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Abstract

W estudynum ericallythedecayofm assiveandm asslessin
 atonsintom assive

excitations,via a �2X 2 coupling,in the expanding Universe. W e � nd thata

wideenough resonancecan survivetheUniverseexpansion,though accountfor

theexpansion isvery im portantfordeterm ining precisely how wideitshould

be.Fora m assivein
 aton,thee� ectiveproduction ofparticleswith m assten

tim esthatofthein
 aton requiresvery largevaluesoftheresonanceparam eter

q,q �> 108. For these large q,the m axim alsize ofproduced 
 uctuations is

signi� cantly suppressed by theback reaction,butatleastwithin theHartree

approxim ation they are stillnot negligible. For the m assless in
 aton with

a ��4=4 potential,the Universe expansion com pletely prevents a resonance

production ofparticleswith m asseslargerthan
p
��(0)forq up to q= 106.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq,05.70.Fh

Typesetusing REVTEX

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608458v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608458


Thequantitativetheory ofreheating afterin
ation isan im portantproblem in in
ation-

ary cosm ology [1]because the way the reheating proceedsdeterm inespossibility ofcertain

phase transitions and scenarios ofbaryogenesis. It was recently realized that stim ulated

processes,due to large occupation num bers ofproduced bosons,can be m ost signi�cant

during reheating [2{5]. However,despite considerable progressm ade [2,6,7],stilllittle was

known quantitatively aboutthe im portantcase when the coupling ofthe in
aton �eld (�)

to bosonic�elds(X )isrelatively large(thewideresonancecase).Itwasnotclearprecisely

how widetheresonanceshould be(fora given m assofX )to overcom etheexpansion ofthe

Universe.Ifthecoupling required by thiscondition turnsoutto betoo large,theresonance

willbeprevented by non-lineare�ects,which in thiscasewillsetin when X 
uctuationsare

stillofthequantum strength.Thuseven theexistenceofawideresonancein theexpanding

Universe wasnot�rm ly established,letalone itsquantitative details. The purpose ofthe

presentwork wasto study thewideresonancecaseby num ericalm eans.

Them ain quantity thatonewantstoknow foragiven in
ationary m odelisthem axim al

size of
uctuationsof�eldsproduced in the in
aton decay. The size ofthese 
uctuations

determ ineswhich phasetransitionstook placeafterin
ation [8,9],whetherenough ofheavy

leptoquarkscould beproduced togeneratethebaryon asym m etry [8,9,7,10],and how strong

wasthecosm ologicalbreakdown ofsupersym m etry [11,12].

The reason why 
uctuations produced at reheating could be su�ciently large for the

abovee�ectsto exististhat,asnow recognized,reheating in m any casesstartswith a stage

ofparam etricresonance(called preheating in ref.[2]),during which thebosonic
uctuations

grow extrem ely (exponentially) fast. In the expanding Universe,a param etric resonance

ise�ective only when itissu�ciently wide orwhen the system is(classically)conform ally

invariant.Otherwise,theredshiftofm om enta preventstheresonancefrom developing [13].

The conform ally invariantcase isrealized when a m assless in
aton decaysinto a m assless


uctuation �eld. Production ofa m assive �eld can only take place in the wide resonance

regim e. In that case,there can occur an interesting and som ewhat counterintuitive phe-

nom enon,when quanta ofa �eld that strongly couples to the in
aton can be e�ciently

produced even iftheirm assism uch largerthan the frequency ofthe in
aton oscillations.

The e�ect can be thought ofas a \m any! few" process,in which m any quanta ofthe

in
aton �eld assem ble together to produce a few heavy quanta. Ifthe �elds that can be

e�ciently produced bythism echanism includeleptoquarksofagrand uni�ed theory(GUT),

thesubsequentnon-equilibrium decay oftheseleptoquarkscould giverisetoasizablebaryon

asym m etry [8,9,7,10].

In thepresentwork,wewanted,�rstofall,to�nd theregionsofparam eters,forwhich a

wideresonancecan overcom etheredshiftof�eldsand m om enta in theexpanding Universe.

