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A bstract

Currently favoured extensions ofthe Standard M odeltypically contain

‘aton �elds’de�ned as�eldswith large vacuum expectation values(vevs)

and alm ost at potentials. Ifa aton �eld is trapped at the origin in the

early universe,one expects ‘therm alination’to take place before it rolls

away to the true vacuum ,because the �nite-tem perature correction to the

potentialwillhold itattheorigin untilthetem peraturefallsbelow 1TeV or

so.In the�rstpartofthepaper,thatexpectation iscon�rm ed byan estim ate

ofthe �nite tem perature corrections and ofthe tunneling rate to the true

vacuum ,paying carefulattention to thevalidity ofthe approxim ationsthat

are used. The second partofthe paperconsiderstopologicaldefectswhich

m ay beproduced attheend ofan eraoftherm alination.Iftheaton �elds

associated with the era are GUT higgs �elds,then its end corresponds to

the GUT phase transition. In that case,the abundance ofm onopoles and

ofGUT higgs particles willhave to be diluted by a second era oftherm al

ination (or perhaps som e non-therm alanalogue). Such an era willnot

a�ectthecosm ology ofGUT strings,forwhich the crucialparam eteristhe
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string m ass perunit length. Because ofthe atHiggspotential,the GUT

sym m etry breaking scale required forthe strings to be a candidate forthe

origin oflarge scale structure and the cm b anisotropy isaboutthree tim es

biggerthan usual,butgiven theuncertaintiesitisstillcom patible with the

onerequired by theuni�cation oftheStandard M odelgaugecouplings.The

cosm ology oftexturesand ofglobalm onopolesisuna�ected by the atness

ofthepotential.

PACS:98.80.Cq,98.80.-k,64.60.-i,11.27.+d,12.10.-g,12.60.Jv,14.80.Hv
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1 Introduction

In presently favoured extensions ofthe Standard M odel,the space ofthe

scalar �elds contains m any directions in which the potentialis alm ost at

out to large �eld values.1 In som e ofthese directions the m ass-squared is

likely tobenegative,leading toanonzero vev whosem agnitudewillbelarge

becausethepotentialisat.Fieldsofthiskind,with largevevsand alm ost

atpotentials,have been called atons[3],and ithaslong been recognized

thatthey m ay becosm ologically signi�cant[4,5,6,3,7,8,9,10,11,12]. 2

Recently a previously alm ost [8]unnoticed aspect ofaton cosm ology

was studied, and term ed therm alination [13,14]. Therm alination is

m ade possible by the atnessofthe potential,which nearthe origin allows

the (positive) �nite tem perature contribution to the m ass-squared to dom -

inate the true (negative) m ass-squared long after the therm alcontribution

to the energy density hasbecom e negligible. Ifitoccurs,therm alination

com pletely altersthe standard cosm ology,and one purpose ofthispaperis

to exam ine carefully the features ofthe �nite tem perature potentialthat

are supposed to lead to it. Taking into account the validity ofthe various

approxim ations,we shallverify that therm alination indeed takes place,

provided thatthe �eld is trapped atthe origin and that ithas su�ciently

strong interactionswith light�elds.

W hen therm alination ends,and the �eld rolls away from the origin,

topologicaldefects m ay be produced justasin the m ore fam iliarcase ofa

non-atpotential.Thesecond purposeofthispaperisto seewhate�ectthe

atnessofthe potentialhason these defects,and theircosm ology. W e are

particularly interested in the case thatthe GUT higgsparticlesare atons,

so that the defects produced are m onopoles and (depending on the GUT)

1Flatdirectionsoccurrathergenerically in supersym m etric theoriesasa consequence

ofa non-renorm alization theorem [1],[2].Therenorm alizability requirem entim pliesthat

thereareatdirectionsprotected to allordersin perturbation theory.Theterm sallowed

then havecouplingssuppressed by som epowerofthe Planck m ass.
2Note the etym ology. The term ‘aton’refers to the at potential,not to ination.

Conversely,the fam iliar word ‘inaton’refers to the �eld which is slowly rolling during

ordinary ination.The term ‘aton’wasinvented long before itwasrealized thatsuch a

�eld can giveriseto a di�erenttype ofination (therm alination).
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cosm icstrings,butweshallalsostudy thecaseofglobalsym m etry breaking.

Recently ithasbeen pointed out[15]thattheinteraction ofotherscalar

�eldswith the aton m ightcause ination even withouttherm alization. In

thatcasethesituation ism orem odeldependentand weshallnotstudy itin

thispaper,though m uch ofourdiscussion oftopologicaldefectswillstillbe

applicable.

Therm alination isexpected to take place afterordinary (slow-roll)in-

ation,and tolastforfewere-folds.Such a lateepoch ofination can play a

welcom eroleindilutingtheabundanceofunwanted relics,whileleavingunal-

tered thelarge-scaledensity perturbation accounting forthecm b anisotropy

and large scale structure. (Aswe shalldiscussthisrem ark applieswhether

theperturbation iscaused by avacuum uctuation duringordinaryination,

orbytopologicaldefectssuch asstringsortextures.) Therecan bem orethan

one epoch oftherm alination,so thata second epoch can dilute relicsleft

overfrom a �rstepoch,and weshallseethatthisisindeed essentialifoneis

to havea GUT phasetransition with a atpotential.

Beforegettingintom oredetailweneed tobepreciseaboutwhatism eant

by a ‘large’vev,and a potentialwhich is‘alm ostat’.In thispaperwetake

these term sto be de�ned with respectto the energy scale 102 to 103GeV,

which is the scale ofsupersym m etry breaking as de�ned by the m asses of

the supersym m etric partnersofknown particles[16]. Thusthe vev M ofa

aton �eld ism uch biggerthan theabovescale,whereasthetheenergy scale

jV 00j1=2 de�ned by the curvature ofitspotentialistaken to be oforderthat

scale. In particular the m ass m ofa aton particle is taken to be ofthat

order. Since the potentialaswellasits�rstderivative vanishesatthe vev,

itsvalueV0 attheorigin isoforderm
2M 2.

Each aton is either a gauge singlet or a GUT Higgs �eld. A GUT is

nowadays considered optionalbecause itisdi�cult to im plem ent,and can

perhapsbe avoided by appealing to superstring uni�cation nearthe Planck

scale. On the otherhand the observed Standard M odelcouplingsare com -

patiblewith theexistenceofaGUT,with Higgsvevsoforder1016GeV (plus

possibleadditionalinterm ediatescalevevs[17]).Ifoneacceptstheexistence

ofa GUT then it is attractive to suppose thatthe Higgs �elds are atons
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because one m ight then be able to understand the m agnitude ofthe vev

withoutinserting param etersby hand [18].

W hetherornotthere isa GUT,one expectsto �nd som e atonswhich

aregaugesinglets.To understand thepossibilitieshere,note�rstthateach

atonwillbeacom plex�eld.3.Ifthereisasingleaton�eld,anditischarged

under a globalU(1) sym m etry,then its vev willspontaneously break that

sym m etry. The prim e candidate fora globalU(1)sym m etry isthe Peccei-

Quinn sym m etry associated with the axion,and indeed a aton m odelfor

that sym m etry has been proposed [19]. W ith m ore aton �elds one can

have higher globalsym m etries,as we m ention at the end ofSection V in

connection with topologicaldefects.

Howeverthereisno need fora aton �eld tobecharged undera continu-

oussym m etry;on thecontrary,itisquitereasonableon thebasisofcurrent

thinkingtoexpectaton �eldswhich arecharged underatm ostdiscretesym -

m etries. Forthem ,the vacuum m anifold consistsofdiscrete pointsinstead

ofan entire circle. The possibilitiesthatwe have in m ind are oftwo kinds.

The �rst are som e or allofthe m oduli�elds [4,20,21,22,23,24],which

areubiquitousin versionsofsupergravity m otivated by thesuperstring.For

thepresentpurpose,a m odulusm ay bede�ned asa �eld whosepotentialis

exactly atin the lim itofunbroken sym m etry. Itiswidely supposed that

oneorm oreofthem oduliisaaton,with a vev oforderthereduced Planck

m ass m P l = (8�G)�1=2 = 2:4� 1018GeV.4 (Lower values m ay be possible

so thatGUT Higgs �elds m ay be m oduli[18],butforsim plicity,the term

‘m oduli’willbe used in whatfollowsto denote only the case where thevev

is oforder m P l. It is also possible that m odulihave m asses m uch bigger

3In a supersym m etrictheory allscalar�eldsarecom plex since the corresponding left-

orright-handed spin-half�eld hastwo degreesoffreedom .
4Theorigin ofa �eld isde�ned to bea �xed pointofitssym m etries.W ith allrelevant

�elds atthe origin the potentialhaszero slope,where ‘relevant’m eansthose �elds that

arecoupled to theonein whosedirection theslopeisbeing de�ned.W eareassum ing that

thisisthe situation forthe atons(oratleastthatany couplingsto other�eldsdisplace

them inim um by an am ountsm allcom pared with thevev).In thecaseofa m odulusthere

ism orethan one�xed pointwith theseparation between �xed pointsoforderm P l.In this

contextthevev m ay bede�ned asthedistanceto thenearest�x point,and thestatem ent

thatthevev isoforderm P lsim ply m eansthatitisnotcloseto any particular�xed point.
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than 1TeV,in which case they are notatons.) Now considerthe opposite

possibility,ofgauge-singlet atons whose potentialis not at even in the

lim itofsupersym m etry [14,25].ExtensionsoftheStandard M odelcan eas-

ily contain such �elds,and theirpotentialswillresem bleEq.(4)below,with

couplingsperhapsororder1.Asa result,theirvev istypically m uch sm aller

than theGUT scale,perhapsoforder109 to 1011GeV.

