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Abstract

M ost m odels of n ation have am all param eters, either to guarantee su cient In ation
or the correct m agnitude of the density perturoations. In this paper we show that, In
supersym m etric theories w ith weak scale supersym m etry breaking, one can construct viable
In ationary m odels In which the requisite param eters appear naturally in the form of the
ratio ofm ass scales that are already present in the theory. Sucoessfuilin ationary m odels can
be constructed from the atdirection elds ofa renom alizable supersym m etric potential,
and such m odels can be realized even in the context ofa simnple GUT extension oftheM SSM .
W e evade naive \naturalness" argum ents by allow Ing form ore than one eld to be relevant
to In ation, as in \hybrid in ation" m odels, and we argue that this is the m ost natural
possibility ifiIn aton elds are to be associated with atdirection eldsofa supersymm etric
theory. Such m odels predict a very low Hubble constant during in ation, of order 103-10*
G &V, a scalar density perturbation lndex n which is very close to or greater than unity, and
negligible tensor perturbations. In addition, these m odels kead to a lJarge soike In the density
perturbation soectrum at short wavelengths.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In ationary models fl] In general require an all param eters in the particle theory La-
grangian, to provide the at potential needed for su cient In ation and for the correct
m agnitude of density uctuations. The need for unm otivated am all param eters tends to
weaken the credbility of a theory, so one hopes that the origin of these param eters can be
understood. It is conceivable, of course, that the explanation liesbeyond our present under-
standing, just as we presently have no accepted explanation of why the Yukawa coupling of
the electron is2 10°, orwhy the weak scale lies 17 orders ofm agnitude below the P lanck
scale. Nonethelkss, i would be encouraging to nd that the an all param eters required by
In ation could be obtained from an all param eters that are already essential to the particke
theory, so that no additional am all param eters are introduced. M odels n which the snall
param eters arise as ratios of known particle physics m ass scales are particularly attractive
pl.

From a eld theoretical perspective, it is di cult to see how at direction elds can be
present In a nonsupersym m etric theory W ith the exception of G oldstone bosons, considered
in Ref. E]) given the e ect of radiative corrections . W e will assum e therefore that the
world is supersymm etric, and ask whether an in ationary potential can arise naturally in
the context of the m ass scales which we expect m ight be present. Som e natural candidates
for these scales could be the Planck scaleM ,  10° Gev,theGUT scakM 10°Gev,
the intemm ediate scale M ; 16! Gev, and the supersymm etry breaking scale m 5, 1
TeV.

H owever, straightforward considerations show that it isdi cult to in plem ent this strat—
egy. The m agnitude of density perturoations points to the GUT scale as setting the energy
density during in ation, since M gyr=M p)? 10° . A though suggestive, it is di cul to
explit thishigh scale in an In ationary m odel. In Ref. {] it was argued that the necessity
for cancelling the cosn ological constant after in ation provides signi cant restrictions on a
m odeln which the In ation scal is greater than the supersym m etry breaking scale. M odels
have been suggested In which the energy density In the early universe is well above the low
energy supersymm etry breaking scale, and m ight be govemed for exam plk by the value of
amoduli eld B,8]. For these m odels, it must be checked that the constraint of Ref. €]
is satis ed. Beyond this, however, i is di cul to study such m odels in detail w ithout a
concrete realization.

Tt m ight also be that the In ation scale is generated by GUT physics. An interesting
exam ple of this type ofm odel is Ref. [}]. It is however questionable whether the GUT scale
exists as a fundam ental scale of particlk physics at all in light of the doublet-triplet solitting
problem R]. Furthem ore, it is lkely that the in aton eld would be charged undertheGUT
group and the reheat tem perature would be too high (In excess of the gravitino bound).

In the context of supersymm etric m odels, an attractive scale for the vacuum energy
density during in ation would be set by the Interm ediate scale, M ;. This scal is very
likely to be present in a hidden sector m odel of supersym m etry breaking. It is also the
right energy scale for the potential associated with m oduli elds, which m ight be natural
candidates for atdirections. T heproblem here, however, isthat sin pl din ensionalanalysis
argum ents (to be reviewed in Sec. 2) show that density perturbations would generically be
etther fartoo am all {§,4] or far too large, depending on assum ptions. Forthe case of in ation



driven by a sihgle moduli eld, the dim ensional argum ents show that the requirem ents
of su cient In ation and correct density perturbations inply that 1) the variation of the

In aton mnoduli) eld during In ation is of order M ,, and 2) the energy density during
in ation is of order M * where M 10° GeV. An energy density of order M ; would
produce density perturbations too an allby about ten orders ofm agnitude. For the case of
a chaotic in ationary scenario, the variation ofthe In aton isagain oforderM ., but in this
case the density perturbations are much too large unless the quartic coupling is about
10 2.

In this paper, we show that the argum ent that In ation at an Intemm ediate scale is
untenable lacks su cient generality, and can evaporate if one drops the assum ption that
In ation isdriven by a singke scalar eld. W e describe a class of two— eld m odels, for which
din ensionalanalysisestin ates show that 1) the variation ofthe in aton isoforderM ; or kss,
and 2) the energy density during In ation is of order M 14 W e then go on to illustrate these
deasw ith m odelsm otivated by supersym m etry w ith soft supersym m etry breaking. W ew ill

nd that these m odels not only solve the naturalhess problem ofobtaining su ciently m any
e-foldings of in ation, but also generate very nearly the correct size of density perturbations
based on the param eters of supersym m etry breaking. W e therefore refer to our m odels as
\supematural" n ation.

This m odel contains a sin ilar structure to the \hybrid" in ation m odels, proposed by
Linde and studied by Copeland, Liddl, Lyth, Stewart, and W ands {[0]. The fact that the
standard dim ensional naturalness argum ents for the number of efoldings and for = do
not apply, and that the Hubbl scale during In ation w illbe low was also clearly recognized
by these authors. O ur point here is to em phasize that the m ost natural scales for successfiil
In plem entation oftwo eld in ation of the \waterfall" type are the scales associated w ith
supersym m etry breaking and the P lanck scale. Furthem ore, our m odels m ore accurately
re ect m asses and couplings associated with at direction elds, and we w illm otivate the
param eters and potential we use by consideration of at directions in the M SSM . Hybrid
In ation iIn the context of SUSY Ilads one to the interesting conclusion that the Hubble
scale during the in ation which established the density perturbations m ight have been of
order 10°{10* GeV, rather than 103 Gev .

In the follow Ing section, we present the general argum ents forwhy supersym m etry scales
do not work in single eld in ation m odels. W e then review the general idea of \hybrid"
or \waterall" fI(] m odels, and show why the sihgle- eld argum ents do not apply to the
two— eld case. In Section 3, we present supematural in ation m odels, In which we assum e
the in ation sector consists of at direction elds whose potential is generated through
supersym m etry breaking and nonrenom alizable operators. W e derive the constraints on
param eters consistent w ith the requisite num ber of e-foldings and density perturdoations. In
Section 4 we explore the possibility of a renom alizable coupling between the at direction

elds. In the follow ing section we m otivate the m odels of Sections 3 and 4 by brie y con—
sidering at direction elds in the standard m odel, and present an illustration of the m odel
of Section 4 in the context ofa GUT extension oftheM SSM . In Section 6, we give details
of the evolution ofthe two elds in ourm odels. W e analyze the density perturbations that
result from this evolution, and discover a novel spike that is predicted to appear at short
wavelengths. Such a soike could kead to overproduction ofblack holes, but we show in Sec—
tion 7 that existing constraints on black holes are satis ed for the param eters of interest. Tn



Section 8, we show that the them al production of gravitinos is also not a problem In our
m odels. In the follow ing section we show that successfill baryogenesis can be accom plished
in the context of Jate in ation. In Section 9, we discussm iscellaneous agoects of ourm odels,
and in Section 10, we conclude.

II.ONE VS.TW O FIELD INFLATION

W e begin this section by review ng the \standard" argum ents for why the In aton in
\natural' in ationary m odelsvaries on the scaleM , and why the scale for the energy density
should be larger than the interm ediate scale in in ationary m odels w ith a sihglke eld.

