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A bstract

Currently favoured extensions of the Standard M odel typically contain
‘aton elds’ de ned as elds wih large vacuum expectation values (vevs)
and alnost at potentials. Ifa aton eld is trapped at the origih In the
early universe, one expects them al in ation’ to take place before i rolls
away to the true vacuum , because the nitetem perature correction to the
potentialw illhold it at the origin until the tem perature allsbelow 1TeV or
0. In the rstpart ofthe paper, that expectation iscon m ed by an estin ate
of the nite tem perature corrections and of the tunneling rate to the true
vacuum , paying carefiil attention to the validity of the approxin ations that
are used. The seoond part of the paper considers topological defects which
m ay be produced at the end ofan era ofthem alin ation. Ifthe aton elds
associated wih the era are GUT higgs elds, then its end corresoonds to
the GUT phase transition. In that case, the abundance of m onopoles and
of GUT higgs particlkes w ill have to be diluted by a second era of them al
In ation (or perhaps som e non-them al analogue). Such an era will not
a ect the coam ology of GUT strings, for which the crucial param eter is the
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string m ass per unit length. Because of the at Higgs potential, the GUT

symm etry breaking scale required for the strings to be a candidate for the
origin of large scale structure and the anb anisotropy is about three tines
bigger than usual, but given the uncertainties it is still com patible w ith the
one required by the uni cation of the Standard M odel gauge couplings. T he
coan ology of textures and of globalm onopoles is una ected by the atness
of the potential.
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1 Introduction

In presently favoured extensions of the Standard M odel, the space of the
scalar elds contains m any directions in which the potential is almost at
out to large eld values)i T som e of these directions the m asssquared is
likely to be negative, lrading to a nonzero vev whose m agnitude w illbe large
because the potential is at. F ields of this kind, w ith Jarge vevs and alm ost
at potentials, have been called atons [B], and it has long been recognized
that they m ay be cosn ologically signi cant {4, §, 6, 3,7, 8,9,10, 11, 12].

Recently a previcusly almost ] unnoticed aspect of aton cosm ology
was studied, and tem ed them al in ation {3, 14]. Themal in ation is
m ade possibl by the atness of the potential, which near the origih allow s
the (positive) nite tam perature contrbution to the m asssquared to dom —
nate the true (egative) m asssquared long after the them al contribution
to the energy density has becom e negliglbble. If it occurs, them al in ation
com plktely alters the standard cosn ology, and one purpose of this paper is
to exam Ine carefully the features of the nite tem perature potential that
are supposed to kead to . Taking into acoount the validity of the various
approxin ations, we shall verify that them al In ation Indeed takes place,
provided that the eld is trapped at the origin and that i has su ciently
strong interactions w ith light elds.

W hen themm al in ation ends, and the eld rolls away from the origin,
topological defects m ay be produced jist as n the m ore fam iliar case of a
non- at potential. T he second purpose of this paper isto see what e ect the

atness of the potential has on these defects, and their cosn ology. W e are
particularly interested in the case that the GUT higgs particles are atons,
0 that the defects produced are m onopolks and (depending on the GUT)

1F Jat directions occur rather generically in supersym m etric theories as a consequence
of a non-renom alization theorem 'gl], 'Q]. T he renom alizability requirem ent in plies that
there are at directions protected to all orders In perturbation theory. T he term s allowed
then have couplings suppressed by som e pow er of the P lanck m ass.
°Note the etym ology. The tem * aton’ refers to the at potential, not to in ation.
Conversely, the fam iliar word Yn aton’ refers to the eld which is slow Iy rolling during
ordinary in ation. The tem ‘ aton’ was Invented long before it was realized that such a
eld can give rise to a di erent type of in ation (them alin ation).



cogn ic strings, but we shallalso study the case of global sym m etry breaking.
Recently it has been pointed out [I5] that the interaction of other scalar
elds with the aton m ight cause In ation even w ithout them alization. In
that case the situation ism ore m odel dependent and we shallnot study it in
this paper, though m uch of our discussion of topological defects w il still be
applicable.

Them al In ation is expected to take place after ordinary (slow-roll) In—

ation, and to last for ewer e-folds. Such a late epoch of in ation can plhy a
weloom e roke In diluting the abundance ofunw anted relics, while leaving unal-
tered the lJarge—scale density perturbation accounting for the an b anisotropy
and large scale structure. (A s we shall discuss this rem ark applies whether
the perturbation is caused by a vacuum uctuation during ordinary in ation,
orby topologicaldefects such as strings or textuires.) T here can bem ore than
one egpoch of themm al in ation, so that a ssocond epoch can dilute relics left
over from a rst epoch, and we shall see that this is Indeed essential if one is
to have a GUT phase transition wih a at potential.

B efore getting Into m ore detailwe need to be precise about what ism eant
by a Yarge’ vev, and a potentialwhich is 8lm ost at’. In this paperwe take
these tem s to be de ned with respect to the energy scale 10 to 10°G eV,
which is the scale of supersymm etry breaking as de ned by the m asses of
the supersymm etric partners of known particles f1§]. Thus the vev M ofa

aton eld ismudh bigger than the above scale, w hereas the the energy scale
7 ©472 de ned by the curvature of its potential is taken to be of order that
scale. In particular the massm ofa aton particke is taken to be of that
order. Since the potential aswell as its rst derivative vanishes at the vev,
its value V, at the origin is of orderm °M 2.

Each aton is either a gauge singkt ora GUT Higgs eld. A GUT is
now adays considered optional because it is di cult to inplem ent, and can
perhaps be avoided by appealing to superstring uni cation near the P lJanck
scale. On the other hand the observed Standard M odel couplings are com —
patible w ith the existence ofa GU T, w ith H iggs vevs of order 101° G eV (olus
possble additional nterm ediate scale vevs {17]) . Ifone acoepts the existence
ofa GUT then it is attractive to suppose that the Higgs elds are atons



because one m ight then be abl to understand the m agnitude of the vev
w tthout inserting param eters by hand [1§].

W hether or not there isa GUT, one expectsto nd some atonswhich

are gauge singkts. To understand the possibilities here, note rst that each

aton w illbea com plex eld . Ifthere isa shgle aton eld,and it is charged
under a glcbal U (1) symm etry, then its vev w ill soontaneously break that
symm etry. The prin e candidate for a globalU (1) symm etry is the Peccei-
Quinn symm etry associated w ith the axion, and indeed a aton m odel for
that symm etry has been proposed fl9]. W ith more aton elds one can
have higher global symm etries, as we m ention at the end of Section V in
connection w ith topological defects.

However there isno need fora aton eld to be charged under a continu—
ous symm etry; on the contrary, it is quite reasonable on the basis of current
thinking to expect aton eldswhich are charged underatm ost discrete sym —
m etries. For them , the vacuum m anifold consists of discrete points instead
of an entire circle. The possibilities that we have in m ind are of two kinds.
The rst are some or allofthe moduli elds @, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24], which
are ubiguitous in versions of supergraviy m otivated by the superstring. For
the present purypose, a m odulusm ay be de ned asa eld whose potential is
exactly at in the lin i of unbroken symm etry. It is widely supposed that
one orm ore ofthem oduliisa aton, with a vev of order the reduced P Janck
massmp;= (8 G) ' = 24 10°Gev.] (Lower values may be possblke
so that GUT Higgs eldsmay be m oduli f1§], but for sin plicity, the tem
h odulf willbe used In what follow s to denote only the case where the vev
isof order mypi. It is also possble that m oduli have m asses m uch bigger

3In a supersymm etric theory all scalar elds are com plex shce the corresponding left—

or right-handed spin-half eld has two degrees of freedom .
“The origin ofa el isde ned tobea xed point of its symm etries. W ith all relevant
elds at the origin the potential has zero slope, where Yelvant’ m eans those elds that
are coupled to the one In whose direction the slope isbeing de ned. W e are assum ing that
this is the situation for the atons (or at last that any couplings to other elds displace
them inIm um by an am ount am allcom pared w ith the vev). In the case ofa m odulus there
ism ore than one xed pointw ith the separation between xed pointsofordermp;. In this
context the vev m ay be de ned asthe distance to the nearest x point, and the statem ent
that the vev isoforderm p ; sin ply m eans that it isnot close to any particular xed point.



than 1TeV, in which case they are not atons.) Now consider the opposie
possibility, of gaugesinglet atons whose potential is not at even in the
lim it of supersymm etry [14, 23]. E xtensions of the Standard M odel can eas-
ily contain such elds, and their potentials will ressmble Eq. @) below, w ith
couplings perhaps ororder 1. A s a result, their vev is typically m uch an aller
than the GUT scale, perhaps of order 10° to 101 G &V .