2 Flaton cosm ology

Thecosm ology ofatonsisa ratherrapidly m oving research area atthem o-

m ent,butwebriey sum m arize itherefollowing [14,15,26].Forsim plicity

wegenerally pretend thatthereisonly oneaton �eld �,whosepotentialis

invariantundera U(1)sym m etry so thatitdependsonly on them agnitude

j�j.W ealso howeverpointto thedi�erencesthatcan occurin them orere-

alisticcase,where therem ay beseveralaton �eldsand a highersym m etry

orelseno continuoussym m etry atall.

In the early universe,the e�ective potentialofa aton �eld ism odi�ed

by its interaction. Ifthe interaction with light particles is ofgravitational

strength,then the e�ective potentialis expected to receive an additional

contribution oforder� H2j�j2 [5,6,10,27]. Ifitissom ewhatstrongerone

m ightperhapsexpecta contribution � �2H 2j�j2 with � signi�cantly bigger

than 1.Oneexpectsgravitationalstrength interactionsform oduliwith avev

oforderm P l,whereasoneexpectsinteractionsstrongerby a factorperhaps

m P l=M for a aton with sm aller vev M . These statem ents refer to �eld

valuesoforderthevev,asopposed tovaluesneartheorigin which wediscuss

in a m om ent,and they are based on the idea that the coupling to a light

particleissuppressed by a factor/ 1=M .

Theweak contributionsjustdescribed can beofeithersign.In contrast,

iftheinteraction isstrong enough to lead to therm alization then onehasthe

�nitetem peraturecorrection to thepotential,which atleastneartheorigin

gives typically a positive contribution � T2j�j2 to the m ass-squared.5 For

5W ewillnotconsiderastrongcouplingofform �VI � � ���
y�� 2 with �� � + 1,which

would resultin a negative [28]tem perature-induced m ass term �VT � � (��T
2
=12)�y�.
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a aton �eld �,one expects the therm alcontribution to be present in the

regim ej�j �< T becausethee�ectivem assofparticlescoupling to theaton

�eld isoforderj�j. Section IIIbelow isdevoted to a detailed study ofthe

therm alcontribution.

Asa resultofthese m odi�cationsto the potential,a aton in the early

universe willeitherbe atthe origin orwillhave a value which islarge but

notparticularly closeto itstruevev.W ediscussthesepossibilitiesin turn.

2.1 Flaton �eld initially at the origin

Letussuppose thata positive e�ective m ass-squared holdsthe aton �eld

atthe origin priorto fullreheating afterordinary ination. Then the �nite

tem perature m ass-squared � T2 willtypically hold it there untilthe tem -

perature falls to a value Tend � m0 � 102 to 103GeV,where � m20 is the

truem ass-squared oftheaton �eld attheorigin.Only then willitstartto

oscillateaboutthetruevev.On theotherhand,theenergy density with the

aton �eld attheorigin is

� = V0 +
�2

30
g�T

4 (1)

where g� is the e�ective num ber ofspecies.6 Because Tend is so low,the

�rst term dom inates before the aton �eld rolls away, leading to an era

of‘therm al’ination. The era starts when T � V
1=4

0 � (m M )1=2,and it

ends when T = Tend � m ,so the num ber ofe-folds oftherm alination is

oforder (1=2)ln(M =m ) � 9+ (1=2)ln(M =1010GeV ). As a result,therm al

ination cannotreplaceordinary ination;rather,ittakesplaceifatallafter

ordinary ination has ended,at the low energy scale V
1=4

0 � (m M )1=2 �

106GeV(M =1010GeV)1=2.

(Thesetypeofterm sdonotdestabilizethepotentialsince+ �� (�
y�)n eventuallystabilizes

it.)
6Thisestim atedoesnotapplytonon-therm alized particles(in particularm oduli)whose

energy m ay com e to dom inate thatofthe therm alized particlesbefore therm alination

com m ences.In thiscase we would have an additionalcontribution to the energy density

(theoscillating m oduli�eldstypically behaveasm assiveparticles).Thiswould som ewhat

com plicate ouranalysis[14]butthe qualitativeconclusionsrem ain una�ected,so we will

notconsiderthem .
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Aftertherm alination endsthe aton �eld startsto oscillate aboutthe

m inim um ofthee�ectivepotential,so weenteran era ofm atterdom ination

by the aton particles. (As we discuss in a m om ent the m inim um m ight

initially be shifted from the true vacuum , but this e�ect can be ignored

becausethem ovem entofthem inim um willbeslow.) Ifeach aton particle

decays at the single particle decay rate �,this era ends at the tim e � �1 .

In typicalm odelsone estim ates��1 = 100�1 M 2=m 3 where the num erical

factor  is at m ost oforder 1. At least the bulk ofthe decay products

therm alizeprom ptly,so setting ��1 equalto theexpansion tim eH �1 where

H istheHubbleconstantwe obtain thetem peraturejustafteraton decay

to be

TD ’ g
�

1

4

� �
1

2m
1

2

Pl’ 3
1

2

 
1011GeV

M

! �
m

300GeV

� 3

2

GeV (2)

where g� isthe e�ective num berofspeciesattem perature TD ,setequalto

100 forthenum ericalestim ate.

In fact,the assum ption thatthe atonscorresponding to the oscillation

decay individually atthe one-particle decay rate is not correct,because of

non-linearrelaxation e�ectsofwhich them oststudied exam pleisparam etric

resonance [29,30,15,31,32,33](see also [34,10]). As soon asthe aton

�eld startsto oscillate attheend oftherm alination,non-linearrelaxation

drainso�asigni�cantfraction oftheoscillation,orin otherwordsdestroysa

signi�cantfractionofthecorrespondingatonparticles.Theyarereplacedby

m arginally relativistic scalarparticlesofwhateverspecieshave a signi�cant

interaction with theaton �eld,including theaton �eld itself.

If nothing happens to the produced scalar particles they willbecom e

non-relativisticaftera few Hubbletim es,and areexpected to decay attheir

one-particle decay rate. If,on the other hand,they therm alize then they

turn into highly relativistic radiation. At the present tim e it is not clear

whether param etric resonance can really create particles which therm alize

successfully.However,itis clearthattheaton com ponentoftheproduced

particles cannot therm alize because here one knows that the interaction is

tooweak.Furtherm ore,oneexpectsthattheenergy density oftheproduced

atonswillbe a signi�cantfraction ofthe totalenergy density [26]. Thus,
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even iftheotherproduced particlestherm alizeprom ptly oneexpectsthata

signi�cantfraction ofnon-therm alized energy willrem ain,and thata signif-

icantfraction ofthatenergy willbein aton particles.

Any therm alized radiation produced by param etric resonance willred-

shift away,so independently ofthe details one expects that a few Hubble

tim es after the end oftherm alination the energy density is dom inated

by non-relativistic scalarparticles,including the atonsand perhaps other

species. Each specieswilldecay atthe single-particle decay rate,so we ex-

pecteventually to �nd only the longest-lived species,which dom inates the

energy density untilitdecays.Forsim plicity weshallassum ein whatfollows

thatthisspecies isthe originalaton. Then,the upshotofthisdiscussion

isthatdespitenon-lineare�ects,theeventualreheattem peratureisstillthe

tem perature TD calculated from the single-particle decay rate,as given by

Eq.(2).

2.2 Flaton �eld initially displaced from the origin

Now suppose that the aton �eld has a large value in the early universe.

In contrastwith the �rstcase,the �eld willnotnow be in therm alequilib-

rium because itsinteraction with lightparticleswillbe very weak (because

otherwisethelargevaluewould generatea largem assforthewould-belight

particle).A very crudem odelfortheevolution ofthee�ectivepotentialofa

aton �eld � in theearly universe is[14,26,35]

V (j�j)= m
2(j�j� M )2 + �H

2(j�j� �0)
2 (3)

whereM isthetruevev.Thesecond term representsthee�ectofinteractions

in theearly universe,and forthepresentpurposewecan supposethat�0 �

M isa constant,so thattheonly tim edependence com esfrom H .

Firstsuppose that� isoforder1,which isthe expected value atleast

fora aton such asa m oduluswith gravitationalstrength interactions(cor-

responding to M � mP l).In thatcase[14],them inim um ofV ispractically

at�0 untilthe epoch H � m ,afterwhich itm ovesquickly to the true vev

M . The aton willhave settled down to the m inim um ofV before the end
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ofordinary ination,so the conclusion is thatif� is oforder 1 the aton

�eld startsoscillating aboutthe true vev atthe epoch H � m ,with initial

am plitudej�0 � M j� M .

