2� 10�6 ,orwhy theweak scalelies17 ordersofm agnitudebelow thePlanck

scale. Nonetheless,itwould be encouraging to �nd thatthe sm allparam etersrequired by

in
ation could beobtained from sm allparam etersthatarealready essentialto theparticle

theory,so thatno additionalsm allparam etersare introduced. M odelsin which the sm all

param etersarise asratiosofknown particle physicsm assscalesare particularly attractive

[2].

From a �eld theoreticalperspective,itisdi�cultto see how 
atdirection �eldscan be

presentin anonsupersym m etrictheory (with theexception ofGoldstonebosons,considered

in Ref.[3]) given the e�ect ofradiative corrections . W e willassum e therefore that the

world issupersym m etric,and ask whether an in
ationary potentialcan arise naturally in

thecontextofthem assscaleswhich weexpectm ightbepresent.Som enaturalcandidates

forthese scalescould bethePlanck scaleM p � 1019 GeV,theGUT scaleM G � 1016 GeV,

the interm ediate scale M I � 1011 GeV,and the supersym m etry breaking scale m 3=2 � 1

TeV.

However,straightforward considerationsshow thatitisdi�cultto im plem entthisstrat-

egy.Them agnitudeofdensity perturbationspointsto theGUT scaleassetting theenergy

density during in
ation,since (M G U T=M p)
2 � 10�6 . Although suggestive,itisdi�cultto

exploitthishigh scalein an in
ationary m odel.In Ref.[4]itwasargued thatthenecessity

forcancelling thecosm ologicalconstantafterin
ation providessigni�cantrestrictionson a

m odelin which thein
ation scaleisgreaterthan thesupersym m etry breakingscale.M odels

havebeen suggested in which theenergy density in theearly universe iswellabovethelow

energy supersym m etry breaking scale,and m ightbe governed forexam ple by the value of

a m oduli�eld [5,6]. For these m odels,it m ust be checked that the constraint ofRef.[4]

is satis�ed. Beyond this,however,itis di�cult to study such m odels in detailwithout a

concreterealization.

It m ight also be that the in
ation scale is generated by GUT physics. An interesting

exam pleofthistypeofm odelisRef.[7].ItishoweverquestionablewhethertheGUT scale

existsasa fundam entalscaleofparticlephysicsatallin lightofthedoublet-tripletsplitting

problem [8].Furtherm ore,itislikely thatthein
aton �eld would becharged undertheGUT

group and thereheattem peraturewould betoo high (in excessofthegravitino bound).

In the context ofsupersym m etric m odels,an attractive scale for the vacuum energy

density during in
ation would be set by the interm ediate scale, M I. This scale is very

likely to be present in a hidden sector m odelofsupersym m etry breaking. It is also the

rightenergy scale forthe potentialassociated with m oduli�elds,which m ightbe natural

candidatesfor
atdirections.Theproblem here,however,isthatsim pledim ensionalanalysis

argum ents(to bereviewed in Sec.2)show thatdensity perturbationswould generically be

eitherfartoosm all[9,4]orfartoolarge,dependingon assum ptions.Forthecaseofin
ation
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driven by a single m oduli�eld, the dim ensionalargum ents show that the requirem ents

ofsu�cient in
ation and correct density perturbations im ply that 1)the variation ofthe

in
aton (m oduli) �eld during in
ation is oforder M p,and 2) the energy density during

in
ation is oforder M 4 where M � 1016 GeV. An energy density oforder M 4
I would

producedensity perturbationstoo sm allby aboutten ordersofm agnitude.Forthecaseof

a chaoticin
ationary scenario,thevariation ofthein
aton isagain oforderM p,butin this

case the density perturbations are m uch too large unless the quartic coupling � is about

10�12 .

In this paper, we show that the argum ent that in
ation at an interm ediate scale is

untenable lacks su�cient generality,and can evaporate ifone drops the assum ption that

in
ation isdriven by a singlescalar�eld.W edescribea classoftwo-�eld m odels,forwhich

dim ensionalanalysisestim atesshow that1)thevariationofthein
atonisoforderM I orless,

and 2)theenergy density during in
ation isoforderM 4
I.W ethen go on to illustratethese

ideaswith m odelsm otivated by supersym m etry with softsupersym m etry breaking.W ewill

�nd thatthesem odelsnotonly solvethenaturalnessproblem ofobtainingsu�ciently m any

e-foldingsofin
ation,butalso generatevery nearly thecorrectsizeofdensity perturbations

based on the param etersofsupersym m etry breaking. W e therefore referto ourm odelsas

\supernatural" in
ation.

This m odelcontainsa sim ilarstructure to the \hybrid" in
ation m odels,proposed by

Linde and studied by Copeland,Liddle,Lyth,Stewart,and W ands[10].The factthatthe

standard dim ensionalnaturalnessargum entsforthe num berofe-foldingsand for��=� do

notapply,and thattheHubblescaleduring in
ation willbelow wasalso clearly recognized

by theseauthors.Ourpointhereisto em phasizethatthem ostnaturalscalesforsuccessful

im plem entation oftwo �eld in
ation ofthe \waterfall" type are the scalesassociated with

supersym m etry breaking and the Planck scale. Furtherm ore,ourm odels m ore accurately

re
ectm assesand couplingsassociated with 
atdirection �elds,and we willm otivate the

param etersand potentialwe use by consideration of
atdirectionsin the M SSM . Hybrid

in
ation in the context ofSUSY leads one to the interesting conclusion that the Hubble

scale during the in
ation which established the density perturbations m ight have been of

order103{104 GeV,ratherthan 1013 GeV.

In thefollowingsection,wepresentthegeneralargum entsforwhy supersym m etry scales

do notwork in single �eld in
ation m odels. W e then review the generalidea of\hybrid"

or \waterfall" [10]m odels,and show why the single-�eld argum ents do not apply to the

two-�eld case. In Section 3,we presentsupernaturalin
ation m odels,in which we assum e

the in
ation sector consists of
at direction �elds whose potentialis generated through

supersym m etry breaking and nonrenorm alizable operators. W e derive the constraints on

param etersconsistentwith therequisitenum berofe-foldingsand density perturbations.In

Section 4 we explore the possibility ofa renorm alizable coupling between the 
atdirection

�elds. In the following section we m otivate the m odelsofSections3 and 4 by brie
y con-

sidering 
atdirection �eldsin thestandard m odel,and presentan illustration ofthem odel

ofSection 4 in thecontextofa GUT extension oftheM SSM .In Section 6,wegivedetails

oftheevolution ofthetwo �eldsin ourm odels.W eanalyzethedensity perturbationsthat

resultfrom thisevolution,and discover a novelspike thatispredicted to appearatshort

wavelengths.Such a spikecould lead to overproduction ofblack holes,butweshow in Sec-

tion 7 thatexisting constraintson black holesaresatis�ed fortheparam etersofinterest.In
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Section 8,we show thatthe therm alproduction ofgravitinosisalso nota problem in our

m odels.In thefollowing section we show thatsuccessfulbaryogenesiscan beaccom plished

in thecontextoflatein
ation.In Section 9,wediscussm iscellaneousaspectsofourm odels,

and in Section 10,weconclude.

II.O N E V S.T W O FIELD IN FLAT IO N

W e begin this section by reviewing the \standard" argum ents for why the in
aton in

\natural"in
ationarym odelsvarieson thescaleM p and why thescalefortheenergydensity

should belargerthan theinterm ediate scalein in
ationary m odelswith a single�eld.

Forthepurposesofthesedim ensionalargum ents,we�rstassum ethepotentialtakesthe

form

V = M
4G(�=f) (1)

where G isa bounded function oforderunity.Herewe have in m ind forexam ple a m oduli

�eld,with M � M I.Ifweassum etheslow rollequation ofm otion 3H _� = � V0,whereH is

theHubbleconstantduring in
ation,thenum berofe-foldingsis

N =

Z

H dt=

Z

d�
H

_�
= �

Z

d�
V

M 2
pV

0
� �

��

M p

f

M p

G

G0
(2)

Thereareessentially two possibilities.IfG isa bounded function,and G0isnotvery tuned

to havevery 
atsections,oneisin theregim eofwhatm ightbeexpected fora m odulitype

�eld. In thiscase,the requirem entofabout60 e-foldingsofin
ation favorsf oforderM p

and a change in � during in
ation atleastoforderM p. Even when thisissatis�ed,som e

tuning ofthepotentialisrequired.

Thealternativepossibility isthatoneisin a chaotic[11]in
ationary scenario,in which

case G willbe dom inated by m onom ialbehaviorforsu�ciently large �eld,and V 0 � V=�.

In thiscase,f isnotde�ned,butonewould stillconclude�� � M p.

Density 
uctuationsarealso readily estim ated undertheassum ed form ofthepotential.

They aregiven by

��

�
�
H 2

_�
�
H 3

V0
�

 
M

M p

! 2
f

M p

G3=2

G0
(3)

Assum ing a potentialofthe m odulitype,with G and G0 oforderunity and f oforderM p,

we �nd that
��

�
�

�
M

M p

�2
favoring M � 10�3 M p. Detailed calculationsm ightchange M by

an orderofm agnitudeorso,butitisclearthatM � 1011 GeV � MI isstrongly disfavored.