2 Flaton cosm ology

The coan ology of atons is a rather rapidly m oving research area at them o-—
m ent, but we brie y summ arize it here ollow ing [L4, 15, 26]. For sin plicity
we generally pretend that there isonly one aton eld , whose potential is
Invariant undera U (1) symm etry so that it depends only on the m agnitude
J J. W e also however point to the di erences that can occur In the m ore re—
alistic case, where there m ay be several aton elds and a higher sym m etry
or else no continuous sym m etry at all.

In the early universe, the e ective potential ofa aton eld ismodi ed
by its interaction. If the interaction with light particles is of gravitational
strength, then the e ective potential is expected to receive an additional
contrbution oforder H?*j 3* [, %, 10, 27]. If it is som ew hat stronger one
m ight perhaps expect a contrbution  “H ?j §° with signi cantly bigger
than 1. O ne expects gravitational strength interactions form oduliw ith a vev
of order m ; 1, whereas one expects interactions stronger by a factor perhaps
mp=M fora aton wih snaller vev M . These statem ents refer to eld
values of order the vev, as opposed to values near the origin which we discuss
In a moment, and they are based on the idea that the coupling to a light
particle is suppressed by a factor / 1M .

T he weak contributions just described can be of either sign. In contrast,
ifthe Interaction is strong enough to lead to them alization then one hasthe

nite tem perature correction to the potential, which at least near the origin
gives typically a positive contrboution ~ T?j j* to the m asssquareds;, For

°W ew illnot considera strong coupling of form V¢ Y 2ywith +1,which
would result in a negative Q_'] tem perature-induced m ass tem V¢ ( T?=12) Y .



a aton eld , one expects the them al contribution to be present in the
regine j j < T because the e ective m ass of particles coupling to the aton
eld is of order j j. Section ITT below is devoted to a detailed study of the
them al contribution.
As a resul of these m odi cations to the potential, a aton in the early
universe w ill either be at the origin or w ill have a value which is large but
not particularly close to its true vev. W e discuss these possibilities in tum.

2.1 Flaton eld initially at the origin

Let us suppose that a positive e ective m asssquared holds the aton eld

at the origin prior to full reheating after ordinary in ation. Then the nite

tem perature m asssquared  T? will typically hold it there until the tem —

perature flls to a value Teng mg 1¢ to 10°GeV, where m? is the

true m asssquared ofthe aton eld at the origin. Only then will it start to

oscillate about the true vev. O n the other hand, the energy density w ith the
aton eld at the orighn is

2
=Vy+ —gT* 1
ot 359 1)
where g is the e ective number of speciesS Because Toq is s0 low, the

rst term dom nates before the aton eld rolls away, lading to an era
1=4

of them al in ation. The era starts when T Vy mM }?, and it
endswhen T = Tog m , so the number of e-folds of therm al in ation is
of order (1=2) nM =m ) 9+ (1=2)InM =16°GeV). As a resuk, themal

In ation cannot replace ordinary In ation; rather, i takesplace ifat allafter
ordinary in ation has ended, at the low energy scale Vg mM )2
10°Gev M =10 Gev ) ™.

(T hese type of temm s do not destabilize the potential since + (Y )" eventually stabilizes
i.)

T hisestin ate does not apply to non-them alized particles (in particularm oduli) whose
energy m ay com e to dom nate that of the them alized particles before thermm al in ation
comm ences. In this case we would have an additional contrdbution to the energy densiy
(the oscillating m oduli elds typically behave asm assive particles). T his would som ew hat
com plicate our analysis [_l-ﬂ:] but the qualitative conclusions rem ain una ected, so we w ill
not consider them .



A fter them al in ation ends the aton eld starts to oscillate about the
m ininum ofthe e ective potential, so we enter an era ofm atter dom ination
by the aton particlkes. (A s we discuss n a moment the m lnimum m ight
Initially be shiffed from the true vacuum , but this e ect can be ignored
because the m ovam ent ofthem inimum willbe slow .) Ifeach aton particle
decays at the single particle decay rate , this era ends at the tine '.
In typicalm odels one estinates ' = 100 'M ?=m* where the num erical
factor is atmost of order 1. At least the buk of the decay products
them alize prom ptly, so setting ! equalto the expansion tine H ! where
H is the Hubbl constant we obtain the tem perature jast after aton decay

to be ! 5
T, " g fmg 3% 107 cev © e @)

M 300G ev

where g is the e ective num ber of species at tem perature Ty, set equal to
100 for the num erical estin ate.

In fact, the assum ption that the atons corresponding to the oscillation
decay individually at the oneparticle decay rate is not correct, because of
non-lnear relaxation e ects ofwhich them ost studied exam ple isparam etric
resonance RY, 30, 15, 31, 32, 33] (see also 4,10]). As soon as the aton

eld starts to oscillate at the end of themm al In ation, non-linear relaxation
dralnso a signi cant fraction ofthe oscillation, or in other words destroys a
signi cant fraction ofthe corresponding aton particles. T hey are replaced by
m arginhally relativistic scalar particles of whatever soecies have a signi cant
Interaction with the aton eld, mcluding the aton eld itself.

If nothing happens to the produced scalar particles they will becom e
non-relativistic after a few Hubble tim es, and are expected to decay at their
one-particle decay rate. If, on the other hand, they them alize then they
tum into highly relativistic radiation. At the present time it is not clear
w hether param etric resonance can really create particles which them alize
successfully. However, it is clear that the aton com ponent of the produced
particles cannot them alize because here one know s that the interaction is
too weak . Furthem ore, one expects that the energy density of the produced

atons willbe a signi cant fraction of the total energy density R6]. Thus,



even if the other produced particles them alize prom ptly one expects that a
signi cant fraction of non-them alized energy w ill rem ain, and that a signif-
jcant fraction of that energy willbe in  aton particks.

Any them alized radiation produced by param etric resonance w ill red—
shift away, so Independently of the details one expects that a few Hubblk
tin es after the end of them al in ation the energy density is dom inated
by non-relativistic scalar particles, including the atons and perhaps other
goecies. Each species w ill decay at the singleparticke decay rate, so we ex—
pect eventually to nd only the longest-lived species, which dom nates the
energy density until it decays. For sin plicity we shallassum e In what follow s
that this species is the original aton. Then, the upshot of this discussion
is that despite non-linear e ects, the eventual reheat tem perature is still the
tem perature Ty, calculated from the sihgleparticke decay rate, as given by
Eqg. ).

22 Flaton eld initially displaced from the origin

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

In contrast wih the rst case, the eld willnot now be In them al equilio—

rum because its interaction w ith light particles w ill be very weak (oecause

otherw ise the Jarge value would generate a Jarge m ass for the would-be light

partick). A very crude m odel for the evolution ofthe e ective potentialofa
aton eld in the early universe is [i4, 26; 35]

VEI=m? G M¥+ H?’EGIF o)° 3)

whereM isthetruevev. T he second tem representsthee ect of interactions
in the early universe, and for the present purpose we can suppose that |
M is a oconstant, so that the only tin e dependence com es from H .