Assoon astheoscillationsstart,non-linearrelaxation e�ectswillconvert

a signi�cant fraction ofthe energy in the oscillating aton �eld. Provided

that the oscillation continues to take place about the true vev, then the

qualitative picture willnot be altered,just as we discussed already in the

caseofan oscillation starting outattheorigin.However,becausetheinitial

oscillation energy can now be bigger than the potentialenergy V0 at the

origin,there isnow the possibility thatnon-linearrelaxation e�ectsrestore

thesym m etry,sothattheoscillation takesplaceabouttheorigin[15].In that

case the aton �eld oscillation m ight give way to som e e-foldsofination,

which m ight be therm alination,before the sym m etry breaks [15]. Ifit

occurs,thiswillhappen when the energy density isequalto V0 � (m M )2,

which ism uch lessthan theenergy density � � (m mP l)
2 attheepoch when

theoscillation starts.

Finally,considerthecase� � 1.Theevolution oftheaton �eld isnow

quite di�erent[26],because the m ovem ent ofthe m inim um ofthe e�ective

potentialisalwaysslow on thetim escaleofoscillationsaround it.Asaresult

theaton isatalltim escloseto them inim um ofitse�ectivepotential,and

the cosm ologicalproduction ofaton �elds is strongly suppressed. (To be

precise,analytic[35]and num erical[26]estim atesshow thattheam plitudeof

the oscillation aboutthe m inim um isreduced exponentially com pared with

thecase� � 1.)

2.3 T he case ofm ore than one aton �eld

So farwe have considered only a single aton species. Ifthere are several,

then som em ay beinitially trapped attheorigin and som em ay bedisplaced

from it. Those which are displaced startto oscillate �rst(when the energy

density is� � (m mP l)
2,correspondingtoaHubbleparam eterH � m ),while

those trapped at the origin give rise to therm alination. Ifseveralaton

�eldsare trapped atthe origin,the sim plestpossibility isthatthey allroll

away atm ore orless the sam e epoch,which seem s reasonable because the
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negativem ass-squared isofthesam eorderforallatons,and soisthe�nite-

tem peraturecorrection.Ifthathappens,weessentially recoverthecaseofa

single aton. However,the rolling away ofthe �rstaton (say)m ighttrap

therem ainingatonsattheorigin through itsinteractions.Onepossibility is

thattheparticlesproduced by non-linearrelaxation prom ptly therm alize,in

which caseonem ay enterasecond eraoftherm alination [14].Alternatively

the rem aining atons m ay be trapped by non-linear relaxation [15],which

could also lead to a second epoch ofination.

In thispaper,weareassum ingforsim plicity thatonlygenuineatonscan

rollaway from theorigin.Itcould happen thata �eld with a atpotential,

and zerotruevev,couplestoaaton in such away thatitse�ectivepotential

acquiresa nonzero m inim um by virtueofthezero valueofthisaton.Such

a �eld could tem porarily act as a aton, leading to a m ore com plicated

cosm ology [25]which weshallnotconsider.

2.4 T he entropy crisis and its solutions

Ifa aton com es to dom inate the energy density ofthe universe,then the

low ‘reheat’tem perature Eq.(2) m akes it cosm ologically fatalifits vev is

too large. Indeed,successfulnucleosynthesis requires TD �> 10M eV,corre-

sponding to M �< 1014GeV,and therm alization ofa stable LSP requires

TD �> 1GeV corresponding to M �< 1012GeV. (To have electroweak baryo-

genesis requires TD �> 100GeV corresponding to M �< 1010GeV,but this

requirem entisnotm andatory especially astherm alination itselfprovides

additionalpossibilitiesforbaryogenesis[15,25].)

Thispossibleproblem isaconcern foranym oduliwhich areatonswith a

vev M � mP l,and itisalsoaconcern forGUT Higgs�eldsifthey areatons

since the corresponding vev isM � 1016GeV. Itwasoriginally term ed the

‘entropy crisis’[4],and waswidely discussed in the 1980’s[5,6,7,8,9,10,

11,12]. M ore recently,focusing on m oduli,ithasbeen term ed the m oduli

problem [20,21,22,23,24].

Let us consider the status ofthe ‘m oduli’problem ,in the light ofthe

abovesnapshotofthecurrentstatusofaton cosm ology.First,itshould be

em phasised thattheproblem existsonly ifthe�eldsin question areactually
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atons,with m asses� 102 to 103GeV. Assum ing thatthisisthe case,the

status ofthe problem depends on whether or not the aton in question is

initially displaced from theorigin.Ifitis,theproblem m ay notoccuratall,

because the aton m ay settle down sm oothly to the true vacuum without

appreciable oscillations;this m ay welloccur for the GUT Higgs though it

is less likely for the m oduli[26,35]. Ifit does occur it can be solved by

a subsequent bout oftherm alination,associated with a aton having a

cosm ologically safe vev M �< 1012GeV. As we rem arked earlier, typical

extensionsoftheStandard M odelindeed contain such atons.

If,on theotherhand,theaton in question isinitially attheorigin,then

therm alination willoccurand when itendstheaton willcertainlyoscillate

with largeam plitude.In thatcaseoneneedsasecond eraoftherm alination

[14], again associated with som e other aton which has a cosm ologically

safe vev. Atleastnaively this in turn requires prom pttherm alization ofa

signi�cantfraction ofthe originalaton oscillation energy (with non-linear

relaxation presum ably �rstconverting theenergy into m arginally relativistic

particles) and at the present tim e it is not clear whether this is possible.

Ifit is not possible,then we reach the im portant conclusion that atons

with dangerously large vevs,like m oduliand GUT Higgs �elds,cannot be

associated with therm alination. W e return to this issue for GUT Higgs

�eldsin Section V.

3 T he 1-loop therm ale�ective potential

In this section and the following one,we exam ine carefully the �nite tem -

peraturee�ectsthataresupposed to m aketherm alination possible.They

were�rstdescribed byYam am otoin 1986[7],buthisaccountwasbriefand it

did notdiscussthevalidity ofthevariousapproxim ationsem ployed.To our

knowledgeno subsequentauthorshaveim proved on Yam am oto’sdiscussion.

As already rem arked, the potentialofthe relevant aton �elds m ight

be invariantundera continuoussym m etry such asa globalU(1)ora GUT

gaugesym m etry,oralternativelyitm ighthavenocontinuoussym m etry.The

com putationsin thispaperwillbe applied to a sim ple toy m odel,in which

12



there is a single aton �eld with a U(1) sym m etry. Following [13,14],we

takethepotentialto beoftheform

V = V0 � m
2
0�

y�+
�n

m 2n
P l

�

�y�
�n+ 2

(4)

wheren isan integerpower.Herem 0 isoforder10
3GeV,and forsim plicity

wehaveincluded only theleading non-renorm alizableterm .Them agnitude

ofthe coupling �n ism odeldependent,butforde�nitenessone can keep in

m ind a valueoforder1.W ecan param etrizethequantum �eld � asfollows:

�=
�
p
2
+ �� + i�; (5)

where � isthe classicaldegree offreedom ,which equalsto the expectation

value of
p
2h�i,and �� and � are quantum uctuating �eldswith zero ex-

pectation values. The classicalpart ofthe e�ective potentialcan be then

written as

V = V0 �
1

2
m

2
0�

2 +
�n

m 2n
P l

 
�2

2

! n+ 2

(6)

From thisexpression wecan easily obtain them assm � oftheaton particle

given by m 2
� = d2V=d�2(� =

p
2M ),the vacuum expectation value M =

h�i0,corresponding to them inim um ofV ,and theheightV0 ofthepotential

attheorigin which onegetsby setting V (M )= 0.Theresultis

m
2
� = 2(n + 1)m 2

0 (7)

M
2(n+ 1) =

1

�n

1

n + 2
m

2n
P l m

2
0 (8)

V0 =
n + 1

n + 2
M

2
m

2
0 (9)

One naively expects �n � 1 (n � 1) for the couplings,m aking M �

1010GeV.On the otherhand,itm ightbe thatthe Planck scale isreplaced

by the GUT scale ifthere isone,which e�ectively increases�n leading [14]

to M � 109. Finally,�n m ight be a sm allm ass ratio,which could m ake

M � 1010 so thatitbecom es[14]theGUT scale(appropriateif� isa GUT

Higgs�eld)orthePlanck scale(appropriateif� isam odulus).In thispaper

wefocuson the�rstand second cases.
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3.1 C oupling to bosons

Now consider the �nite-tem perature correction to the e�ective potential.

First we willargue that the therm alcorrection from the � �eld itself is

irrelevant in the sense that it can neither trap the �eld at the origin nor

cause a phase transition. Then,in orderto cure thiswe willassum e either

that� couples to another(real)scalar�eld via a quartic coupling ofform

g�y�� 2,orgaugetheU(1)by addingthecorrespondinggauge�eld.W eshall

also considerthee�ectofcoupling to a spin-half�eld sincewehavein m ind

thecaseofsupersym m etry.

