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Ination from D 3-brane m otion in the background ofD 5-branes
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W estudy ination arising from them otion ofa Bogom ol’nyi-Prasad-Som m er�eld (BPS)D 3-brane

in the background ofa stack ofk parallelD 5-branes. There are two scalar �elds in this set up{

(i) the radion �eld R ,a realscalar �eld,and (ii) a com plex tachyonic scalar �eld � living on the

world volum e ofthe open string stretched between the D 3 and D 5 branes.W e �nd thatination is

realized by the potentialofthe radion �eld,which satis�es observationalconstraints com ing from

the Cosm ic M icrowave Background. After the radion becom es oforder the string length scale ls,

thedynam icsisgoverned by thepotentialofthecom plex scalar�eld.Sincethis�eld hasa standard

kinem atic term ,reheating can be successfully realized by the m echanism oftachyonic preheating

with spontaneoussym m etry breaking.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

There has been a resurgence ofinterest in the tim e-

dependent dynam ics of extended objects found in the

spectrum ofstring theory,inspired in partby Sen’scon-

struction ofa boundary state description ofopen string

tachyon condensation. See,forexam ple,Ref.[1]forre-

view.Thisdescription hasbeen supplem ented wellby an

e�ective theory described by a Dirac Born Infeld (DBI)

type action for the tachyon �eld [2]. M ore recent work

hasfocused on thedynam icsofaprobeBPS D-branein a

variety ofgravitationalbackgroundsinspired by the ob-

servation thatthere exists a sim ilarity between the late

tim e dynam icsofthe probeD-branesand the condensa-

tion ofthe open string tachyon on the world-volum e of

non-BPS branein atspace.Thelatterdynam icsisalso

described by the DBIaction [3],see also Refs.[4,5,6].

Both system s describe rolling m atter �elds which have

a vanishing pressure at late tim es. As a result we can,

through an appropriate �eld transform ation,investigate

thephysicsofgravitationalbackgroundsin term sofnon-

trivial�eldson a branein atspaceusing theDBIe�ec-

tiveaction.Thishasled to theinteresting proposalthat

the open string tachyon m ay be geom etricalin nature.

M any ofthe backgrounds that have been probed in

thism annerhavebeen supergravity (SUG RA)braneso-

lutions oftype II string theory. By ensuring that the

num ber ofbackground branes is large we can trust our

SUG RA solutions. M oreover we can neglect any back

reaction of the probe upon the background geom etry.

Thisallowsusto usetheDBIaction to e�ectively deter-
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m inetherelativisticm otionofextended objectsin agiven

background.Q uantum correctionscan alsobecalculated

in thosebackgroundsthathavean exactConform alField

Theory(CFT)description [4].Thedynam icsofbranesin

variousbackgroundsisexpected to berelevantforstring

theory inspired cosm ology,just as in the case ofopen

string tachyon m atter [7]since the �eld (radion) which

param eterizesthedistancebetween theprobebraneand

the static background branes is a scalar and m ay be a

potentialcandidate forbeing the inaton.

O ne of the m ost im portant theoretical advances in

m odern cosm ology has been the inationary paradigm ,

which relies on a scalar �eld to solve the horizon and

atnessproblem sin the early universe (see Refs.[8]for

review).Recentobservationsfrom W M AP [9],SDSS [10]

and 2dF [11]im pose tight restrictions on the possible

m echanism sthatcan satisfytheparadigm [12],and hence

providetheinterestingpossibilityforustoteststringthe-

oreticination m odels.TheobservationsofSupernovaIa

[13]also suggestthatouruniverse iscurrently undergo-

ingaperiod ofaccelerated expansion,which isattributed

to dark energy. It stillrem ains a fundam entalproblem

to describe dark energy in a purely stringy context,al-

though there hasbeen severalrecentdevelopm ents[14].