For the purpposes of these din ensional argum ents, we rst assum e the potential takes the
form

V=M ‘G (=f) 1)

where G is a bounded function of order uniy. Here we have In m Ind for exam ple a m oduli

eld, wih M M:. Ifwe assum e the slow rollequation ofmotion 3H —= V’,where H is
the Hubbl constant during in ation, the num ber of e-foldings is
2 Z g 2 v £ G
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T here are essentially two possibilities. IfG is a bounded finction, and G° is not very tuned
to have very at sections, one is in the regim e of what m ight be expected for a m oduli type

eld. In this case, the requiram ent of about 60 e-foldings of In ation favors £ of orderM
and a change in  during in ation at least of order M ,. Even when this is satis ed, som e
tuning of the potential is required.

T he altemative possbility is that one is in a chaotic 11] in ationary scenario, n which
case G willbe dom inated by m onom ial behavior for su ciently large eld, andV ° V=
In this case, £ is not de ned, but one would still conclude M.

D ensity uctuations are also readily estim ated under the assum ed form ofthe potential.
They are given by

H2 H3 M2 g g

_ V® M, M, G

)

A ssum ing a potential of the m oduli type, with G and G° of order unity and f of order M pr

2
we nd that — bff—p favoring M 10°M ,. D etailed calculations m ight changeM by

an order ofm agnitude or so, but it is clear that M 16 Gev  M; is strongly disfavored.

In a chaotic soenario on the other hand, one would conclude that the density uctuations
are too Jarge unless there isa an allparam eter. Forexam ple, a sin ple din ensional argum ent
would lead to the conclusion that orv = 4, 10'? . W ithout further m otivation for
these an all num bers, such a potential seem s unlkely.

So one is ked to the conclusion that it is di cult to naturally ocbtain su ciently m any
e-foldings and the correct m agniude of density perturbations, w thout invoking either sm all
num bers or a new m ass scale.



Tt is apparent, however, that there is a loophok In the above argum ent. From Eq. @)
it is clear that the constraints on £ and during in ation arise because it is the same
potentialV ( ) that controlsthe in ation rate H and the speed ofthe In aton eld — These
constraints can be avoided, therefore, if the energy density during In ation is provided from
som e source other than the scalar eld which rolls and controls the ending of In ation.

T he sin plest way to in plem ent this idea would bew ith two elds. This idea isessentially
that rst proposed by Linde 0] as \hybrid" in ation or \waterfall" m odels. There are two

eds and .The rst eld, whith we callthe in aton, hasa very at potential. Tt starts
at a hrge el value, and slow Iy rolls (via its classical eld equations) to the origin.

The second eld, , has a potential whose m Ininum is far from the origin. In most
previous Incamations of hybrid in ation, the scale of variation of this eld isM ;, though
In ourmodels the scale willbe M ,. W hen has large eld value, it gives a positive m ass
squared tem in the potential at the origin, so the classical eld equationspush to the
origih. W hen getssu ciently anall (oforderM : or lss in ourm odels), them ass squared
of goesnegative, and m akes the transition from the orign toM .

T he key feature ofthism odel is that the energy density during In ation is dom nated by
the potential energy of the eld at = 0. There are no tunings In the potentialto get
a anallm ass during In ation and a lJargem ass afterwards, since itsm ass is always sn all, as
is its potential energy. Because H depends on the value of and is not determm ined by the

eld ,which actsasa switch to end in ation, the naive estin ates do not apply.

T he second key feature of thism odel is that the ending of In ation is controlled by when
the masssquared at the origin changes sign. O ne can obtain a large num ber of e-foldings
w ith the variation ofthe in aton eld much lessthan M ;. Let us see this explicitly.

W e assum e a potential which takes the formm

V=M*GE F)+g@d FI I+ m?j 7 4)

where M and f are to be detem ined, the function g is the temm responsbl for the
dependence ofthe mass, and m isoforderm 3.,.
W e now have
Z Z 2 4
H H“d M in i
N d — n —= 5)
— m 2 m 2M g final

N otice that the scale M in the num erator is independent of the m ass and coupling of the

eld (in the Im it that the contrbution to the energy density is an all) so that the previous
argum ents for one- eld In ation no longer apply. Clarly for in ation to give several e-
ldings requires only that ~ changes by an order ofm agnitude, and thatM * > m*M 2. No
In aton variation of order M , is required, and o far, it ssem s M M: ocould be a good
choice.

Let usnow oconsider density uctuationsunder the sam e assum ed form for the potential.
We nd
H? H? M ©

— = 6
_ m? MSm2 ©

The point is that the num erator H ® has its scale set by the potential energy while the
denom inator is detem ined by the eld. W e construct a model so that at the end of



in ation is of the order M ; or analler. Ifwe also take M M, we nd = M=M ,
or bigger (rather than ™ =M p)2 as was the case In single eld models). A lthough the
coupling between the eldscan have a coe cient which variesby m any orders ofm agnitude,

asdoes I egqn. {§), the strong M dependence of Eqn. (6) allows for agreem ent w ith
the COBE constraint w ith only a relatively an allM variation. T his is very prom ising from

the perspective of relating In ation m odels to real scales of particle physics. To answer the
questions of how well these ideas really work, and how constrained the param eters of the
m odels really are, requires a detailed investigation of particular exam ples of these ideas.

ITT. SUPERNATURAL INFLATION

W e de ne Flat D irection Hybrid In ation (FDHI) m odels as those m otivated by the
properties ofm oduli elds or at directions of the standard m odel. Form oduli elds w ith
no gauge charge or superpotential, the whole potential arises from the K ahler potentialonce
supersymm etry isbroken. Thispotential or and will take the fom

V(; )=Mf(M; M) @)

w here the dim ensionless coe cients In £ should be of order unity.

However, it is clearthat am odelofthis sort w illnot give rise to In ation w ith su ciently
large density uctuations, since during the relevant period will typically be of order M ,
and the resulting = willbe of order M;=M p)2 . W e conclude that it is essential to have
an additional interaction between and . In thism odel, we assum e the existence of a
superpotentialwhich couples and but which is suppressed by a Jargem ass scaleM °. For
standard m odel at directions, such higher din ension operators are to be expected, w ith
M %equaltoM prM g, Oor som e dynam icalscale. In the case ofm oduli elds, it m ight be that
this scale is of dynam ical origin; one can readily determ ine how the answer changes w ith
the form of the superpotential and the size ofthe m ass scale.

W e therefore assum e the presence of a superpotential. The exam plke we take is

2 2

T Mo ®

W e now need to specify the form of the supersym m etry breaking potential. W e assum e
both and have m ass of order the soft SUSY breaking scale oforder 1 TeV (Where we
w il need to test the consistency of this assum ption). W e assum e that the potential for
the eld gives a positive m ass squared at the origin, while the eld has negative m ass
squared at the origin . Furthem ore, we assum e that the cosn ological constant is zero at the
m ininum ofboth and . The speci ¢ form ofthe potentialwe choose is

|

: DY P SR P
V=M40082£+m2jj2+jjjj OJJJ]
£ M ?

©)

where again we assum e (and verify for consistent in ation) M M. W hen the param eters
arem otivated by supersym m etry breaking, we refer to ourm odels by the nam e supematural
In ation. W e will see that one very naturally obtains the correct m agnitude of density



perturbations, and su ciently m any e-foldingsofin ation, using param eters and a potential
which are wellm otivated in supersym m etric m odels.
For the purmpose ofth[g:_jn ationary m odel, the scalar eld can be assum ed to be real

De ning ( + i 1)= 2 and a sin ilar equation for , the potential for the real elds
becom es
p_ m 2 4 2, 4 2
V=M%0d = 2f + — 4+ ———— 10)
2 gM

The massism and the magniude of the (Inagihary) masstem (at the orgi) is
m M2=f.Durng in ation, iscon ned nearthe cc)lrjgjn. The ed slowly rolls towards
the origin and In ation ends about when = (= 2M % . It willtum out that either
m =m orM M, issnall, so that during in ation the term m? 2 jsana]lre]atjvetoM 4.
T he Hubble param eter during in ation is therefore approxin ately H = 8 =3M %M -

W e expect £ is of order M p , or equivalently, m? is of order m 5_,. A lthough it looks
like we took a very special form for the -potentialin Eqg. {9), the use of the cosine is not
essential. A s can be ssen from a Taylor expansion, only at the very late stages of In ation
are tem s other than the constant and mass temm relevant. W e could equally well have
goeci ed a potential which is truncated at fth order In the elds, or which has di erent
higherordertem s. A though both and m ightbem oduliorstandardm odel at direction

elds, we assum e their potentials are of very di erent fom ; the particular case we assum e
is llustrative ofhow a m odel could work.