W econsidered twom odels:in the�rstone,thein
aton potentialwasm 2�2=2,in thesecond,

itwas��4=4. In both cases,we considered decay ofthe in
aton into a heavy scalar�eld

X ofm assM X ,due to coupling
1

2
g2�2X 2. The width ofthe resonance in these m odelsis

determ ined by param eterq:in M odel1 (am assivein
aton)q� g2�2(0)=4m 2,where�(0)is

thevalueofthein
aton �eld when itstartsto oscillate;1 in M odel2 (them asslessin
aton),

q� g2=4�.

1 For a static universe,in the linear regim e with respect to 
 uctuations,this agrees with the
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In M odel2,we have found no resonance forany M X >
p
��(0)with q up to q = 106.

In M odel1 with M X =m = 10,which m ay be appropriate forscalar leptoquarks,we have

found that the redshift is overcom e only for very large q,q �> 108. Thus,a wide enough

resonance can indeed survive in theexpanding Universe,though accountfortheexpansion

isvery im portantfordeterm ining precisely how wideitshould be.

Our second objective in this work was to determ ine the m axim alsize achieved by X


uctuations in M odel1. In general,both the Universe expansion and the back reaction

play a role in determ ining the m axim alsize of
uctuations. A fully non-linearcalculation

along the lines ofref.[5],which would allow us to include consistently allback reaction

e�ects,wastechnically unfeasible forq � 103. So,we took the back reaction into account

approxim ately,using a sim pleHartreeprocedure[2,4].

The Hartree approxim ation m ay overestim ate the m axim alsize of
uctuations. The

interaction term in the equation ofm otion for� becom esim portantwhen hX 2i� �2(0)=q

(the bracketsdenote averaging overspace). One m ightexpectthatthisvalue signi�esthe

end ofthe resonance stage. However, in the Hartree approxim ation,when this value is

reached,hX 2i m erely renorm alizes the m ass of� [2]and continues to grow. W e cannot

say at present ifthat further growth is an artifact ofthe Hartree approxim ation in this

m odeland willdisappearin the fully non-linearpicture. In the conform ally invariantcase

(see below),the lim ited setofdata pointsthatwe have forthe fullproblem does�ton a

1=q curve,in disagreem ent with the Hartree approxim ation. W e are not willing to m ake

any inferencesforthe presentcase,however,because the tim e evolution ofisratherm odel

dependent.

W eneglected any self-couplingofthe�eld X .In theHartreeapproxim ation,an estim ate

showsthataquarticself-coupling ~�X 4=4can beneglected during theentireresonancestage

when ~� �< g2. Ifthe m axim alsize of
uctuations is in fact sm aller than obtained in the

Hartree approxim ation,thisself-coupling can be neglected atthe resonance stage even for

larger~�.

The resulting hX 2im ax asa function ofq (the brackets denote averaging over space)is

shown in Fig. 1. Itissuppressed forlarge q butisstillnotnegligible. Ifwe m easure the

strength ofthe (m assive)
uctuationswith regard to sym m etry restoration [8,9]using the

e�ective \tem perature": T 2

e�
=12 � hX2im ax,then forq = 108,the Hartree approxim ation

gives Te� oforder 10� 3M Pl. This is oforder ofthe GUT scale,so the process could be

relevantforsym m etry restoration even in Grand Uni�ed m odels.

One should keep in m ind,though,that the size of
uctuations can be further altered

(apart from the redshift) by the subsequent chaotic evolution [5],absent in the Hartree

approxim ation. That chaotic evolution is rather fast because it is due to stim ulated,i.e.

classically enhanced, processes. For exam ple, in applications to GUT baryogenesis, the

chaoticevolution willin largeparttakeplacebeforetheB-non-conserving decaysofX par-

ticles.Therefore,som equantitativeunderstanding ofitisrequired beforereliableestim ates

ofthebaryon asym m etry can bem ade;thiswillbea subjectofa forthcom ing paper.

Below wedescribeourm odelsand calculationsin m oredetail.

de� nition oftheparam eterq ofthecanonicalM athieu equation [14].
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M odel1:M assive in
aton.In conform alvariables,and aftera convenientrescaling,the

action forthem atter�eldsis

Sm =
�2(0)

m 2

Z

d
3
�d�

"

1

2

�

_’ �
_a

a
’

�2

�
(r ’)2

2
+
1

2

�

_� �
_a

a
�

� 2

�
(r �)2

2
�
1

2

a2(�)

a2(0)
’
2

�
1

2

M 2

X

m 2

a2(�)

a2(0)
�
2 � 2q’2�2

#

; (1)

where � = m a(0)�, � is the conform altim e; � = m a(0)x; ’ = �a(�)=�(0)a(0), � =

X a(�)=�(0)a(0);a(�)isthescalefactoroftheUniverse.

