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A bstract

W e establish the equivalence between the quantum evolution ofspatially

hom ogeneous oscillations ofa scalar �eld and that ofan analogous classical

system with certain random initialcondition. W e argue thatthisobservation

can be used fornum ericalsim ulation ofthe Universe in the preheating epoch.

W e also explicitly dem onstrate thatthe phenom enon ofparam etric resonance

thatleadstopreheatingissim ultaneously an e�ectivem echanism forgenerating

quantum decoherence oftheUniverse.
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1. Calculation ofthe reheating tem perature isone the m ostim portantissue in

in
ationary cosm ology. The tem perature achieved soon afterthe in
ation epoch is

them axim altem peraturein thewholehistoryoftheUniverseand m ustbesu�ciently

largeforthegenerationofbaryonnum bertobee�ective.Accordingtothein
ationary

picture,theUniverseisreheated by theprocessoftransferring energy outofspatially

hom ogeneousoscillationsofthescalarin
aton �eld.Theold theory ofthereheating

[1]describesthisenergytransferasoccurringthrough thedecayofthein
aton quanta

and predicts a relatively low speed for this process in theories with sm allcouple

constants.However,a recentrevision [2]showsthatin m any casethereexistsa m ore

rapid channelofenergytransfer,which iscloselyrelated totheexistenceofparam etric

resonancein thespectra ofthe�eldsinteracting with thein
aton and ofthein
aton

itself. These param etric resonance m odes, typically form ing continuous energetic

bands,grow exponentially on thebackground ofthein
aton �eld oscillations,and at

som e m om entbegin to take a largeam ountofenergy from these oscillations.Ithas

been argued in ref.[2]thatdueto theexponentialcharacterofthegrowth,thedecay

ofthe in
aton �eld oscillationsisa rapid processof\explosion" ratherthan a slow

dam ping.Theam plitudeoftheseoscillationsdropsto a sm allvalueaftersom etim e

intervalofthe sam e order as ofm agnitude ofthe period ofoscillations. This new

m echanism ,nam ed in ref.[2]\preheating",m ay changeconsiderably theprediction of

the reheating tem perature. Ithasbeen argued thatthe phenom enon ofparam etric

resonancem ay beim portantin otheraspectsaswell[3,4].

The com plete theoreticaldescription ofpreheating isstilllacking rightnow,due

to thecom plexity ofinteraction between them odesthatappearvia param etricreso-

nanceand thebackground,aswellasbetween them odesthem selves.However,som e

im portantstepshave been m ade in thisdirection (see,forexam ple[5,6]).In oneof

theapproaches[6]theproblem istreated in theHartree{Fock approxim ation,where

one takesinto accountthe back{reaction ofthe param etric{resonance m odesto the

background but neglects the scattering between these m odes. The result is quite

surprising:whileitcon�rm sthatparam etricresonanceisthem ain m echanism ofthe

dam ping ofthe in
aton �eld in the �rsttim e period,in the long run the am plitude

ofthe oscillations typically rem ains constant (in som e cases itis not m uch sm aller

than theinitialam plitudebeforetheexplosion),oratleastdecaysvery slowly.This

showsthatittakesm uch longertim e,ofm any orderofm agnitudeslargerthan the

period ofoscillations,to m ake the am plitude goesto 0. Atlate tim es,the created

particlesare m ostly ofvery sm allenergy,which m eansthatthe therm alization pro-
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cessm ay also take a longertim e intervalthan hasbeen expected. The calculations

in ref.[6],however,rely heavily on theHartree{Fock approxim ation,so thererem ains

thequestion whethertheseresultsre
ecttherealsituation.

In thispaperwe do notattem ptto build a com plete theory ofpreheating.How-

ever,wewillpointoutapossibleway toperform reliablecalculationsin thenonlinear

regim e after in
ation. Nam ely,we show that the behavior ofthe quantum system

under consideration,during the preheating epoch,is equivalent to the evolution of

the classical�eld,when one random izes over a particular set ofinitialconditions.