There have been m any attem pts to em bed ination

within string theory. The m ost popular approach has

been to invoke the use ofthe open string tachyon liv-

ing on a non-BPS brane as a candidate for the ina-

ton [7](see Refs.[15]for a num ber ofcosm ologicalas-

pectsoftachyon).Unfortunately ithasbeen shown that

this cannot be im plem ented in a consistent m anner,at

leastin the sim plestscenarios[16,17]. The othercom -

m on approach isso-called D-braneination in which the

separation between branesplaysthe roleofthe ination

[18,19,20,21].In particularthisiswellaccom m odated

in a form ofhybrid ination wheretachyonicopen string

uctuations are the �elds which end ination,and an-

other�eld ischosen tobetheinaton.Theseopen string

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0601037v3
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mailto:shinji@nat.gunma-ct.ac.jp
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uctuationsarisein thecontextofallD-branecosm olog-

icalm odels once the branes are within a string length

of one another. A concrete exam ple ofthis occurs in

brane/anti-brane ination [19]and recently in the con-

textofm orephenom enologicalwarped com pacti�cations

[22](seealso Refs.[23]).Itshould benoted thatm ostof

the work done in thisdirection assum esthatthe dim en-

sionalitiesofthebraneand anti-branearethesam eapart

from D3/D7 braneination m odelsstudied in Refs.[24]

which doesnotinclude the open string tachyon dynam -

icsatlate tim es.O n the contrary,in ourm odela probe

D3 brane is used to lead to ination in the presence of

staticD5 branes(seeRefs.[25,26]forrelated works)and

theopen string tachyon dynam icsnaturally com esin.In

any eventtherehasbeen very littlework doneon trying

to understand therelationship between ination and the

currentdark energy phasewhich we observe.

A potentialsolution forboth ination and darkenergy,

in thiscontext,can beobtained asam ixtureofthesetwo

scenarios. W e require a m echanism which drives ina-

tion independently ofthe open string tachyon,butthen

fallsinto the tachyonic state atlate tim es. Thiscan be

achieved by considering the m otion ofa D3-brane in a

type IIB background. By switching to our holographic

picture ofa non-trivial�eld on a non-BPS brane [3]we

will�nd thatthe radion �eld naturally exitsfrom ina-

tion once it reachesa criticalvelocity. Ifthis occurs at

a distancelargerthan thestring length,wecan then use

theopen stringtachyon,which setsin atadistanceequal

to orlessthan the string length,to explain the dark en-

ergy contentofthe universe.

In thispaperweaim to explorethe m otion ofa probe

D3-brane in the background ofk coincident,static D5-

branes. For sim plicity we willneglect any closed string

radiation which would be em itted from the probe brane

as it travels down the throat generated by the back-

ground branes. W e willalso neglect any gauge �elds

which m ay exist on the D3-brane world-volum e. Note

thatthisisS-dualto the solution considered in Ref.[3].

In orderto m ake contactwith fourdim ensionalphysics

wem ustconsiderthedualpictureofanon-trivial�eld on

a non-BPS brane in atspace,where we also toroidally

com pactify the rem aining six dim ensions1. W e willas-

sum e that there is som e m echanism which freezes the

variousm oduliofthe com pacti�cation m anifold so that

they do notappearin thee�ectiveaction.Theresulting

theory should represent the leading order contribution

which would arise from com pactifying the fulltype IIB

background. At distances large com pared to the string

scale,theDBIdescription isknown to be valid,however

once the probe brane approachessm alldistances(order

ofstring length scale)wem ustswitch to theopen string

analysis.O pen stringswillstretch from the D3-braneto

1 Thisisnotnecessary ifwe considerholographic cosm ology asin

R ef.[27].

the D5-branes,and their uctuation spectrum contains

a tachyonicm ode.Thuswhen the separation isorderof

the string length,the DBIdescription willno longerbe

valid and we m ustresortto a purely open string analy-

sis.W e expectthatination willoccurin the large�eld

(radion)regim eand itendsbefore the separation com es

closerto string length and thatasthe branesgetcloser,

the open string tachyon reheatsthe universe.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In thenextsection

we describe the dynam icsofa single probe D3-brane in

thepresenceofa largenum berofstaticbackground D5-

branes.Becauseofthedim ensionalitiesofthebraneswe

expect to �nd an open string tachyonic m ode once we

begin to probe distances approaching the string length

[28]. In section III,we present the ination dynam ics

and observationalconstraintson the variousparam eters

ofour m odel. In section IV,we discuss the role ofthe

open string tachyon afterthe inationary phase and the

possibility ofreheating in ourm odeland a briefdiscus-

sion on dark energy.In thelastsection,wepresentsom e

ofourconclusionsand future outlook.