Theone-loop therm alcorrection ofa bosonicexcitation with them assm

to thee�ective potentialhasthefollowing genericform [36]

V1(m ;T)=
T4

2�2

Z 1

0

dxx
2ln

�

1� e
�

p
x2+ m 2=T 2

�

(10)

Below wewillalwaysquoteaoneloop resultform .Oneshould keep in m ind

thatstrictly speaking in orderto obtain the one loop therm alcorrection to

the e�ective potentialfrom Eq.(10)one should use the tree levelvalue for

m .In som e casesthe ring-im proved oneloop potential(which isa resultof

resum m ing certain so-called ring diagram sto allorders)ism oreaccurate.It

correspondsto using the one-loop therm alvalue forthe e�ective m assonly

forthe‘singular’term � m3T=12� in thehigh tem peratureexpansion.

Theone-loopvalueforthem assesfollow:m 2
� ’ � m20+gT

2=12isthem ass-

squared ofthe�-�eld excitations,and m 2
� = m 2

�(T = 0)+ gT2=12+ g�2 isthe

m ass-squared of�.Notethatin thisapproxim ation m � doesnotacquirea�-

dependentcorrection.Indeed,thelowestordercorrection tom 2
� proportional

to �2 occursatthe(n + 1)-loop leveland isoforder�nT
2(T=m P l)

2n,which

is m inute and hence negligible. W e now see from Eq.(10) that the �nite

tem perature contribution due to the � �eld excitations is to an excellent

approxim ation a �-independentshiftin thee�ective potential.Thisshiftis

nothing butadding a constantto theenergy density and henceitshould not

a�ectthedynam icsofthe� �eld.

The com plete e�ective potentialisnow V (�;T)= V (�)+
P

iV1(m i;T),

wherewearesum m ingoveralltheboson �elds.In theregim em i’
p
g� >>

14



T,the�nitetem peraturecorrection V1 isnegligible.(Aswerem arked earlier,

onedoesnotin any caseexpecttherm alization in thisregim e,sinceparticles

with m ass m � � m ust couple weakly to � [14].) In the opposite regim e

m i ’
p
g� � T,the correction is V1 ’ � T4�4=�

2 with �4 = �4=90,which

isindependentof�. The conclusion isthatatlarge tem peraturesT � M ,

thepotentialhasa singlem inim um at� = 0.(RecallthatM istheposition

ofthetruevacuum ,de�ned by Eq.(8).) Asthetem peraturedropsa second

m inim um develops. Ata criticaltem perature Tc de�ned by V (Tc;� = 0)=

V (Tc;� =
p
2M )thetwo m inim aaredegenerate.7 Thistem peratureisgiven

by

Tc =

 
n + 1

n + 2

�2

�4

! 1=4

(M m 0)
1=2 � V

1=4

0 (11)

The bum p in the e�ective potentialwhich causesthe phase transition is

solely due to the � �eld excitations. Even though there are two degenerate

m inim a the �eld willbe trapped at � = 0, i.e. there willbe no phase

coexistence since the bum p is very large and the tunneling rate is m inute,

m uch sm aller than the expansion rate ofthe Universe. A large bum p at

the criticaltem perature indicatesthatthe phase transition isstrongly �rst

order. As the Universe cools down below Tc,trapped in the false vacuum

phase� = 0,thefalsevacuum energy startsdom inating.Using Eq.(1),this

occurs at the tem perature T4
TI ’ V0�

2=3g��4,at which Therm alInation

begins. The e�ective num ber ofparticle species g� is equal3 in our toy

m odel,two from the � �eld and one from the �-�eld. In generalg� willbe

oforder102 � 103. Note that,according to the rough estim ate Eq.(1),the

tem peratureTc isofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasthetem peratureTTI at

which therm alination begins.

Therm alination endswhen theUniverse supercoolssu�ciently so that

thetunnelingrateforcreation ofthetruevacuum bubblesbecom escom para-

bleto theexpansion rateoftheUniverse.W ewillpostponea m oredetailed

study ofthebubblenucleation to thenextsection.

7Notice that this is not the tem perature TC de�ned in [13,14];in this paper we are

denoting thatquantity by Tend.
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So farwe have focussed on the coupling to a spin zero particle �.Ifthe

aton isaGUT Higgs�eld therewillalsobeacouplingtogaugeparticles.As

a toy m odel,consider the Abelian Higgs m odel,whose Lagrangian density

is L = � F��F��=4 + (D ��)
y(D ��)� V , where D � = @� + ieA �, A � is

the vector �eld,and F �� is the �eld strength. The therm alcorrection to

the potentialhas again the form ofEq.(10) but with the m asses squared

m 2
� = � m20+ (3e2)T2=12 forboth thephysicalexcitation and theunphysical

Goldstone boson of the �-�eld, and m 2
L = e2�2 + (e2=3)T2, m 2

T = e2�2

for(one)longitudinaland (two)transversepolarized gauge�eld excitations,

respectively. Atthislevelsom e gauge dependence m ay com e into the play,

butwewillnotdiscussthisissuehere.Theaboveanalysiscariesthrough in

alm ostexactly thesam eway,exceptthatthem assesin thetherm alpotential

are now m L,m T and m �. There are 5 degrees offreedom relevant forthe

onset oftherm alination, so the tem perature at which it begins willbe

som ewhatlower,aswillbethecriticaltem perature.

W hat about the validity ofthe one-loop approxim ation? The squared

coupling ofthe three dim ensionaltheory is g23 = gT for a scalar theory

and g23 = e2T fora gauged theory. Each loop added costs an extra factor

gT=M ;recallthatM � ’
p
g�,M T;L ’ e�,so thatwe expectthe one-loop

approxim ation to break down when g23 > M ,which m eans�=T <
p
g forthe

scalartheory and �=T < eforthegaugetheory.In otherwords,theone-loop

approxim ation can betrusted asoneapproachesthecriticaltem peratureup

to jT � Tcj� gT; e2T. In this case,unlike in the case ofthe electroweak

theory,theone-loop treatm entisaccurate.Thereason isthatthem axim um

ofthee�ective potential(bum p)islocated at

�1 �
T
p
g

(12)

This should be taken only asan estim ate since the bum p islocated where

neitherthehigh tem peraturenorthelow tem peratureexpansion isaccurate.

Nevertheless,thisestim atetellsussom ethingim portantaboutthevalidity of

theoneloop approxim ation:thebum p islocated in theregion ofvalidity of

theone-loop approxim ation (thisis,forexam ple,nottruein theelectroweak

theory);itis1=gtim eslargerforthescalartheory(1=e2 forthegaugetheory)
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than the value of� atwhich we expectthe breakdown ofthe one-loop ap-

proxim ation.W eseethat,atthelocalm axim um ,the1-loop potentialisstill

areasonableapproxim ation tothetruee�ectivepotentialand thistreatm ent

ofthephasetransition isquiteaccurate.Onecan also evaluatethepotential

energy density atthebum p.To geta feeling forwhatitisweevaluateitin

thehigh tem peraturelim itand �nd V (�1)� V0� T4�2(1=90� 1=648).Hence

weseethattheenergy density ofthebum p (T4�2=648)ism uch sm allerthan

theenergydensitydi�erencebetween thefalseand truevacua(V0� T4�2=90).

Thissuggeststhatthewallofthecriticalbubbleisthick,which willbeused

in thefollowing section wherewestudy nucleation.

3.2 C oupling to ferm ions

Toillustratewhathappensin thecaseofascalar�eld couplingwith ferm ions,

weincludein theglobalU(1)potentiala Yukawa coupling ofthescalarto a

spinor�eld yf��  .W ewillthen haveacontribution tothee�ectivepotential

oftheform

V
f

1 (m f;T)= �
T4

2�2

Z 1

0

dxx
2ln

�

1+ e
�
p

x2+ m 2

f
=T 2

�

(13)

where the ferm ion m assism f(�)= yf�. Thisyieldsa criticaltem perature

very close to the scalar coupling case ofEq.(11) with a m inor num erical

di�erence: since each ferm ion contributes to the free energy 7=8 tim esless

than a boson,with thesam enum berofdegreesoffreedom ,Tc willbehigher

by a factor(8=7)1=4.Thelocalm axim um �1 willalso bethesam e(replacing

e by yf).Oneshould notean im portantdi�erence between thisphasetran-

sition and the electroweak phase transition. Since the m ain reason forthe

freeenergy valley ataround � � 0 isnotthesingularcubicterm � m3fT=12�

in thehigh tem peratureexpansion ofEq.(10),buttheexponentialsuppres-

sion ofthepopulation density forthem assm f >> T,theonly di�erence in

studying the cases ofcoupling to bosons and ferm ions is the trivialone of

counting degreesoffreedom . The totale�ective num berofdegreesoffree-

dom is g�(tot)=
7

8
g�(ferm ion)+ g�(boson). This rem ark willbe also valid

when studying thenucleation problem in thenextsection.
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4 Tunneling

W earetaking thestandard routeasadvocated by Callan,Colem an [37],and

Linde[38]in which weassum ethatthesphericalthreedim ensionalaction

S3 =

Z

d
3
r

�
1

2
(r �)2 + V (�;T)

�

(14)

determ inesthenucleation rateperunittim eand volum e

�

V
= m

4

�
S3

�T

�3=2

e�S 3=T ; m
2 = m

2
� ’

gT2

12
+ g�

2 (15)

Thisisanapproxim ateform ulabutitissu�cientlyaccurateforourpurposes.