In achaoticscenarioon theotherhand,onewould concludethatthedensity 
uctuations

aretoolargeunlessthereisasm allparam eter.Forexam ple,asim pledim ensionalargum ent

would lead to the conclusion thatforV = ��4,� � 10�12 .W ithoutfurtherm otivation for

thesesm allnum bers,such a potentialseem sunlikely.

So one isled to the conclusion thatitisdi�cultto naturally obtain su�ciently m any

e-foldingsand thecorrectm agnitudeofdensity perturbations,withoutinvoking eithersm all

num bersora new m assscale.
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Itisapparent,however,thatthere isa loophole in the above argum ent. From Eq.(2)

it is clear that the constraints on f and �� during in
ation arise because it is the sam e

potentialV(�)thatcontrolsthein
ation rateH and thespeed ofthein
aton �eld _�.These

constraintscan beavoided,therefore,iftheenergy density during in
ation isprovided from

som esourceotherthan thescalar�eld which rollsand controlstheending ofin
ation.

Thesim plestway toim plem entthisideawould bewith two�elds.Thisideaisessentially

that�rstproposed by Linde[10]as\hybrid" in
ation or\waterfall" m odels.Therearetwo

�elds and �.The�rst�eld,which wecallthein
aton,hasa very 
atpotential.Itstarts

ata large�eld value,and slowly rolls(via itsclassical�eld equations)to theorigin.

The second �eld,�,has a potentialwhose m inim um is far from the origin. In m ost

previous incarnationsofhybrid in
ation,the scale ofvariation ofthis�eld isM I,though

in ourm odelsthe scale willbe M p. W hen  haslarge �eld value,itgivesa positive m ass

squared term in the� potentialatthe origin,so theclassical�eld equationspush � to the

origin.W hen  getssu�ciently sm all(oforderM I orlessin ourm odels),them asssquared

of� goesnegative,and � m akesthetransition from theorigin to M p.

Thekey featureofthism odelisthattheenergy density during in
ation isdom inated by

thepotentialenergy ofthe� �eld at� = 0.There areno tuningsin the potentialto get

a sm allm assduring in
ation and a largem assafterwards,sinceitsm assisalwayssm all,as

isitspotentialenergy.Because H dependson the valueof� and isnotdeterm ined by the

�eld  ,which actsasa switch to end in
ation,thenaiveestim atesdo notapply.

Thesecond key featureofthism odelisthattheending ofin
ation iscontrolled by when

the� m asssquared attheorigin changessign.Onecan obtain a largenum berofe-foldings

with thevariation ofthein
aton �eld  m uch lessthan M p.Letusseethisexplicitly.

W eassum ea potentialwhich takestheform

V = M
4G(j�j=f)+ g(j�j;j j)+ m

2j j2 (4)

where M and f are to be determ ined,the function g is the term responsible for the  

dependence ofthe� m ass,and m isoforderm 3=2.

W enow have

N �

Z

d 
H

_ 
� �

Z
H 2d 

m 2 
�

M 4

m 2M 2
p

ln

 
 init

 final

!

(5)

NoticethatthescaleM in thenum eratorisindependentofthem assand coupling ofthe 

�eld (in thelim itthatthe contribution totheenergy density issm all)sothattheprevious

argum ents for one-�eld in
ation no longer apply. Clearly for in
ation to give severale-

foldingsrequiresonly that changesby an orderofm agnitude,and thatM 4 >
� m 2M 2

p.No

in
aton variation oforder M p is required,and so far,itseem s M � MI could be a good

choice.

Letusnow considerdensity 
uctuationsunderthesam eassum ed form forthepotential.

W e�nd

��

�
�
H 2

_ 
�

H 3

m 2 
�

M 6

M 3
pm

2 
(6)

The point is thatthe num erator H 3 hasits scale set by the � potentialenergy while the

denom inatorisdeterm ined by the  �eld. W e constructa m odelso that atthe end of
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in
ation isofthe orderM I orsm aller. Ifwe also take M � MI,we �nd ��=� � MI=M p

or bigger (rather than (M I=M p)
2 as was the case in single �eld m odels). Although the

couplingbetween the�eldscan haveacoe�cientwhich variesby m any ordersofm agnitude,

as does  in eqn. (6),the strong M dependence ofEqn. (6) allows for agreem ent with

theCOBE constraintwith only a relatively sm allM variation.Thisisvery prom ising from

theperspective ofrelating in
ation m odelsto realscalesofparticlephysics.To answerthe

questions ofhow wellthese ideasreally work,and how constrained the param eters ofthe

m odelsreally are,requiresa detailed investigation ofparticularexam plesoftheseideas.

III. SU P ER N AT U R A L IN FLAT IO N

W e de�ne Flat Direction Hybrid In
ation (FDHI) m odels as those m otivated by the

propertiesofm oduli�eldsor
atdirectionsofthe standard m odel. Form oduli�eldswith

nogaugechargeorsuperpotential,thewholepotentialarisesfrom theKahlerpotentialonce

supersym m etry isbroken.Thispotentialfor� and  willtaketheform

V (�; )= M
4

If(�=M p; =M p) (7)

wherethedim ensionlesscoe�cientsin f should beoforderunity.

However,itisclearthatam odelofthissortwillnotgiverisetoin
ation with su�ciently

largedensity 
uctuations,since during therelevantperiod  willtypically beoforderM p,

and the resulting ��=� willbe oforder(MI=M p)
2.W e conclude thatitisessentialto have

an additionalinteraction between  and �. In this m odel,we assum e the existence ofa

superpotentialwhich couples and � butwhich issuppressed by alargem assscaleM 0.For

standard m odel
at directions,such higher dim ension operatorsare to be expected,with

M 0equalto M p,M G ,orsom edynam icalscale.In thecaseofm oduli�elds,itm ightbethat

this scale is ofdynam icalorigin;one can readily determ ine how the answer changes with

theform ofthesuperpotentialand thesizeofthem assscale.

W ethereforeassum e thepresenceofa superpotential.Theexam plewetakeis

W =
�2 2

2M 0
(8)

W enow need to specify theform ofthesupersym m etry breaking potential.W eassum e

both  and � have m assoforderthe softSUSY breaking scale oforder1 TeV (where we

willneed to test the consistency ofthis assum ption). W e assum e that the potentialfor

the  �eld givesa positive m asssquared atthe origin,while the � �eld hasnegative m ass

squared attheorigin.Furtherm ore,weassum ethatthecosm ologicalconstantiszero atthe

m inim um ofboth  and �.Thespeci�cform ofthepotentialwechooseis

V = M
4cos2

 
j�j

f

!

+ m
2

 j	j
2 +

j�j4j	j2 + j	j4j�j2

M
02

(9)

whereagain weassum e(and verify forconsistentin
ation)M � M I.W hen theparam eters

arem otivated by supersym m etry breaking,werefertoourm odelsby thenam esupernatural

in
ation. W e willsee that one very naturally obtains the correct m agnitude ofdensity
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perturbations,and su�ciently m any e-foldingsofin
ation,usingparam etersand apotential

which arewellm otivated in supersym m etric m odels.

For the purpose ofthe in
ationary m odel,the scalar �eld can be assum ed to be real.

De�ning 	 � ( + i I)=
p
2 and a sim ilarequation for�,the potentialforthe real�elds

becom es

V = M
4cos2

�

�=
p
2f

�

+
m 2

 

2
 
2 +

 4�2 + �4 2

8M 02
(10)

The  m ass is m  and the m agnitude ofthe (im aginary) � m ass term (at the origin) is

m � � M 2=f.Duringin
ation,� iscon�ned neartheorigin.The�eld  slowly rollstowards

the origin and in
ation endsaboutwhen  =  c =
q

2M 0m �. Itwillturn outthateither

m  =m � orM
0=M p issm all,so thatduring in
ation theterm m 2

  
2 issm allrelativeto M 4.

TheHubbleparam eterduring in
ation isthereforeapproxim ately H =
q

8�=3M 2=M p.

W e expect f is oforder M P ,or equivalently,m
2
� is oforder m 2

3=2
. Although it looks

like we took a very specialform forthe �-potentialin Eq.(9),the use ofthe cosine isnot

essential. Ascan be seen from a Taylorexpansion,only atthe very late stagesofin
ation

are term s other than the constant and m ass term relevant. W e could equally wellhave

speci�ed a potentialwhich is truncated at �fth order in the �elds,or which has di�erent

higherorderterm s.Although both  and � m ightbem oduliorstandard m odel
atdirection

�elds,we assum e theirpotentialsare ofvery di�erentform ;the particularcase we assum e

isillustrativeofhow a m odelcould work.

Theconstraintfrom density perturbationsin theslow-rollregim eis[12,13]

V 3=2

~M 3
p(dV=d )

= 6� 10�4 (11)

where ~M p � Mp=
p
8�.Thisgivestheconstraint

M 5

m 2
 M

3
p

s

f

M 0
e
rN = 6:7� 10�6 (12)

where

r= �
3

2
+

s

9

4
+ �2 �

�2 

3
(13)

where the approxim ation in Eq.(13) is required ifthe slow rollconditions are satis�ed.

