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A bstract

W e discuss a calculable version of brane in
ation, in which a set of parallel

D-brane and anti-D-brane worlds,initially displaced in extra dim ension,slowly at-

tracteach other.In thee�ectivefour-dim ensionaltheory thisslow m otion ofbranes

translates into a slow-rollofa scalar �eld (proportionalto their separation) with

a 
atpotentialthatdrivesin
ation. The num berofpossible e-foldingsisseverely

constrained.Thescalarspectralindex isfound to be0.97,whilethe e�ective com -

pacti�cation scale is oforder 1012 G eV.Reheating ofthe Universe is provided by

collision and subsequentannihilation ofbranes.
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An in
ationary scenario m ay be regarded as successfulifit satis�es the following

constraints:

(i)Thevacuum energy V thatdrivesin
ation issu�ciently 
atalong thein
ationary

trajectory,so thatatleastthe required m inim um num ber (say 60)ofe-foldingscan be

generated to resolvethehorizon and 
atnessproblem s.

(ii)Thespectralindex ofthescalardensity 
uctuationsshould becloseto unity (see,

forinstance,[1]). Ofcourse,the m agnitude of�T=T generated by in
ation should also

agreewith theobservations.

(iii)A m echanism should existforproviding a satisfactory end to in
ation and sub-

sequentgeneration oftheobserved baryon asym m etry.

Am ong allthese constraints,itappearsthat(i)isoften the hardestto satisfy. The

‘slow roll’condition,needed to im plem entin
ation,requiresthatthee�ectiveinteraction

term (V (�)=M 2

P )�
�� be absent along the in
ationary trajectory. Here � denotes the

in
aton (scalar �eld that drives in
ation),and M P = 2:4 � 1018 GeV is the reduced

Planck m ass. The absence ofthis term is dem anded so that m 2

�� H 2, and in
ation

becom espossible. Thisishard to understand in conventionalfour-dim ensionaltheories.

In general,itisexpected thatquantum gravity correctionscan spoilthis
atness.Ifthe

Hubble param eterduring the ‘would’be in
ation isH ,itisgenerally believed thatthe

quantum gravity correction can generatea curvature� H2 ofthein
aton potential,and

thusviolatetheslow-rollconditionsnecessary forthein
ation.

Tom aketheorigin ofthiscorrection clearer,letusassum ethatthepotentialthatcan

lead to the successfulslow-rollconditions is V (�),where � is an in
aton �eld. One of

thenecessary conditionsisthatthecurvatureofthepotential,atleastin som eregion,is

sm allerthan theHubbleparam eter

H
2
� V=3M 2

P : (1)

Supposethisisthecasefora given V .However,itishard to understand whatforbidsin
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thelow-energy e�ective theory term ssuch as

���
V

M 2
P

: (2)

(bar stands forherm itian conjugation). These are not forbidden by any sym m etries of

thee�ective �eld theory.Ifpresent,they would break condition (1),unlessvariousparts

ofthepotentialarecarefully adjusted.

A nice exam ple ofthe di�culty involved isprovided by the following relatively well

m otivated in
ationary m odelbased on supersym m etry (SUSY) [2],which in fact is a

supersym m etricrealization ofthehybrid in
ationary scenario[3].Considerthesym m etry

breaking G! H ,im plem ented through thesuperpotential

W = �S(��� � �
2); (3)

where�;�2 can betaken positive,S isa gaugesingletsuper�eld,and � and itsadjoint ��

belong to suitable representationsofG in orderto break itto H .>From W itisreadily

checked thatthesupersym m etric(SUSY)m inim um correspondsto thefollowing vacuum

expectation value:

jh�ij= jh��ij= �; hSi= 0:

(AfterSUSY breaking oforderm 3=2,hSim ay acquirea valueproportionalto m 3=2).