First suppose that is of order 1, which is the expected value at least
fora aton such asamodulusw ith gravitational strength interactions (cor-
responding to M mp ;). Th that case [14], them ninum ofV is practically
at , until the epoch H m , after which it m oves quickly to the true vev
M . The aton willhave settled down to them ininum ofV before the end



of ordinary In ation, so the conclusion is that if is oforder 1 the aton
eld starts oscillating about the true vev at the epoch H m , wih Iniial
ampliude j o, M j M.
A s soon as the oscillations start, non-linear relaxation e ects w ill convert
a signi cant fraction of the energy in the oscillating aton eld. Provided
that the oscillation continues to take place about the true vev, then the
qualitative picture will not be altered, Just as we discussed already In the
case of an oscillation starting out at the origin. H owever, because the Iniial
oscillation energy can now be bigger than the potential energy Vo at the
origin, there is now the possbility that non-linear relaxation e ects restore
the sym m etry, so that the oscillation takesplace about the origin {i§]. In that
case the aton eld oscillation m ight give way to som e e-folds of in ation,
which m ight be them al in ation, before the symm etry breaks fi5]. If it
occurs, this w ill happen when the energy density is equal to Vj mM ¥,

which ismucdh Jss than the energy densiy m mp 1)? at the epoch when
the oscillation starts.
F inallky, consider the case 1. The evolution ofthe aton eld isnow

quite di erent [26], because the m ovem ent of the m lnimum of the e ective

potentialisalways slow on the tin escale of oscillations around it. Asa result
the aton isat alltin esclose to them ininum of its e ective potential, and

the ocoan ological production of aton elds is strongly suppressed. (To be

precise, analytic B3] and num erical P§]estin ates show that the am plitude of
the oscillation about the m nimum is reduced exponentially com pared w ith

the case 1.

2.3 The case ofm ore than one aton eld

So far we have considered only a single aton species. If there are several,
then som em ay be nitially trapped at the origin and som e m ay be displaced
from it. Those which are displaced start to oscillate rst When the energy
density is m mp 1)?, corresponding to a H ubble param eter H m ), while
those trapped at the origin give rise to them al in ation. If several aton
elds are trapped at the origin, the sin plest possbility is that they all roll
away at m ore or less the sam e epoch, which seem s reasonable because the

10



negative m asssquared is ofthe sam e order forall atons, and so isthe nite-
team perature correction. If that happens, we essentially recover the case ofa
single aton. However, the rolling away of the rst aton (say) m ight trap
the ram aining atons at the origin through its interactions. O ne possibility is
that the particles produced by non-linear relaxation prom ptly them alize, in
which case onem ay enter a second era ofthemm alin ation [[4]. A lematively
the ram aining atons m ay be trapped by non-linear relaxation fi5], which
could also kad to a second epoch of In ation.

In thispaper, we are assum Ing for sin plicity that only genuine atonscan
rollaway from the origin. It could happen that a eld with a at potential,
and zero true vev, couplestoa aton In such away that itse ective potential
aoquires a nonzero m ininum by virtue of the zero value of this aton. Such
a eld could temporarily act as a aton, lkadihg to a m ore com plicated
cosn ology 5] which we shall not consider.

24 The entropy crisis and its solutions

Ifa aton comes to dom inate the energy density of the universe, then the
low Yeheat’ tem perature Eq. @) makes it cosn ologically fatal if its vev is
too large. Indeed, successfill nuckosynthesis requires T, > 10M &V, corre—
soonding to M < 10 GeV, and them alization of a stable LSP requires
Tp > 1GeV corresponding toM < 102 Ge&V. (To have electroweak baryo—
genesis requires T, > 100G &V corresponding to M < 10'°Gev, but this
requirem ent is not m andatory especially as them al in ation itself provides
additional possibilities for baryogenesis {15,25].)

Thispossbl problem isa concem forany m oduliwhich are atonsw ih a
vev M mp 1, and it isalso a concem rGUT Higgs elds ifthey are atons
since the corresponding vev is M 16°G eV . It was origihally term ed the
entropy crisis’ 4], and was w idely discussed i the 1980’s §, 6, 7,8, 9, 10,
17, 12]. M ore recently, focusing on m oduli, i has been termm ed the m oduli
problem 0, 21, 22, 23, 241.

Let us consider the status of the hm oduli’ problem , in the light of the
above snapshot of the current status of aton coam ology. F irst, it should be
em phasised that the problm exists only ifthe elds In question are actually

11



atons, with masses  1¢ to 10°G eV . A ssum ing that this is the case, the
status of the problem depends on whether or not the aton in question is
Iniially displaced from the origin. If i is, the problem m ay not occur at all,
because the aton may settle down sm oothly to the true vacuum w ihout
appreciable oscillations; this m ay well occur for the GUT H iggs though it
is Jess lkely for the moduli R§, 35]. If it does occur it can be solved by
a subsequent bout of themm al in ation, associated with a aton having a
coan ologically safe vev M < 102GeV. As we rem arked earlier, typical
extensions of the Standard M odel indeed contain such atons.

If, on the other hand, the aton in question is niially at the origin, then
them alin ation willoccurand when it endsthe aton willcertainly oscillate
w ith Jarge am plitude. In that case one needs a second era ofthem alin ation

(4], again associated with some other aton which has a cosn ologically
safe vev. At least naively this in tum requires prom pt them alization of a
signi cant fraction of the original aton oscillation energy (W ith non-linear
relaxation presum ably rst converting the energy into m arghally relativistic
particles) and at the present tin e it is not clear whether this is possble.
If it is not possbl, then we radch the important conclusion that atons
w ith dangerously large vevs, lke moduli and GUT Higgs elds, cannot be
associated wih themal in ation. W e retum to this issue for GUT H iggs
elds in Section V.

3 The 1-loop them ale ective potential

In this section and the follow ing one, we exam ine carefully the nite tem -
perature e ects that are supposed to m ake them al in ation possble. They
were rstdescribed by Yam am oto in 1986 ], but hisaccount wasbriefand it
did not discuss the validity of the various approxin ations em ployed. To our
know ledge no subsequent authors have In proved on Y am am oto’s discussion.

As already rem arked, the potential of the rlkevant aton elds m ight
be invarant under a continuous symm etry such as a globalU (1) ora GUT
gauge sym m etry, oraltematively i m ight have no continuous symm etry. T he
com putations In this paper w ill be applied to a sinple toy m odel, In which

12



there is a single aton eld with a U (1) symmetry. Following 13, 14], we
take the potential to be of the formm

n n+ 2

Y @)

V=V, m? +

mp
where n is an integer power. Herem , is of order 10° G &V, and for sin plicity
we have ncluded only the leading non-renom alizabl term . The m agnitude
of the coupling , ism odel dependent, but for de niteness one can kesp in
m ind a value oforder 1. W e can param etrize the quantum eld as follow s:

= Ps+ i ©)

w here I%S the classical degree of freedom , which equals to the expectation
value of 2h i, and and are quantum uctuating eldswih zero ex—
pectation values. The classical part of the e ective potential can be then
w ritten as |
2" n+2
1 5 n

— 6
mE 2 ©)

From thisexpression we can eagily obtain them assm ofthe aton particlke
given by m? = d?v=d ?( = 2M ), the vacuum expectation valuie M =

h iy, comresponding to them Inimum ofV , and the height V, ofthe potential
at the origin which one getsby ssttingV ™ ) = 0. The resukt is

m? = 2@+ 1)m, (7)
1 1
M 2@+ _nl’l+ 2mE2,nl mg 8)
n+1 5 2
Vo = M “m 9
0 n+ 2 0 ©)

One naively expects , 1@m 1) for the couplings, m aking M
10'°G eV . On the other hand, it m ight be that the P Janck scale is replaced
by the GUT scak if there is one, which e ectively increases , leading [14]
to M 10. Fially, , might be a snallmass ratio, which could m ake
M 10'° o that tbecomes [14]1the GUT scale (@ppropriate if isaGUT
Higgs eld) ortheP lanck scake (@ppropriate if isam odulus). In thispaper
we focuson the rst and second cases.

13



3.1 Coupling to bosons

Now oonsider the nitetem perature correction to the e ective potential.
First we will argue that the them al correction 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 order to cure this we w ill assum e either
that oouples to another (real) scalar eld via a quartic coupling of form
g ¥ 2,orgaugetheU (1) by adding the corresponding gauge eld. W e shall
also consider the e ect of coupling to a soin-half eld since we have .n m ind
the case of supersym m etry.