Here we have de�ned � = m  =H and have m easured tim e in e-foldings away from the

tim e N = 0 when  =  c (where in
ation ends at positive N ). It is clear that a lower

M 0 m akesthe value of atthe end ofin
ation lower,which in turn increasesthe density

perturbations.The exponentialin Eq.(12)determ inesthescale dependence ofthedensity

perturbations,characterized by thescalarindex.

Thescalarindex �s isreadily determ ined from thescaledependence ofthedensity per-

turbationstobe� �2 =3.Thiscan beseen directlyfrom theform ulafordensityperturbations

above.Alternatively,itisextracted from thegeneralform ula [14]
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n = 1� 2�s = 1� 3

 
V 0

V

! 2

+ 2
V 00

V
(14)

where dim ensionfulfactorsshould be com pensated by ~M p. Notice thatthe second term is

negligible for allm odels for which the in
aton �eld value is m uch less than M p. This is

readily seen from the fourth expression in Eqn. 2,which im plies ~M pV
0=V � ��=(N M p).

Thethird term ispositivein ourm odel,becausethein
aton �eld rollstoward,ratherthan

away,from theorigin during theend ofin
ation.

W e see forthism odelthatn isalwaysgreaterthan 1,and isvery close to 1 forsm all

� ,which isthe case forlarge M 0. Thisdi�ersfrom the usualprediction fornew in
ation

orchaoticin
ation m odels.Thecurrentupperbound on n isuncertain asissum m arized in

Ref.[15].Thesebounds,along with thevalidity ofslow roll,preventtoo largevaluesof� .

From Figures1-3,weseelarge� isperm itted only forthesm allestvalueofM
0,wherethe

bound on n willprovidean additionalconstraint.

The factthat n is greaterthan orclose to 1 is a characteristic feature ofourm odels,

which should help them to be distinguishable in the future,when a good m easurem ent of

theCM BR isobtained.

Another distinctive feature of these m odels is that the ratio of the tensor to scalar

contribution to thequadrupole

R =
T

S
�

 
V 0

V

! 2

� 0: (15)

Again thisfollowsfrom thesm allvalueofthein
aton �eld  neartheend ofin
ation.

Aswehaveargued in the�rstsection,m odelsofin
ation which haveonly a single�eld

should have the in
aton �eld taking a value oforder M p near the end ofin
ation if50

e-foldingsare to be obtained without�ne tuning. The com bination ofnegligible R and n

neverbelow 1 are distinctive featuresofthese m odelswhich should help distinguish them

from otherpossiblein
ationary m odelsin thefuture.

In Figs. 1{3,we show values ofthe param eters when M 0 � Mp,M
0 � MG U T and

M 0� MI respectively.Thevaluesshown werefound by im posing thecorrectm agnitudeof

density 
uctuationsand choosing the m inim um �� � m�=H consistent with a su�ciently

rapid end ofin
ation (seeSec.6).W echosetherangeofM tooptim izeparam eters.Sm aller

M would increase the valuesof1=� and ��. Large M would im prove (thatis,decrease)

these ratiosbutwould m akethem assesuncom fortably largerelative to theTeV scale.W e

�nd thatsm allerM 0 givesm ore naturalratiosforthe m assto the Hubble scale,though in

allcasesa ratio oflessthan 100 can beobtained.

Theseconstraintsassum ed thatthecontribution of� todensity perturbationswassm all.

In orderto check the consistency ofthisassum ption,we need to considerthe evolution of

 and � in the late stagesofin
ation. Itwillturn outthatin
ation m ustend reasonably

quickly after reaches  c so that perturbations exit the horizon while the � �eld is still

con�ned to theorigin.Thisgivesa lowerbound on ��.In Sec.6,wewillinvestigate the�

m assconstraintin detail.
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FIG .1. Param eterchoices forsupernaturalin
 ation with M
0atthe Planck scale. Here � is

chosen to give the correctm agnitude ofdensity 
 uctuationsforthe m inim um � consistentwith

a su� ciently rapid end to in
 aton.

FIG .2. Param eters for supernaturalin
 ation with M
0 at the G UT scale. The values were

chosen by the sam e criteria used in Fig.1.
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FIG .3. Param etersforsupernaturalin
 ation with M 0attheinterm ediate scale.

IV .A N O T H ER M O D EL

In Section 3,we investigated the possibility thatthere isa nonrenorm alizable superpo-

tential. However,itis frequently the case that 
at directions lift each other;that is,the

renorm alizable potentialdoesnotperm itcertain �eld directionsto be sim ultaneously 
at.

In this section,we present an alternative m odelwith a renorm alizable potential. It will

turn outthatthism odelrequiresa sm allcoupling in the potential. W e willm otivate this

assum ption in Section 5,where we considerparticularchoicesof and � chosen from the

supersym m etricstandard m odelwherewewillshow thatthesm allcoupling can actually be

related to oneoftheknown sm allYukawa couplings!Onceweassum ethissm allparam eter

(again an unexplained butperhapsnecessary param eteroftheM SSM )wewill�nd that� 
and �� can both becloseto unity.

Sowetakethepotentialtocontain thesoftsupersym m etry breakingterm sasbeforebut

to contain a renorm alizablecoupling between  and �.Speci�cally

V = M
4cos2

�

�=
p
2f

�

+
m 2

  
2

2
+ �

2
 2�2

4
(16)

Thism odelhasthe essentialfeaturesofthe FDHIm odelofthe previoussection. The

di�erenceisthevalueof c which in thism odelis

 c =

p
2m �

�
(17)

Thedensity 
uctuationsgivetheconstraint

�H 3erN

m 2
 m �

= 1:6� 10�4 (18)
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FIG .4. Param eter choices for supernatural in
 ation with renorm alizable couplings, for

� = 10�4 .Liketheprevious� gures,thisgraph showstheparam etersassociated with them inim al

allowed value of��.

where

r= �
3

2
+

s

9

4
+ �2 �

�2 

3
(19)

If� is oforder unity,to satisfy Eq.(18) requires �� > 103. However,if� � 10�4 �

10�5 ,the m odelworks perfectly with � and �� both oforder unity. In Fig.4 we plot

the param eters ofthe m odelfor� = 10�4 ,where again we have chosen the m inim um ��

consistentwith a su�ciently quick end to in
ation.W eseethereisvirtually no �netuning,

so long asa sm all� exists(!). In the following section,we explain why such a sm allvalue

for� isnotnecessarily unexpected.

V .EX A M P LES O F \FLAT D IR EC T IO N " IN T ER A C T IO N P O T EN T IA LS

Up to thispointwehaveconsidered abstractly how to m akea successfulin
ation m odel

prem ised on propertiesm otivated by 
atdirection �elds. In thissection,we m otivate the

sortofm odelswehave considered by dem onstrating exam plesof
atdirection �eldsin the

M SSM whose couplings are those required for a successfulsupernaturalin
ation m odel.

However,because the� �eld m inim um isnotatzero,which in thecontextofthestandard

m odelwould im ply large gauge sym m etry breaking,the m inim alstandard m odelis not

appropriate. Nevertheless,in sim ple extensions ofthe standard m odel,there are neutral

�eldswhich can play theroleofthe� �eld.W ewillpresentan exam pleofa GUT extension

oftheM SSM which could contain appropriate\ " and \�" �elds.

W e�rstpresenta few interesting casesoftheform ofthesuperpotentialwhich arisesin

the contextofthe M SSM .Other
atdirection possibilitiescould m otivate furthergeneral-

izationsofthem odelswehavestudied.

10



Flatdirectionsofthe M SSM were considered in Ref.[16]and a com plete analysiswas

given in Ref.[17]. They can be param eterized by gauge invariant com binations of�elds.

Forexam ple,the 
atdirection H 1
u = H 2

d = � willbe denoted as� = H 1
uH

2
d where we have

given explicitgauge indices. In each case,itisnecessary to explicitly check forF-
atness

by exam ining theform ofthesuperpotential.

Exam ple:  = �u1
1�d2

1
�d3
2
,� = Q 1

2
�d1
3
L2 W = Q �uQ �d=M 0. The superscripts here refer to

the color indices and the subscripts to 
avor indices. W e haven’t speci�ed the indices in

thesuperpotentialwherein principleallallowed contractionscan appearin di�erentterm s.

This m odelwould agree with the physics ofour �rst m odelofin
ation,except that the

superpotentialactually takestheform  2�X =M 0+ ��2 X =M 0,whereX isa �eld which is

not
atand which stays atzero during the relevant stages ofin
ation. This can be seen

by explicitly substituting �u1
1
= �d2

1
= �d3

2
=  and Q 1

2
= �d1

3
= L2 = � into allpossible

term s ofthe above form in the superpotential(that is with arbitrary 
avor and allowed

gauge contractions). The potentialwillbe aswe have studied,exceptthatthe coe�cients

ofthe 4�2 and �4 2 term sneed notbeidentical,sincethey arisefrom distinctterm sin the

superpotential,and there isa crossterm which changesthe exactevolution of� butin no

signi�cantway,which arisesbecause the separate superpotentialterm scan depend on the

sam eX .