In orderto im plem entin
ation we m ustassum e thatin the early universe,the �elds

are displayed from their present day m inim um . ForS � Sc = �,the m inim um ofthe

potentialcorrespondsto h�i= h��i= 0. In otherwords,there issym m etry restoration,

whileSUSY isbroken by thenon-zero vacuum energy density �2�4 (Itm ay help to think

oftherealpartofthecom plexscalarS astem perature).Takingaccountofm asssplittings

in the�;�� superm ultiplets,theoneloop radiatively corrected superpotentialisgiven by

Veff(S)= �
2
�
4

�

1+
d�2

16�2
log

�
�2jSj2

�2

��

; (4)
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whered=dim ension of�,��,and � issom ecuto�.

Thescalarspectralindex turnsoutto be

n ’ 1�
1

N Q

= 0:98; (5)

where N Q denotes the num ber ofe-foldingsexperienced during in
ation by the current

horizon scale.Thesym m etry breaking scalecan beestim ated from thefollowing approx-

im ateform ula for(�T=T)Q [6]:

�
�T

T

�

Q

’
8�
p
d

�
N Q

45

��
�

M P

� 2

; (6)

which yields � � 1015 � 1016 GeV,rem iniscent ofthe grand uni�cation scale. This

looksprom isingbuttheim portantchallengenow istoaddressthesupergravity (SUGRA)

corrections. Do the lattergenerate a m ass2 term forS along the in
ationary trajectory

thatruinsin
ation? W ithin theSUGRA fram ework,thepotentialtakestheform

V = exp(K =(M 2

P )

�

(K �1 )
j

iF
i
Fj �

3jW j2

M 2
P

�

; (7)

wheretheKahlerpotentialK hastheform

K = jSj
2 + j�j

2 + j��j2 +
bjSj4

M 2
P

+ :::; (8)

and F i= W i+ K iW =M 2
P ,with upper(lower)indicesdenotingdi�erentiation with respect

to �i (�
j�).

ThejSj2 term in K could prove troublesom e,butfortunately with theform ofW we

have chosen (which can be generalized to include higher order term s,using a suitable

U(1)R-sym m etry),theproblem with them ass2 term forS isevaded.However,thejSj4

term in K generates,via @2K =@S@S = 1+ 4bjSj2=M 2
P ,a m ass

2 term forS oforderH 2

which isbad forin
ation! Thusb� 1 (say oforder10�3 orless)isneeded in orderto

im plem entin
ation,which m ay notseem very appealing. Fortunately,the higherorder

term sin K turn outto beharm less.
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Theabovediscussion providesa good exam pleofhow SUGRA correctionscan poten-

tially ruin an otherwisequiterespectablein
ationary scenario.So thequestion to ask is:

How can wedo better?

One way to avoid such term s is to rely on a m ore fundam entaltheory that could

forbid such term s due to reasons that cannot be seen in the low energy e�ective �eld

theory as the result ofsym m etries. An exam ple ofsuch a situation is provided by the

ideaof\branein
ation"[4],in which thedangerousm assterm forthein
aton isforbidden

by locality ofthehigh-dim ensionaltheory.In thispicture,thein
aton isa �eld (�)that

param eterizes the distance (r)between two brane worlds em bedded in the extra space.

Thetypicaldistancebetween thesetwobranesism uch biggerthan thestringscale,sothat

the potentialbetween them is essentially governed by the infrared bulk (super)gravity.

Thee�ectsofhigherstring excitationsarealldecoupled.Thepotentialatlargedistances

hasan inverse power-law dependence on theinter-branedistance

V (r)= M
4

s(a�
b

(M sr)
N �2

) (9)

where M s is the string scale,and a and b are som e constants. In the e�ective four-

dim ensional�eld theory picture,thispotentialtranslatesasthepotentialforthein
aton

�eld � and is autom atically su�ciently 
at. Thus,in this picture the in
ation in four

dim ensionsin nothing butthebrane m otion in the extra space.Branesfalling on top of

each otherdrivein
ation in ourspace.The
atnessofthein
aton potentialistheresult

ofthe locality in high-dim ensionaltheory: no term s with positive powers of� can be

generated in the e�ective potential,due to the factthatinter-brane interactionsfall-o�

with thedistance.