II. D 3-B R A N E D Y N A M IC S IN D 5-B R A N E

B A C K G R O U N D

In thissection we analyzethe m otion ofa probe BPS

D3-branein thebackground generated by astackofcoin-

cidentand staticBPS D5-branes.Thebackground �elds,

nam ely the m etric, the dilaton (�) and the Ram ond-

Ram ond (RR)�eld (C )fora system ofk coincidentD5-

branesaregiven by [3,29]

g�� = F
�1=2

���; gm n = F
1=2

�m n;

e
2� = F

�1 = C0:::5; F = 1+
kgsl

2
s

r2
; (1)

where�;� = 0;::;5;m ;n = 6;:::;9 denotetheindicesfor

the world volum e and the transverse directions respec-

tively and F istheharm onicfunction describing thepo-

sition ofthe k D5-branesand satisfying the G reen func-

tion equation in the transverse four dim ensionalspace.

Here gs and ls =
p
�0 are the string coupling and the

string length, respectively. r is the radialcoordinate

awayfrom theD5-branesin thetransversedirection.The

solution param eterizesa throat-like geom etry which be-

com esweakly coupled asweapproach thesourcebranes.

The m otion ofthe D3-brane in the abovebackground

can bestudied in term sofan e�ectiveDBIaction,on its

world volum e,given by [3]

S0 = � �3

Z

d4xF �1=2
p
1+ F @�R@

�R ; (2)

where �3 isthe tension ofthe 3-brane. Here the m otion

ofthe probe brane isrestricted to be purely radialuc-

tuation,denoted by them odeR,along thecom m on four

dim ensionaltransversespace.Thisaction isthesam eas

thatconsidered in Ref.[3]. The background considered
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hereistheS-dualtothebackground considered thereand

wehavenotkeptthecontribution oftheRR �eldsin the

action.The form ofthe aboveaction resem blesthe DBI

action ofthe tachyon �eld in the open string ending on

a non-BPS D3-branein a atbackground.Thisisgiven

by

S1 = �

Z

d4xV (T)
p
1+ @�T@

�T : (3)

Com parison of the above two actions de�nes a

\tachyon" �eld T by the relation:

dT

dR
=
p
F (R)=

p
1+ L2=R 2 ; (4)

where

L �
p
kgsls: (5)

In term softhis�eld the \tachyon potential" in Eq.(3)

isgiven by

V =
�3

p
F (R)

=
�3

p
1+ L2=R 2

: (6)

O ne can solve Eq.(4) for the T(R)and �nd it to be a

m onotonically increasing function [3]:

T(R)=
p
L2 + R 2 +

1

2
L ln

p
L2 + R 2 � L

p
L2 + R 2 + L

: (7)

Thisfunction isnon-invertiblebutcan besim pli�ed by

exploring lim itsofthe�eld spacesolution.AsR ! 0 we

haveT(R)! � 1 with dependence

T(R ! 0)’ L ln
R

L
: (8)

AsR ! 1 wehaveT(R)! 1 with

T(R ! 1 )’ R : (9)

Thee�ectivepotentialin thesetwo asym ptoticregionsis

given by:

V (T)

�3
’ exp

�
T

L

�

for T ! � 1 ; (10)

’ 1�
1

2

L2

T 2
for T ! 1 : (11)

Thusin the lim itT ! � 1 ,corresponding to R ! 0,

oneobservesthatthepotentialgoestozeroexponentially

(seeFig.1).Thisisconsistentwith thelatetim ebehav-

ior for the open string tachyon potentialin the rolling

tachyon solutions and leads to exponentialdecrease of

the pressure atlate tim es[30]. The \tachyon �eld" has

a geom etricm eaning signifying thedistancebetween the

probe brane and the D5-branes. Atlarge distances,the

DBIaction interpolatessm oothlybetween standardgrav-

itationalattraction am ongtheprobeand thebackground

branes and a \radion m atter" phase when the probe

- 0 . 2 0

0 . 0

0 . 2 0

0 . 4 0

0 . 6 0

0 . 8 0

1 . 0

1 . 2

- 1 0 - 5 0 5 1 0

V
 (

T
)

T

T
*

(i)

(ii)

FIG .1: The potentialofthe �eld T. The value T� = [
p

2+

ln(
p

2 � 1)]L is determ ined by the condition R = L. The

potentialofthe region (i)isapproxim ately given by V (T)=

�3 exp(T=L),whereas V (T) = �3(1 � L
2
=2T

2
) in the region

(ii).

braneiscloseto the�vebranes.Thetransition between

the two behaviorsoccursatR � L.