Exam ple: = LH u,� = H uH d

In thisexam ple,SU(2)D term swillliftthe 
atdirection. Thiscan be seen by solving

forthe �eldsin term softhe 
atdirectionsand substituting into the D term sofSU(2).It

can beseen thattheD term doesnotvanish,butcan involvea  2�2 crossterm ,suppressed

only by g2
2
,whereg2 istheSU(2)gaugecoupling.Asdiscussed in Section 4,a m odelofthis

sortwith a largegaugecoupling can work,butrequirestuning ��.

Exam ple: = �u�d�d,� = LH u,W = �uQ uH u�u

This exam ple realizesperfectly ourscenario with a renorm alizable potentialgenerated

by a sm allYukawa coupling,butnota large gauge coupling. In fact,ifitisindeed the up

quark in the  �eld,the potentialworks as wellas could be hoped,since it depends on

�2u�
2 2 which aswe have shown gives� and �� oforderunity. In thism odel,the sm all

size ofdensity 
uctuations arisesasa naturalconsequence ofthe sm allup quark Yukawa

coupling!

There are in fact other interactions in this m odel,with the �eld Q u. However Q u is

nota 
atdirection and isassum ed to be zero (orsm all)throughoutin
ation,so thatitis

irrelevantto theanalysis.

In facttherearem any exam plesoftheabovetype.Even with som ewhatbiggerYukawa

coupling,the correctm agnitude ofdensity 
uctuationscan be obtained atthe expense of

a larger ratio of��. This is probably the nicest possibility for realizing the in
ationary

scenario we have outlined,because the only sm allnum bers are those already present in

the form ofYukawa couplings. There are no unlikely assum ptionsrequired forthe correct

m agnitudeofdensity perturbationsand a su�ciently rapid exitto in
ation.

The problem with the M SSM asthe source ofin
aton candidates,aswe have already

stated,is that � has a nonzero expectation value at the end ofin
ation. Because � in

generalcarries standard m odelgauge charge,this is notperm itted. However,in GUT or

othergeneralizationsoftheM SSM (orin m odelswith com pletely independent�eldswhich

donotcarry standard m odelgaugecharges)onecan readily realizethescenarioweoutlined.

11



M odel: Consider a generalization ofthe standard SU(5)GUT theory to SU(6),where

now theHiggs�eldsarein the6,�6,and 35 (H , �H ,�)representationsofSU(6).Them atter

consistsofthreegenerationsof15+ �6+ �60.Thism odelhasbeen wellstudied in thecontext

ofsolving the doublettripletsplitting problem [18]. Exam plesofspeci�c m odelswith the

requisiteaccidentalsym m etry werepresented in Ref.[19].

Hereweassum ethereisno superpotentialfortheH and �H �elds,butthatthepotential

created by the soft supersym m etry breaking term s is m inim ized at hH i � h�H i � Mp.

Noticethatthiswillbreak SU(6)to SU(5)which can surviveto theGUT uni�cation scale,

and isthereforephenom enologically consistent.The� �eld acquiresa vacuum expectation

value oforder M G . W e assum e that the � �eld acquires this expectation value through

renorm alizable interactions,and istherefore not
at,and furtherm ore hasreached itstrue

m inim um atthetim eofin
ation.

Now consider� = H 0 �H 0 and  = 15122
�621
�60
1

3 wherewehavelabeled them atteraccording

to itsgeneration num ber(subscript)and according to theSU(6)index (superscript)(where

0 indicatestheSU(5)neutraldirection).

The superpotentialwhich is required to com plete the m odelcan readily be chosen in

accordance with the requirem entofa sm allYukawa coupling. To explicitly write the term

issubtlehoweverfortwo reasons.First,theleading (renorm alizableterm s)which givem ass

aretheterm swhich m akethe�60�eldsheavy and theterm which givesthetop quark am ass.

However to give a renorm alizable top quark coupling requires that the top be in a 20 of

SU(6).Allotherm assesarisefrom nonrenorm alizableoperators,and thereforeappearm ore

com plicated. However,because ofthe large expectation valuesofthe �,H ,and �H �elds,

theseterm sreduceto ordinary Yukawa couplings.

A toy m odelwhich would givethenecessary Yukawa coupling would beW = ��152 �H �62,

where �� � 10�3 . Thisexam ple resem blesthe up quark exam ple. However,thisisonly a

toy m odelbecausesuch a term actually givesthe�60a m ass,and in factde�nesthe �60�elds.

IfthisYukawa coupling happensto besm all,thedensity 
uctuationswould besm all.Since

weknow littleabouttheextraquark Yukawacoupling,wegiveam odelinvolving theknown

quark m assparam eters.

Thehigherdim ension term W = Vbc(20�)(
H

M P
)152 cangeneratethem ixinganglebetween

the second and third generation. The e�ective Yukawa coupling between the 
atdirection

�elds from this term is Vbc�=M p which is about 10�4 (since the � VEV breaks SU(5) to

SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)atthe GUT scale). The density 
uctuationsin thism odelare then

naturally oforder10�4 .

The lastm odelworksvery well,asisillustrated in Figure4.Itisextrem ely interesting

that the in
ation scenario we have devised can be explicitly realized in the context ofa

known m odelofparticlephysics.

V I. A N D � EV O LU T IO N

In thissection wewilldiscussthedetailsoftheevolution of and �.W ecan then derive

theconstrainton the� m ass.

Aswehaveargued,in
ation endsataboutthetim ethe� squared m asschangessign at

theorigin so that� willrolltowardsitstruem inim um .However,becausethe� m assisnot

largecom pared to H asin previousim plem entationsofthehybrid in
ation scenario [10],a

12



carefulstudy isrequired to ensure thatin
ation endssu�ciently rapidly thatourform ula

fordensity perturbationsapplies.W ewillseethatifin
ation endstooslowly,perturbations

willleave the Hubble radius when the � 
uctuations are large. In this scenario,ifthese


uctuationswereon m easurablescales(say greaterthan 1 M pcand sm allerthan 104 M pc)

eitherthesizeofdensity 
uctuationsorthedeviation from ascaleinvariantspectrum would

exceed the experim entalbound. By a detailed study ofthe com bined evolution ofthe  

and � �elds,we determ ine the necessary constraint on the � m ass for consistency ofour

m odel. However,throughoutthissection,itshould be rem em bered thatthisconstraintis

only very im portantwhen � issm all,becauseitslowsthetransition which causestheend

ofin
ation.W hen � iscloseto unity,valuesof�� nearunity arealso adequatefora rapid

end toin
ation.Forthisreason,wewillfocusin thediscussion hereon thecaseofsm all� .

W e presentin detailthe analysisforthe m odelofSection 3,where the constraintism ore

severe.A sim ilaranalysiswasdoneforthem odelofSection 4 in orderto obtain Figure4.

W e�rstconsiderthetim eevolution of .Theequation ofm otion for is

� + 3H _ + m
2

  +
�4

4M 02
 = 0 (20)

wherethedotdenotesderivativewith respectto tim et.

There are three relevant stages ofevolution ofthe  �eld. In the early stage ofits

evolution when the � �eld is sm all(and so is �4=M 02), the  �eld obeys the slow roll

equation ofm otion asitevolvestowardstheorigin.

 (t)=  ce
�� 2

 
N =3

(21)

where  c =
q

2M 0m � is the value of when m 2
�(N = 0) = 0 (at the origin) where we

m easure tim ein unitsofH �1 .Eventually,the� �eld willgrow to a su�ciently largevalue

�c,where the  m assbecom eslarge,and the  �eld actsasa coherentstate ofoscillating

particleswith m assm  (t)= �2=2M 0.(Hereweusetheargum enttto distinguish thetim e-

dependent physicalm assof particles from the tim e-independent m assparam eterin the

potential.) W ede�ne�c by �
2
c=2M

0= H .

In ournum ericalsim ulations,we replace the tim e evolution of by the tim e evolution

ofits envelope at a tim e su�ciently late that we can neglect the term  4�2=8M 02 in the

potential.Theenvelope  e obeystheapproxim ateequation ofm otion

_ e = �

�
3H

2
+
1

2
�(t)

�

 e (22)

where �(t)isthe decay rate,where thetim edependence arisesfrom thetim edependent

m ass.W ithoutfurtherknowledgeoftheidentity ofthe �eld thedecay rateisan unknown

param eterofthetheory.W econstrain the m odelundertwo reasonable scenariosforthe 

decay. If hasrenorm alizable couplings to other�elds,itsdecay rate can be aslarge as

�b � m (t). Ofcourse there are unknown coe�cients to this estim ate but this probably

representsthe m axim um possible rate. The true rate should lie between �b and �l,where

�l = m 3
 (t)=(M p=

p
8�)2. Thislatterdecay rate assum es no renorm alizable couplings,but

Planck suppressed interactionswhich allow the �eld todecay.W eevaluatethe�nalstages

ofevolution allowing forthese two possibilitiesforthe decay rate.Afterthe tim eatwhich
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� � H ,the am plitude ofthe  envelope isquickly reduced to zero,and itisonly the �

�eld which rem ains.Noticethatm (t)could exceed M p beforetheend ofin
ation.However,

the �eld decayswellbeforethisinconsistency in theexpansion isreached.