The constraint from density perturbations in the slow voll regin e is 1213]

V3=2
—— =6 10 1)
M2 (@v=d )
P . .
whereM’, M= 8 . Thisgives the constraint
5 s
M f
T Lo = 6 16 (12)
where
S
3 °o , 7
r= -+ -+ — 3)
2 4 3

where the approxim ation in Eq. (I3) is required if the slow roll conditions are satis ed.
Here we have de ned = m =H and have measured tine in e-oldings away from the
tineN = Owhen = . wWherre In ation ends at positive N ). Tt is clear that a lower
M %m akes the value of at the end of .n ation lower, which in tum increases the density
perturbations. The exponential in Eq. (12) detemm ines the scale dependence of the density
perturbations, characterized by the scalar index.

The scalar ndex ¢ is readily determ ined from the scale dependence of the density per-
turbationstobe  ?=3. Thiscan be seen directly from the form ula ordensity perturbations
above. A lematively, it is extracted from the general formula [14]
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w here din ensionfil factors should be com pensated by M’ . Notice that the second tem is
negligble for allm odels for which the in aton eld value ismuch lss than M ,. This is
readily seen from the fourth expression n Eqn. 2, which inplies M,V &V =M My,).
The third temm is positive in ourm odel, because the n aton eld rolls toward, rather than
away, from the origin during the end of In ation.

W e see for thism odel that n is always greater than 1, and is very close to 1 for small

, which is the case or largeM °. This di ers from the usualprediction for new in ation
or chaotic In ation m odels. T he current upperbound on n isuncertain as is sum m arized in
Ref. [[5]. These bounds, along w ith the validity of slow roll, prevent too large valies of
From Figures 13, we see large is pemm itted only for the sm allest value of M °, where the
bound on n will provide an additional constraint.

The fact that n is greater than or close to 1 is a characteristic feature of our m odels,
which should help them to be distihguishabl In the future, when a good m easurem ent of
the CM BR is obtained.

Anocther distinctive feature of these m odels is that the ratio of the tensor to scalar
contribution to the quadrupole

T
r=1 v 0: 15)
S \Y%

Agaln this ollow s from the snallvalue ofthe in aton eld nearthe end ofin ation.

A swe have argued In the rst section, m odels of in ation which have only a single eld
should have the In aton eld taking a value of order M , near the end of In ation if 50
e-foldings are to be obtained w thout ne tunihg. The combiation of negligible R and n
never below 1 are distinctive features of these m odels which should help distinguish them
from otherpossbl in ationary m odels in the future.

In Figs. 1{3, we show values of the param eters when M ° My, M ° Mgyt and
M % M; respectively. T he values shown were found by in posing the correct m agnitude of
density uctuations and choosing the m inin um m =H oonsistent wih a su ciently
rapid end of in ation (see Sec.6).W e chose the range of M to optin ize param eters. Sm aller
M would Increase the valuesof 1= and . LamgeM would inprove (that is, decrease)
these ratios but would m ake the m asses uncom fortably large relative to the TeV scale. W e

nd that smaller M ° gives m ore natural ratios fr the m ass to the Hubble scale, though in
all cases a ratio of less than 100 can be obtained.

T hese constraints assum ed that the contrioution of to density perturoationswas an all.
In order to chedk the consistency of this assum ption, we need to consider the evolution of

and in the late stages of In ation. It will tum out that in ation must end reasonably
quikly after rmaches . so that perturbations exit the horizon whik the eld is still
con ned to the orign. Thisgives a ower bound on . In Sec. 6, we w ill investigate the
m ass constraint in detail.
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IV.ANOTHER M ODEL

In Section 3, we Investigated the possbility that there is a nonrenom alizable superpo—
tential. However, it is frequently the case that at directions lift each other; that is, the
renom alizable potential does not pem it certain eld directions to be sim ultaneously at.
In this section, we present an altermative m odel w th a renom alizabl potential. It will
tum out that this m odel requires a an all coupling in the potential. W e w ill m otivate this
assum ption In Section 5, where we consider particular choices of and chosen from the
supersym m etric standard m odelw here we w ill show that the am all coupling can actually be
related to one of the known an all Yukawa couplings! O nce we assum e this an all param eter
(again an unexplained but perhaps necessary param eter ofthe M SSM ) we w ill nd that
and can both be close to uniy.

So we take the potential to contain the soft supersym m etry breaking tem s asbefore but
to contain a renom alizabl coupling between and . Speci cally

p_ m2 2 2 2
V=M"4%0d = 2f + 5 + 2 2 (16)

This m odel has the essential features of the FD H I m odel of the previous section. The
di erence is the value of . which In thism odel is

2m
o= 17)
The density uctuations give the constraint
H BerN
——=1%6 10 (18)
m“m



10°

104

108

GeV

102

10!

Ratios

2.0
1

23 4 5678910 20 30
M /(1010 GeV)
FIG. 4. Parameter choices for supematural in ation wih renomn alizabl couplings, for
= 10 * . Like the previous gures, this graph show s the param eters associated w ith them inin al
allowed value of

where

3 °o , Z
r= -+ -+ — 9
2 4 3
If is of order unity, to satisfy Eq. (1§) requires > 10°. However, if 10*
10 °, the m odel works perfectly wih and both of order unity. In Fig. 4 we plt
the param eters of themodel for = 10*, where again we have chosen the m inin um
consistent w ith a su ciently quick end to iIn ation. W e see there is virtually no ne tuning,
0 ong asa anall exists(!). In the follow ing section, we explain why such a snall value

for is not necessarily unexpected.

V.EXAMPLES OF \FLAT DIRECTION" INTERACTION POTENTIALS

Up to thispoint we have considered abstractly how tom ake a successfuil in ation m odel
pram ised on properties m otivated by at direction elds. In this section, we m otivate the
sort of m odels we have considered by dam onstrating exam ples of at direction elds in the
M SSM whose couplings are those required for a sucoessfil supematural in ation m odel.
H owever, because the eld m lninum is not at zero, which in the context of the standard
model would imply Jarge gauge symm etry breaking, the m inin al standard m odel is not
approprate. Neverthelss, in sin ple extensions of the standard m odel, there are neutral

eldswhich can play the ok ofthe eld.W ewillpresent an exam ple ofa GUT extension
oftheM SSM which could contain appropriate \ "and \ " elds.

W e rstpresent a few Interesting cases of the form of the superpotential which arises in
the context of the M SSM . O ther at direction possibilities could m otivate further general-
izations of the m odels we have studied.

10



F lat directions of the M SSM were considered in Ref. [[6] and a com pkte analysis was
given in Ref. [L7]. They can be param eterized by gauge invariant combinations of elds.
Forexampl, the atdirection H! = H7 = willbedenoted as = H!H 37 where we have
given explicit gauge indices. In each case, it is necessary to explicitly chedk for F' — atness
by exam lning the form of the superpotential.

Examplk: = u'd?dl, = Q3;diL, W = QuQd=M °. The superscripts here refer to
the color indices and the subscripts to avor indices. W e haven’t soeci ed the ndices In
the superpotential where in principle all allowed contractions can appear in di erent tem s.
This m odel would agree w ith the physics of our st m odel of in ation, except that the
superpotential actually takesthe orm 2 X=M °+ 2 X=M % whereX isa el which is
not at and which stays at zero during the relevant stages of In ation. This can be seen
by explictly substiuting ul = & = dJ = and Qi = & = L, = into allpossble
temm s of the above form in the superpotential (that is with arbitrary avor and allowed
gauge contractions). The potential w ill be as we have studied, except that the coe cients
ofthe * ?2and * 2 tem sneed not be identical, sihce they arise from distinct temm s in the
superpotential, and there is a cross term which changes the exact evolution of but In no
signi cant way, which arises because the ssparate superpotential temm s can depend on the
sameX .