The aim ofthe present paperisto discuss a \calculable" version ofthe brane in
a-

tionary scenario[4],in which in
ation isdriven by D-anti-D-branepairthatattracteach

other and annihilate. The advantage ofsuch a set-up is that the brane-antibrane po-

tentialis rather wellknown and has fewer free param eters. As we shallsee this puts
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severe restriction on the num ber ofe-foldings during in
ation. Before discussing this

scenario letusbrie
y review som e needed propertiesofD-branes. D-branesare soliton

likecon�gurationsthatarisein typeIIA,IIB and typeIstring theories.Forinstance,in

typeIIB theory,theelem entary excitationsareclosed strings,whileD-p branesin these

theories are p-dim ensionalobjects (p odd),whose dynam ics is described by the theory

ofopen strings with ends lying on the D-brane. D-branesalso carry Ram ond-Ram ond

(RR)charges,and theirm ass(tension)isproportionalto 1/g,whereg denotesthestring

coupling.

Theinteraction energy between two parallelstaticD-p branesin thelargeseparation

lim it(r� M �1
s ,whereM s denotesthestring scale)isgiven by [5]

E(r)= 2Vp�
2

(10)
[�2
(p)� T

2

(p)]�
E
(9�p)(r); (10)

where �(10) = M
�4

10
(M 10 isthe ten-dim ensionalPlanck m ass),T(p) isthe brane tension,

�(p) is the RR charge density,� E
(9�p)

(r) is the Euclidean scalar propagator in (9 � p)

transverse dim ensionsand V(p) isthep-dim ensionalnorm alized volum e.W ith �2
(p)

= T2

(p)

forparallelbranes,theaboveinteraction energy vanishes.

ForaD-brane-antiD-branesystem thecouplingtodilaton andgraviton isunchanged,

but the coupling to the RR tensor is reversed in sign, so that the two term s in the

interaction energy add.Thus,theenergy perunitvolum eis

E (r)= 4�2(10)T
2

(p)�
E
(9�p)(r): (11)

Thetension ofa D-p braneisgiven by

T
2

(p) =
�

�2
(10)

�

4�2�
0

�3�p
;

where�
0

= 1=2M �2
s and equation (11)becom es

E (r)= 4�(4�2�
0

)3�p � E
(9�p)(r):
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Letusnow focuson D-3branes.Notethatwecould also consideralternativecon�gu-

rations,likea D-5branewrapped on S2 orany othere�ectiveD-3branes.Thism ay alter

the powerlaw behaviorofthe interaction energy,butwould notdram atically in
uence

thein
ation scenario.W ehave

E (r)= 4�� E
(6)
(r);

where

� E
(6)(r)= �

1

32�3r4
;

so that

E (r)= �
1

8�2r4
: (12)

Thetotalenergy ofa singlepairofbrane-antibraneisgiven by

V (r)= 2T(3)+ E (r)= 2T(3)

�

1�
1

16�2T(3)r
4

�

: (13)

Let us now argue that such a setup provides us with a scalar (in
aton) �eld. The

D-braneaction isgiven by

ID p
= T(p)

Z

d
p+ 1

� e
(p�3)�=4

p
� detĝ�� + :::

� T(p)

Z

d
(p+ 1)

� e
(p�3)�=4 1

2
@
�
X �@�X

� + :::; (14)

where X � are the transverse coordinates. Because we have a parallelbrane -antibrane

pair,wecan de�ner= jX �j.So theD-braneaction givesusa kineticterm forthescalar

�eld,and in particularforD3-braneswehave

I(3) = T(3)
1

2

Z

d
4
� @

�
X �@�X

�
)

1

2

Z

d
4
� @

�
�@��; (15)