It is im portantto note thatwhen the probe brane is

within thedistanceR � ls,theabovedescriptioninterm s

ofthe closed string background isinappropriateand the

system should be studied using upon strings stretched

between theprobebraneand the�vebranes.Tobem ore

precise,when theprobebranecom esto within adistance

between ls from theD5-branes,a tachyon appearsin the

open string spectrum and in principle the dynam ics of

the system willbe governed by its condensation from

thatpointon.

Thus the full dynam ics can be divided into two

regim es. W hen the distance R between the D3-brane

and the D5-branes is m uch sm aller than L but larger

than ls,wecan describethedynam icsoftheradialm ode

R(x�)by thetachyon m atterLagrangian (3)with an ex-

ponentially decayingpotentialgiven by (10)(notethatT

isgoing toward � 1 ).O n thecontrary,when R isofthe

order ofls,the dynam ics would be be governed by the

conventionalLagrangian describing the com plex tachy-

onic scalar �eld � present in the open string stretched

between the D3-braneand the k D5-branes.The poten-

tialfor such open string tachyon �eld has already been

calculated [31]. Thusthe dynam icsof� isdescribed by

the action:

S2 =

Z

d4x[� @��@
�
�
� � U (�;��)]; (12)

wherethe potential,up to quarticorder,isgiven by:

U (�;��)=
1

4�4l4sgsk

�
�(k + 1)(���)2 � v��

�
�
: (13)
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Note that � and v are dim ensionless quantities. Here

v is a sm allparam eter (v � k) corresponding to the

volum e ofa two torus. This arisesas we are toroidally

com pactifying thedirectionstransverseto theD3-brane,

but parallelto the D5-branes,in order to describe the

dynam icsoftheopen string tachyon.W hen wem ap the

theory to ourpurely 3+ 1 dim ensionalsubspace,wewill

neglectany stringwinding m odesarisingfrom thistorus.

Furtherm ore it can be seen that our fully com pacti�ed

theory isactually notT 6 buttheproductspaceT 4 � T2

butforsim plicity weshallassum ethattherelevantradii

areapproxim ately equal.

Let us briey recapitulate and consider the bulk dy-

nam icsin m oredetail.Atdistanceslargerthan thestring

length weknow thattheDBIaction providesa good de-

scription ofthe low energy physicsfora probe brane in

the background geom etry. As m entioned in the intro-

duction,the D3-brane is m uch lighter than the coinci-

dentD5-branesand so we can neglectthe back reaction

upon the geom etry. Furtherm ore the SUG RA solution

indicatesthatthestring coupling tendsto be zero aswe

probesm allerdistances,providinga suitablebackground

forperturbative string theory and im plying thatwe can

trustourdescription down to sm alldistanceswithoutre-

quiring a bound on the energy [3].

Because ofthe dim ensionalities ofthe branes in the

problem thereisno coupling oftheD3-braneto thebulk

RR six form . This is because the only possible W ess-

Zum ino interaction between the probe brane and the

background can be through the selfdual�eld strength
~f = d ~C(4). However this �eld strength m ust be the

Hodge dualofthe background �eld strength -which is

given here by f = dC(6) forD5-branes-clearly thisin-

consistency im plies that the coupling term willvanish.

Fora m oredetailed explanation ofthem oregeneralcase

we referthe readerto the paper[28],howeverthe basic

result for our purpose is that there is only a non-zero

interaction term when eitherthedim ensionality ofprobe

and background branesarethe sam e,orthey add up to

six. The probe brane howeverdoespossessits own RR

charge which oughtto be radiated as the brane rollsin

thebackground,butforsim plicity wewillneglectthisin

ouranalysis.

The energy-m om entum tensor density of the probe

branein the background can be calculated as

Tab =
�3
p
F

 

F @aR@bR
p
1+ F �cd@cR@dR

� �ab

p
1+ F �cd@cR@dR

!

; (14)

where the rom an indices are directions on the world-

volum e.Aswe areonly interested in hom ogenousscalar

�eldsin thispaper,we �nd thatthisexpression reduces

to

T00 =
�3

p
F

p

1� F _R 2

;

Tij = �
�3�ij

p

1� F _R 2

p
F

; (15)

wherei;jarenow thespatialdirectionson theD3-brane.