W e take � = 0 atthe m om ent ofthe �rst extrem um of�(�). Solving the equation of

m otion forthe zero-m om entum m ode ofthe in
aton coupled to gravity,togetherwith the

Einstein equation forthe scale factor,we have found �(0)= 0:28M Pl. Atlatertim es,we

continued to determ ine the evolution ofthe scale factorself-consistently,including the in-


uenceofproduced 
uctuationsin theEinstein equations.After� = 0,am atterdom inated

stagequickly setsin,forwhich onecan use

a(�)

a(0)
=

 r
�

3

�(0)

M Pl

� + 1

!
2

� (0:29� + 1)2 : (2)

However, as our self-consistent solution con�rm s,for som e values ofthe param eters the

expansion later crosses over into a radiation dom inated stage. That happens when the

interaction potential1

2
g2�2X 2 overtakesthem assterm of�.

In theHartreeapproxim ation,thezero-m om entum m odeistheonly non-vanishingm ode

ofthe�eld ’;wekeep foritthenotation ’.Itsequation ofm otion is

�’ �
�a

a
’ +

a2(�)

a2(0)
’ + 4qh�2i’ = 0 ; (3)

where the brackets denote an average over space. This should be solved with the initial

conditions’(0)= 1, _’(0)= 0. The equation ofm otion forthe Fouriercom ponentsofthe

�eld � is

��
k
+ !

2

k
(�)�

k
= 0 ; (4)

where

!
2

k(�)= k
2 �

�a

a
+
M 2

X

m 2

a2(�)

a2(0)
+ 4q’2(�): (5)

W ewillsom etim esusethenotation

m
2

� �
M 2

X

m 2
: (6)

The Fouriercom ponentsare norm alized in such a way thatthe variance ofthe 
uctuation

�eld is
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h�2i=
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
kj�

k
j2 : (7)

Because 
uctuations are produced m ostly with relatively sm allvalues of(com oving) m o-

m enta k,the inevitable presence ofa m om entum cuto� in our calculation,som ewhere at

larger m om enta,willautom atically result in a properly renorm alized h�2i. Ifwe wanted

to em bed ourcalculation into a fully quantum -�eld-theoreticalpicture,we would identify

the param eters we use (m ,g2 etc.) with the running param eters ofthat picture,taken

at a norm alization point ofthe order ofour m om entum cuto�;m oderate changes in the

norm alization pointwillonly causecorrectionsofrelativeorderg2=4� = qm 2=4��2(0).

Theinitialconditionsfor�
k
arerandom ly distributed with theprobability density

Pk[�k]/ exp

"

�
2�2(0)

m 2
!k(0)j�k(0)j

2

#

: (8)

According to eq. (1),m 2=�2(0) is the param eter that regulates the strength ofquantum


uctuationscom pared to classicalonesin thism odel.Theinitial\velocities" arelocked to

theircorresponding \coordinates"

_�
k
(0)= [� i!k(0)+ h(0)]�

k
; (9)

where h = _a=a. Fora derivation ofthese initialconditions,see ref.[5]. The sem iclassical

description isreliableaslong asg2=4� = qm 2=4��2(0)� 1.

Theresultsofnum ericalcalculationsfortherealisticcasem = 10� 6M Plarepresented in

Figs.1{3.

Threefactorscan potentiallysuppressaparam etricresonancein theexpandingUniverse,

each represented by the corresponding term in the equationsofm otion. In ourconform al

variables,they are: the tim e dependent m ass term / M 2

X
in eq. (5),which redshifts the

m odes away from the resonance;the tim e dependent m ass term ofthe �eld ’ in eq. (3),

which m akesthe oscillationsofthe background �eld aperiodic;and theback reaction term

/ q in eq.(3).A very usefulquantity to introduceisthee�ective q,

qe�(�)�
g2��2(�)

4m 2

e�
(�)

; (10)

where �� isthe(decreasing)am plitudeofthephysical�eld �,and m e� isthat�eld’se�ective

m assincluding theHartreecorrection.In aslowly expanding Universe(theadiabaticlim it),

qe�(�)would indeed bethecorrectresonanceparam eterattim e�.