Such a scalar�eld correspondsto a sm alltransverseoscillation ofthebraneand,in fact,

can beregarded asa Goldstoneboson ofthespontaneously broken translation invariance
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in theextra space(by thebrane).Thein
aton �eld isa m odecorresponding to a relative

m otion oftwo such (parallel)branesand thus,isa linearcom bination oftwo such scalars

living on di�erentbranes[4].Thenorm alized in
aton �eld � =
p
T(3) r.In term sof� we

havethefollowing potential

V (�)= 2T(3)

�

1�
T(3)

16�2�4

�

� M
4

�

1�
�

�4

�

; (16)

with � = T(3)=16�
2.

Following [4],wenow explorethepossibility ofbranedriven in
ation using thepoten-

tialgiven in (16).Letus�rstoutlinesom eofourassum ptions:

(i)W eassum ethattheextra dim ensionsarestabilized with

m
2

R adion �
2T(3)

M 2

P

(� H
2): (17)

In such a situation the size ofthe extra dim ensions can be considered frozen during

in
ation.Theinter-branem otion willdrivefourdim ensionalin
ation.

(ii)Thee�ectivefour-dim ensionalHubblesizeH �1 should belargerthan thesizeR c of

theextradim ensions.Thisallowsustotreattheuniverseasfourdim ensionalatdistances

� H�1 .Theevolution ofthefourdim ensionalscalefactorisgoverned by

H
2 = (_a=a)2 = �eff=3M

2

P ; (18)

where�eff = T _r2 + V (r),and werequireT _r2 � V (r).

Forin
ation wecan considerm oregeneralpotential

V (�)= M
4

�

1�
�

�n

�

; (19)

where� satis�estheequation

d2�

dt2
+ 3H

d�

dt
+
dV

d�
= 0: (20)
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To im plem entin
ation wem ustsatisfy theslow rollcondition

�� � 3H _�;

aswellasthe
atnessconditions

� � 1; � �
1

2
M

2

P (
V 0

V
)2; (21)

j�j� 1; � � M
2

P

V
00

V
: (22)

ThepotentialV (�)from (16)isessentially 
atwith �n � � which requires

� �

�
1
p
2
M P �n

� 1=(n+ 1)

;

� �
�
M

2

P �n(n + 1)
�1=(n+ 2)

: (23)

For� < M n
P ,the second condition isstronger,so the criticalvalue ofthe �eld atwhich

in
ation stopsisgiven by

�c =
�
M

2

P �n(n + 1)
�1=(n+ 2)

: (24)

Thenum berofe-foldingsduring in
ation isgiven by

N (�)=

Z �

�c

M
�2

P

V (�)

V
0

(�)
d� =

1

�nM 2

P

Z �

�c

�
�
n+ 1

� ��
�
d� �

�
�

�c

� n+ 2

: (25)

Forn = 4 (D3-branes),

N (�)�

�
�

�c

� 6

=
T3

(3)
r6

20�M 2
P

=
4�2T2

(3)
r6

5M 2
P

: (26)

Thetension ofthe3-braneisgiven by

T
2

(3)
=

�

�2
(10)

= �M
8

(10)
= �

M 2
P

Vc
;

whereVc isthevolum eofthecom pacti�ed space.Thus,

N (�)=
4

5
�
3
r6

Vc
; (27)
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wherer istheinitial3-brane-anti3-braneseparation.

Letusconsideran exam plewith aspeci�ccom pacti�cation geom etry.W ewilltakeT 6

with the sam e com pacti�cation radiusrc foralldim ensions,so thatthe m axim alinitial

distancebetween thebranesis
p
6�rc.Forthenum berofe-foldingswehave

N (�)=
4

5
�
3
(
p
6�rc)

6

(2�rc)
6
� 80; (28)

so thatin
ation can berealized in thiscase.Itseem spossibleto increase thenum berof

e-foldingsby choosing som eotherreasonablecom pacti�cation geom etry.