A m oreaccuratetreatm entofbubblenucleation can be�nd in [39].Therate

in Eq.(15) has to be com pared with the expansion rate ofthe Universe

to determ ine the rate ofbubble form ation. M ore precisely [40],assum ing

a constantbubble expansion velocity,atany given tim e the fraction ofthe

Universe rem aining in thesym m etric phaseisgiven by

exp

�

�

Z t

�1

4�

3
v
3(t� t

0)3
�

V
dt

0

�

(16)

In ordertosolveforthenucleation tem peratureweexpand S3 aboutthevalue

when the integrand isaboutone: S3 = S3(Tnucl)+ (t� t0)(dS3=dt),where

d=dt= (dT=dt)d=dT,dT=dt= � TH ,and H2 = (8�G=3)(�2g�(T)T
4=30)is

the Hubble constant. Using a saddle pointapproxim ation we �nd thatthe

integralisoforderonewhen

eS3(Tnucl)=Tnucl =
8�v3

(H dS3=dT)
4
m

4

 
S3(Tnucl)

�Tnucl

! 3=2

(17)

In orderto solvethisequation we haveto �nd whatisthebubbleaction S3

asa function oftem perature.

Thesolution to the(spherically sym m etric,classical)equation ofm otion

for�:

d2

dr2
� +

2

r

d

dr
� =

d

d�
V (�;T) (18)
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with theboundary conditions:

d�

dr
jr= 0 = 0; �(r! 1 )= 0 (19)

speci�esthewallpro�le.Thebubbleaction is

S3 = 4�

Z

r
2
dr

2

4

 
d�

dr

! 2

+ V (�;T)� V (0;T)

3

5 (20)

SinceEq.(18)isanalyticallyintractable,variousapproxim ationschem eshave

been developed. In generalwhen the heightofthe localm axim um issm all

(large)in com parison tothefalsevacuum energy,thethick(thin)bubblewall

approxim ation givesa reasonably accurateanswerto S3.Firstonecan show

using the thin wallapproxim ation,which is accurate around Tc,that the

three dim ensionalaction:S3 � (2�=3)�3=V (0;T)2 isindeed huge;here � =
R�;V (�;T)�V (0;T)= 0
0

q

2[V (�;T)� V (0;T)]d� � T3c=
p
g isthesurfacetension of

thebubble,and nearthecriticaltem peratureV (0;T)=
�4

�2
(T4

c � T4)<< T4
c.

W hen thetem peraturedropssigni�cantly below Tc,such thatVbum p <<

V (0;T),whereVbum p isthedi�erencebetween them axim um ofthepotential

and V (0;T),the thick wallapproxim ation becom es appropriate. Here we

presenta heuristic discussion. The three dim ensionalaction forthe critical

bubblecan beapproxim ated asfollows:

S3 � 2�Rc�
2 �

4�

3
R
3
c[V (0;T)� V (�;T)] (21)

V (0;T)� V (�;T) ’
1

2

m 2
0T

2

g
’
2 + T

4

�
’

2�

�3=2

e�’ � T
4�4

�2
; ’ =

p
g�

T
(22)

where � isthe �eld value atthe centre ofthe bubble. The criticalaction is

extrem alwith respectto R and �:

@S3

@R c

= 0;
@S3

@�c
= 0 (23)

The�rstcondition givesforthesizeofthecriticalbubbleand theaction:

R
2
c ’

�2

2[V (0;T)� V (�;T)]
; S3 ’

4�

3

�3
q

2[V (0;T)� V (�;T)]
(24)
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which can bere-written as

S3 �
4�

3g

T2

m 0

’3
q

’2 � 2(
p
gT=m 0)

2(�4=�
2)+ 2(

p
gT=m 0)

2(’=2�)3=2exp� ’

(25)

Thevariation ofS3 with respectto ’ givesthen thevalueof’ attheorigin

ofthebubble:

’
2 ’

3�4

�2

 p
gT

m 0

! 2

(26)

which isobtained by neglecting the exponentially sm allterm in Eq.(25)so

thatthecriticalaction is

s3 =
S3

T
’
4
p
3�4

�

�
T

m 0

�3

(27)

W e can now use thisresultand Eq.(16){ (17)to obtain the nucleation

tem peratureTnucl:
8

snucl�
S3(Tnucl)

Tnucl
’ � 6+ 4ln

m P l

M
+
1

6
ln
S3

T
’ 17+ 4ln

1016GeV

M
(28)

where we assum ed that the bubble is supersonic: v � 1;this is plausible

since supercooling is very large. tem perature is about Tnucl ’ 2m 0. For

som ewhatdi�erentvaluesofparam etersTnuclchangesonlyslightly.Toavery

good approxim ation Tnucl isproportionalto m 0. (Here we have neglected a

logarithm icdependence oftheform (lnm 0)
1=3.)

These results are in substantialagreem ent with that ofYam am oto [7],

who found thatthe bubble action is (up to lnm 0)proportionalto T
4=m 3

0.

W hatwe have done isto look m ore carefully atthe som ewhat delicate as-

sum ptionswhich haveto bem adein orderto deriveit.W ehavefound that

ata reasonable levelofcon�dence they can indeed be justi�ed by carefully

considering theregim eofvalidity ofthevariousapproxim ations.

8Note thatTnucl forallpracticalpurposescoincideswith the tem perature atthe end

oftherm alination Tend,discussed in section 2 above.
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5 Topologicaldefects w ith a at potential

Now we com e to the second part ofour investigation,which is to look at

topologicaldefects associated with a at potential. In the case ofa single

(com plex) aton �eld with a U(1) sym m etry,which we have focussed on

forthe sake ofsim plicity,these are cosm ic strings. Ifinstead there isonly

a discrete Zn sym m etry they are dom ain walls. Finally,ifthere are two

or m ore aton �elds there could be a higher continuous sym m etry,which,

depending on the pattern ofsym m etry breaking,could lead to m onopoles

and/ortextures(orto no defectsatall).W eshallconsiderallthesecases.

In orderforthedefectsto form ,thesym m etry hastoberestored atearly

tim es,which asdiscussed in Section 2 m ay orm ay nothappen fora given

aton �eld. Assum ing thatitisindeed restored the defectsform when the

�eld rollsaway from the origin,and since we are considering a aton �eld

thisoccursattheend ofan eraoftherm alination.Thus,weareconsidering

theform ation oftopologicaldefectsattheend ofsuch an era.

W eshallfocusparticularly on thecasewherethereisaGUT whoseHiggs

�eldshavea atpotential,schem atically oftheform Eq.(4).Asm entioned

already such a atpotentialseem squitenatural,becauseonecan then hope

to generate the required vev from scalesalready presentin the theory [18].

Forexam ple,in Eq.(4),the coupling �n m ightbe ofthe form (m ~g=m P l)
p,

where m ~g is related to vevs arising from gaugino condensation,and p is a

positiveinteger.Thisparadigm isofcoursevery di�erentfrom theusualone,

where the potentialofthe GUT Higgsissupposed to be non-atso thatit

hastheform

V = �(�y�� M
2)2 (29)

with � � 1. Such a form is indeed naturalfor the Standard M odelHiggs

whereM isonly oforderthesusy breakingscale102 to103GeV,butitseem s

farlessnaturalfora GUT.In otherwords,there seem sto be no reason to

suppose thatthe vev ofa GUT Higgsisofthe sam e orderofm agnitude as

itsm ass.

GUT sym m etry breakingwith aatpotentialiscom pletely di�erentfrom

theusually considered case.TheGUT phase-transition occursattheend of
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an eraoftherm alination.Justbeforeitoccurs,thepotentialenergydensity

V0 oftheHiggs�eld accountsform ostoftheenergy density in theuniverse,

and afterthetransition thisenergy isinitially converted into a hom ogeneous

oscillation oftheHiggs�eld (away from any topologicaldefects),correspond-

ing to extrem ely non-relativistic Higgsparticles. Through non-linearrelax-

ation e�ects this initialera is quickly followed by one in which at least a

signi�cant fraction ofthe energy density resides in m arginally relativistic

scalarparticles,ofvariousspeciesincluding the Higgsparticles. There m ay

also be a signi�cant fraction in therm alized (and hence highly relativistic)

particles,butthisquestion hasnotbeen settled atthepresenttim e.

Becausethepotentialisat,theGUT Higgsparticlesarelight(m assm �

102 to 103GeV),and according to Eq.(2)they decay afternucleosynthesis.

In order not to upset nucleosynthesis their abundance m ust be diluted by

a second era oftherm alination.9 Such an era requiresthe therm alization

ofa substantialfraction ofthe Higgs particles,and,taking the fraction to

beoforder1,butnotvery close to it,theabundance oftheHiggsparticles

im m ediately aftertherm alization isn=s � V
1=4

0 =(g
1=4
� m )� 106. From [41],

theirabundanceattheepoch ofnucleosynthesism ustsatisfy n=s �< 10�12 ,so

thesecond boutoftherm alination should dilutetheabundanceby a factor

ofatleast1018.

Theactualdilution factoractually provided by therm alination is[14]

��
�

75

m 2M 2

TD T
3
end

� 1018
�

M

1011GeV

�2 � 1GeV

TD

�

(30)

In thisexpression m and M referto the second era oftherm alination,as

do Tend (thetem peratureattheend oftherm alination)and TD (thereheat

tem perature).Thequantity � � 1isthefraction ofenergy leftuntherm alized

afternon-linearrelaxation e�ectshave occurred afterthe end ofthe second

boutoftherm alination,which wesetequalto 1.