Exampl: =LH,, = H Hgy4

In thisexample, SU 2) D temm s w ill 1lift the at direction. This can be seen by soking
for the elds in temm s of the at directions and substituting into the D tem s 0f SU (2). It
can be seen that theD tem doesnot vanish, but can nvolvea 2 2 cross tem , suppressed
only by g7, where g, isthe SU (2) gauge coupling. A s discussed in Section 4, a m odelofthis
sort w ith a Jarge gauge coupling can work, but requires tuning

Examplk: =udd, =LH,, W = ,Q H,u

T his exam ple realizes perfectly our scenario with a renom alizable potential generated
by a an all Yukawa coupling, but not a large gauge coupling. In fact, if i is indeed the up
quark in the eld, the potential works as well as could be hoped, since it depends on

2 2 2 yhich aswe have shown gives and  of order unity. In thism odel, the snall
size of density uctuations arises as a natural consequence of the an all up quark Yukawa
coupling!

There are in fact other interactions n thismodel, with the eld Q,. However Q, is
not a at direction and is assum ed to be zero (or am all) throughout in ation, so that i is
irrelevant to the analysis.

In fact there are m any exam ples of the above type. Even w ith som ew hat bigger Y ukaw a
coupling, the correct m agnitude of density uctuations can be obtained at the expense of
a lbrger ratio of . This is probably the nicest possbility for realizing the In ationary
scenario we have outlined, because the only sm all numbers are those already present in
the form of Yukawa couplings. There are no unlkely assum ptions required for the correct
m agnitude of density perturbations and a su ciently rapid exit to in ation.

The problem wih the M SSM as the source of In aton candidates, as we have already
stated, is that has a nonzero expectation valie at the end of in ation. Becausse 1
general carries standard m odel gauge charge, this is not pem itted. However, n GUT or
other generalizations ofthe M SSM (or in m odels w ith com pletely independent elds which
do not carry standard m odelgauge charges) one can readily realize the soenario we outlined.
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M odel: Consider a generalization of the standard SU (5) GUT theory to SU (6), where
now theHiggs eldsare in the6, 6,and 35 H ,H , ) representationsofSU (6). Them atter
consists of three generations of 15+ 6+ 6°. Thism odel has been well studied in the context
of solving the doubkt tripkt splitting problem {1§]. Exam ples of speci ¢ m odels w ith the
requisite accidental sym m etry were presented in Ref. {L9].

Here we assum e there isno superpotential fortheH and H elds, but that the potential
created by the soft supersymm etry breaking temm s is m inin ized at hH i Wi Mg.
N otice that thisw illbreak SU (6) to SU (5) which can surwive to the GUT uni cation scale,
and is therefore phenom enologically consistent. T he eld acquires a vacuum expectation
value of order M ¢ . W e assum e that the eld acquires this expectation value through
renom alizable interactions, and is therefore not at, and furthem ore has reached its true
mihimum atthetine ofin ation.

Now consider = HCH®and = 15.%626% where we have labekd the m atter according
to its generation num ber (subscript) and according to the SU (6) ndex (superscript) Where
0 Indicates the SU (5) neutraldirection).

T he superpotential which is required to com plete the m odel can readily be chosen in
acoordance w ith the requirem ent of a an all Yukawa ocoupling. To explicitly w rite the tem
is subtle how ever for two reasons. F irst, the leading (renom alizable term s) which give m ass
are the temm swhich m ake the 6° elds heavy and the term which gives the top quark am ass.
However to give a renom alizable top quark coupling requires that the top be in a 20 of
SU (6) . A llotherm asses arise from nonrenom alizable operators, and therefore appearm ore
com plicated. However, because of the large expectation values ofthe ,H ,and H elds,
these tem s reduce to ordinary Yukawa couplings.

A toy m odelwhich would give the necessary Yukawa coupling would beW = 15H 6,,
w here 103 . This exam ple resambles the up quark exam ple. However, this is only a
toy m odelbecause such a term actually gives the 6° a m ass, and in fact de nesthe 6° elds.
Ifthis Yukawa coupling happens to be an all, the density uctuationswould be an all. Since
we know little about the extra quark Yukawa coupling, we give a m odel involring the known
quark m ass param eters.

Thehigherdin ension term W = Vi (20 ) (MH—P )15, can generate them ixing angle between
the second and third generation. The e ective Yukawa coupling between the at direction

elds from this tem is Vp. =M , which is about 10 * (sihoe the VEV breaks SU (5) to
SU (3) SU (2) U (1) at the GUT scak). The density uctuations in thism odel are then
naturally of order 10 * .

The Jast m odelworks very well, as is illustrated in Figure 4. It is extram ely Interesting
that the In ation scenario we have devised can be explicitly realized In the context of a
known m odel of particle physics.

VI. AND EVOLUTION

In this section we w ill discuss the details of the evolution of and .W e can then derive
the constraint on the m ass.

A swe have argued, In ation ends at about the tin e the squared m ass changes sign at
the origin so that willrolltowards its truem inimum . H owever, because the m ass isnot
large com pared to H as in previous in plem entations of the hybrid in ation soenario {10, a
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carefiil study is required to ensure that in ation ends su ciently rapidly that our formula
for density perturbations applies. W e w ill see that if in ation ends too slow Iy, perturbations
w ill Jeave the Hubbl radius when the uctuations are large. In this scenario, if these
uctuations were on m easurable scales (say greater than 1 M pc and an aller than 104 M pc)
either the size ofdensity uctuations or the deviation from a scale invarant spectrum would
exceed the experin ental bound. By a detailed study of the combined evolution of the
and elds, we determ ne the necessary constraint on the m ass for consistency of our
m odel. However, throughout this section, it should be ram em bered that this constraint is
only very im portant when is an all, because i slow s the transition which causes the end
ofIn ation. W hen isclose to uniy, valiesof nearunity are also adequate for a rapid
end to In ation. Forthis reason, we w ill focus in the discussion here on the case of an all
W e present In detail the analysis for the m odel of Section 3, where the constraint ism ore
severe. A sin ilar analysis was done for the m odel of Section 4 n order to cbtan Figure 4.
W e 1rst consider the tim e evolution of . The equation ofm otion for is

4

2 —
+3 4t o+ =0 0)

w here the dot denotes derivative w ith respect to tine t.

There are three relevant stages of evolution of the eld. In the early stage of is
evolution when the eld is anall (@and o is “=M 02), the eld obeys the slow roll
equation ofm otion as it evolves towards the origin.

M= o 7 1)
where .= 2M % isthevalieof whenm? N = 0) = 0 (at the origh) where we
measure tin e in units of H ! . Eventually, the eld willgrow to a su ciently large value

cr Where the m assbecom es large, and the eld acts as a coherent state of oscillating
particleswih massm () = 2=2M °. Here we use the argum ent t to distinguish the tin e~
dependent physical m ass of particles from the tin e-independent m ass param eter in the
potential) Wede ne . by Z=2M °= H .
In our num erical sin ulations, we replace the tim e evolution of by the tim e evolution
of its envelope at a tine su ciently late that we can neglkct the temn = ¢ 2=8M ® in the
potential. The envelope . obeys the approxin ate equation ofm otion

3H 1
4+ —
2 2

© - (22)

where (t) isthe decay rate, where the tin e dependence arises from the tin e dependent
m ass. W ithout further know ledge of the identity ofthe eld the decay rate is an unknown
param eter of the theory. W e constrain the m odel under two reasonable scenarios for the
decay. If has renom alizable couplings to other elds, its decay rate can be as large as
b m (). O f oourse there are unknown ooe cients to this estin ate but this probably
represents the m axinum possible rate. The true rate should lie between 1, and 1, where
1=m?@©=0M,= 8 )?. This latter decay rate assum es no renom alizable couplings, but
P landk suppressed interactionswhich allow the eld to decay. W e evaluate the nalstages
of evolution allow Ing for these two possibilities for the decay rate. A fter the tin e at which
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H , the am plitude of the envelope is quickly reduced to zero, and it is only the
eld which rem ains. Notice thatm (£) could exceed M , before the end of In ation. H owever,
the eld decays well before this Inconsistency in the expansion is reached.