Forthescalarspectralindex oneobtains

n ’ 1�
2

N Q

’ 0:97; (29)

which isin excellentagreem entwith thecurrentm easurem ents[1].Furtherm ore,from the

spectrum m easurem entsby COBE atthescalek ’ 7:5H 0 (m oreorlessthecenterofthe

rangeexploredbyCOBE),andneglectinggravitationalwaves(sinceH � 109GeV � M P ),

onecan deduce[6]

M
�3

p V
3=2
=V

0

= 5:3� 10�4 :

Thisgivesusan estim ateofthecom pacti�cation volum eVc

M c � (Vc)
�1=6

� 1012GeV: (30)

In ourdiscussion wehavesofarignored thepresenceofthetachyonic�eld � associated

with the brane-antibrane system [7]. Aslong asthey are su�ciently farapartthisisa

reasonable approxim ation,and the in
ationary potentialin (16) provides a very good

approxim ation.W hen the brane-antibrane separation becom escom parable to the string

scale,however,the�eld � cannotbeignored.Letusparam eterizethesituation asfollows:

V + �V = M
4

�

1�
�

�4

�

+ �
2(�2 � M

2

s): (31)
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Thus,aslong as� � M s (string scale),we can safely ignore the second term in (31),

and the in
ationary potentialin (16)rem ainsvalid. (Note thatM s � Mc ensures that

�c � �s,where �s denotes the value of� atthe string scale M �1
s ). However,forsm all

valuesof� thetachyonic instability setsin and branesannihilate.Thisistheequivalent

oftachyon condensation into the vacuum . In thisrespectourbrane in
ation isin som e

sense thehybrid in
ation[3][2]5.

Finally, let us provide an order of m agnitude estim ate of the reheat tem perature

Tr which appearsafterthe m ergerand subsequent annihilation ofthe brane-antibrane

system . W e assum e that the annihilation energy is dum ped in the bulk,so that the

e�ective decay rate � on our 3-brane is � � T
1=4

(3)
=(M 10R c)

6,where R c � 10�12 GeV �1

denotes the e�ective length scale ofthe extra dim ensions. The oscillationsare dam ped

out when the Hubble tim e becom es com parable to ��1 ,and our brane ‘reheats’to a

tem peratureTr � 0:1(�M P )
1=2 � 1010GeV.

In conclusion,ourbrane in
ationary scenario isbased on a brane -antibrane system

initially separated in the extra dim ension and slowly m oving towards each other. Due

to this slow m otion (protected by locality in the extra space[4]) it can circum vent the

problem of’slow roll’in
ation encountered in SUGRA and non-supersym m etric 4D-�eld

theory m odels. The m odelcan be naturally applied to brane world m odels,and italso

worksforbulk ‘inhabitants’with com pacti�ed extra dim ensions.W e�nd an in
ationary

potentialoftheform V (�)= M 4(1� �=�n); n > 0,which isa hallm ark ofthisclassof

m odels.No �netuning orsm allcouplingsarerequired.Forin
ation to occur,theinitial

brane -antibrane pairshould be su�ciently farapart,butthey need notbe exactly (or

alm ost exactly) parallel. Allthat is needed is that in a region ofthe size ofa Hubble

volum e the branes are approxim ately parallelso that the gradient energy ofthe inter-

brane separation �eld � is subdom inant com pared to the potentialenergy ofseparated

5W e thank E.K iritsisforthiscom m ent.
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branes.Such a region willthen expand exponentially and dom inatetheuniverse.In this

respect,therequired initialconditionsareidenticalto theonesin 4D hybrid in
ationary

scenarios[3],[2].

The m agnitude ofthe scalardensity 
uctuationsare proportionalto M c=M P ,where

M c � 1012GeV denotes the e�ective com pacti�cation scale ofthe six extra dim ensions.

Theprecisepredictionsarem odeldependentand requirea betterunderstanding ofbrane

-antibrane annihilation dynam ics,which should also provide insights on the gravitino

constraint.
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