T he one-loop them al correction of a bosonic excitation w ith them assm
to the e ective potential has the follow ing generic form [B§]

4%, ) P

Vl(m,-T)=FO dxx*In 1 e *¥'mTF (10)
Below wew illalways quote a one loop result form . O ne should kesp In m ind
that strictly speaking In order to obtain the one loop them al correction to
the e ective potential from Eq. @0) one should use the tree Jkevel value for
m . In som e cases the ring-in proved one loop potential which is a result of
resum m Ing certain so-called ring diagram s to allorders) ism ore accurate. It
corresoonds to using the onedoop them al value for the e ective m ass only
Prthe Sshgular term m>T=12 in the high tem perature expansion.

The one-loop value forthem asses ollow :m? ¥ mi+ gT ?=12 isthem ass-
squared ofthe - eld excitations,andm 2 = m? (I = 0)+ gT?=12+ g 2 isthe
m asssquared of . Notethat In thisapproxin ationm doesnotacquirea -
dependent correction. Indeed, the low est order correction tom ? proportional
to 2 occurs at the (n + 1)-doop keveland is oforder ,T? (T=mj)**, which
is m nute and hence negligbl. W e now see from Eq. (0) that the nite
tam perature contrioution due to the eld excitations is to an excellent
approxin ation a -independent shift in the e ective potential. This shift is
nothing but adding a constant to the energy density and hence it should not
a ect the dynam ics ofthe eld. .

The com pkte e ective potentialisnow V ( ;T)=V ( )+ ;Vim;;T),
where we are summ Ing overalltheboson elds. In theregimem ; ’ P g >>
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T ,the nite tam perature correction V; isnegligbl. A swe ram arked earlier,
one does not In any case expect them alization in this regin e, since particles
with massm must couple weakly to  [[4]) In the opposite regine
m; ' p§ T, the correction isV; ’ ™ ,= ?wih ,= %=90, which
is ndependent of . The conclusion is that at large tem peratures T M,
the potentialhasa shglem Inimum at = 0. RecallthatM isthe position
of the true vacuum , de ned by Eq. ('8) .) A s the tam perature drops a second
m Inin um geve]ops. At a critical tem perature T de ned by V (T,; = 0) =

V T = 2M ) the two m inin a are degenerate:t This tem perature is given
by
|
n+ 1 2 1= 1=4
T, = — mo)? 11
¢} n+ 2 . M O) 0 ( )

The bum p In the e ective potential which causes the phase transition is
sokly due to the eld excitations. Even though there are two degenerate
minima the eld will be trapped at = 0, ie. there will be no phase
coexistence since the bum p is very large and the tunneling rate is m inute,
much snaller than the expansion rate of the Universe. A large bump at
the critical tem perature indicates that the phase transition is strongly rst
order. A s the Universe cools down below T, trapped in the false vacuum
phase = 0, the f2lse vacuum energy starts dom inating. Using Eq. ), this
occurs at the temperature T;; ’ V, ?=3g 4, at which Them al In ation
begins. The e ective number of particle species g is equal 3 In our toy
m odel, two from the eld and one from the -eld. In generalg willbe
oforder 10°  10. Note that, according to the rough estin ate Eq. @), the
tam perature T, is of the sam e order of m agnitude as the tem perature T at
which them alin ation begins.

Them al In ation ends when the Universe supercools su ciently so that
the tunneling rate for creation ofthe true vacuum bubblesbecom es com para-—
bl to the expansion rate ofthe Universe. W e w ill postpone a m ore detailed
study of the bubble nuclkation to the next section.

"N otice that this is not the tem perature Tc de ned i [[3,I4); in this paper we are
denoting that quantity by Tenqg -
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So far we have focussed on the coupling to a soin zero particke . Ifthe
aton isaGUT Higgs eld therew illalso be a coupling to gauge partickes. A s
a toy m odel, consider the Abelian H iggs m odel, whose Lagrangian density
isL = FF =+ 0O )YO ) V,whereD = @ + ieA ,A 1Is
the vector eld, and F is the el strength. The them al correction to
the potential has again the om of Eq. (1() but with the m asses squared
m?= mi+ (3?)T?=12 forboth the physical excitation and the unphysical
Goldstone boson of the -eld, and m? = & ?+ ©=3)T?, m2 = & *?
for (one) longitudinaland (two) transverse polarized gauge eld excitations,
respectively. At this level som e gauge dependence m ay com e into the play,
but we w ill not discuss this issue here. T he above analysis caries through in
alm ost exactly the sam e way, except that them asses in the them alpotential
arenow mi,mr andm . There are 5 degrees of freedom relevant for the
onset of them al n ation, so the tem perature at which i begins will be
som ew hat lower, as w illbe the critical tem perature.

W hat about the validiy of the oneJloop approxim ation? The squared
coupling of the three dim ensional theory is g§ = gT for a scalar theory
and g5 = €T for a gauged theory. Each loop added costs an extra factor
gT=M ; recallthat M '/ pé yMz:1 ' e , 0 that we expect the one-loop
approxin ation to break down when g5 > M ,whichmeans =T < P g forthe
scalar theory and =T < e forthe gauge theory. In other words, the one-locp
approxin ation can be trusted as one approaches the critical tem perature up
tof T.j gT; €T . In this case, unlke in the case of the electroweak
theory, the one-loop treatm ent is accurate. T he reason is that the m axin um
of the e ective potential (oum p) is located at

— 12)
1 pE

This should be taken only as an estin ate since the bum p is located where
neither the high tem perature nor the low tem perature expansion is accurate.
N evertheless, this estim ate tells us som ething In portant about the validity of
the one loop approxin ation: the bum p is located In the region ofvalidity of
the one-Jloop approxin ation (this is, for exam ple, not true in the electrow eak
theory); it is 1=g tin es larger for the scalartheory (1=e? rthe gauge theory)
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than the value of at which we expect the breakdown of the one-loop ap—
proxin ation. W e see that, at the localm axin um , the 1-loop potential is still
a reasonable approxin ation to the true e ective potentialand this treatm ent

ofthe phase transition is quite accurate. O ne can also evaluate the potential
energy density at thebump. To get a feeling for what it iswe evaluate it In

thehigh tem perature limttand ndV ( ;) W T! 2(@1=90 1=648).Hence
we see that the energy density ofthebump (T* 2=648) ismuch an aller than

the energy density di erence betiween the false and truevacua (v, T 2=90).
T his suggests that the wall of the criticalbubble is thick, which willbe used

In the follow Ing section where we study nucleation.

3.2 Coupling to fermm ions

To illustrate w hat happens in the case ofa scalar eld coupling w ith ferm ions,
we Include in the globalU (1) potentiala Yukawa coupling of the scalar to a

Sohor eld ys . W ew illthen have a contribution to thee ective potential
of the form
. t 0 P
VifmeT) = dxx*In 1+e F7ME" 13)
0
where the fermion massism¢ ( ) = yr . This yields a crtical tem perature

very close to the scalar coupling case of Eq. (I1) with a m inor num erical
di erence: sihce each ferm ion contributes to the free energy 7=8 tin es less
than a boson, w ith the sam e num ber of degrees of freedom , T, w illbe higher
by a factor (8=7)*. The Iocalmaxinum ; willalso be the sam e (replacing
e by yr). One should note an In portant di erence between this phase tran—
sition and the electroweak phase transition. Since the m ain reason for the
free energy valley at around 0 isnot the shgular cubicterm  mT=12
in the high tem perature expansion of Eq. {1{), but the exponential suppres-
sion of the population density forthemassm ¢ >> T, the only di erence In
studying the cases of coupling to bosons and fem ions is the trivial one of
counting degrees of freedom . T he total e ective num ber of degrees of free—
dom is g (tot) = %g (form ion) + g (poson). This ram ark will be also valid
when studying the nuclkation problem in the next section.
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4 Tunneling

W e are taking the standard route as advocated by Callan, Colm an 37], and
Linde B8] in which we assum e that the spherical three din ensional action

Z
3 1 2
3= dr —@ )+ V(;T) 14)

determm ines the nuclkation rate per unit tin e and volum e

3=2 2
S3 _ gT
L o557 ; m2=m?2"’ 2

15
v T 12 @)

T his isan approxin ate form ulabut it issu ciently accurate for ourpunooses.
A m ore accurate treatm ent ofbubble nucleation can be nd in B3]. The rate
in Eq. (1) has to be com pared with the expansion rate of the Universe
to detem ine the rate of bubble fom ation. M ore precisely [4Q], assum ing
a constant bubbl expansion velocity, at any given tin e the fraction of the
Universe ram alning in the symm etric phase is given by

exp Ztiﬁw 3 —at° 16)

1 3 Y

In orderto solve forthe nucleation tem perature we expand S; about the value
when the integrand is about one: S; = S5 (Thua) + € ) dS3=dt), where
d=dt= @T=dt)d=dT,dT=dt= TH,andH?= 8 G=3)( g (T)T*=30) is
the Hubbl constant. U sing a saddle point approxin ation we nd that the
Integral is of order one when

3=2

!
8 VB m 4 S3 (Tnucl)
(H dS3=dT )4 Tnucl

es3 (Thue1)=Thuct =

a7

In order to solve this equation we have to nd what is the bubbl action Ss
as a function of tem perature.