To understand the e�ectsofthe redshiftand the back reaction,itisconvenient to see

�rstwhathappenswhen theback reaction isneglected.Thisisindeed thecorrectlim itfor

su�ciently sm allq (a m oreprecisecriterion dependson m �).Then,m e� = m and

qe�(�)= q
��2(�)

��2(0)
(11)

Foraparam etricresonancetobee�ectiveattim e�,qe�(�)should notbem uch sm allerthan

unity.Because a resonance willneed som etim e�0 to start,thecondition foritto begin at
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all,qe�(�0)�> 1,already requireslarge valuesofq = qe�(0). By ourde�nition,a resonance

startswhen hX 2irisesabove quantum 
uctuations. E.g. in Fig. 2,�0 � 6;som e k-m odes

can startto grow earlier,however.

Consider �rst the case ofm assless X ,M X = 0. W e have found that even then the

resonance starts only for q �> 103,see Fig. 1. W ith q �> 103,the param etric resonance

startsatsom e pointbutterm inateswhen qe� dropsbelow unity. Hence,in the expanding

Universe,the resonance stopsand the m axim alsize ofproduced 
uctuations islim ited in

this m odel2 even withoutback reaction. W e have calculated the m axim um value ofhX 2i

thatwould be achieved withoutback reaction fora wide range ofvaluesofq.Itisplotted

in Fig.1 by the dotted curve and form asslessX hasthe labelm � = 0.Thiscurve can be

approxim ated by hX 2im ax / q12,which isplotted in Fig.1 by a solid straightline.

Next,consider the case M X 6= 0. The rapidly growing m ass term of� is a resonance

suppressing factor. In the case ofthe ��4 m odel,we willsee that it works against the

resonanceextrem ely e�ectively.In thepresentm odel,however,thefrequency ofoscillations

ofthe�eld ’ isgrowingatthesam erateasthee�ectivem assof�,com pareeqs.(3)and (5).

In a sense,m assive � m odescan rem ain tuned to the resonance,in som e analogy with the

conform alcase. Still,fora non-zero M X ,the resonance term inatesbefore qe� dropsbelow

unity.Thisiswhy thecurveswith m � 6= 0 areshifted in Fig.1 to therightwith respectto

them � = 0 case.

In theabsence oftheUniverse expansion and back reaction,the linearized equation for


uctuations,eq.(4),would be a M athieu equation.In thatcase,a necessary condition for

the X particle production to fallinto the strongestresonance band would be,form � �> 1:

m � �< q1=4,orequivalently q�> (M X =m )
4.Asonecan see from Fig.1,thisestim ate isfour

ordersofm agnitude o� in the expanding Universe:e.g.with q � 104 the resonance barely

developseven form � = 1. To take the Universe expansion into account,we can replace q

in theaboveestim ate with qe� atsom e tim ebeforetheend oftheresonancestage,qe�(�1).

Asevident from eq. (11),�nding qe�(�1)isequivalent to �nding ��(�1). The quantities �1
and ��(�1)in generaldepend on q.Although som eanalyticalestim atesof��(�1)can bem ade

[8],its reliable determ ination requires our num ericalresults. W e have found that for the

range ofq we consider in Fig. 1,one can use generically ��2(�1) � 10� 4�2(0). Using qe�

instead ofq repairs the estim ate: to e�ciently produce particles ofm ass M X ,one needs

qe�(�1) �> (M X =m )
4,or q �> 104(M X =m )

4,in agreem ent with Fig. 1. For M X =m = 10,

we getq �> 108,which form = 1013 GeV translatesinto g2 �> 4:� 10� 3. Considering the

com plexity ofthephenom ena involved,theestim ateg2 �> 10� 4 m adeforthiscasein ref.[10]

isin a reasonableagreem entwith ourresult.

The term \wide" param etric resonance is to som e extent m isleading. The resonance

band itselfis narrow,�k � q
1=4

e�
. However,the resonance band can be anywhere in the

interval0 < kres �< q
1=4

e�
,and indeed m oves through this intervalback and forth when qe�

slightly changes. Now,since qe� istim e dependentin expanding Universe,allk from this

2 Asopposed to the conform ally invariantcase [2,15,5].
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range becom e resonantin turn,3 and itisforthatreason thatone m ay considerq
1=4

e�
asa

kind ofe�ective width ofthe resonance. Asa resultofthe m otion ofthe resonance band,

allk up to q1=4 becom e�lled up in thepowerspectrum ,although to a varying extent.