Because ofthe strong dependence on the  �eld ofm �(t)
2 = m 2

�(1 �  4= 4
c),the  

evolution iscriticalto determ ining the � evolution. In the early stage ofthe � evolution,

itcan be described by a FokkerPlanck probability distribution P(�;t). Thisdistribution

willbe centered at the origin, but the spread willdeterm ine the e�ective am plitude of

the �eld � �
q

h�2i. Eventually the e�ective am plitude willbe su�ciently large thatthe

classicalequations ofm otion take over. By considering the exact solution to the Fokker

Planck equation,we determ ine thecorrectinitialcondition forthesubsequentevolution of

theclassical�eld equations.

The Fokker Planck equation in a de Sitterbackground with tim e independent Hubble

constantH is[20]

dP(�;t)

dt
=

H 3

8�2

"
d2

d�2

#

P(�;t)�
d

d�

"
m 2(t)�

3H
P(�;t)

#

(23)

wherewehaveassum ed theslow rollequation ofm otion to bevalid.W ith theevolution of

 described by Eq.(21),thetim e-dependentm assof� isgiven by

m
2

�(t)= m
2

�

�

1� e
�4� 2

 
H t=3

�

(24)

Therem arkablething isthatthisissolvableby a Gaussian,even when them assistim e

dependent.

P(�;t)=
1

p
2��(t)

e
�� 2=2�(t)2 (25)

Here�(t)obeystheequation

d�(t)

dt
=

H 3

8�2�(t)
+
m 2

�(t)

3H
�(t) (26)

De�neS(t)= �2(t).Then

dS(t)

dt
=

H 3

4�2
+
2m 2

�(t)

3H
S(t) (27)

Notice thatthisequation isreadily interpreted asthe �eld � subjectto the force from the

classicalpotential(the second term )in addition to the force driving Brownian m otion due

to de Sitter 
uctuations [21](the �rst term ). This equation is readily solved by �nding

the appropriate integrating factorand im posing the boundary condition thatatt= � 1 ,

�(� 1 )= 0.Thesolution is

S(N )=
H 2

4�2

Z
N

�1

exp

(
1

2�2

"

e
�4� 2

 
N =3

� e
�4� 2

 
N 0=3

+
4�2 

3
(N � N

0)

#)

dN
0 (28)

where � � � =�� and w � 1=� ��. The integrand has a peak at N 0 = 0,with a width

oforderw. W hen � issm all,which isgenerally the case in ourm odels,the peak isnearly
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Gaussian and a saddlepointapproxim ation becom esapplicable.So forN som ewhatbigger

thanw (sothatthepeakiscovered bytheintegration)and� � 1,S(N )iswell-approxim ated

by

S(N )=
3H 2w

4�3=2
exp

(
1

2�2

 

e
�4� 2

 
N =3

+
4�2 N

3
� 1

! )

�
3H 2w

4�3=2
e
4N 2=9w 2

(29)

wherethe�nalapproxim ation isvalid ifw <
� N � 1=�2 .

Itshouldbeborneinm indhoweverthattheFokkerPlanckequationweusedincorporated

theslow rollequation ofm otion,which isvalid forN sm allcom pared to w 2 Becauseitwill

turn outw isnotlarge,theFokkerPlanck description willbevalid only atearly tim es.W e

therefore use the Fokker Planck equation to establish initialconditions,and then use the

classical�eld equationsto describe the� evolution which weevolve num erically.

W hileEq.(28)providesan analyticsolution to thedi�erentialequation (27),thequali-

tativebehaviorofthesolution can beseen by looking atthedi�erentialequation itself.For

large negative values oft,m 2
�(t) is large and negative,providing a strong restoring force.

Thisperiodischaracterized byquasi-equilibrium evolution,in which therestoringforceholds

S(t)very closetoitsequilibrium value,� 3H4=8�2m 2
�(t),forwhich dS=dtwould vanish.The

spread ofthisequilibrium probability distribution approacheszero in the asym ptotic past,

and grows m onotonically with tim e. As tapproaches 0,however,this equibrium value of

S diverges,and thequasi-equilibrium regim eendsbecause S(t)isnotableto keep up.W e

can estim ate when the quasi-equilibrium regim e ends by asking when the velocity ofthe

equilibrium value exceeds the di�usive velocity,H 3=4�2. Forsm all�,this happens when

N � Ni = � w
q

9=8. Then S(t) starts to grow di�usively,increasing linearly in tim e ac-

cording to the �rstterm on the right-hand side ofEq.(27). Neglecting the growth before

N = N i,which,in practice,changes the result by a num ber oforder unity,we estim ate

S(0)as(H 2=4�2)(N � Ni)=
q

9=8H 2w=4�2,which in thelim itofsm all� givesan answer

a factorof
p
2� sm allerthan theexactsolution.

The di�usive regim e endswhen the second term on the right-hand side ofEq.(27)be-

com eslargerthan thedi�usiveterm .This�nalphasecan becalled theclassicalregim e,since

the second term representspurely classicalevolution. Ifonly thisterm were included,the

FokkerPlanck equation would describe an ensem ble ofclassicaltrajectories. Thisclassical

behaviorisessentialto ourtreatm entoftheproblem ,sinceitallowsthedescription atlate

tim estojoin sm oothlytothefullclassicalequationsofm otion which rem ain valid outsidethe

slow-rollregim e.Thetransition from thedi�usivetotheclassicalregim ecan beestim ated by

the\velocity m atching criterion",which isprecisely when thetwo term son theright-hand

side ofEq.(27)are equal,approxim ating the solution untilthistransition by the di�usive

relation S(t)� H3t=4�2. In the lim itofsm all�,thisvelocity-m atching condition holdsat

N � N0 = w
q

9=8,and the value ofthe spread isgiven by S(N 0)� �2i = 3
p
2H 2w=16�2.

The classicalregim e can be approxim ated by constructing a solution to the classicalequa-

tionsfor�(t),starting from theinitialcondition �(N 0)= �i.Iftheasym ptotic behaviorof

thisclassicalsolution (in slow-rollapproxim ation)iscom pared with theasym ptoticbehav-

iorof
q

S(t)asgiven by Eq.(29),itisfound to be sm aller by a factorof(8�e)1=4 � 2:9.

In practice,we use the Fokker-Planck equation to establish the initialcondition atN 0.In

ournum ericalcalculationswe corrected forthisdiscrepancy by using the initialcondition

�(N 0)= ��i= (8�e)1=4�i.

15



W ehavedeterm ined thetim eevolution of� and  subsequentto thevelocity m atching

tim e num erically. However,as for ,the classicalevolution of� can be determ ined very

wellanalytically. Again,we have to divide the analysisinto three stages,according to the

behaviorof .

Atearly tim es,theequation ofm otion for� isapproxim ately given by

d�

dN
=
4N �2��

2
 

9
� (30)

which issolved by

�(N )= ��ie
2(N �N 0)

2=9w 2

(31)

where we have im posed the boundary condition � = ��i at N = N 0. This solution has

assum ed slow-rollwhich isonly approxim ately valid. Thisstage ofevolution of� lastsfor

N 1 � w
q

9=2
q

log(�c=��i) e-folds,where �c =
p
2M 0H . Num erically,we have found this

answerto beo� by 1-3 e-foldsdueto thecorrection to slow roll.

Atlatertim e,asdiscussed above, beginsto oscillate.Depending on the decay rate,

there can be severale-folds between this tim e and the tim e at which the  �eld decays.

During thisrange oftim e,itcan be checked thatthe  4�2 term isno longerim portantto

theequation ofm otion and that� essentially keepsup with them inim um ofthepotential

V = �
m 2

��
2

2
+
�4 2

8M 02
(32)

and is

�(N )=

p
2m �M

0

 (N )
=

p
2m �M

0

 c
e
3N =2 =

q

m �M
0e
3N =2 (33)

which isvalid when � � H .Finally,the �eld decays.Thisoccurswhen � � H .For�b,

thenum berofe-foldsduring thisstageisapproxim ately N b
2
= 0.For�l,thevalueofthe�

�eld when  decaysisapproxim ately �l= (H M 03M 2
p=�)

1=6.Thetotalnum berofe-foldsin

thisstageisapproxim ately 2=3log(�l=�c)which isN
l
2 = (1=9)log(M 2

p=8H
2�).

After decays,� followsthe = 0 equation ofm otion according to

�(t)/ e
rN (34)

where

r=

s

�2� +
9

4
�
3

2
(35)

The num berofe-foldsin thisstage isN 3 = (1=r)log(�f=f�c;�lg)depending on the decay

rate,where�f = �=
p
2f.

In factwehavechecked thatthesolution abovegivesthenum berofe-foldsforin
ation

to end correctto within 1-3 e-folds.

The reason we require an accurate determ ination ofthe num ber ofe-foldingsrequired

forin
ation to end isthatitm ustbethatthedensity 
uctuationsrelevantfortheobserved
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physicalscaleshaveexited thehorizonwhilethe� �eldisintheearlyquasi-equilibrium stage.

As we willnow show,the quantum 
uctuations ofthe � �eld during the di�usive regim e

generate a spike in the density perturbation. Forthe m odelto be viable,itis im portant

thatthisspikeoccursatshortwavelengths,so asto avoid con
ictwith observations.