T he solution to the (spherically sym m etric, classical) equation ofm otion
for :

iz +gg —iv( ;T) (18)
dr? rdr d !
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w ith the boundary conditions:

d .
d—r}:0=0; ! 1)=0 19)
goeci es the wallpro le. The bubblk action is
2 | 3
Z 2
5 d
Sy =4 r dr4 e +V(;T) V@O;TP (20)

SinceEq. (18) isanalytically intractable, various approxin ation schem eshave
been developed. In general when the height of the localm axinum is an all
(large) In com parison to the false vacuum energy, the thick (thin) bubblewall
approxin ation gives a reasonably accurate answer to S3. F irst one can show
using the thin wall approxin ation, which is accurate around T., that the
three din ensional action: S; @ =3) 3=V (0;T)? is indeed huge; here =
ST ODVOm=0 Tog iy v (0;T)d P § isthe surface tension of
the bubble, and near the critical tem perature V (0;T) = -4 (T2 T') << TZ.
W hen the tem perature drops signi cantly below T, such that Viyygp <<
V (0;T ), where Vi, p isthe di erence between them axin um ofthe potential

and V (0;T), the thick wall approxin ation beocom es appropriate. Here we
present a heuristic discussion. T he three din ensional action for the critical
bubble can be approxin ated as ollow s:

4
Ss3 2 R’ §R2N<O;T> V(;T)] @1)
_ p_
1m2T? roo3=2
V (0;T) V(;T) ' -9 r24714 e 2. '=€g
2 g 2 2

where isthe eld value at the centre of the bubble. The critical action is
extram alw ith respect to R and

S
@3=0; CER ©3)
@Rc @ c

The st condition gives for the size of the crtical bubbl and the action:

2 3
2 ;s L @4)
2NV 0;T) V(;T)] 3 2V (0;T) V(;T)]
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which can be re-w ritten as

4 T2 73

— &

3gmo 72 20 GT=mo)? (4= )+ 20 GT=mo)? (=2 )Pexp '
(25)

T he variation of S3 w ith respect to ’ gives then the value of’ at the origin

of the bubble: o1
3, T oT

2 m,

S3

2
r2y

26)

which is obtained by neglecting the exponentially snallterm i Eq. £5) o
that the critical action is

— @7)

W e can now use this resul and Eq. @4) { (1) to cbtain the nucleation
tem perature Tyt b
S3 (Tnucl) ’ Mpi 1 S3 1016G eV
—_— 6+ 4In +-h—"'" 17+ 4Ih—— 28
Snuci M 6 T M ( )

Tnucl

where we assum ed that the bubbl is supersonic: v 1; this is plausble
since supercooling is very large. tem perature is about T, ’ 2m . For
som ew hat di erent values ofparam eters T 1 changes only slightly. To a very
good approxin ation T,,q is proportionaltom . (Here we have neglected a
Jogarithm ic dependence of the form  (Inm o)'=>.)

These results are In substantial agreem ent w ith that of Yam am oto E/?],
who found that the bubble action is (up to Inm ) proportional to T *=m ;.
W hat we have done is to ook m ore carefilly at the som ewhat delicate as-
sum ptions which have to be m ade in order to derive it. W e have found that
at a reasonabl level of con dence they can indeed be justi ed by carefully
considering the regin e of validity of the various approxin ations.

8N ote that Thya Hr all practical purposes coincides w ith the tem perature at the end
ofthem alin ation Teng, discussed In section 2 above.
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5 Topologicaldefectsw ith a at potential

Now we com e to the seocond part of our investigation, which is to look at
topological defects associated wih a at potential. In the case of a shgke
(complex) aton eld wih a U (1) symm etry, which we have focussed on
for the sake of sim plicity, these are coan ic strings. If instead there is only
a discrete Z, symmetry they are dom ain walls. Finally, if there are two
ormore aton elds there could be a higher continuous symm etry, which,
depending on the pattem of symm etry breaking, could lead to m onopoles
and/or textures (or to no defects at all) . W e shall consider all these cases.
In order for the defects to form , the sym m etry has to be restored at early
tin es, which as discussed in Section 2 m ay orm ay not happen for a given
aton eld. A ssum ing that it is indeed restored the defects form when the
eld rolls away from the origin, and since we are considering a aton eld
this occurs at the end ofan era ofthem alin ation. T hus, we are considering
the form ation of topological defects at the end of such an era.
W e shall focusparticularly on the case where there isa GUT whose H Iggs
edshave a at potential, schem atically of the form Eq. (4).A sm entioned
already such a at potential seem s quite natural, because one can then hope
to generate the required vev from scales already present in the theory [[8].
For exampl, n Eqg. @), the coupling , might be of the form m 4=m;,)?,
where m 4 is related to vevs arising from gaugino condensation, and p is a
positive Integer. T hisparadigm is of course very di erent from the usualone,
w here the potential of the GUT H iggs is supposed to be non- at so that it
has the form
V= (Y M?? 29)
w ith 1. Such a form is Indeed natural for the Standard M odel H iggs
whereM isonly oforderthe susy breaking scale 10? to 10° G €V, but it seem s
far less natural fora GUT . In other words, there seem s to be no reason to
suppose that the vev ofa GUT H iggs is of the sam e order of m agnitude as
tsm ass.
GUT symm etry breakingw ih a atpotentialiscom pltely di erent from
the usually considered case. The GUT phassetransition occurs at the end of
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an era ofthem alin ation. Just before it occurs, the potential energy density
Vo ofthe H iggs eld accounts form ost of the energy density in the universs,
and after the transition this energy is initially converted into a hom ogeneous
oscillation ofthe H iggs eld (@way from any topologicaldefects), correspond—
Ing to extrem ely non-relativistic H iggs particles. T hrough non-lnear relax—
ation e ects this Initial era is quikkly followed by one In which at last a
signi cant fraction of the energy density resides n m arghally relativistic
scalar particles, of various species including the H iggs particlkes. T here m ay
also be a signi cant fraction In them alized (and hence highly relativistic)
particles, but this question has not been settled at the present tim e.

Becauss thepotentialis at,theGUT H iggsparticlkesare light (m assm
10% to 10°G eV ), and according to Eq. @) they decay after nuckosynthesis.
In order not to upset nuclkosynthesis their abundance must be diluted by
a second era of themm al .n ations) Such an era requires the them alization
of a substantial fraction of the H iggs particks, and, taking the fraction to
be of order 1, but not very close to it, the abundance of the H iggs particles
inmediately after them alization isn=s V; =@ m) 16. From K1),
their abundance at the epoch of nuckosynthesis m ust satisfy n=s < 10 ? , so
the second bout ofthem aln ation should dilute the abundance by a factor
of at least 10'8.

T he actualdilution factor actually provided by them alin ation is [14]

m M 2 168 M > 1Gev
75Ty T2 4 1011 Gev Tp

30)

In thisexpression m and M refer to the second era of them alin ation, as
do Teng (the tem perature at the end ofthem alin ation) and Ty (the reheat
tem perature) . T he quantiy 1 isthe fraction ofenergy left unthem alized
after non-linear relaxation e ects have occurred after the end of the second
bout of them al In ation, which we sst equalto 1.