This result is established by com paring the perturbative series ofthe two theories.

Thisfactm akespossible num ericalsim ulationsofthe Universe afterin
ation,since

theproblem isnow com pletely classical.Asa by{product,wedem onstrateexplicitly

the developm ent ofdecoherence ofthe Universe. W e show thatthe phenom enon of

param etricresonanceprovidesan e�ective m echanism forthelatter.

2.Forsim plicity wewillworkin them odelofonescalar�eld only.In otherwords,

we neglectthe interaction ofthe in
aton with otherparticlesand take into account

itsself{interaction only.TheLagrangian ofthem odelistaken in thestandard form ,

L =
1

2
(@��)

2
�
m 2

2
�
2
�
�

4!
�
4

W ewillalsoneglecttheexpansionoftheUniverseandworkintheordinaryM inkowskian

space{tim e.Atthem om entwhen in
ation com pletes,thein
aton �eld hasanonzero

expectation value � = �0 which isa constantoverthe whole space. Soon afterthat

the �eld beginsoscillations around � = 0. Forconvenience the following picture is

used in furtherdiscussions:att< 0thereisan extraforceterm J� in theLagrangian

so thattheexpectation value of� isa nonzero constant�0,butatt= 0 thissource

issuddenly turned o� and the�eld startsoscillate.W ewillbeinterested in thetim e

dependence ofthem ean valueof�,which willbedenoted as�(t).

Thelinearized classicalequation forthem odesofm om entum k ofthe�eld,�(t;k),

 

@
2

t + !
2

k +
�

2
�
2

0
(t)

!

�(t;k)= 0 (1)

hasthesam eform asthatoftheoscillatorwhosefrequency isa periodicfunction of

tim e,!2 = !2
k+

��2
0
(t)

2
.Itiswellknown thatatsom evaluesof!k thissystem exhibits

param etric resonance: there does not exist any solution to eq.(1) which rem ains

�nite on the whole tim e axis [7]. A typicalsolution to eq.(1) grows exponentially

in the lim its t! +1 and/ort! � 1 . This phenom enon occurs when !k lies in
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certain energeticbands(\resonancebands").W ewillconsiderthesituation ofbroad

resonance,which correspond to largevaluesof�0,�0 � 1=
p
� orlarger.

In the quantum case,the existence ofparam etric resonance leadsto the am pli�-

cation ofthequantum 
uctuationsofthem odeswith !k insidetheresonancebands.

W hen the am plitude ofthese 
uctuations are stillsm all,one can m ake use ofthe

standard Bogoliubov transform ations to �nd the quantum state ofthe system [5].

However,theinteresting regim eisthatoflatetim eswherethenon{linearity becom es

essential,and oneneedsanotherapproach to attack theproblem .

Thegeneralm ethodto�nd real{tim eevolution ofquantum �eldsistheSchwinger{

Keldysh closed{tim e{path form alism [8,9,10].Atdiagram m aticlevel,theform alism

gives rise to the sam e set ofFeynm an rules as that for calculating the S{m atrix,

except thatevery internalintegralin Feynm an diagram s is now perform ed along a

contourthatgoesfrom t= � 1 to t= +1 and then goesback to t= � 1 (Fig.1),

and instead ofoneFeynm an propagatorsG(x;y)thereexistsfouronesdepending on

whetherx0 and y0 lieon theupperorthelowerpartsofthecontours,

G + + (x;y)= h0jT�(x)�(y)j0i; G + � (x;y)= h0j�(y)�(x)j0i;

G �+ (x;y)= h0j�(x)�(y)j0i; G �� (x;y)= h0j�T�(x)�(y)j0i;

Itiseasy to seethatthesepropagatorsarisefrom thepropagatorson thecontourC,

G C (x;y) = h0jTC �(x)�(y)j0i,where TC is the notation for tim e{ordering along C.

Notealso thatthefourpropagatorsareequalatx = y.