Because of the strong dependence on the ed ofm ©? = m?( ‘= 1), the
evolution is crtical to detem ining the evolution. In the early stage of the evolution,
it can be described by a Fokker P lanck probability distribution P ( ;t). This distrdbution
w ill be oentetgd at the origin, but the spread will determ Ine the e ective am plitude of
the eld h 2i. Eventually the e ective am plitude w ill be su ciently large that the
classical equations of m otion take over. By considering the exact solution to the Fokker
P landk equation, we determ ine the correct nitial condition for the subsequent evolution of
the classical eld equations.

The Fokker P lanck equation In a de Sitter background w ith tim e Independent Hubble
constant H is R0]

" # n #

& d m?()
P (;9 q P ( ;9 (23)

dp ( ;9
d 2 3H

dt

H 3

= F

where we have assum ed the slow roll equation ofm otion to be valid. W ih the evolution of
described by Eg. 1), the tin edependent mass of  is given by

n’@=m? 1 e (24)

T he ram arkable thing is that this is solvabl by a G aussian, even when them ass istim e
dependent.

P(i=peo e 2V 25)
2 ®

Here (t) cbeys the equation

= + © 26)

DeneS ) = 2().Then

S 27)

N otice that this equation is readily interpreted asthe eld subct to the force from the

classical potential (the second tem ) In addition to the force driving B row nian m otion due

to de Sitter uctuations P1] (the rst temm ). This equation is readily solved by nding

the appropriate ntegrating factor and im posing the boundary condition that at t = 1,
( 1 )= 0.The solution is

H2ZN ( 1 " 2 24 0 4 2 "
SN)= — exp —— et NT et TNT 4 N%  dan? 28
™) 17, 22 3 (| ) @8)
where = andw 1= . The Integrand has a peak at N ° = 0, with a width

oforderw . W hen is anall, which is generally the case in ourm odels, the peak is nearly
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G aussian and a saddle point approxin ation becom es applicable. So for N som ew hat bigger

than w (so that the peak is covered by the integration) and 1,S NN ) iswellapproxin ated
by
( 1)
3H %w 1 2 2y 4 °N 3H W 4y 2g,2
where the nalapproxin ation isvalid ifw < N 1= 2.

Tt should bebome in m iInd how ever that the Fokker P lanck equation we used ncorporated
the slow rollequation ofm otion, which is valid for N sm all com pared to w? Because it will
tum out w is not large, the Fokker P Janck description w illbe valid only at early tines. W e
therefore use the Fokker P lJanck equation to establish initial conditions, and then use the
classical eld equations to describe the evolution which we evolre num erically.

W hile Eq. 28) provides an analytic solution to the di erentialequation ©7), the quali-
tative behavior of the solution can be seen by looking at the di erential equation itself. For
large negative values of t, m 2 (t) is large and negative, providing a strong restoring force.
T hisperiod is characterized by quasiequilbbrium evolution, n w hich the restoring force holds
S (t) very close to itsequilbriim value, 3H?=8 °m? (t), orwhich dS=dtwould vanish. The
goread of this equilbriim probability distribution approaches zero in the asym ptotic past,
and grow s m onotonically with tine. A s t approaches 0, however, this equibriim valie of
S diverges, and the quasiequilbrium regin e endsbecause S (t) isnot able to kesp up. W e
can estin ate when the quastequilbrium regin e ends by asking when the velocity of the
equilorium valze exceeds the di usive velocity, H 3=4 2, For anall , this happens when
N N; = w 9=8. Then S (t) starts to grow di usively, increasing linearly in tine ac-
cording to the rst tem on the right-hand side of Eq. €7). Negkcting the grow th before
N = N;, whith, in practice, @ﬂges the result by a number of order unityy, we estim ate
S(O)as H?=4 °)N N;)= 9=8H?w=4 2,which in the lin it ofsmall gives an answver
a factorof 2 amaller than the exact solution.

The di usive regim e ends when the second tem on the right-hand side of Eq. ©7) be-
com es larger than the di usive termm . This nalphase can be called the classical regin e, since
the second tem represents purely classical evolution. If only this term were included, the
Fokker P Janck equation would describe an ensam ble of classical tra ctordes. T his classical
behavior is essential to our treatm ent of the problem , since it allow s the description at late
tin esto pin an oothly to the fiillclassical equations ofm otion w hich rem ain valid outside the
slow rollregin e. T he transition from the di usive to the classical regin e can be estin ated by
the \velocity m atching criterion", which is precisely when the two tem s on the right-hand
side of Eq. 1) are equal, approxin ating the solution until this transition by the di usive
relation S (t) g _H’t=4 ?. In the lim it of mall , this velocity-m atching condition holds at

P_
N No = w 9=8, and the value of the spread is given by S N o) =3 2H*w=16 2.
T he classical regin e can be approxin ated by constructing a solution to the classical equa-—
tions for (t), starting from the nitial condition ©N,) = ;. Ifthe asym ptotic behavior of

this d%ss'ﬂl solution (n slow -roll approxin ation) is com pared w ith the asym ptotic behav—

iorof S (t) as given by Eq. £9), i is ound to be sm aller by a factor of (8 e)*™ 29.

In practice, we use the FokkerP lanck equation to establish the Initial condition at N y.In

our num erical calculations we corrected for this discrepancy by using the initial condition
No)= ;= B8 e ;.
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W e have determm ined the tin e evolution of and subsequent to the velocity m atching
tin e num erically. However, as for , the classical evolution of can be detem ined very
well analytically. A gain, we have to divide the analysis into three stages, according to the
behavior of

At early tim es, the equation ofm otion for is approxin ately given by

d AN 2 2

. .

which is solved by
W)= 0N (31)
where we have I posed the boundary condition = ; at N = N,. This solution has
assum ed qslﬂ a:o]lwhidl is only approxim ately valid. This stage of evolution of lasts for
N, w 9=2 log( .~ ;) efolds, where .= 2M H . Num erically, we have found this

ansvertobe o by 13 e-folds due to the correction to slow roll.

At later tim e, as discussed above, begins to oscillate. D epending on the decay rate,
there can be ssveral e-folds between this tin e and the tim e at which the eld decays.
D uring this range of tin e, it can be checked that the * ? tem is no longer in portant to
the equation ofm otion and that essentially kesps up with them lninum ofthe potential

m2 2 4 2
VS T Tme o2
and is
o o
™) = 2m(Nb)4 S 2mcM oe3N:2 = qm N =2 33)
which is valid when H . Fially, the eld decays. This occurs when H .For .,

the num ber of e-folds during this stage is approxim ately N § = 0.For ., the value ofthe
eld when decays is approxinately ;= HM ®M = )""°. The totalnum ber of e-HMds in
this stage is approxin ately 2=3log( 1= ) which isN; = (1=9) ogM /=8H * ).
A fter decays, followsthe = 0 equation ofm otion according to

t / " (34)

where

r= 2+g — (35)
4

T he num ber of e—ﬁDJﬁisijn this stage isN 3 = (1=r) log( =f .; 19) depending on the decay
rate, where (= = 2f.

In fact we have checked that the solution above gives the num ber of e-folds for in ation
to end correct to wihin 13 e-folds.

The reason we require an accurate detem nation of the number of e-foldings required
for in ation to end is that it must be that the density uctuations relevant for the cbserved
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physical scaleshave exited thehorizon whilethe  eld isin the early quasiequilbbrium stage.
Aswe willnow show, the quantum uctuations of the eld during the di usive regin e
generate a spike in the density perturbation. For the m odel to be viable, it is in portant
that this spike occurs at short wavelengths, so as to avoid con ict w ith cbservations.