In m aking the above estin ates we have set Vo = m?M 2 and Tepg = m =
10°° G eV forboth eras of them alin ation. The expected range for the vev
ofthein aton causing the second bout ofthem alin ation is10°Gev < M <

°0 r perhaps a non-therm al analogue ﬁ_l-§'], but we shall not consider that possibility.
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10" GeV @ ith the lower lim it com ing from the discussion after Eq. @) and
the upper lim it from the requirem ent of decay before nuckosynthesis). Since
several param eters have been set equalto ducial values, a seocond bout of
them alin ation seem swellabl to provide the necessary dilution. The only
problem isto ensure that it occurs, bearing in m ind the fact m entioned earlier
that the possibility ofthem alization I m ediately afterthem alin ation ends
has not been dem onstrated.

A ssum Ing that the GUT partickes can be som ehow diluted, we proceed
to a discussion of the defects produced, starting w ith m onopoles.

51 M onopoles

It is well known that m onopolks form when the vacuum manifold M ofa
gauge group G oontains non-shrinkable 2 surfaces, i. e. when , M) 6 I,
where , isthe second hom otopy group. In the light ofa theoram in hom o-
topy theory, this m ay be rephrased as: m onopoles form whenever a grand
uni ed sam isin ple group G breaks down to a group H which has nontrivial
fiindam ental hom otopy group ; H) $ I, ie. H contains non-contractable
loops. A sinplk exam plk isan H which contains at least one U (1) asa factor,
jast ke the Standard M odel! I is argued in §2] that since supersym m etry
does not change the connected structure of the (super)-Lie group, the sam e
consideration asabove isvalid fora supersymm etricGU T . Since rather gener—
ically the symm etry ofa low energy theory contains non-contractable loops,
one m ust check what would be the cosn ological im plications of m onopoles’
fom ation, ie. whether there is a m onopolk problm .

Tt is convenient to specify the m onopol abundance n, o, as a fraction of
the entropy density s, because n, on=s is constant as long as m onopolks are
not destroyed, exospt when particle decay (or som e other non-equilibrium
process) increases the entropy per com oving volum e. Consider rst the ob—
servational upper bound on the present m onopolk abundance. The m ass of
a gauge m onopolk for a given vev M is not much a ected by the atness
of the potential, because it is known that the mass goes to a nite lim it
as the potentialbecom es  atter and atter (Bogom olny bound) E3]. This
Jleads to a sin ple and reliable bound on the present m onopol abundance of
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Nnon=s < 10 %%, com ing from the requirem ent that the m onopole density
be less than critical. This bound is stronger than that derived from the re—
quirem ent that m onopoles do not a ect nuckosynthesis. The next bound
one can derive is based on the requirem ent that the galactic m agnetic eld
not be dissipated through acceleration ofm onopoles from the tinm e of galaxy
form ation [44]. Strictly speaking this bound applies only to the m onopolke
abundance in galaxies. The original Parker bound is ny on=s < 10 ?* . This
was argued to be too strong; when the depletion of m onopolks, as they get
accelerated and efected from the galaxy, istaken into account 5], the bound
becom es n, on=s < 10 ?° . A stronger bound was und usihg the fact that
a grand uni ed m onopole catalyzes nuclkon decay [46], when captured by a
neutron star; the bound is ny o,=s < 10 *° @7]. A more stringent bound
can be derived based on m onopole capture and consequent catalytic nuclkon
decays in them ain sequence stars f3]: ny on=s < 10 ** . The atnessofthe
potential is not expected to alter this bound because the strong interaction
cross section for the m onopolke is independent of its radius {44, 48].

In order to nd out whether there is a m onopol problem , we ought to
com pare the above bounds w ith the am ount of m onopols that form at the
phase transition. Since we need a second epoch of them al in ation (to
dilute the GUT H iggs particks), a signi cant fraction of the energy densiy
had better them alize inm ediately after the GUT H iggs phase transition,
leading to a tem perature Tgyr mM )2 10Gev. Herem 1¢ to
10°G eV isthem assofa typicalGUT H iggsparticlew ith a at potential, and
M 16°G eV isthe vev ofa typicalGUT Higgs eld. This ismuch bigger
than the tem perature T m Just before them alization, but i is still far
below the tem perature T M which one would obtain after them alization
w ith a non— atpotential. In the case ofa non— at potentialthe tem perature is
high enough to Iniiall annihilate the m onopoles, so that when anniilation
ceases there is of order one m onopol per horizon volum e irrespective of the
Iniial abundance. For a at potential this is not the case, and we have to
consider the initial abundance.

A Iower lim it on i is provided by the causality bound which states
that on average about p / 1=8 m onopolks form per causality volume V. ’
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@ =3)H °,whereH ! isthe causality radius. T he probability p’ 1=8 can
be obtained from an argum ent based on the K bbbl m echanian : the eld is
unoorrelated on superhorizon scales, and the probability that the random Iy
oriented eld in di erent correlation volum esw ill coverm ore than halfofthe
vacuum m anifold is about p = 1=8. This bound gives an initial m onopole
density npon ! (3=4 )pH 3, corresponding to

N on > 8p (mOM )3:2 1027 (31)

S caus g mPl

W e have used for the entropy density s g~ =% m oM )*?; hereM denotes
the GUT Higgs vev, m o the curvature of the potential at the origin and

conv 1S the fraction of the energy In the eld that decays and them alizes.
The num erical estin ate .n 81) is obtained by settingm,  10GeV, and
M 10%Gev.

To obtain an actualestin ate, ram em berthat we have argued that theUni-

verse undergoes a strong supercooling and the phase transition is strongly

rst order proceeding via bubble nuckation. A n estin ate of the typicalbub-
bl size at collisions will allow us to estin ate m onopol production. Since
each bubbl nuclkates w ith a random phase at the vacuum m anifold, when
four bubbles collide a m onopol (or an antim onopol) form sw ith the prob—
ability p 1=8. The only missihg Informm ation is now the typical bub—
bl size when they collide. A typical bubbl nucleates at the tem perature
Thua ! 2Mm o, as speci ed by @7) and Eq. @8). T he typicalbubble size can be
obtained from Eq. (16) as ©llows. T he integral in the exponent is dom inated
by bubbles of size

1 3T 1 11
1=v ¥ ——— —— (32)

HdS,=dT 4S;H 20H
Hence, the typical bubble, when it collides, is about 1/20th of the horizon
size 1=H . This m eans that we have an estin ate for m onopol production

which isabout 20° 10 tim es above the causality bound in Eq. B1):

nm on

10%° (33)
S bulble
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A ccording to this estim ate the dilution factor provided by the second bout
ofthem alin ation isample.

In the discussion so farwe have supposed that them onopoles are isolated,
but in m any cases they are connected by cosm ic strings @9, '43]. If this is
the case then strong e ective orcesw illbe Induced by connecting m onopoles
and antim onopoles w ith strings which will cause e cient annihilation all
the way to the horizon scales, establishing a scaling solution. (In this respect
the coan ology of the strings connecting m onopoles resam bles the coam ology
of globalm onopoles discussed below . This does not m ean that m onopoles
connected w ith strings m ay a ect structure fom ation, as it is in the case
of global m onopoles discussed below, since the ordering eld dynam ics of
globalm onopolks is very di erent than that of the m agnetic m onopols. In
these m odels, if any cosn ologically interesting e ects exist, they would be
produced by the strings.) O n scales largerthan the horizon causality prevents
annihilation. Nevertheless, this annihilation m echanism will su ce to keep
the m onopol density at the levelofa f&w perhorizon at alltin es and hence
solve the m onopok problem {49, 43].

O n the assum ption that there is no m onopol problem , ket us proceed to
a discussion of coan ic strings.

5.2 Cosm ic strings

Cogn ic strings form in the case when the vacuum m anifold M of the broken
theory contains non-shrinkable loops so that M) € I. In other words
(using som e hom otopy theory), they form ifa sam isin ple grand uni ed group
G breaksdown to a group H which isnot connected, ie. (H)® I. Recall
that connectedness of a group is not changed by supersym m etry.) Since the
symm etry groups of low energy theories are often connected, cosn ic strings
are a kss generic feature than m onopoles, but they do occur for som e choices
ofthe GUT gauge group f2]. @A san example, SO (10) m ay break down to
the Standard M odel enhanced by an additionalm atter parity Z,, which is,
of course, not connected.)