In Fig.1,notice also the sensitivity ofthe m axim alsize of
uctuationswith respectto

sm allchangesin q. Sm allchangesin q can be sim ulated by sm allnum ericaluncertainties,

such as that ofthe coe�cient in the relation �(0) = 0:28M Pl. It anyway m akes sense to

averageouttherapid changesin Fig.1and concentrateon thegeneralpattern.Asageneral

trend,weobservea broad m axim um ofhX 2im ax asafunction ofq,at�xed M X .Itoccursin

theregion ofqwheretheredshiftand thebackreaction playcom parablerolesin term inating

theresonance.

Now considerthelim itwhen them axim um valueattained by 
uctuationsisdeterm ined

by the back reaction. This is the case ofasym ptotically large q. The generaltrend in

hX 2im ax in thisregion ofq isgiven by

hX 2im ax �
3� 10� 3

p
q

M
2

Pl
(12)

which isplotted in Fig.1 by the dashed straightline. In thisregion,we can also estim ate

hX 2im ax in theHartreeapproxim ation analytically,and theestim ateisin rathergood agree-

m ent with eq. (12). It proceeds as follows. W e �rst notice that because the decay of�

into X isa stim ulated process,itm ostly takesplace in a shortperiod close to the end of

theresonance,when X 
uctuationsarealready large.Then,weshould distinguish between

the am plitude ofthe in
aton oscillationsjustbefore the decay, ��(�1),which isdeterm ined

m ostly by theredshift,and itsam plituderightafterthedecay,��(�2).Fora wideresonance,
��(�2)can besm allerthan ��(�1)by ordersofm agnitude.Such a drop isclearly seen in Fig.

3 (even though form � = 10 the value q = 108 isnotan asym ptotically large q). Because

�2 � �1 issuch a shorttim e,the Universe expansion during itcan be neglected,and from

energy conservation weget

g
2��2(�2)hX

2i� m
2��2(�1): (13)

Thesecond ingredientofourestim ateistheobservation [2]thatthepresenceofhX 2ichanges

thee�ective m assofthein
aton;thee�ective m assisgiven by m 2

e�
= m 2 + g2hX 2i,where

hX 2i is a slowly changing part ofhX 2i. W hen hX 2i becom es su�ciently large,m 2

e�
�

g2hX 2i � g2hX 2i, and the e�ective resonance param eter becom es qe� = g2��2=4m 2

e�
�

��2=hX 2i.Theresonancestopswhen qe�(�2)� 1;using eq.(13),thisgives4

hX 2im ax �
m ��(�1)

g
(14)

3It is perhaps not obvious a priorithat this m otion of the resonance band does not killthe

resonance altogether.

4 O urusualcondition qe� �> (M X =m e�)
4 issatis� ed forqe� � 1 atsu� ciently large q,dueto the

largem e�.Noticealsothatbecausealargem e� lowerstheM X =m e� ratio,theHartreecorrection to

7



The value of ��(�1) is weakly depends on q. As before, we use the generic estim ate
��(�1) � 10� 2�(0) for allq considered. W e then obtain hX 2im ax � 10� 3M 2

Pl
=
p
q,in rea-

sonable agreem entwith the num ericalresult(12).A 1=
p
q (up to logarithm s)estim ate for

hX 2im ax appearsin refs.[2,8,11],although theway theestim ateisobtained and thenum er-

icalcoe�cientare som ewhatdi�erentfrom ours. W e stressagain thatwe do notknow at

presentifthe1=
p
q behaviorisan artifactoftheHartreeapproxim ation in thism odel.See

also thediscussion oftheconform ally invariantcasebelow.

Note thatatasym ptotically large q,the interaction term 1

2
g2X 2�2 dom inatesoverthe

m assterm ofX duringtheentireresonancestage.So,attheresonancestage,the
uctuations

ofX cannotreallybedescribed asparticles,sincetheyarestronglycoupled totheoscillating

background.