O ne Interpretation ofthe source ofdensity uctuations is that the end of in ation occurs
at di erent tin es at di erent points In space. The tin e delay function (x), muliplied

by H , isofthe order of = at the tin e the wavelength re-enters the Hubblk lkength. For
exam ple, if e ‘N and H=2 ,thedensity uctuation constraint would be
1 v 6 10°
H =H-—=—p= P— = P=": (36)
— 2 3Mp= 8 )YV 2 3

Sinhce hasam ore com plicated evolution, the calculation ofdensity uctuations at early

tin es is subtle. The problem is to estim ate the density uctuations caused by quantum
uctuations in  R1], whose value at tinm es near t = 0 is detem ined by the FokkerP lanck

di usion equation. Let us st consider the density uctuations In early stages of the
evolution. Suppose at a given tine t the solution P ( ;t) ismodi ed by digplacing the
entire probability distribution by an amount , sothatP ey ( ;8) = Pon ( ). We
now ask how thiswilla ect thetineatwhich in ation ends. Becausethe and equations
ofm otion are e ectively decoupled, we can treat the eld as unin uenced, and treat the

eld asa free eld evolving w ith tin edependent squared m ass given by Eq. (24).

W e guess the solution is a shifted G aussian,

1 ( 2=2 (©)?
2 (t)

W e nd that the FokkerP Janck equation is satis ed provided that 2 (t) cbeysEq. 1), and
(t) obeys the equation

d m? ()
(© _ 38)
dt 3H
Im posing the niialcondition ©N,) = , the solution to this equation is
nw 1 4 #
23 = 2 _
(]_\]): exp p e4 N=3 e4 Nl3+§ 2(].\] Nl) (39)

Since the entire distribution is shifted uniform Iy by  (t), the in plication is that so is each
of the tragctories in the ensamble. The generic classical tra gctory is the one whose value
is equalto the RM S value of the distrdoution at Jarge tin es as given by Eq. £8). Now by
setting = = ,we nd

h _ i
P- !1:42expi epz +p§ N3 4 Na 3
42 3w 5
(40)

H e (l e4 N ¢=3w )

Here N ¢, denotes the tim e that the initial condition is established, as the wave goes outside
the Hubblk length during in ation, and N . denotes the tin e at which in ation ends; both
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tin es are m easured In unis of e-foldings. This form ula applies for the rst type ofm odels;
the exponent hasa 2 2N =3 in the second type.

The e ect ofa uctuation is to detemm Ine the tin e and the value of atwhich di usion
ends and the classical evolution takes over N.). The direct change In the tin e at which
classical evolution begins translates nto a di erence In tine at which In ation ends. W e
expand the above answer foramnall to get

H = 9 3)1—421\3] H_W3zze 2N 2 =9w? @1)
e

where N fljsthetineatwhqjdq the uctuation occurs. Thisfallso from thepeak atN ¢, = 0

lkeaGaussian wth width 9w?=2. W hatthistellsusisthat uctuationsform ed su ciently
early (or Jate) will not delay the onset of the classical regim e signi cantly and not give a
signi cant contrbution to density uctuations. However, uctuations fom ed during the
diusive growth regine near N = 0 will create far too large density perturbations. These

uctuations m ust be such that they are not relevant to observable scales. W e can cbserve
back to about 40 e-folds before the end of In ation, so we require that the uctuations
form ed at this tin e were su ciently an all, or that In ation m ust end by 40 e-folds beyond
the tine when the  uctuations satisfy the experin ental bound. From Eaqn. 41, one can
deduce this tin e is approxin ately N = 5w . It m ight be thought that another solution
is that .n ation ends very slow k7, so that 40 e-folds before the end one is In the classical
regine. However, when is evolving according to the classical equations of m otion, the
scale dependence of density perturbations ismuch too large.

So the num ber of e-folds beyond the tin e when density uctuationsin are su ciently

anallis

s

9
Density uctuationson the scal of1 M pc are formm ed
2 1
Ny pc= 38+ 5Jog(M =10"Gev) + gbgCIRH =10'G&v) 43)

efolds before the end of in ation. W e require that N is less than Ny .. By follow ing
through the above calculations, one can see this gives the approxin ate constraint w 1.
T he detailed application of the constraint gives the constraints illustrated in Figures 1-3.
These plots were m ade assum ng the larger decay rate. The total number of e-folds for
the sam e param eters is generally about 5 largerwith ; which can be accom odated w ith a
m odest change In

VII.BLACK HOLES?

Because of the lJarge peak in the density perturbation spectrum on an all ength scales
arising from the ocontrdbution, there is a danger toom any an allbladk holes being created.
There are fairly strong constraints on the fractionalm ass density in black holes on an all
scales [L8]. W e investigate these constraints on ourm odel in this section.
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First we summ arize the constraints. In the paper of Carr, G ibert, and Lidssy, the
constraints are presented in several fomm s; one constraint is on the parameter which is
related to = . In them ass range above 18° gn there are bounds from CM B distortions
constraining  to be less than about 102 . In the m ass range between 10°° gm and 10'° gm
thebound on  isapproxin ately 10 . Tn f13]abound due to relics is deduced constraining

between about 102 and 10 '® in thism ass range. T his constraint from relics is perhaps
m ore speculative than robust bounds from not exceeding critical density, or that decaying
black holes do not produce too m uch entropy.

In order to apply these bounds, one needs to know the probability ofblack hole creation
as a function of . Based on 22], the bound is cbtained from applying the formula for the
probability ofa region ofmassM form ing a prin ordialblack hole

2

oM™ ) ™M ) exp ( p) (44)
w here the equation of state when the perturbation enters the horizon is p = . For the
scales which are of nterest to us, = 1=3, which we will assum e In the equations below .

T he above bound com es from considering a spherically sym m etric overdense region. T he
requirem ent is m ade that when the overdense region stops expanding, it's size S. exceeds
the Jeans radius Ry at this tine t., In order to collhpse against the pressure. To derive
exact num erical bounds on  requires that this be the precise condition. W ithout solving
the full problem explicitly ncliding the pressure e ects near the boundary it isdi cul to
state precisely the conclusion, which gives rise to som e overall uncertainty in the bound.
H ow ever, one should be able to obtain a conservative bound on  through this approxin ation.
However, even using this approxin ation, we nd num erical discrepancies w ith the precise
production rate which would be predicted. F irst, the relation between t. and ty (the time
at which the perturbation begins to evolve ssparately from the hom ogeneous badckground
in which it is enbedded) should be t. = 2t ! S(the 2 being om itted in Ref. P2]) and the
relation between R; and t, should beR; = 2v; 2=3t. ratherthan v;2t. (inh actual fact the
2 was om ited but canoe]§1 later on), where vy is the sound velocity. O verall this translates

- 2=3 -
into the bound , > v§2 2=3 Hrl“—o (W here the correct relation S. = R 01 * hasbeen

substituted and the ratio tg=R, has been replaced by the approprate m ass ratio). The
in plication is that the factor ?=2 in Eqn. 44 should be replaced by 4 ? 2=3, which n tum
decreases the strength of the bound on by a factor of about 5. This will of course also
weaken the bound on the scalar index n given in {1§].

O ur spectrum isnot scale nvariant on these an all length scaleswhich is in portant when
calculating from H . However a very conservative upper bound on our spectrum is a
scale Invariant spectrum starting at a sm all length scal (near the peak of the G aussian)
and which is constant over am aller wavelengths. This spectrum would be a scale invariant
soectrum w ith a cuto at lJarge wavelength, and can readily be com pared w ith the analysis
of Ref. {15]. The nom alization they use for can be extracted from theirEgs. (42){ (44),
which expressthe value of atthe COBE scale n tem s ofthe underlying In aton potential.

A ssum ing that T=S 1, their equations reduce to = 0:99W32=V°, By com paring w ith
the relation H =H =_= H?=@ 4),one ndsthat can be related to the uctuations
in by = 086H .Wecan then apply omulard) to nd that (nom alized as above)

never exceeds 0.02, in the param eter regin e presented In F igures 1-4. Because the quoted
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constraint on  in 5] appears be too strong by a factor of 5, we conclude that we are
consistent w ith reasonable estin ates of the black hol constraint. Therefore, even with a
conservative overestin ate of , the constraint from black holes is satis ed. H owever, there
can be a sizable fraction ofm atter In black hols, which would be Interesting to study in the
future.