In m aking theaboveestim ateswehave setV0 = m 2M 2 and Tend = m =

102:5GeV forboth erasoftherm alination.Theexpected rangeforthevev

oftheinaton causingthesecond boutoftherm alination is109GeV �< M �<

9O rperhapsa non-therm alanalogue[15],butweshallnotconsiderthatpossibility.
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1012GeV (with thelowerlim itcom ing from thediscussion afterEq.(8)and

theupperlim itfrom therequirem entofdecay beforenucleosynthesis).Since

severalparam etershave been setequalto �ducialvalues,a second boutof

therm alination seem swellabletoprovidethenecessary dilution.Theonly

problem istoensurethatitoccurs,bearingin m ind thefactm entioned earlier

thatthepossibilityoftherm alizationim m ediatelyaftertherm alinationends

hasnotbeen dem onstrated.

Assum ing thatthe GUT particles can be som ehow diluted,we proceed

to a discussion ofthedefectsproduced,starting with m onopoles.

5.1 M onopoles

It is wellknown that m onopoles form when the vacuum m anifold M ofa

gauge group G contains non-shrinkable 2 surfaces,i. e. when �2(M ) 6= I,

where �2 isthesecond hom otopy group.In thelightofa theorem in hom o-

topy theory,this m ay be rephrased as: m onopoles form whenever a grand

uni�ed sem isim ple group G breaksdown to a group H which hasnontrivial

fundam entalhom otopy group �1(H)6= I,i.e. H contains non-contractable

loops.A sim pleexam pleisan H which containsatleastoneU(1)asafactor,

justlike theStandard M odel!Itisargued in [42]thatsince supersym m etry

doesnotchange theconnected structure ofthe (super)-Liegroup,thesam e

considerationasaboveisvalidforasupersym m etricGUT.Sincerathergener-

ically thesym m etry ofa low energy theory containsnon-contractableloops,

one m ustcheck whatwould be the cosm ologicalim plicationsofm onopoles’

form ation,i.e.whetherthereisa m onopoleproblem .

Itisconvenientto specify them onopoleabundancenm on asa fraction of

the entropy density s,because nm on=s isconstantaslong asm onopolesare

not destroyed,except when particle decay (or som e other non-equilibrium

process)increasesthe entropy percom oving volum e. Consider�rstthe ob-

servationalupperbound on the presentm onopole abundance. The m assof

a gauge m onopole for a given vev M is not m uch a�ected by the atness

ofthe potential,because it is known that the m ass goes to a �nite lim it

asthe potentialbecom es atterand atter(Bogom olny bound)[43]. This

leadsto a sim ple and reliablebound on thepresentm onopoleabundanceof
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nm on=s �< 10�24 ,com ing from the requirem ent that the m onopole density

be lessthan critical. Thisbound isstrongerthan thatderived from the re-

quirem ent that m onopoles do not a�ect nucleosynthesis. The next bound

one can derive isbased on the requirem entthatthe galactic m agnetic �eld

notbedissipated through acceleration ofm onopolesfrom thetim eofgalaxy

form ation [44]. Strictly speaking this bound applies only to the m onopole

abundance in galaxies. The originalParkerbound isnm on=s �< 10�24 . This

wasargued to be too strong;when the depletion ofm onopoles,asthey get

accelerated and ejected from thegalaxy,istaken intoaccount[45],thebound

becom esnm on=s �< 10�20 . A strongerbound wasfound using the factthat

a grand uni�ed m onopolecatalyzesnucleon decay [46],when captured by a

neutron star;the bound is nm on=s �< 10�30 [47]. A m ore stringent bound

can bederived based on m onopolecaptureand consequentcatalyticnucleon

decaysin them ain sequence stars[43]:nm on=s �< 10�36 .The atnessofthe

potentialisnotexpected to alterthisbound because the strong interaction

crosssection forthem onopoleisindependentofitsradius[46,48].

In orderto �nd outwhetherthere isa m onopole problem ,we oughtto

com pare the above boundswith the am ountofm onopolesthatform atthe

phase transition. Since we need a second epoch of therm alination (to

dilute theGUT Higgsparticles),a signi�cantfraction ofthe energy density

had better therm alize im m ediately after the GUT Higgs phase transition,

leading to a tem perature TG U T � (m M )1=2 � 109GeV. (Here m � 102 to

103GeV isthem assofatypicalGUT Higgsparticlewith aatpotential,and

M � 1016GeV isthevev ofa typicalGUT Higgs�eld.) Thisism uch bigger

than the tem perature T � m just before therm alization,but it is stillfar

below thetem peratureT � M which onewould obtain aftertherm alization

withanon-atpotential.Inthecaseofanon-atpotentialthetem peratureis

high enough to initially annihilatethem onopoles,so thatwhen annihilation

ceasesthereisoforderonem onopoleperhorizon volum eirrespectiveofthe

initialabundance. Fora atpotentialthisisnotthe case,and we have to

considertheinitialabundance.

A lower lim it on it is provided by the causality bound which states

thaton average aboutp ’ 1=8 m onopolesform percausality volum e Vc ’
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(4�=3)H �3 ,whereH �1 isthecausality radius.Theprobability p’ 1=8 can

be obtained from an argum entbased on the Kibble m echanism : the �eld is

uncorrelated on superhorizon scales,and the probability thatthe random ly

oriented �eld in di�erentcorrelation volum eswillcoverm orethan halfofthe

vacuum m anifold is aboutp = 1=8. This bound gives an initialm onopole

density nm on ’ (3=4�)pH 3,corresponding to

�
nm on

s

�

caus
�>

8p

g
1=4
�

(m 0M )3=2

m 3
P l

� 10�27 (31)

W ehaveused fortheentropy density s’ g
1=4
� �3=4conv(m 0M )3=2;hereM denotes

the GUT Higgs vev, m 0 the curvature ofthe potentialat the origin and

�conv is the fraction ofthe energy in the �eld thatdecays and therm alizes.

The num ericalestim ate in (31) is obtained by setting m 0 � 103GeV,and

M � 1016GeV.

Toobtainanactualestim ate,rem em berthatwehavearguedthattheUni-

verse undergoes a strong supercooling and the phase transition is strongly

�rstorderproceeding via bubblenucleation.An estim ateofthetypicalbub-

ble size at collisions willallow us to estim ate m onopole production. Since

each bubble nucleateswith a random phase atthe vacuum m anifold,when

fourbubblescollidea m onopole(oran anti-m onopole)form swith theprob-

ability p � 1=8. The only m issing inform ation is now the typical bub-

ble size when they collide. A typicalbubble nucleates at the tem perature

Tnucl’ 2m 0,asspeci�ed by(27)and Eq.(28).Thetypicalbubblesizecan be

obtained from Eq.(16)asfollows.Theintegralin theexponentisdom inated

by bubblesofsize

l= v� � 3
1

H dS3=dT
’
3

4

T

S3

1

H
’

1

20

1

H
(32)

Hence,the typicalbubble,when itcollides,isabout1/20th ofthe horizon

size 1=H . This m eans that we have an estim ate for m onopole production

which isabout203 � 104 tim esabovethecausality bound in Eq.(31):

�
nm on

s

�

bubble

� 10�23 (33)
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According to thisestim ate the dilution factorprovided by the second bout

oftherm alination isam ple.

In thediscussion sofarwehavesupposed thatthem onopolesareisolated,

butin m any cases they are connected by cosm ic strings [49,43]. Ifthisis

thecasethen stronge�ectiveforceswillbeinduced by connectingm onopoles

and anti-m onopoles with strings which willcause e�cient annihilation all

theway tothehorizon scales,establishing ascaling solution.(In thisrespect

thecosm ology ofthestringsconnecting m onopolesresem blesthecosm ology

ofglobalm onopoles discussed below. This does notm ean thatm onopoles

connected with strings m ay a�ect structure form ation,as it is in the case

ofglobalm onopoles discussed below,since the ordering �eld dynam ics of

globalm onopolesisvery di�erentthan thatofthe m agnetic m onopoles. In

these m odels,ifany cosm ologically interesting e�ects exist,they would be

produced bythestrings.) Onscaleslargerthanthehorizon causalityprevents

annihilation. Nevertheless,thisannihilation m echanism willsu�ce to keep

them onopoledensity atthelevelofa few perhorizon atalltim esand hence

solvethem onopoleproblem [49,43].

On theassum ption thatthereisno m onopoleproblem ,letusproceed to

a discussion ofcosm icstrings.

5.2 C osm ic strings

Cosm icstringsform in thecasewhen thevacuum m anifold M ofthebroken

theory contains non-shrinkable loops so that �1(M ) 6= I. In other words

(usingsom ehom otopytheory),theyform ifasem isim plegrand uni�ed group

G breaksdown to a group H which isnotconnected,i.e.�0(H)6= I.(Recall

thatconnectednessofa group isnotchanged by supersym m etry.) Sincethe

sym m etry groupsoflow energy theoriesareoften connected,cosm ic strings

arealessgenericfeaturethan m onopoles,butthey dooccurforsom echoices

ofthe GUT gauge group [42]. (Asan exam ple,SO(10)m ay break down to

the Standard M odelenhanced by an additionalm atterparity Z2,which is,

ofcourse,notconnected.)