ToderivetheFeynm an rules,wewilldecom posethequantum �eld intoaclassical

part�0(t)and quantum 
uctuation ~�,

�(t)= �0(t)+ ~�(t)

where�0(t)= �0 att< 0 and att> 0 satis�esthe�eld equation

@
2

��0 + m
2

0
�0 + ��

3

0
= 0

TheLagrangian for ~� isthen

L(~�)=
1

2
(@��)

2
�
m 2

2
~�2 �

�

4
�
2

0
~�2 �

�

3!
�0
~�3 �

�

4!
~�4

and correspondsto theFeynm an rulesshown in Fig.2.

Before turning to the calculation ofdiagram s, let us consider in m ore details

the propagators on the background �0(t). Consider,for instance,G + + (x;y). It is
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convenient to use the m ixed representation (coordinate in tim e and m om entum in

space)wherethispropagatorscan bewritten into theform ,

G + + (x;y)=

Z
dk

(2�)3
eik(x�y)G + + (x0;y0;k)

where

iG + + (x0;y0;k)= �(x0 � y0)f
k

1(x0)f
k

2(y0)+ �(y0 � x0)f
k

2(x0)f
k

1(y0) (2)

W e have introduced the m ode functionsfk1;2 which are the two linearly independent

solutionsto theequation

 

@
2

t + !
2

k +
�

2
�
2

0
(t)

!

f
k

1;2(t)= 0 (3)

with thefollowing boundary conditionsatt< 0,

f
k

1(t)� e�i! kt; f
k

2(t)� ei!kt

where!k =

q

k2 + m 2 +
��2

0

2
.Them odefunctionsarenorm alized so thatf01(t)f2(t)�

f1(t)f
0
2
(t)= � i.If�0(t)is0,f

k
1
andfk

2
wouldbeequaltoe�i! kt=

p
2!k ande

i!kt=
p
2!k,

respectively.Itiseasy to seethatfk2(t)= (fk1(t))
�.

Theform ulasforotherpropagatorsaresim ilar,

iG + � (x0;y0;k)= f
k

2
(x0)f

k

1
(y0)

iG �+ (x0;y0;k)= f
k

1
(x0)f

k

2
(y0)

iG �� (x0;y0;k)= �(x0 � y0)f
k

2(x0)f
k

1(y0)+ �(y0 � x0)f
k

1(x0)f
k

2(y0) (4)

Considernow a value ofk where there isparam etric resonance in eq.(3). W hen

param etric resonance ispresent,eq.(3)possesses two realsolutionsfk+ (t)and fk� (t)

which satisfy thefollowing conditionsatt> 0 [7],

f
k

+
(t+ T)= e�kTfk

+
(t)

f
k

� (t+ T)= e�� kTf
k

� (t)

where �k issom ereal,positive constantdepending on !k.In particular,f+ growsas

t! +1 whilethebehavioroff� isopposite.Thepreviously de�ned m odefunctions

f1 and f2 arelinearcom binationsoff+ and f� .Notinterested in theparticularform

ofthecoe�cients,wewrite,

f
k

1
(t)= �kf

k

+
(t)+ �kf

k

� (t); f
k

2
(t)= �

�
kf

k

+
(t)+ �

�
kf

k

� (t); (5)
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where we have m ade use ofthe fact that f1 and f2 are com plex conjugate and f+

and f� arereal.Since asf+ isgrowing with twhile f� isfalling,atlargetthepart

f+ (t) dom inates over f� (t). Ifin eq.(5) one neglects f� and leaves only f+ ,there

isno di�erence between f1 and f2,exceptforan overallfactor. Ifone also neglects

m odesoutsideresonancebands,which isnaturalsincethesem odesarenotenhanced,

and substituting eq.(5)to eqs.(2),(4)one �ndsthatthe fourpropagatorsare equal

to each otherto theleading order,

iG + + (x;y)= iG + � (x;y)= iG �+ (x;y)= iG �� (x;y)=

= iG
0(x;y)=

Z
dk

(2�)3
j�kj

2
f
k

+
(x0)f

k

+
(y0) (6)