Asa nalcomment, we ram ark that the bound from black holes is som ew hat weaker if
In ation endsm ore quickly, which it does for lowerw . In fact, orw 05 (corresponding to
m about fourtim es larger than assum ed) in ation ends in about 10 e-foldings. In this cass,
only the bounds from relics would apply. A s this bound is m ore speculative, it is possible
that even large perturbations on this scale would be acosptable. In reality, sm allerw , whilke
decreasing the length oftin e for in ation to end, also decreases the density perturoations.
Larmgerm always kadsto a an aller fraction of the universe in black holes.

In summ ary, the black hole constraint is a serious constraint and m ust be acoounted for.
T his is another constraint which would forbid large w, since the m axinum valie of H
grows as w ™ When the dependence of N, on w is accounted for). However we have seen
ourm odel is safely within the bounds given in the literature once we have applied them
bound given in Section 7.

H owever these bounds are not su ciently precise at present and it would be Interesting
to do a m ore accurate calculation ofthem ass fraction in black holesboth for ourm odeland
in generalf The e ects we have discussed should weaken existing bounds.

VIIT. GRAVITINO CONSTRAINT

In thistwo eld modelofin ation, the source of entropy and energy In the universe is
the decay of the and elds. The eld decays rst, as discussed earlier. W e assum e
the decay products are quickly them alized, giving an e ective tem perature T . Som etin e
afterward the  eld reachesthem ininum ofitspotentialand beginsto oscillate about . W e
assum e that these oscillations are dam ped bg gauge or Yukawa couplings. A s .n Ref. ], the
decay can occur through a coupling g?=h i d* ¥  orthmugh a direct Yukawa coupling

. 5. This leads to a reheat tem perature equaltom ax @~ m ~ M *%;m = ), which is
generally of order 10° {10’ G &V . Since m ost of the energy of the universe evolves from the
coherent oscillations ofthe  eld, this reheat tem perature sets the initial conditions for the
subsequent evolution. A s discussed In Ref. 3], this reheat tem perature is Iow enough to
avoid the overproduction of gravitinos, even if gravitinos are as light as 100 G&V .

However, the nitialtem perature T ofthe them alplasn a of decay products can be as
high as 10*! G eV, so the production of gravitinos by thisplasn a m ust be exam ined. In this
section we show that this constraint is never m ore restrictive than the constraints already
discussed.

G ravitinos are produced by scattering processes of the them al radiation, but Interact at
a rate suppressed by m5_,=M . They are potentially dangerous since they are not them ak
ized and have a long lifetin e. The m ost stringent bounds are obtained by considering the

*W e thank B . C arr for inform ing us that work is In progress on this sub jct.
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In uence ofthese Jate decays on nuckosynthesis. T he exact bound depends on the gravitino
mass, but ©r100GeV < mi, < 1 TeV tisTy < 10’ °Gev R31.

N eglecting decay w hen considering gravitino production, one w rites the B oltzm ann equa-
tion for the gravitino number density as R3]

dnsz—

dt

+ 3H N3 = ¢ niad ’ (45)

where n, 4 is the equilbbriim number density of a single species of scalar boson (g =
( @)=?)T?), and both the cross sections and the m ultiplicity of species are accounted for
by the factor . . In tem s 0f Y5, I3 =Nq, We have

d¥sz-
dt

= e Ngg ¢ (46)

To a reasonablk approxin ation . can be taken as constant, although it does vary as the
coupling constants run and as species freeze out from the them alequilbriim m ix R3]. For
the standard case ofa radiation-dom inated universe, nq / 1=R3(t) / 1=2 whereR () is
the scale factor), so the total gravitino production can be estin ated by integrating Eq. @8)
from the nitial reheat tine ty to In nity. This gives Y3, 2¢ Npaopto= e Npap=Ho /
Ty, where the subscript 0 refers to the tin e of reheating. To cbtain a reasonable estin ate of
the present value of Y5, one m ust divide this value by a dilution factor to acocount for the
production of photons at tin esmuch later than t; . A coording to Ref. R3], the nalresul is
. g To .

Y;, T 1Mev) 244 1 e 47)

To derive a conservative estin ate for the gravitino production ofthe decay products,
we assum e that the energy released by the decay is approxin ately equal to the energy
stored in the oscillating eld when in ation ends. A coording to the num erical sin ulations
of our m ode], the fraction of energy in the eld was generally less than this by a factor
of at least 10%, except In the case M = M, and a slow decay mate, in which case  can
store a substantial fraction of the energy at the end of in ation. The universe then rapidly
becom e m atter-dom inated, so R ) / ££3. Repeating the calculation orYs, with thistine
evolution, one ndsYs;., = % e Npa;0=H o, essentially the sam e omula as above.

However, in thism odel there is an additionaldilution ofthe decay products, because
the eld behaves as a coherent state of nonrelativistic particles ora tine ', and then
the particlkes decay to produce radiation. Before the particles decay, the energy density

ofthe decay particles (assum ed to be e ectively m assless) is suppressed relative to the
energy density of the eld by one power of the grow th of the scale factor between the
tinesty and ' ,whih isl=( t)*°.W henthe particlkesdecay to radiation, the number
of radiation particles produced exceeds the number of decay partickes by ( = )>*
1=( t)'2.Relating tothe rmheattemperatureTy 10 GeV and takingty 1=m ,
the dilution factor is found to be approximately M pm =TZ)?  10. Incorporating this
extra dilution factor nto Eq. @7), we nd that gravitino production from  decay products
give

T

Yi, T 1Mev) 10% Tveer ¢ 48)

21



w here we have explicitly lncorporated ourassum ption that and mitially carry com parable
energy.

Thus,a reheattem perature of 10! G eV producesnom ore gravitinosthen a nalreheat
tem perature of 10’ GeV . Thus, we nd that no fiirther constraints need to be in posed.

IX.BARYOGENESIS

In the context of Jate scale In ation, it is worthw hilk to investigate the question of how
baryons are created. There are essentially two known possibilities. E lectroweak baryoge—
nesis P4] is possble since the reheat tem perature w ill generally be above the weak scalke.
A tematively, a m odel in the context of supersym m etry Invites investigation into the A eck
D ine scenario PHI.

In the A eck D lne baryogenesis schem e, a eld which carresbaryon number acquires
a large displacam ent relative to its truem nimum som ew here during the early evolution of
the universe. If the interactions which drive the eld to the true m ininum are CP and
B violating, the eld will store baryon num ber, and subsequently decay to baryon num ber
carrying particles.

In ourm odel, n princple, the elds or oould betheAD elds. However this does
not work. The problem is that elds which carry baryon number w ill generally also carry
charge, so that is not a good possbility sihce charge (or color) would be spontaneously
broken by the vacuum . A though is in principlk a candidate, the ratio ofbaryon number
stored by the eld to entropy w illbe too am all.

This can be deduced from a detailed study of the eld. The st point to cbserve
is that the potentials we have studied to now are B and CP oconserving. This is because
we have neglected the soft \A " type tem s and possble cross term s which can viclate CP.
W hen these are ncluded, we nd there can cause a sn allchange In the detailed evolution of
the eld.AtthetinetheA (CP and B violating tem s) are large, the eld only carried
a an all fraction of the energy of the universe.