On scales below the horizon,the cosm ic string network has a ‘scaling’

con�guration which ism oreorlessindependentofitsprevioushistory.Asa
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result,the cosm ology ofthe stringswillnotbe signi�cantly a�ected by the

ten orso e-foldsofination taking place aftertheir form ation. Instead,it

willdepend m ainly on the string m assperunitlength �.Asiswellknown,

thestringsarecandidatesfortheorigin ofboth thecm b anisotropy and large

scalestructure,with som evalue� � (1016GeV)2.Ifthisturnsoutto bethe

case then � willbe determ ined,and in any eventone already hasan upper

bound on �. In contrast with the m ore com m only considered m odelofa

sm ooth,Gaussian prim ordialperturbation,the cosm ic string prediction has

yetto beaccurately calculated overa widerangeofscales,butasa guidewe

m ay take the prediction forthe low m ultipolesofthe cm b anisotropy.Here

itisknown [50,51,52]� ’ 2� (1016GeV)2,with an uncertainty ofperhaps

a factor2 eitherway.10 Ifthee�ectisobserved and isdue solely to strings,

onewillthereforededucea valueof� som ewhere in therange

� ’ 1 to 4� (1016GeV)2 (34)

which im posesan upperlim it

� �< 4� (1016GeV)2 (35)

W hat do these results for � tellus about the scale ofGUT sym m etry

breaking,as de�ned by the vev M ? W ith a non-atpotentialofthe form

Eq.(29)itisknown [51]that� ’ �M 2.Using thisresult,an observed signal

in thecm b anisotropy willim ply a value

5� 1015GeV �< M �< 1� 1016GeV (36)

and onealready hasan upperlim it

M �< 1� 1016GeV (37)

W ewanttoknow how m uch thisestim ateischanged bytheatnessofthe

potential,and in contrastwith thecaseofthem onopolem assthequestion is

10O ne ofthe uncertaintiesin thisestim ate isthe factthatsm all-scale structure in the

string network breaksthe equality ofthe m ass-per-unitlength and the tension,by a few

tens ofpercent[53]. The estim ates being referred to,on the other hand,are perform ed

underthe assum ption thatthese quantitieshavea com m on value�.
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non-trivialbecause� doesnottend to a �nitelim itasthepotentialbecom es

atterand atter.

W ework with thesam etoy m odelthatweconsidered earlier,nam ely the

caseofaU(1)gaugesym m etry and apotentialoftheform (6)with n = 2(�8

coupling). The Lagrangian density ofthe aton coupled to the U(1)gauge

�eld is

L = �
1

4
F��F

�� + jD ��j
2 � V (�) (38)

where D � = @� + ieA �,F�� = @�A � � @�A � and V is the tree-level,zero

tem peraturescalarpotential.Theequationsofm otion in theLorentzgauge

(@�A � = 0)forthisLagrangian are

D
2�+

@V

@��
= 0 (39)

@�F
�� + ie(��

D
��� (D ��)��)= 0 (40)

W enow m akea (static)cylindricalansatzfor� and A � (setting,forsim plic-

ity,thewinding num berto one).

� = M f(m V �)e
i� and ~A =

1

e�
a(m V �)̂� (41)

where (�;�;z)arethecylindricalcoordinates,f and a generic functions,M

isthevev ofthe��eld (seeequation 8),and m V = eM isthevectorparticle

m ass.Theequationsofm otion willthen read:

f
00+

1

�
f
0�

1

�2
f(a� 1)2 � �f(f6 � 1)= 0 (42)

a
00�

a0

�
+ 2f2(1� a)= 0 (43)

wherewehavede�ned � = mV � and � = m2
0=m

2
V .

Theasym ptoticbehaviourofthesolutionsto theseequationsaresim ilar

to theonesforthe�4 potential

f �

(

f0�;

1� f1�
�1=2 exp(�

p
��);

a �

(

a0�
2; as� ! 0;

1� a1�
1=2exp(� �); as� ! 1 :
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W enow areinterested estim ating theenergy perunitlength,� =
R
�dV ,

ofthese strings. The integralisoverallspace,and � isthe energy density,

which in thiscasereadsas

�(�)=

�
�
�
�
�

@�

@�

�
�
�
�
�

2

+

�
�
�
�
�

1

�

@�

@�
� ieA��

�
�
�
�
�

2

+ V (�)+
1

2
~B
2 (44)

where ~B = ~r ^ ~A isthem agnetic�eld.W ith ouransatz,theenergy perunit

length becom es

� = �M
2

Z

�d�

 

f
02 +

1

�2
f
2(1� a)2 +

1

6
�

�
3

4
+ f

2(
1

4
f
6 � 1)

�

+
a02

�2

!

(45)

In the usualcase,with � � 1 and the quartic coupling,the integralisclose

to one (itcan actually be shown thatitisone when � = 1)and the m ass

scaleofthestring isgiven by thevacuum vev [54,55].Oneexpectsa sim ilar

resulthere,butourcoupling ism uch sm allerthan usualwith � � 10�27 .It

isnotvery di�cultto estim atetheenergy perunitlength and thepro�leof

these static vortices num erically. Figure 1 shows the results thus obtained

fora large range ofvalues ofthe � param eterforboth the quartic and �8

cases. The energy decreases logarithm ically with sm all� and so the very

sm allcoupling changesthevalueof� by only a sm allfactoroftwo ordersof

m agnitude.Thedi�erencebetween thetwo typesofpotentialisalso seen to

besm all(around 20% for� � 1)and getting sm allerwith decreasing �.

thatwhen � isvery sm all,� becom esratherinsensitiveto thevalueof�,

with avalue� � (0:09� 0:14)� M2 (tobecom pared with thevalue� ’ �M 2

fora non-atpotentialwith � � 1).Thisestim ate appliesin a ratherlarge

range ofthe coupling � � 10�20 � 10�35 . Itfollowsthatan observed signal

in thecm b,corresponding to therangede�ned by Eq.(34),willcorrespond

to

3� 1016GeV �< M �< 6:5� 1016GeV (46)

which convertsto an upperbound on M of

M < 6:5� 1016GeV (47)

For a given GUT theory,the scale M G U T at which the three Standard

M odelcouplingsunifyisdeterm ined bytheirvaluesm easured atlow energies.
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Figure1:� asa function of�

The energy perunitlength ofthe static vortex solution forthe �4 potential(full

line)and the �8 potential(dashed line).Theenergy perunitlength isin unitsof

�M
2.

In sim ple GUT m odels, M G U T is found to be around 2 � 1016GeV, and

with a single Higgs�eld one would have gM ’ M G U T where g isthe gauge

coupling attheuni�cation point.Thiscoupling in turn istypically given by

g2=(4�) � 1=25,corresponding to g � 1,so that with a single Higgs �eld

one would have M ’ M G U T. However,in a realistic m odelthere willbe

m orethan oneGUT Higgs�eld and alloftheanalysisin thissubsection will

requirem odi�cation.

Taking into accountthepresentuncertainties,theGUT uni�cation scale

required to m akestringsa candidatefortheorigin oflargescalestructureis

consistentwith theonededuced from low-energy data,both foraatand for

a non-atpotential. In particular,the upperlim iton the uni�cation scale

deduced from thecm b anisotropy beno biggerthan thatobserved by COBE

isconsistentforboth form softhe potential. On the otherhand,itisclear

thatin thefutureoneorotherform ofthepotentialm ightbepreferred,since

we have seen (Fig.1) that the ratio �=M 2 is signi�cantly di�erent forthe

two cases.
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5.3 G lobalsym m etry defects

Although a GUT isinitially constructed to satisfy a gaugesym m etry,global

sym m etriescould occuraccidentally and be spontaneously broken by �elds

with vevs at the sam e scale � 1016GeV. Globalsym m etries,notably the

Peccei-Quinn U(1)sym m etry have also been proposed atlowerenergies.In

addition to the possibilities ofm onopoles and strings, there are now the

possibilitiesofdom ain wallsand textures.W ediscusstextures�rst.

5.3.1 Textures

Itisknown thattextureswith avevM � 1016GeV cansigni�cantlya�ectthe

cm b anisotropy and largescalestructure[56].Again,thecentralquestion we

wantto answeriswhetherthe atnessofthe potentialaltersthissituation.

Aswith strings,the con�guration approachesa scaling solution so the only

thing we have to worry aboutisthe energy ofthe textures fora given vev

M .The scaling solution fortexturesischaracterized by continuoustexture

form ation on the horizon scales and theirsubsequent collapse,asgoverned

by thescalar�eld ordering dynam ics.

Itturns outthatthe relevant m ass scale is nota�ected by the atness

ofthe potential. W e willnow argue thatthisisindeed so. The size ofthe

self-coupling � does not m atter as long as it is large enough to con�ne �

to the vacuum given by j�j = M . Since we are interested in the epoch

relevant forstructure form ation,the relevant scale is Tdec � 1eV ,which is

m uch below any scale in the m icroscopic theory. Indeed the ‘atnessscale’

isgiven by the curvature ofthepotentialatitsm inim um m = V 00(M )1=2 �

m 0 � 1TeV >> Tdec. A m ore rigorous argum ent can be constructed by

looking at the evolution equation for textures in an expanding Universe.