On scalkes below the horizon, the cosn ic string network has a scaling’
con guration which ism ore or less independent of its previous history. Asa
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resul, the cosn ology of the strings w ill not be signi cantly a ected by the
ten or so e-folds of In ation taking place after their form ation. Instead, it
w ill depend m ainly on the string m ass per unit length .Asiswellknown,
the strings are candidates for the origin ofboth the anb anisotropy and large
scale structure, w ith som e value (L3° G eV )?. Ifthis tums out to be the
case then willbe determ ined, and in any event one already has an upper
bound on . In contrast wih the m ore comm only considered m odel of a
an ooth, G aussian prin ordial perturoation, the coan ic string prediction has
yet to be accurately caloulated over a w ide range of scales, but asa guide we
m ay take the prediction for the low multipoles of the anb anisotropy. Here
it isknown [0, 51,521 ' 2  (16°GeV)?, wih an uncertainty of perhaps
a factor 2 etther wayi% Ifthe e ect is observed and is due sokly to strings,
one w ill therefore deduce a value of som ewhere In the range

" 1tod4 (16°Gev)? (34)
which In poses an upper lim it
<4 (Q0°Gev)? (35)

W hat do these results for tell us about the scale ocfGUT symm etry
breaking, as de ned by the vev M ? W ith a non- at potential of the fom
Eg. 9) tisknown BLlthat ’ M 2. Using this result, an observed signal
in the anb anisotropy will In ply a value

5 10°Gev<M <1 10°Gev (36)
and one already has an upper lim it
M <1 10°Gev 37)

W ewant to know how m uch thisestin ate is changed by the atnessofthe
potential, and in contrast w ith the case ofthe m onopolem ass the question is

190 ne of the uncertainties in this estin ate is the fact that sm alkscale structure in the
string netw ork breaks the equality of the m assperuni length and the tension, by a few
tens of percent [53]. The estin ates being referred to, on the other hand, are perfom ed
under the assum ption that these quantities have a com m on valie
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non-trivialbecause doesnot tend to a nite lim it asthe potentialbecom es
atter and atter.

W e work w ith the sam e toy m odel that we considered earlier, nam ely the
case ofa U (1) gauge symm etry and a potentialofthe orm @) withn = 2 ( ®
coupling). The Lagrangian density of the aton coupled to the U (1) gauge

eld is
L= leFF +P F V() 38)

whereD =@ + ieA ,F = @A @A and V is the treedevel, zero
tem perature scalar potential. T he equations ofm otion in the Lorentz gauge
@ A = 0) forthis Lagrangian are

D? + — =0 (39)
@F +ie( D O ) )=0 (40)

W enow m ake a (static) cylndricalansatz or and A (sstting, for sin plic-
iy, the w inding num ber to one).

A

. 1
=M fmy )e and A“=e—a(mv ) (41)

where ( ; ;z) are the cylindrical coordinates, £ and a generic functions, M
isthevev ofthe eld (see equation i:?_),andm v = eM isthe vectorparticlke
m ass. T he equations ofm otion w ill then read:

1 1
£ —f° —f@ 1Y f® 1)=0 42)
o a’° 2
a — + 2f° @ a)=20 43)
wherewehavede ned =my and = mi=m?.

T he asym ptotic behaviour of the solutions to these equations are sin ilar
to the ones orthe ¢ potential

( (
fy ; o R ap %; as ! 0;
1 £ Pexp( ); 1 a fPexp( ); as ! 1:
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R
W e now are Interested estin ating the energy peruni length, = av,
of these strings. The integral is over all space, and  is the energy density,
which In this case reads as
2 2
@ 1@ 1_,
()=— + ~— dA +V()+ =B (44)
@ @ 2

whereB = ¥ " R isthem agnetic eld.W ih our ansatz, the energy perunit
length becom es
Z

1 1 3 1
= M?2 d £f%+ —f21 af+ = Z+ £f2(C£° 1) +
2 6 4 4

a® !
)
In the usualcass, w ith 1 and the quartic coupling, the Integral is close
to one (it can actually be shown that it isonewhen = 1) and the mass
scale of the string is given by the vacuum vev {54, 55]. O ne expects a sim ilar
result here, but our coupling ismuch sm aller than usualw ith 10?7 . &
isnot very di cul to estin ate the energy per unit length and the pro Xk of
these static vortices num erically. Figure 1 show s the results thus obtained
or a large range of values of the  param eter r both the quartic and 8
cases. The energy decreases logarithm ically with small and so the very
an all coupling changes the value of by only a sn all factor of two orders of
m agnitude. T he di erence between the two types of potential is also seen to

be an all (@round 20% for 1) and getting an aller w ith decreasing
thatwhen isvery anall, beocom es rather nsensitive to the value of ,
w ith a value 009 0:14) M (tobecomparedwih thevaluie ’ M2
for a non— at potentialw ith 1). This estinm ate applies In a rather large
range of the coupling 10%°  10°° . & ollow s that an observed signal

in the anb, corresponding to the range de ned by Eq. @4), w ill correspond
to
3 10°Gev <M <65 10°Gev (46)

which converts to an upper bound on M of
M < 65 10°Gev (@47)

Fora given GUT theory, the scale M gy at which the three Standard
M odelcouplings unify isdetermm ined by theirvaluesm easured at low energies.
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Figurel: asa function of
T he energy per uni length of the static vortex solution for the ¢ potential (fi1ll
line) and the @ potential (dashed line). T he energy per unit kength is n units of
M 2.

In sinple GUT models, M gy is ound to be around 2  10°GeV, and
wih a sihnglke Higgs eld onewould have gM ’ M gyr where g is the gauge
coupling at the uni cation point. T his coupling In tum is typically given by
=@ ) 1=25, corresponding to g 1, so that with a sihgk Higgs eld
one would have M '’ Mgyt . However, In a realistic m odel there will be
morethan oneGUT Higgs el and allofthe analysis in this subsection w ill
require m odi cation.

Taking Into account the present uncertainties, the GUT uni cation scale
required to m ake strings a candidate for the origin of large scale structure is
consistent w ith the one deduced from low -energy data, both fora atand for
a non- at potential. In particular, the upper lim it on the uni cation scale
deduced from the anb anisotropy be no bigger than that observed by COBE
is consistent for both form s of the potential. On the other hand, it is clear
that in the future one or other omm ofthe potentialm ight be preferred, since
we have seen Fig. 1) that the ratio =M ? is signi cantly di erent for the
two cases.
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53 G lobal sym m etry defects

A though a GUT is Iniially constructed to satisfy a gauge symm etry, global
symm etries could occur accidentally and be soontaneously broken by elds
wih vevs at the same scale  10°GeV. G Iobal symm etries, notably the
PecceiQuinn U (1) symm etry have also been proposed at lower energies. In
addition to the possbilities of m onopols and strings, there are now the
possibilities of dom ain walls and textures. W e discuss textures rst.

53.1 Textures

It isknow n that texturesw ith a vev M 10° G &V can signi cantly a ectthe
anb anisotropy and large scale structure B§]. A gain, the centralquestion we
want to answver is whether the atness of the potential alters this situation.
A swih strings, the con guration approaches a scaling solution so the only
thing we have to worry about is the energy of the textures for a given vev
M . The scaling solution for textures is characterized by continuous texture
form ation on the horizon scales and their subsequent collapse, as govemed
by the scalar eld ordering dynam ics.