Oneinterpretation ofthesourceofdensity 
uctuationsisthattheend ofin
ation occurs

atdi�erent tim es atdi�erent pointsin space. The tim e delay function ��(x),m ultiplied

by H ,isofthe orderof��=� atthe tim e the wavelength re-entersthe Hubble length. For

exam ple,if � e
�m 2

 
N =3H

and � � H =2�,thedensity 
uctuation constraintwould be

H �� = H
� 

_ 
=

1

2�
p
3

V 3=2

(M p=
p
8�)3V 0

=
6� 10�4

2�
p
3

: (36)

Since� hasam orecom plicated evolution,thecalculation ofdensity 
uctuationsatearly

tim es is subtle. The problem is to estim ate the density 
uctuations caused by quantum


uctuationsin � [21],whose value attim esneart= 0 isdeterm ined by the Fokker-Planck

di�usion equation. Let us �rst consider the density 
uctuations in early stages ofthe �

evolution. Suppose at a given tim e t1 the solution P(�;t) is m odi�ed by displacing the

entireprobability distribution by an am ount��,so thatP new(�;t1)= Pold(� � ��;t1).W e

now ask how thiswilla�ectthetim eatwhich in
ation ends.Becausethe and � equations

ofm otion aree�ectively decoupled,we can treatthe �eld asunin
uenced,and treatthe

� �eld asa free�eld evolving with tim e-dependentsquared m assgiven by Eq.(24).

W eguessthesolution isa shifted Gaussian,

P(�;t)=
1

p
2��(t)

e
�(�� ��)2=2�(t)2 (37)

W e�nd thattheFokker-Planck equation issatis�ed provided that�2(t)obeysEq.(27),and
��(t)obeystheequation

d��(t)

dt
=
m 2

�(t)

3H
�� (38)

Im posing theinitialcondition ��(N 1)= ��,thesolution to thisequation is

��(N )= �� exp

"
1

4�2

�

e
�4� 2

 
N =3

� e
�4� 2

 
N 1=3 +

4

3
�
2

 (N � N1)

�#

(39)

Since the entire distribution isshifted uniform ly by ��(t),the im plication isthatso iseach

ofthe trajectoriesin the ensem ble. The generic classicaltrajectory isthe one whose value

isequalto the RM S value ofthe distribution atlarge tim esasgiven by Eq.(28). Now by

setting �� = ��= _�,we�nd

H �� =
2
p
� ��

H ��

 
9�3

e

! 1=4
2

4
exp

h
1

4�2

�

e�
p
2� +

p
2� � e�4�N fl=3w �

4�Nfl

3w

�i

(1� e�4�N e=3w )

3

5 (40)

HereN fldenotesthetim ethattheinitialcondition isestablished,asthewavegoesoutside

the Hubble length during in
ation,and N e denotesthe tim e atwhich in
ation ends;both
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tim esarem easured in unitsofe-foldings.Thisform ula appliesforthe�rsttypeofm odels;

theexponenthasa 2�2 N =3 in thesecond type.

Thee�ectofa 
uctuation isto determ inethetim eand thevalueof� atwhich di�usion

ends and the classicalevolution takes over (N e). The direct change in the tim e atwhich

classicalevolution begins translates into a di�erence in tim e at which in
ation ends. W e

expand theaboveanswerforsm all� to get

H �� = (9� 3)1=4
3

2N e

��

H
w
3=2
e
�2N 2

fl
=9w 2

(41)

whereN flisthetim eatwhich the
uctuation occurs.Thisfallso�from thepeak atN fl= 0

likeaGaussian with width
q

9w 2=2.W hatthistellsusisthat
uctuationsform ed su�ciently

early (orlate)willnotdelay the onset ofthe classicalregim e signi�cantly and notgive a

signi�cant contribution to density 
uctuations. However,
uctuations form ed during the

di�usive growth regim e nearN = 0 willcreate fartoo large density perturbations. These


uctuationsm ustbe such thatthey are notrelevantto observable scales. W e can observe

back to about 40 e-folds before the end ofin
ation,so we require that the 
uctuations

form ed atthistim eweresu�ciently sm all,orthatin
ation m ustend by 40 e-foldsbeyond

the tim e when the � 
uctuationssatisfy the experim entalbound. From Eqn. 41,one can

deduce thistim e isapproxim ately N df = � 5w. Itm ightbe thoughtthatanothersolution

is that in
ation ends very slowly,so that 40 e-folds before the end one is in the classical

regim e. However,when � is evolving according to the classicalequations ofm otion,the

scaledependence ofdensity perturbationsism uch too large.

So thenum berofe-foldsbeyond thetim ewhen density 
uctuationsin � aresu�ciently

sm allis

N = jN dfj+

s

9

8
w + N 1 + N 2 + N 3 (42)

Density 
uctuationson thescaleof1 M pcareform ed

N M pc = 38+
2

3
log(M =1011GeV)+

1

3
log(TR H =10

7GeV) (43)

e-folds before the end ofin
ation. W e require that N is less than N M pc. By following

through the above calculations,one can see this gives the approxim ate constraint w � 1.

The detailed application ofthe constraint gives the constraints illustrated in Figures 1-3.

These plots were m ade assum ing the larger decay rate. The totalnum ber ofe-folds for

the sam e param etersisgenerally about5 largerwith �l which can be accom odated with a

m odestchangein ��.

V II.B LA C K H O LES?

Because ofthe large peak in the density perturbation spectrum on sm alllength scales

arising from the� contribution,thereisa dangertoo m any sm allblack holesbeing created.

There are fairly strong constraints on the fractionalm ass density in black holes on sm all

scales[15].W einvestigate theseconstraintson ourm odelin thissection.
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First we sum m arize the constraints. In the paper ofCarr,Gilbert,and Lidsey, the

constraints are presented in severalform s;one constraint is on the param eter � which is

related to ��=�. In the m assrange above 1030 gm there are boundsfrom CM B distortions

constraining � to belessthan about10�2 .In them assrangebetween 1030 gm and 1010 gm

thebound on � isapproxim ately 10�1:5 .In [15]abound duetorelicsisdeduced constraining

� between about10�2 and 10�1:5 in thism assrange.Thisconstraintfrom relicsisperhaps

m ore speculative than robustboundsfrom notexceeding criticaldensity,orthatdecaying

black holesdo notproducetoo m uch entropy.

In orderto apply thesebounds,oneneedsto know theprobability ofblack holecreation

asa function of�.Based on [22],the bound isobtained from applying the form ula forthe

probability ofa region ofm assM form ing a prim ordialblack hole

�0(M )� �(M )exp(�

2

2�2
) (44)

where the equation ofstate when the perturbation enters the horizon is p = 
�. Forthe

scaleswhich areofinterestto us,
 = 1=3,which wewillassum ein theequationsbelow.

Theabovebound com esfrom considering aspherically sym m etricoverdenseregion.The

requirem ent ism ade thatwhen the overdense region stopsexpanding,it’ssize Sc exceeds

the Jeans radius R J at this tim e tc,in order to collapse against the pressure. To derive

exactnum ericalboundson � requires thatthisbe the precise condition. W ithoutsolving

thefullproblem explicitly including thepressure e�ectsneartheboundary itisdi�cultto

state precisely the conclusion,which givesrise to som e overalluncertainty in the � bound.

However,oneshould beabletoobtainaconservativeboundon� throughthisapproxim ation.

However,even using this approxim ation,we �nd num ericaldiscrepancies with the precise

production rate which would be predicted. First,the relation between tc and t0 (the tim e

at which the perturbation begins to evolve separately from the hom ogeneous background

in which itisem bedded)should be tc = 2t0�
�1 (the 2 being om itted in Ref.[22])and the

relation between R J and tc should beR J = 2vs�
q

2=3tc ratherthan vs2tc (in actualfactthe

2 wasom itted butcancelslateron),where vs isthesound velocity. Overallthistranslates

into thebound �0 > v2s2�
q

2=3
�
m

m 0

��2=3
(where thecorrectrelation Sc = R 0�

�1=2

0 hasbeen

substituted and the ratio t0=R 0 has been replaced by the appropriate m ass ratio). The

im plication isthatthefactor
2=2 in Eqn.44 should bereplaced by 4�2
2=3,which in turn

decreases the strength ofthe bound on � by a factorofabout5. This willofcourse also

weaken thebound on thescalarindex n given in [15].

Ourspectrum isnotscaleinvarianton thesesm alllength scaleswhich isim portantwhen

calculating � from H ��. However a very conservative upperbound on ourspectrum isa

scale invariant spectrum starting at a sm alllength scale (near the peak ofthe Gaussian)

and which isconstantoversm allerwavelengths. Thisspectrum would be a scale invariant

spectrum with a cuto� atlargewavelength,and can readily becom pared with theanalysis

ofRef.[15].Thenorm alization they use for� can beextracted from theirEqs.(4.2){(4.4),

which expressthevalueof� attheCOBE scalein term softheunderlyingin
aton potential.

Assum ing thatT=S � 1,theirequationsreduce to � = 0:99V3=2=V 0. By com paring with

therelation H �� = H ��=_� = H 2=(2� _�),one�ndsthat� can berelated to the
uctuations

in � by � = :086H ��.W ecan then apply form ula 40 to �nd that� (norm alized asabove)

neverexceeds0.02,in the param eterregim e presented in Figures1-4. Because the quoted
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constraint on � in [15]appears be too strong by a factor of5,we conclude that we are

consistent with reasonable estim ates ofthe black hole constraint. Therefore,even with a

conservative overestim ate of�,the constraintfrom black holesissatis�ed. However,there

can beasizablefraction ofm atterin black holes,which would beinteresting tostudy in the

future.