Now letusconsiderthe one{loop contribution to �.The only diagram thatcon-

tributesto � isthetadpoleoneshown in Fig.3a.Thisdiagram isequalto

�1(x)=
i�

2

Z

C

dy0

Z

dyG C (x;y)�0(y0)G(y;y)=
i�

2

Z

dyG R (x;y)�0(y0)G(y;y) (7)

where we have dropped the indicesofG(y;y)since allthe fourGreen functionsare

equalatcoinciding pointsand introduced theretarded Green function,G R = G + + �

G + � . One can expect that at late x0 the integralin eq.(7) is dom inated by large

valuesofy0 whereG(y;y)can bereplaced by theleading term ,eq.(6).So one�nds,

�1(x0)=
�

2

Z

dy0G R (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)

Z
dk

(2�)3
j�kf

k

+
(y0)j

2 (8)

Eq.(8)can be represented graphically asin Fig.3b,where each externalline ending

with abulletisassociated with thefactorj�kjf
k
+ (y0)ifk isaresonancem odeand 0in

theoppositecase.Notethatfk
+
growsexponentially with t,so �1 isalso growing.At

twhen �1 becom escom parableto�0 onecan expectthatallterm softheperturbative

seriesare ofthe sam e order,and the perturbation theory breaksdown. W e willtry

to extractthe m ain contribution from each orderofthe perturbation theory in this

regim e.W ewillnotbeinterested atlattertim eswhen �1 � �0.

Let us m ove to two{loop diagram s. Consider,forexam ple,the one depicted in

Fig.4a,

�2(x0)=
i�2

2

Z

C

dy0dz0
dk

(2�)3
G C (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)G C (y0;z0;k)G C (y0;z0;k)�0(z0)�1(z0)

(9)
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Ifoneisinterested largevaluesofx0,itcan beexpected thattheim portantregion of

integration in r.h.s.ofeq.(9)isthatoflargey0 and z0.So,onem ay suspectthatthe

integralcan becalculated by replacingG C (x0;y0;k)by itsleadingordercontribution,

eq.(6).Oneobtainsafterthat

�2(x0)= �
i�2

2

Z

C

dy0dz0
dk

(2�)3
G C (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)(f

k

+
(y0))

2(fk
+
(z0))

2
�0(z0)�1(z0)

However,itiseasy to see thatthe integration overz0 giveszero,since itgoesalong

the contour C and the integrand,(fk
+
(z0))

2�0(z0)�1(z0),is the sam e on the upper

and lower parts ofthe contour. So,one should turn to the next{to{leading order.

Denoting thenextcorrection to eq.(6)asG 1
C (x;y)= G C (x;y)� G0(x;y),onewrites,

�2(x0)= �
2

Z

C

dy0dz0
dk

(2�)3
G C (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)G

1

C (y0;z0;k)f
k

+ (y0)f
k

+ (y0)�0(z0)�1(z0)

= �
2

Z

C

dy0dz0
dk

(2�)3
G C (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)G C (y0;z0;k)f

k

+
(y0)f

k

+
(y0)�0(z0)�1(z0) (10)

wherein thelastequation wehavereplaced G 1
C byG C ,m akinguseofthefactthatthe

leading term vanishes.Eq.(10)can berewritten in a sim plerform using theretarded

propagatorG R = G + + � G+ � ,

�2(x0)= �
2

1Z

�1

dy0dz0
dk

(2�)3
G R (x0;y0;0)�0(y0)G R(y0;z0;k)f

k

+
(y0)f

k

+
(y0)�0(z0)�1(z0)

wheretheintegrationsoverdy0 and dz0 areperform ed from � 1 to+1 .Eq.(10)can

be represented graphically as in Fig.4b. As in the case ofthe one{loop graph,the

calculation ofthe loop diagram ,thus,is reduced to evaluation ofa tree connected

graph.