Tt tums out that the relevant m ass scale is not a ected by the atness
of the potential. W e willnow argue that this is indeed so. The size of the
slfcoupling does not m atter as long as it is large enough to con ne
to the vacuum given by jj= M . Since we are Interested in the epoch
relevant for structure formm ation, the relevant scale is Tgec 1leV , which is
much below any scale in the m icroscopic theory. Indeed the  atness scalk’
is given by the curvature of the potentialat tsm ininum m = v P )2
mg 1TeV >> Tee. A more rigorous argum ent can be constructed by
looking at the evolution equation for textures n an expanding Universe.
This equation has an e ective selfcoupling rescaled as  of¢ @(T)=q)?
1], where a is the scale factor of the Universe. At T Tieer the ratio
a(Tgec)=a0 " Tour=Taec 15 0 big that ¢« Mo=Tgec)* >> 1 is still very
large. This m eans that the e ective coupling for all practical purmposes is
large and the eld iscon ned to j j= M . This in plies that the non-lnear

-m odel 7] is a very accurate description of the texture dynam ics, even for
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at potentials. N om alising to the 10° scales reported by COBE, and using
the coan ological parameters = 1; = 0 and h = 05 the result may be
read o from B2:M ’ 14 10°Gev.

A possbl realization of a texture m odel w thin grand uni ed theories
is proposed in 8] n which the GUT ofthe form G SU Bkan Where
SU (B)fan Is an additional global fam ily symm etry) has been considered. A
supersymm etric GUT group with a at H iggs potentialm ay have a sim ilar
form . The fam ily symm etry SU (3)fan breakswih theGUT, so it isplausble
to assum e that the texture potential isalso at.

532 G lobalm onopoles and dom ain walls

Thedynam icsofglobal eld orderingw ith SO (3) symm etry (globalm onopols)
can be studied using sim ilar num erical techniques as developed for textures

[2]. A Iso the ordering dynam ics can be to a good approxin ation represented

by a non-linear -model 0], B2]. They eventually reach a scaling solution

In which honopoles” form on the scales of the horizon and then collapse to

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

are strong and long range, there will be a strong tendency for m onopole-
antim onopol annihilation which w ill keep the number of m onopolks (anti-
m onopols) at the level of order one per horizon at any tine. In that re—
soect, the m onopole dynam ics resem bles the dynam ics of textures, w ith an

In portant di erence of an occasional m onopolk { antim onopolk annihila—

tion event, which will tend to im print a strong non-G aussian signal on the

anbr. Recalling the assum ptions m ade in their calculation conceming the

values of the cosm ological param eters we have read o from B2] that global

m onopoles have an obsarvable signature on Jarge scale structure and/or the

anb anisotropy for some vev oforderM / 1 16°Gev.

Forwallswe c%\n m ake a sin pl estin ate based on the energy peruni area
of the wall: = 7 dz[d =dz)’=2+ V (z)]. M aking the sin ple substiutions
d=dz 1=1], dz 1LV @) ¥ (M )? wehave M?=1+ V,1, which
is extrem ized when 1 M=V, 1=m, so that the energy per unit area
is about M3 oM ), wherem 160G eV . Compared with the usual
case one sees that walls are much fatter, but less m assive. However, the
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reduction In m ass is far too am allto allow them to be coan ologically viable.
Instead they had better either not form or disappear ham lessly, which is
quite possible since the discrete symm etry leading to their appearance w ill
probably be slightly broken if it is not a gauge symm etry [[4].

6 Conclusion

T he topics discussed In this paper relate to a considerable body of ongoing
research at the m om ent, whose comm on them e is the form of the e ective
potentialin the early universe, and the consequent cosn ologicale ectsofthe
scalar elds. Som e of this research continues to address the traditional, and
still very in portant, question of how to In plem ent an early era of ordinary
(slow+oll) in ation. Here we have focussed instead on aspects of them al
In ation’, which occurs if at all after ordinary In ation and lasts foronly a
fow efolds.

The eldswhich can give rise to therm al In ation are ‘ aton’ elds. By
de nition, these elds have ‘at’ potentials and Yarge’ vevs, where these
term s referto them ass scale 10 to 10° G €V . They arise naturally in currently
favoured extensions of the Standard M odel, along w ith the opposite case of

eldswih at’ potentials but zero vevs.

A aton eld gives rise to them al in ation if it is trapped at the origin
by virtue of the nite tem perature correction to its e ective potential, after
the them al contrlbbution to the energy density has becom e com paratively
an all. A cocording to a calculation m ade a decade ago by Yam am oto, this
trapping is expected to occur for a at potential (provided that the aton

eld is Indeed In the vichhity of the origin), wih them al in ation ending
only when the localm ninum of the e ective potential at the origin aln ost
com pltely disappears. Part of our ob gctive was to Investigate carefully
the rather delicate assum ptions needed to arrive at this conclusion, using
som e m odem pergoectives particularly on the tunneling rate out of the false
vacuun . H appily, we con m the conclusion.

The actual coan ology of aton elds, which detem ines w hether a given

aton edwillactually nd itselfin the vicinity ofthe origin so that them al
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In ation can take place, is at present a rather rapidly m oving ressarch area.
W e have not attem pted any new advance here, contenting ourselves w ith
a brief snapshot of the situation as it stands at present. Instead we have
addressed a question which has received relatively little attention, which
is the nature and coan ology of topological defects form Ing at the end of
them al in ation. One would expect a priori that their cosm ology m ight
be signi cantly a ected by the atness of the potential. The answer to this
question tums out to depend on the type of defect.

A particular focus for the second part of our investigation has been the
possibility that there isaGUT ,whose H iggs eldshavea atpotential. This
possbility is quite natural, and it leads to a coan ology very di erent from
the usually considered case of a non— at H iggs potential. GUT symm etry
breaking, if it occurs, will be preceded by an era of them al in ation. The
H iggs particlkes produced at the transition are coan ologically dangerous be-
cause they are light and long-lived, and to dilute them one needs a second
era of them al In ation. This period of them al n ation will also dilute
the m onopol abundance su ciently, but will not elim inate coam ic strings
because i lastsonly a few e-folds. A sin ple picture of a string netw ork evo-—
Jution In an in ationary Universe is as follow s. F irst as the U niverse expands
the strings w ill quickly reach the density of about one (long) string per hori-
zon volum e. A fter that the network freezes out since there exists no causal
process that could Incite nontrivial dynam ics. This m eans that from then
on the average correlation length grow s exponentially as the expansion rate,
ie.as @© = ()& ©t) A frer about 10 e-Hldings the correlation length
has not grown m ore than &=H ; this scale will com e back within the
horizon after In @=a) 10 which in radiation era m eans at the tem perature
T=T, e% 7 T, 10*3; after this strings will quickly reach the radi-
ation era scaling solution. This tem perature is far above the relevant scale
for onset of anbr anisotropies and structure fomm ation, kesping the strings
coan ologically Interesting.

W ih all this In m Ind, we expect that coan ological relevance of coam ic
strings is speci ed sokly by them assperunit length of strings. W e nd that
the GUT H iggs vev needed for the strings to give an ocbservabl signature
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In the anb anisotropy is a f&w tim es bigger than in the case of a non- at
potential, but stillcom patiblew ith the typicalestinate’ 2 10°G eV ofthe
scale at which the Standard M odel gauge couplings becom e uni ed. Perhaps
the m ain m essage is that the atness of the potential has surprishgly little
e ect on the string coam ology.

W e also discuss globaldefects, and in particular focuson the case ofglobal
textures and m onopols. W e arrive to a rather surprising conclision that
global texture and m onopolk dynam ics is not a ected at allby the atness
of the potential. This has a sin ple explanation: the potential is sin ply not

at enough! The " atness scale’ m 160G eV is Jarge in com parison to the
scale relevant for coan ology: T leV, so the atpotentialsu cesto con ne
late textures to the vacuum m anifold. This leaves both textures and global
m onopolks as a viable candidate for structure fom ation w ith the scales of
symm etry breaking given by M 14 16Gev and M 1 16fcev,
resoectively. Finally In passing we give an argum ent that dom ain walls are
still a problam .

In summ ary, the study of eldswih at potentials and large vevs is be-
com ing another eld on which particlk physics ncreasingly m ests cosn ology.
O ur hope is that either cosn ology w ill put constraints on particle physics
m odels, or particle physics willo er som e interesting cosm ological phenom —
ena, at best tell us som ething about the origin of structures in the Universe.
Since this area of research is developing very fast, it isvery lkely that in near
future one w illbe able to m akem ore de nite statam ents about the form ation
and nature of defects In theoriesw ith at potentials, and hence m ake a m ore
de nite prediction on their coan ological relevance.
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