However, a ssparate at direction which plays the role of the AD eld would work. If
the AD eld is independent ofthe In ation elds, it can then have large expectation value
through the nal stages of In ation. IfH is somewhat larger than m »p , the analysis is
sin ilar to that in Ref. 1§] where a much larger H was assum ed. The baryon to entropy
ratio is approxin ately

Np n, Tr ap

4
S Nap Map Ty

(49)

where ny=n,p gives the baryon to particle number ratio n the AD eld, and should be
order unity if the potential for the eld isB and CP violating. The last factor ,p =T, is
determm ined by the am plitude ofthe AD eld at the tin e it evolves tow ards itstruem nin um ,
which is detem ined by higher dim ension operators in the potential [[§]. O ne can readily
obtain acceptable values for the baryon density if the dim ension of the operator in the
superpotentialwhich lifts the at direction is greater than 4. T he lower reheat tem perature
expected In these m odels requires a corresoondingly larger factor ,p =T1§ , S0 a din ension 4
operator in the superpotentialwhich liftsthe AD eld is insu cient.
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X .DISCUSSION

T here are several comm ents to m ake about the m odels we have considered. F irst there
is the fact that we are considering very late in ation. W e do not address the question of
why the universe has lasted to this pont {l]. W e have only addressed the question of a
late In ationary epoch responsblke for solving the horizon and atness problem s and for
generating the necessary density uctuations.

One possible solution is that the nitial value exceeds M . In this case, it is possble
that chaotic n ation could solve the problem raised above. However, subsequent to this
stage of In ation, one would expect In ation as described in this paper which would create
density uctuations of the right size.

A nother point we have not addressed is what our m odels ook like when embedded In
supergravity theores. O ur point of view throughout this paper is to regard the theory as
an e ective theory expanded in powers of M , (and M 9. W e have neglected tem s which
are suppressed by higher powers of the P Janck scale. For the sam e reason we have assum ed
a m inin al K ahler potential when deriving the potential. From this point of view, any
secondary m inin a which occur in supergravity for eld values exceeding M , are not to be
trusted.

O ne agpect of ourm odels which is Im portant is the requirem ent of renomm alizable cou-
plingsofthe eldsin the direction in order to obtain su ciently high reheat tem perature.
Forthis reason we expect it ism ore lkely thatthe elds and oorrespond to atdirections
ofa renom alizable theory (along the lines discussed in Section 6) than to truem oduli elds
(of string theory) 6.

In our m odels, we saw that there was usually som e an all but not very sm all num ber.
EiherM %isM , nwhich cass and 1= areoforder100,orM %issmallerthan M , which
pem its and closer to unity. A nother possibility is that the am all num ber is related
to a Yukawa coupling. W e discuss each of these possibilities n tum.

It iswell known that there can be H dependent correction to the soft supersym m etry
breaking m asses at early tineswhen H exceedsm 3., {[627]. Thismeansthat snall is
necessarily obtained by tuning. Stewart R§] has presented criteria which are su cient for
the cancellation of supergravity corrections to the in aton m ass, so that even a Jarge ratio is
technically consistent. H owever these conditionsw illonly work when the scale of in ation is
above the supersym m etry breaking scale. O ne therefore needs to invoke a new m ass scale.
G enerally Stew art chooses the scale ofgaugino condensation. It ishard to see how thisscale
is realized In an actualm odelalthough it could present an interesting altemative. There isa
tradeo between the com plexity ofthem odeland the \naturalness" oftakingm som ewhat
an aller than H .

In the m odels where is am all, we found that consistency of the m odel required that

is large, w ith the product being a num ber of order unity. It m ight be thought that
this Jarge value of could be explained as due to large H dependent m ass corrections.
However, it is not possible to introduce a large w ithout the tuning param eter appearing
iIn som e other unnatural feature of the potential. For exam ple, a large H dependent m ass
could Introduce a new m ninum f©or which is closer to the origin so that the VEV of is
correspondingly smaller than M .

W e have seen however that the tuning ofm ass ratios is signi cantly reduced ifwe accept
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a higher scale than the conventional interm ediate scale as setting the overall energy density.
However if this scale has anything to do w ith visble supersym m etry breaking, the highest
scale possible is probably the gaugino condensate scale. T he predictions forn and R would
be very sin ilar, so the general test for this class ofm odels would still be valid.

W e regard the an all tuning of param eters as a necessary aspect of the m odels w ith
M ° My . The necessary numbers may or may not be present. The tuning is certainly
much an aller than In a typical In ation m odel.

On the other hand, M ° m ight be an aller. This requires the presence of another m ass
scale In the theory. If this Iower scale exists, one can obtain and closer to unity.

T he other possibility is that there is a an all Yukawa coupling. This is probably not
such a bad possibility. F irst of all, the necessary coupling isno an aller than known Yukawa
couplings and m ight even be related to them as In the m odel of Section 6 and cbvious
variants. Second, known Yukawas can be derived as the ratio ofm ass scales. In the SU (6)
m odelwe discussed this hasbeen done in Ref. 9,19]. It is not unreasonable to think there
m ight be such e ective Yukawa ocouplings in hidden sectors of the theory, as well as in the
single known sector.

In m ost known hybrid in ation m odels other than the one we discussed, the eld is
very light, while the eld is very heavy, of order M . This is a m ore serious technical
problem sihce radiative corrections w ill generally give  too large a mass []]. Even if the
m odel is supersym m etric, supersymm etry breaking during in ation would induce a large
mass for . Alhough at tree kevel StrM 2y = 0, this isnot su cient to prevent radiative
corrections at higher loop order. O ne can perhaps allow for such a hierarchy, but at the
expense of additional com plexity and m ass scales. A chief advantage of our m odel is that
bothm andm are of order the soft supersym m etry breaking scale so this problm does
not arise.

W e view our m odel as the sinplest illustration that at directions of supersym m etric
theories are consistent w ith the requirem ents of In ation when one allow s form ore than one

eld In the In ation sector. It is likely that the an all param eters which m ight be required
(oforder 001 to 0.1) are present. A ltematively there m ight be m ore subtle m echanisn s at
work. E ither way, one would conclude that the scale of In ation is very low . Even allow Ing
In ation to be detemm ined by the higher gaugino condensate scale, one would conclude that
H during in ation isbetween 10* and 10’ G &V, and tensor perturbations are an all.

Tt is In portant that there are observational consequences to this type of model. The
com bination of m easuring the scalar index n and T=S should either rule out or encourage
belief In the m echanian at work here. A s discussed in Section 3,

v o' 2 v @
n=1 3 — + 2— (50)
\Y% \

Because the second temm is negligble in m odels of the sort we are considering, where  at
the end of in ation ismudh lessthan M p 1, it isonly the last term which causes the deviation
ofn from unity. If the dependence on  is dom inated by a m ass tem , as In the m odel of
Section 3, the correction to n willbe positive (out an all). W e then expect n greater than
or equalto uniy, and T=S to be an all.
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XI.CONCLUSION

W ehave shown that w ith m orethan one eld it ispossible to constructm odelsofin ation
wih no an all param eters. Furthem ore, the m ass scales which seem to m ost naturally
appear in these m odels are of orderm 5_,, about 1 TeV, and M 1, about 10! G &V, leading to
a natural association w ith supersym m etric m odels. These m odels give rise to the correctly
nom alized density perturbations, even though the Hubble constant is quite low, of order
10* GeV, because the value of the n aton eld at the end of n ation ismuch Iower than
the P lanck scale. The key to producing m ore such m odels is a sensitive dependence of the

potential on the value of the eld, so that the m otion ofthe eld can trigger the end
of In ation whil isvalue is sn all.

Tt seem s that muli eld m odels are probably the m ost naturalm odels which can inple-
ment In ation with weak scale Hubbl constant, and that fiirthem ore, these are probably
them ost naturalin ation m odels in that they involve no new an allparam eters. T he requi-
site an all param eters arise naturally from the ratio ofm ass scales. T hese m odels have the
further advantages that they can be explicitly realized and one can calculate the relevant
param eters for any particular in plem entation. They m ight even occur In sin pl extensions
oftheM SSM .

Perhaps the m ost in portant property of a m odel is its testability, and our propossd
m odels have several characteristics that are In principle ocbservable. The scalar index n
which characterizes the scale dependence of density perturbations is always greater than
unity. It is very close to unity orthem odelofSec. ITwith M at thePlanck orGUT scale,
but ©rM ° at the interm ediate scale or ©r them odel of Sec. IV, it could be as large as 12
for the param eters shown in our plots. In all cases tensor perturbations are negligble. An
egoecially distinctive feature is a Jarge spike in the density perturoation soectrum at present
wavelengths of about 1 M pc or Jss.
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