Asa �nalcom m ent,we rem ark thatthe bound from black holesissom ewhatweakerif

in
ation endsm orequickly,which itdoesforlowerw.In fact,forw � 0:5(corresponding to

m � aboutfourtim eslargerthan assum ed)in
ation endsin about10e-foldings.In thiscase,

only the boundsfrom relicswould apply. Asthisbound ism ore speculative,itispossible

thateven largeperturbationson thisscalewould beacceptable.In reality,sm allerw,while

decreasing thelength oftim e forin
ation to end,also decreasesthe density perturbations.

Largerm � alwaysleadsto a sm allerfraction oftheuniverse in black holes.

In sum m ary,theblack holeconstraintisa seriousconstraintand m ustbeaccounted for.

Thisisanotherconstraintwhich would forbid large w,since the m axim um value ofH ��

growsasw 1=2 (when the dependence ofN e on w isaccounted for). Howeverwe have seen

ourm odelissafely within the boundsgiven in the literature once we have applied the m �

bound given in Section 7.

Howevertheseboundsarenotsu�ciently precise atpresentand itwould beinteresting

todo am oreaccuratecalculation ofthem assfraction in black holesboth forourm odeland

in general.x Thee�ectswehavediscussed should weaken existing bounds.

V III. G R AV IT IN O C O N ST R A IN T

In thistwo �eld m odelofin
ation,the source ofentropy and energy in the universe is

the decay ofthe  and � �elds. The  �eld decays�rst,asdiscussed earlier. W e assum e

the decay productsare quickly therm alized,giving an e�ective tem perature T .Som etim e

afterwardthe� �eldreachesthem inim um ofitspotentialandbeginstooscillateaboutit.W e

assum ethattheseoscillationsaredam ped by gaugeorYukawa couplings.Asin Ref.[9],the

decay can occurthrough a coupling g2=h�i
R
d4��y�� orthrough a directYukawa coupling

���1�2.Thisleadsto a reheattem peratureequalto m ax(g
2=3m

5=6

� M 1=6;m �=
p
�),which is

generally oforder105{107 GeV. Since m ostofthe energy ofthe universe evolvesfrom the

coherentoscillationsofthe� �eld,thisreheattem peraturesetstheinitialconditionsforthe

subsequent evolution. Asdiscussed in Ref.[23],thisreheattem perature islow enough to

avoid theoverproduction ofgravitinos,even ifgravitinosareaslightas100 GeV.

However,theinitialtem peratureT ofthetherm alplasm aof decay productscan beas

high as1011 GeV,so theproduction ofgravitinosby thisplasm a m ustbeexam ined.In this

section we show thatthisconstraintisneverm ore restrictive than the constraintsalready

discussed.

Gravitinosareproduced by scattering processesofthetherm alradiation,butinteractat

a ratesuppressed by m 2

3=2
=M 2

p.They arepotentially dangeroussince they arenottherm al-

ized and have a long lifetim e. The m oststringentboundsare obtained by considering the

xW e thank B.Carrforinform ing usthatwork isin progresson thissubject.
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in
uenceoftheselatedecayson nucleosynthesis.Theexactbound dependson thegravitino

m ass,butfor100 GeV <
� m 3=2

<
� 1 TeV itisTR < 107�9 GeV [23].

Neglectingdecay when consideringgravitinoproduction,onewritestheBoltzm ann equa-

tion forthegravitino num berdensity as[23]

dn3=2

dt
+ 3H n3=2 = �e� n

2

rad ; (45)

where nrad is the equilibrium num ber density ofa single species ofscalar boson (nrad =

(�(3)=�2)T3),and both the crosssectionsand the m ultiplicity ofspeciesare accounted for

by thefactor�e�.In term sofY3=2 � n3=2=nrad,wehave

dY3=2

dt
= �e� nrad : (46)

To a reasonable approxim ation �e� can be taken asconstant,although itdoesvary asthe

coupling constantsrun and asspeciesfreezeoutfrom thetherm alequilibrium m ix [23].For

thestandard caseofa radiation-dom inated universe,nrad / 1=R 3(t)/ 1=t3=2 (whereR(t)is

thescalefactor),so thetotalgravitino production can beestim ated by integrating Eq.(46)

from the initialreheattim e t0 to in�nity. ThisgivesY3=2 � 2�e� nrad;0t0 = �e� nrad;0=H 0 /

T0,wherethesubscript0 refersto thetim eofreheating.To obtain a reasonableestim ateof

thepresentvalueofY3=2,onem ustdividethisvalueby a dilution factorto accountforthe

production ofphotonsattim esm uch laterthan t0.According to Ref.[23],the�nalresultis

Y3=2(T � 1M eV)� 2:14� 10�11
�

T0

1010 GeV

�

: (47)

To derive a conservative estim ate forthegravitino production ofthe decay products,

we assum e thatthe energy released by the  decay is approxim ately equalto the energy

stored in theoscillating � �eld when in
ation ends.According to thenum ericalsim ulations

ofourm odel,the fraction ofenergy in the  �eld wasgenerally lessthan thisby a factor

ofat least 104,except in the case M 0 = M p and a slow decay rate,in which case  can

storea substantialfraction oftheenergy attheend ofin
ation.Theuniverse then rapidly

becom em atter-dom inated,so R(t)/ t2=3.Repeating thecalculation forY3=2 with thistim e

evolution,one�ndsY3=2 =
2

3
�e� nrad;0=H 0,essentially thesam eform ula asabove.

However,in thism odelthereisan additionaldilution ofthe decay products,because

the � �eld behavesasa coherentstate ofnonrelativistic particlesfora tim e ��1� ,and then

the� particlesdecay to produceradiation.Beforethe� particlesdecay,theenergy density

� ofthe decay particles(assum ed to bee�ectively m assless)issuppressed relativeto the

energy density �� ofthe� �eld by onepowerofthegrowth ofthescalefactorbetween the

tim est0 and �
�1
� ,which is1=(��t0)

2=3.W hen the� particlesdecay toradiation,thenum ber

ofradiation particles produced exceeds the num ber of decay particles by (��=� )
3=4 �

1=(��t0)
1=2.Relating �� to the� reheattem peratureTR � 107 GeV and taking t0 � 1=m�,

the dilution factorisfound to be approxim ately (M P m �=T
2
R )

1=2 � 104. Incorporating this

extra dilution factorinto Eq.(47),we�nd thatgravitino production from  decay products

give

Y3=2(T � 1 M eV)� 10�15
�

T 

1010 GeV

�

: (48)
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wherewehaveexplicitlyincorporatedourassum ptionthat and� initiallycarrycom parable

energy.

Thus,a reheattem peratureof1011 GeV producesnom oregravitinosthen a�nalreheat

tem peratureof107 GeV.Thus,we�nd thatno furtherconstraintsneed to beim posed.

IX .B A RY O G EN ESIS

In the contextoflatescale in
ation,itisworthwhile to investigate thequestion ofhow

baryons are created. There are essentially two known possibilities. Electroweak baryoge-

nesis [24]ispossible since the reheat tem perature willgenerally be above the weak scale.

Alternatively,am odelin thecontextofsupersym m etry invitesinvestigation intotheA�eck

Dinescenario [25].

In theA�eck Dinebaryogenesisschem e,a �eld � which carriesbaryon num beracquires

a large displacem entrelative to itstruem inim um som ewhere during the early evolution of

the universe. Ifthe interactions which drive the �eld to the true m inim um are CP and

B violating,the �eld willstore baryon num ber,and subsequently decay to baryon num ber

carrying particles.

In ourm odel,in principle,the �elds� or could be the AD �elds. Howeverthisdoes

notwork. The problem isthat�eldswhich carry baryon num berwillgenerally also carry

charge,so that� isnota good possibility since charge (orcolor)would be spontaneously

broken by thevacuum .Although  isin principle a candidate,theratio ofbaryon num ber

stored by the �eld to entropy willbetoo sm all.

This can be deduced from a detailed study ofthe  �eld. The �rst point to observe

is thatthe potentials we have studied to now are B and CP conserving. This is because

we have neglected the soft\A" type term sand possible crossterm swhich can violate CP.

W hen theseareincluded,we�nd therecan causea sm allchangein thedetailed evolution of

the� �eld.Atthetim etheA (CP and B violating term s)arelarge,the �eld only carried

a sm allfraction oftheenergy oftheuniverse.