Thistechniquecan begeneralized todealwith otherdiagram sand higherordersof

perturbation theory.Sum m arily,thetechnique isthefollowing.To calculatea given

Feynm an diagram with lloops,onecutslinternalpropagators,so thattheobtained

diagram istree,and connected.Ifthere arem any waysto perform thiscutting,one

should takea sum overallpossibilities.Each propagatorthathasbeen cutisassoci-

ated with two factorsoffk+ attached to the two verticesthatthe form erpropagator

had been connecting. The propagatorsthathave notbeen cutare associated with

the retarded propagatorG R .The obtained diagram sare com puted by the standard

way,where the integralare perform ed along the usualtim e axis. W e note thatthis
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reduction ofloop graphsto treeonesisvery sim ilarto thatfound in anothersetting

[11].W eem phasizethatourm ethod isapplicablein theregim ewhen allterm softhe

perturbation seriesareofthesam eorder.Atlattertim eswhen �1 � �0 ourapproach

doesnotwork,sincethepiecesthathavebeen neglected m ay becom eim portant.

3. The fact that the diagram s obtained after the cutting procedure are tree

pointsto thepossibility ofclassicaldescription oftheproblem .To �nd thelatter,let

usconsidertheCauchy initialproblem with theclassical�eld equation

(@2� + m
2)� + ��

3 = 0 (11)

with thefollowing initialcondition attheasym ptoticst! � 1 ,

�(t;x)= �0(t)+

Z
dk

(2�)3
ckf

k

+
(t)eikx (12)

whereck aresom earbitrary setofcom plex num bers.For� tobereal,werequirethat

c�k = c�k .Sinceatt! � 1 fk
+
(t)issm alland satis�eseq.(3),eq.(12)isthesolution

tothe�eld equation up tothe�rstorderoff+ .Thecorrectionstoeq.(12),which start

atthe second orderoff+ ,can be calculated iteratively from the �eld equation and

the resultcan be represented in the form oftree Feynm an diagram s. Forexam ple,

the second{order contribution is represented by the �rst diagram in Fig.5 together

som e third{ and fourth{ordergraphs.In these graphseach externalleg ending on a

bullet is associated with the factorckf
k
+ ,and each internalline corresponds to the

retarded propagator.

Despite the factthatthese diagram sare sim ilarto thatobtained by the cutting

procedure described above,there are two m ain di�erences between the two cases.

First,thediagram sobtained by cutting loop graphsalwayscontainsan even num ber

ofexternalbulletlegs.Second,theexternalbulletlegsin the�rstcasecan begrouped

into pairsso thatthe m om enta running along legsofthe sam e pairare ofopposite

signs,whilein thegraphscom ing from eq.(12)theonly requirem entisthatthesum

ofthe m om enta ofthe bullet legs is 0. Nevertheless,it is easy to show that there

isa sim ple relation between the two cases. Nam ely,ifone denotesas�[t;x;ck]the

solution to the �eld equation with the boundary condition (12),then the quantum

averageof� in ourproblem isgiven by an integraloverck with a Gaussian m easure,

�(t)=

Z

D ck exp

 

�

Z
dk

(2�)3

jckj
2

2j�kj
2

!

�[t;x;ck] (13)

(the integralin the r.h.s.ofeq.(13)doesnotdepend on x). To see this,one notices

thatthe integration overD ck leavesonly diagram swith even num berofbulletlegs
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which can be grouped in paired ofopposite m om enta. The integration also addsa

factorofj�kj
2 toeach pairwith m om entum (k;� k).So,thegraphicalrepresentation

ofther.h.s.ofeq.(13)isthesam easthoseobtained by cutting theloop graphs.

In eq.(13),ck are supposed to be real,Gaussian{distributed around 0 with the

standard deviation j�kjand theck with di�erentk arenotcorrelated.Eq.(13)isnot

theonly possible,onecould write,forexam ple

�(t)=

Z

D �k �[t;x;j�kjexp(i�k)] (14)

where ck now are com plex num berswith �xed absolute value equalto j�kjbutwith

random phase.Onecan writem orerelationsofthistype.