Thisequation hasan e�ective self-coupling re-scaled as�eff � (a(T)=a0)
2�

[57],where a is the scale factor ofthe Universe. At T � Tdec,the ratio

a(Tdec)=a0 ’ TG U T=Tdec isso big that�eff � (m0=Tdec)
2 >> 1 isstillvery

large. This m eans that the e�ective coupling for allpracticalpurposes is

largeand the �eld iscon�ned to j�j= M .Thisim pliesthatthe non-linear

�-m odel[57]isa very accuratedescription ofthetexturedynam ics,even for
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atpotentials.Norm alising to the10o scalesreported by COBE,and using

the cosm ologicalparam eters 
 = 1;� = 0 and h = 0:5 the result m ay be

read o� from [52]:M ’ 1:4� 1016GeV.

A possible realization ofa texture m odelwithin grand uni�ed theories

is proposed in [58]in which the GUT ofthe form G � SU(3)fam (where

SU(3)fam isan additionalglobalfam ily sym m etry)hasbeen considered. A

supersym m etric GUT group with a atHiggspotentialm ay have a sim ilar

form .Thefam ilysym m etrySU(3)fam breakswith theGUT,soitisplausible

to assum ethatthetexturepotentialisalso at.

5.3.2 G lobalm onopoles and dom ain w alls

Thedynam icsofglobal�eldorderingwithSO(3)sym m etry(globalm onopoles)

can bestudied using sim ilarnum ericaltechniquesasdeveloped fortextures

[52].Alsotheorderingdynam icscan betoagood approxim ation represented

by a non-linear�-m odel[60],[52]. They eventually reach a scaling solution

in which ‘m onopoles’form on the scalesofthe horizon and then collapse to

the core size given by � 1=m0. Since the interactions between m onopoles

are strong and long range,there willbe a strong tendency for m onopole-

anti-m onopole annihilation which willkeep the num berofm onopoles(anti-

m onopoles) at the leveloforder one per horizon at any tim e. In that re-

spect,the m onopole dynam icsresem blesthe dynam icsoftextures,with an

im portant di�erence ofan occasionalm onopole { anti-m onopole annihila-

tion event,which willtend to im printa strong non-Gaussian signalon the

cm br. Recalling the assum ptions m ade in their calculation concerning the

valuesofthecosm ologicalparam eterswehaveread o� from [52]thatglobal

m onopoleshave an observable signatureon largescale structure and/orthe

cm b anisotropy forsom evev oforderM ’ 1� 1016GeV.

Forwallswecan m akeasim pleestim atebased on theenergyperunitarea

ofthe wall: � ’
R
dz[(d�=dz)2=2+ V (z)]. M aking the sim ple substitutions

d=dz� 1=l,
R
dz � l,V (z)� V0 � (m0M )2,wehave� � M 2=l+ V0l,which

is extrem ized when l� M =
p
V0 � 1=m0 so that the energy per unit area

isabout� � M 3(m 0=M ),where m 0 � 103GeV. Com pared with the usual

case one sees that walls are m uch fatter,but less m assive. However,the
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reduction in m assisfartoo sm allto allow them to becosm ologically viable.

Instead they had better either not form or disappear harm lessly,which is

quite possible since the discrete sym m etry leading to theirappearance will

probably beslightly broken ifitisnota gaugesym m etry [14].

6 C onclusion

The topicsdiscussed in thispaperrelate to a considerable body ofongoing

research atthe m om ent,whose com m on them e isthe form ofthe e�ective

potentialin theearly universe,and theconsequentcosm ologicale�ectsofthe

scalar�elds.Som eofthisresearch continuesto addressthetraditional,and

stillvery im portant,question ofhow to im plem entan early era ofordinary

(slow-roll) ination. Here we have focussed instead on aspects of‘therm al

ination’,which occursifatallafterordinary ination and lastsforonly a

few e-folds.

The �eldswhich can give rise to therm alination are ‘aton’�elds. By

de�nition, these �elds have ‘at’potentials and ‘large’vevs, where these

term srefertothem assscale102 to103GeV.Theyarisenaturallyincurrently

favoured extensionsofthe Standard M odel,along with the opposite case of

�eldswith ‘at’potentialsbutzero vevs.

A aton �eld givesrise to therm alination ifitistrapped atthe origin

by virtue ofthe�nitetem peraturecorrection to itse�ective potential,after

the therm alcontribution to the energy density has becom e com paratively

sm all. According to a calculation m ade a decade ago by Yam am oto,this

trapping is expected to occur fora atpotential(provided thatthe aton

�eld is indeed in the vicinity ofthe origin),with therm alination ending

only when the localm inim um ofthe e�ective potentialattheorigin alm ost

com pletely disappears. Part ofour objective was to investigate carefully

the rather delicate assum ptions needed to arrive at this conclusion,using

som em odern perspectivesparticularly on thetunneling rateoutofthefalse

vacuum .Happily,wecon�rm theconclusion.

The actualcosm ology ofaton �elds,which determ ineswhethera given

aton �eld willactually �nd itselfin thevicinity oftheorigin sothattherm al
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ination can takeplace,isatpresenta ratherrapidly m oving research area.

W e have not attem pted any new advance here,contenting ourselves with

a briefsnapshot ofthe situation as it stands at present. Instead we have

addressed a question which has received relatively little attention, which

is the nature and cosm ology oftopologicaldefects form ing at the end of

therm alination. One would expect a priorithat their cosm ology m ight

besigni�cantly a�ected by the atnessofthepotential.The answerto this

question turnsoutto depend on thetypeofdefect.

A particularfocusforthe second partofourinvestigation hasbeen the

possibility thatthereisaGUT,whoseHiggs�eldshaveaatpotential.This

possibility isquite natural,and itleadsto a cosm ology very di�erentfrom

the usually considered case ofa non-at Higgs potential. GUT sym m etry

breaking,ifitoccurs,willbe preceded by an era oftherm alination. The

Higgsparticlesproduced atthe transition are cosm ologically dangerousbe-

cause they are lightand long-lived,and to dilute them one needsa second

era oftherm alination. This period oftherm alination willalso dilute

the m onopole abundance su�ciently,but willnotelim inate cosm ic strings

becauseitlastsonly a few e-folds.A sim plepictureofa string network evo-

lution in an inationary Universeisasfollows.FirstastheUniverseexpands

thestringswillquickly reach thedensity ofaboutone(long)string perhori-

zon volum e. Afterthatthe network freezesoutsince there existsno causal

process that could incite nontrivialdynam ics. This m eans that from then

on theaveragecorrelation length growsexponentially astheexpansion rate,

i.e. as�(t)= �(t0)e
H (t�t0).Afterabout10 e-foldingsthe correlation length

has notgrown m ore than � � e10=H ;this scale willcom e back within the

horizon afterln(a=a0)� 10 which in radiation era m eansatthetem perature

T = TD � e�10 ’ TD � 10�4:3 ;afterthisstringswillquickly reach the radi-

ation era scaling solution. Thistem perature isfarabove the relevantscale

foronsetofcm branisotropiesand structure form ation,keeping the strings

cosm ologically interesting.

W ith allthis in m ind,we expect thatcosm ologicalrelevance ofcosm ic

stringsisspeci�ed solely by them assperunitlength ofstrings.W e�nd that

the GUT Higgs vev needed for the strings to give an observable signature
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in the cm b anisotropy is a few tim es bigger than in the case ofa non-at

potential,butstillcom patiblewith thetypicalestim ate’ 2� 1016GeV ofthe

scaleatwhich theStandard M odelgaugecouplingsbecom euni�ed.Perhaps

the m ain m essage isthatthe atnessofthe potentialhassurprisingly little

e�ecton thestring cosm ology.

W ealsodiscussglobaldefects,and inparticularfocusonthecaseofglobal

textures and m onopoles. W e arrive to a rather surprising conclusion that

globaltexture and m onopole dynam icsisnota�ected atallby the atness

ofthe potential.Thishasa sim ple explanation:the potentialissim ply not

atenough!The‘atnessscale’m 0 � 103GeV islargein com parison to the

scalerelevantforcosm ology:T � 1eV,sotheatpotentialsu�cestocon�ne

late texturesto the vacuum m anifold.Thisleavesboth texturesand global

m onopoles asa viable candidate forstructure form ation with the scales of

sym m etry breaking given by M � 1:4� 1016GeV and M � 1� 1016GeV,

respectively. Finally in passing we give an argum entthatdom ain wallsare

stilla problem .

In sum m ary,thestudy of�eldswith atpotentialsand largevevsisbe-

com ing another�eld on which particlephysicsincreasingly m eetscosm ology.

Our hope is that either cosm ology willput constraints on particle physics

m odels,orparticlephysicswillo�ersom e interesting cosm ologicalphenom -

ena,atbesttellussom ething abouttheorigin ofstructuresin theUniverse.

Sincethisareaofresearch isdevelopingvery fast,itisvery likely thatin near

futureonewillbeabletom akem orede�nitestatem entsabouttheform ation

and natureofdefectsin theorieswith atpotentials,and hencem akeam ore

de�niteprediction on theircosm ologicalrelevance.
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