M odel2:M asslessin
aton.In rescaled variables,theaction forthem atter�eldsin this

m odelis

Sm =
1

�

Z

d
3
�d�

"

1

2

�

_’ �
_a

a
’

�2

�
(r ’)2

2
+
1

2

�

_� �
_a

a
�

�2

�
(r �)2

2
�
1

4
’
4

�
1

2

M 2

X

��2(0)

a2(�)

a2(0)
�
2 � 2q’2�2

#

(15)

where’ and � arede�ned asbeforebut� =
p
��(0)a(0)�,� =

p
��(0)a(0)x.

W eagaintake� = 0tobethe�rstextrem um of�(�).Inthiscasewe�nd�(0)= 0:35MPl.

There isno resonance fora m assive enough X (see below).In thatcase,afterthe in
aton

oscillationsstart,theUniverse quickly becom esradiation dom inated and wecan use

a(�)

a(0)
=

s

2�

3

�(0)

M Pl

� + 1� 0:51� + 1 (16)

Allotherform ulasare obtained from the corresponding onesforM odel1 by replacing m 2

with ��2(0).Accordingly,wenow usem � = M X =
p
��(0).

For a m assless �eld � the problem becom es conform ally equivalent to the one in the

M inkowskispace-tim e:theexpansion oftheUniversedecouplesintheconform alcoordinates.

Theparam etricresonanceisalwayse�ective.W ehavedoneacom pletenon-linearanalysisof

thisproblem in therange1� q� 1000,using theapproach developed in ref.[5].Atq� 1,

theevolution ofthesystem isfastand wewereabletotracethesem iclassicaltherm alization

[5]up to a slowly evolving state with a developed Kolm ogorov turbulence. These results

willbe described in m ore detailelsewhere;for previous discussions ofkinetic phenom ena

afterpreheating,see refs.[5,16]. Forthe lim ited setofvaluesofq forwhich we now have

the data,hX 2i at the end ofthe resonance stage in the fullproblem �ts a 1=q curve. If

them assof� actually helpstheresonancefora while,aswehaveindeed observed in ournum erical

results.
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con�rm ed by m oreextensivecalculations,such behaviorwould bein disagreem entwith the

approxim ately 1=
p
q dependence obtained in theHartreeapproxim ation.

W ith a m assive � �eld we have notfound any param etric resonance form � > 1 and q

up to q = 106. Analytically,the condition forthe resonance to existattim e � (neglecting

back reaction) is q1=4 �> m �a(�)=a(0). In the conform ally invariant case (m� = 0),the


uctuations reach appreciable strength at � � 100. Using that value in the estim ate for

m � 6= 0,we would expectthatform � = 1,the resonance existswhen q �> 107. W e indeed

observed a slow (physically insigni�cant)resonanceatm � = 1 and q= 108.

In conclusion,wehavestudied thedecay ofm assive and m asslessin
atonsinto m assive

excitations in the expanding Universe. W e have found thata wide enough resonance can

survivein theexpanding Universe,though theexpansion isvery im portantfordeterm ining

precisely how wideitshould be.Fora m assivein
aton,thee�ectiveproduction ofparticles

with m assten tim esthatofthein
aton requiresverylargevaluesoftheresonanceparam eter

q,q �> 108. For these large q,the m axim alsize ofproduced 
uctuations is signi�cantly

suppressed by the back reaction,but at least within the Hartree approxim ation they are

stillnot negligible. W e do not know at present ifthis conclusion willpersist in the fully

non-linear picture;the fullaccount for rescattering is thus an im portant problem for the

future.Forthem asslessin
aton with a ��4=4 potential,theUniverseexpansion com pletely

prevents a resonance production ofparticles with m asses larger than
p
��(0) for q up to

q= 106.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. M axim alvalueofthevarianceof
 uctuationsin M odel1 asa function oftheresonance
param eter.Dotted linescorrespond to noback reaction and are� tted by a powerlaw.Solid curves
are obtained in the Hartree approxim ation. The dashed straight line is a power law � t to the
Hartree data.

FIG .2. Fluctuation variance in M odel1,asa function oftim e,fortwo valuesofthe m assof
the
 uctuating � eld;back reaction of
 uctuationson thein
 aton � eld wasincluded in theHartree
approxim ation.
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FIG .3. Tim eevolution ofthehom ogeneousin
 aton � eld and the
 uctuation variancein M odel
1 in theHartree approxim ation,forgiven valuesofthe param eters.
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