However,a separate 
atdirection which playsthe role ofthe AD �eld would work. If

the AD �eld isindependentofthe in
ation �elds,itcan then have largeexpectation value

through the �nalstages ofin
ation. IfH is som ewhat larger than m A D ,the analysis is

sim ilar to thatin Ref.[16]where a m uch larger H was assum ed. The baryon to entropy

ratio isapproxim ately

nb

s
�

nb

nA D

TR

m A D

�A D

T4
R

(49)

where nb=nA D gives the baryon to particle num ber ratio in the AD �eld,and should be

orderunity ifthe potentialforthe �eld isB and CP violating. The lastfactor�A D =T
4
R is

determ ined bytheam plitudeoftheAD �eld atthetim eitevolvestowardsitstruem inim um ,

which isdeterm ined by higherdim ension operatorsin the potential[16]. One can readily

obtain acceptable values for the baryon density ifthe dim ension ofthe operator in the

superpotentialwhich liftsthe
atdirection isgreaterthan 4.Thelowerreheattem perature

expected in thesem odelsrequiresa correspondingly largerfactor�A D =T
4
R ,so a dim ension 4

operatorin thesuperpotentialwhich liftstheAD �eld isinsu�cient.
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X .D ISC U SSIO N

There areseveralcom m entsto m ake aboutthe m odelswe have considered. Firstthere

isthe factthatwe are considering very late in
ation. W e do notaddress the question of

why the universe has lasted to this point [1]. W e have only addressed the question ofa

late in
ationary epoch responsible for solving the horizon and 
atness problem s and for

generating thenecessary density 
uctuations.

One possible solution isthatthe initial value exceedsM p. In thiscase,itispossible

that chaotic in
ation could solve the problem raised above. However,subsequent to this

stageofin
ation,onewould expectin
ation asdescribed in thispaperwhich would create

density 
uctuationsoftherightsize.

Anotherpointwe have notaddressed iswhatourm odelslook like when em bedded in

supergravity theories. Ourpointofview throughoutthispaperisto regard the theory as

an e�ective theory expanded in powers ofM p (and M 0). W e have neglected term s which

aresuppressed by higherpowersofthePlanck scale.Forthesam ereason wehaveassum ed

a m inim alKahler potentialwhen deriving the potential. From this point ofview, any

secondary m inim a which occurin supergravity for�eld valuesexceeding M p are notto be

trusted.

One aspectofourm odelswhich isim portantisthe requirem entofrenorm alizable cou-

plingsofthe�eldsin the� direction in orderto obtain su�ciently high reheattem perature.

Forthisreason weexpectitism orelikely thatthe�elds� and  correspond to
atdirections

ofa renorm alizabletheory (alongthelinesdiscussed in Section 6)than to truem oduli�elds

(ofstring theory)[26].

In ourm odels,we saw thatthere was usually som e sm allbut notvery sm allnum ber.

EitherM 0isM p in which case� and 1=�� areoforder100,orM
0issm allerthan M p which

perm its� and �� closerto unity. Anotherpossibility isthatthe sm allnum berisrelated

to a Yukawa coupling.W ediscusseach ofthesepossibilitiesin turn.

Itiswellknown thatthere can be H dependent correction to the softsupersym m etry

breaking m assesatearly tim eswhen H exceedsm 3=2 [16,27]. Thism eansthatsm all� is

necessarily obtained by tuning. Stewart[28]haspresented criteria which are su�cientfor

thecancellation ofsupergravity correctionstothein
aton m ass,sothateven alargeratiois

technically consistent.Howevertheseconditionswillonly work when thescaleofin
ation is

above the supersym m etry breaking scale. One therefore needsto invoke a new m assscale.

Generally Stewartchoosesthescaleofgauginocondensation.Itishard toseehow thisscale

isrealized in an actualm odelalthough itcould presentan interesting alternative.Thereisa

tradeo�between thecom plexity ofthem odeland the\naturalness" oftakingm  som ewhat

sm allerthan H .

In the m odelswhere � issm all,we found thatconsistency ofthe m odelrequired that

�� islarge,with theproduct��� being a num beroforderunity.Itm ightbethoughtthat

this large value of�� could be explained as due to large H dependent m ass corrections.

However,itisnotpossibleto introducea large�� withoutthetuning param eterappearing

in som e otherunnaturalfeature ofthe potential. Forexam ple,a large H dependentm ass

could introducea new m inim um for� which iscloserto theorigin so thattheVEV of� is

correspondingly sm allerthan M p.

W ehaveseen howeverthatthetuning ofm assratiosissigni�cantly reduced ifweaccept
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a higherscalethan theconventionalinterm ediatescaleassetting theoverallenergy density.

Howeverifthisscale hasanything to do with visible supersym m etry breaking,the highest

scalepossibleisprobably thegaugino condensatescale.Thepredictionsforn and R would

bevery sim ilar,so thegeneraltestforthisclassofm odelswould stillbevalid.

W e regard the sm alltuning ofparam eters as a necessary aspect ofthe m odels with

M 0 � Mp. The necessary num bers m ay or m ay not be present. The tuning is certainly

m uch sm allerthan in a typicalin
ation m odel.

On the otherhand,M 0 m ight be sm aller. This requires the presence ofanotherm ass

scalein thetheory.Ifthislowerscaleexists,onecan obtain � and �� closerto unity.

The other possibility is that there is a sm allYukawa coupling. This is probably not

such a bad possibility.Firstofall,thenecessary coupling isno sm allerthan known Yukawa

couplings and m ight even be related to them as in the m odelofSection 6 and obvious

variants.Second,known Yukawascan be derived asthe ratio ofm assscales. In theSU(6)

m odelwediscussed thishasbeen donein Ref.[29,19].Itisnotunreasonableto think there

m ightbe such e�ective Yukawa couplingsin hidden sectorsofthe theory,aswellasin the

singleknown sector.

In m ostknown hybrid in
ation m odelsotherthan the one we discussed,the  �eld is

very light,while the � �eld is very heavy,oforder M . This is a m ore serious technical

problem since radiative corrections willgenerally give  too large a m ass[7]. Even ifthe

m odelis supersym m etric,supersym m etry breaking during in
ation would induce a large

m assfor . Although attree levelStr(M 2)= 0,thisisnotsu�cientto preventradiative

corrections at higher loop order. One can perhaps allow for such a hierarchy,but at the

expense ofadditionalcom plexity and m assscales. A chiefadvantage ofourm odelisthat

both m � and m  are oforderthe softsupersym m etry breaking scale so thisproblem does

notarise.

W e view our m odelas the sim plest illustration that 
at directions ofsupersym m etric

theoriesareconsistentwith therequirem entsofin
ation when oneallowsform orethan one

�eld in the in
ation sector. Itislikely thatthe sm allparam eterswhich m ightbe required

(oforder0.01 to 0.1)arepresent.Alternatively therem ightbem oresubtle m echanism sat

work.Eitherway,onewould concludethatthescaleofin
ation isvery low.Even allowing

in
ation to bedeterm ined by thehighergaugino condensatescale,onewould concludethat

H during in
ation isbetween 104 and 107 GeV,and tensorperturbationsaresm all.

It is im portant that there are observationalconsequences to this type ofm odel. The

com bination ofm easuring the scalarindex n and T=S should eitherrule outorencourage

beliefin them echanism atwork here.Asdiscussed in Section 3,

n = 1� 3

 
V 0

V

! 2

+ 2
V 00

V
(50)

Because the second term isnegligible in m odelsofthe sortwe are considering,where  at

theend ofin
ation ism uch lessthan M P l,itisonly thelastterm which causesthedeviation

ofn from unity. Ifthe dependence on  isdom inated by a m assterm ,asin the m odelof

Section 3,the correction to n willbe positive (butsm all). W e then expectn greaterthan

orequalto unity,and T=S to besm all.
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X I.C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveshown thatwith m orethan one�eld itispossibletoconstructm odelsofin
ation

with no sm allparam eters. Furtherm ore,the m ass scales which seem to m ost naturally

appearin thesem odelsareoforderm 3=2,about1 TeV,and M I,about10
11 GeV,leading to

a naturalassociation with supersym m etric m odels.These m odelsgive rise to thecorrectly

norm alized density perturbations,even though the Hubble constantis quite low,oforder

104 GeV,because the value ofthe in
aton �eld atthe end ofin
ation ism uch lowerthan

the Planck scale. The key to producing m ore such m odelsisa sensitive dependence ofthe

� potentialon thevalueofthe �eld,so thatthem otion ofthe �eld can triggertheend

ofin
ation whileitsvalueissm all.

Itseem sthatm ulti�eld m odelsareprobably them ostnaturalm odelswhich can im ple-

m entin
ation with weak scale Hubble constant,and thatfurtherm ore,these are probably

them ostnaturalin
ation m odelsin thatthey involveno new sm allparam eters.Therequi-

site sm allparam etersarise naturally from the ratio ofm assscales. These m odelshave the

furtheradvantagesthatthey can be explicitly realized and one can calculate the relevant

param etersforany particularim plem entation.They m ighteven occurin sim pleextensions

oftheM SSM .

Perhaps the m ost im portant property ofa m odelis its testability,and our proposed

m odels have severalcharacteristics that are in principle observable. The scalar index n

which characterizes the scale dependence ofdensity perturbations is always greater than

unity.Itisvery closetounity forthem odelofSec.IIIwith M 0atthePlanck orGUT scale,

butforM 0attheinterm ediate scaleorforthem odelofSec.IV,itcould beaslargeas1.2

forthe param etersshown in ourplots.In allcasestensorperturbationsare negligible.An

especially distinctivefeatureisalargespikein thedensity perturbation spectrum atpresent

wavelengthsofabout1 M pcorless.
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