Eqs.(13,14) give rise to the possibility ofnum ericalsim ulation ofthe processes

occurring in the Universe afterin
ation. To do thisitissu�cientto take an initial

�eld con�guration in theform ofahom ogeneousoscillationsplusappropriaterandom

perturbations,and evolve thiscon�guration in tim e according to the �eld equation.

Them ean valueof� in thisclassicalsystem isthesam easthatofthequantum one.

Itistrivialto derivethesam eresultin theorieswith m orethan onescalar�elds.

Eqs.(13,14)arethem anifestation ofthefactthatwhen theam plitudeofquantum


uctuationsislarge(roughly speaking,when theoccupation num bersarelarge),the

system behaves like a classicalone. Our derivation gives this statem ent a precise

m eaning.

It is also interesting to m ention the relation between eq.(13,14) and the funda-

m entalphenom enon ofdecoherence ofthe Universe. In a situation when,asin our

case,a closed system startsitsevolution from a quantum pure state att= 0 itwill

rem ainsin a purestateatany tim em om ent.Thesystem thatweareconsidering can

be described,in the pure state language,by the operatorsobtained by Bogoliubov

transform ation [5]. However,when the resonance m odes becom e large the m odes

strongly interact between them selves and the pure state description becom es very

com plicated. In rescue,another description com es into e�ect: the system can be

considered asa m ixed state,i.e. thatofan ensem ble,ofstates(sem iclassicalin our

case) characterized by the solution to the �eld equation with initialcondition (12)

with ck playingtheroleoftheindicesnum beringthequantum statesin theensem ble.

Explicitly,thesystem isdescribed by thefollowing density m atrix,

�̂ �
X

fckg

j�[t;x;ck]i�[ck]h�[t;x;ck]j

wherej�[t;x;ck]iisthenotation fora (pure)sem iclassicalquantum stateassociated

9



with theclassical�eld con�guration �[t;x;ck](thechoiceofj�[t;x;ck]iisnotunique).

Eq.(13,14) ensures that the average of � in this m ixed state is equalto its true

quantum average in the pure state with proper choice of�[ck]. It can be shown

thatthe sam e isvalid forotherGreen functionsaswell.So,forcalculating physical

quantitiesone can considerthe system asbeing in a m ixed state,though in factits

true state isa pure one. Note thatthe tim e period when ck are large,ck � 1,but

stillsu�ciently sm allso thatthem odesarelinear,isthem atching region whereboth

pure{ and m ixed{statedescriptionscan beused.

4.So,wehaveshown thattheproblem ofevolution ofthehom ogeneousoscillating

scalar �eld that has a direct connection with preheating in in
ationary cosm ology

is equivalent to the classicalevolution ofthe scalar �eld with som e random initial

conditions. W e also show that the param etric resonance phenom enon provides an

e�ectivem echanism forthegeneration ofdecoherenceoftheUniverse.W ehaveseen

a nice feature ofthism echanism thatthe transition from the pure{state to m ixed{

statedescription can betraced explicitly.

The resultofthispaperm ay be usefulfornum ericalm odeling ofthe preheating

processand hopefullywillleadstothebetterunderstandingofthelatter.Prelim inary

resultsseem stoagreequalitatively with thatofthetheHartree{Fock approxim ation:

the fallofthe am plitude ofoscillations issaturated atsom e �nite level. M oreover,

afterthissaturation the m odeswith sm allk seem to play an im portantrole in the

evolution.Thework isstillcontinuing,resultswillbepublished elsewhere.

TheauthorthanksP.Arnold,V.Rubakov,P.Tinyakov and L.Ya�eforvaluable

discussions.
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Figure1:Integration contourin Schwinger{Keldysh form alism .
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Figure3:Theone{loop graph (a)and therepresentation (b)ofitsleading contribu-
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Figure4:A two{loop graph (a)and itsreduction to a treegraph (b).
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Figure5:Som etreediagram sarising from theclassicalproblem .
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