Using theenergy conservation wecan obtain theequa-

tion ofm otion fortheprobebranein ourbackground and

estim ate its velocity. By im posing the initialcondition

thatthevelocity iszeroatthepointR = R 0 we�nd that

the expression forthe velocity reducesto

_R 2 =
R 2L2

(R 2 + L2)2

�

1�
R 2

R 2
0

�

; (16)

which is obviously valid for R � R0 and in fact as ex-

pected it vanishes identically at R = R 0. W e typically

would expectR 0 to beextrem ely large.Notethatin the

two asym ptoticregionsofsm alland largeR thevelocity

istending to zero.Thisisunderstood becausethethroat

geom etry actsasa gravitationalred-shift,giving rise to

D-cceleration phenom enon [32].Itshould beem phasised

that the asym ptotic lim it R ! 0 is unphysicalbecause

the DBI is not valid once we reach energies ofthe or-

der ofstring m ass M s,and so it is not strictly correct

to say thatthe velocity goesto zero in the sm allR ap-

proxim ation. Howevernote that when R ! ls we have
_R 2 � l2s=L

2 = 1=kgs which is also negligibly sm allfor

large k. From our perspective this im plies that the ki-

netic energy ofthe scalar�eld becom e sub-dom inantat

sm alldistances. It is essentially frozen outand the dy-

nam icsoftheopen stringtachyonicm odescom etodom i-

nate.O ncetheprobebranereachesdistancescom parable

with the string length ourclosed string description isno

longer valid. Instead we m ust switch over to an open

string description ofthetachyonicm odes� described by

the action (12).

Itisworth pointingoutthatourdiscussion sofarseem s

to suggest that the radionic m ode and the open string

tachyonicm odewhich arebeing described by two di�er-

entaction functionalshave nothing in com m on and can

be described independent ofeach other. However,it is

notso. Firstthe num berofbackground braneshave to

besam e.Secondly,unliketheopen stringtachyon on the

world volum eofa non-BPS braneora brane/anti-brane

pair,thedynam icsofthetachyon on theopen stringcon-

nectinga BPS Dp-braneand aBPS D(p+ 2)-braneisnot

described by a DBItypeaction.Ifthiswould havebeen

the case,the abovetwo �eldscould havebeen com bined

togetherwith keeping in m ind abouttheirregion ofva-

lidity.

However,even in the presentcontextwe can com bine

the two actions by introducing an interaction term like

�T2�2 wherethecoupling � willbezero forvaluesofthe

�eld T correspondingtoR greaterthan ls.Provided that

ination ends for R > ls,this term does not a�ect the

dynam icsofination and forsim plicity wehaveignored
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it in the action functional. However,such a term m ay

play an im portantrolein a possiblereheating phase.W e

can now proceed with ouranalysisofination using the

fullform ofthe harm onic function -which speci�es the

scalar�eld potentialin term softhegeom etricaltachyon

�eld ratherthan the radion �eld.

III. IN FLA T IO N A N D O B SERVA T IO N A L

C O N ST R A IN T S FR O M C M B

In this section we shalldiscussthe dynam icsofina-

tion and observationalconstraintson them odel(6)from

CM B.Introducing a dim ensionless quantity x � R=L,

the fullpotential(6)ofthe �eld T iswritten as

V =
x

p
x2 + 1

�3 ; (17)

where ~T � T=L isrelated to x via

d~T

dx
=

p
x2 + 1

x
=

1

~V
; (18)

where ~V � V=�3. W e require that R is larger than ls,

which translatesinto the condition x > 1=
p
kgs.

In a at Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker background

with a scalefactora the �eld equationsare[15]

H
2 =

1

3M 2
p

V (T)
p

1� _T 2

; (19)

�T

1� _T 2
+ 3H _T +

VT

V
= 0; (20)

where H � _a=a is the Hubble rate,VT � dV=dT,and

M p = 1=
p
8�G isthe4-dim ensionalreduced Planckm ass

(G isthe gravitationalconstant).

Com bining Eq. (19) and (20) gives the relation
_H =H 2 = � 3_T 2=2.Then theslow-rollparam eterisgiven

by

� � �
_H

H 2
=
3

2
_T 2 ’

M 2
p

2

V 2
T

V 3

=
1

2s

~V 2
x

~V
=

1

2s

1

x(x2 + 1)5=2
; (21)

wheres isde�ned by

s�
L2�3

M 2
p

: (22)

In deriving theslow-rollparam eterweused theslow-roll

approxim ation _T 2 � 1and j�Tj� 3H j_Tjin Eqs.(19)and

(20).Equation (21)showsthat� isa decreasingfunction

in term sofx.Hence� increasesasthe�eld evolvesfrom

the large R region to the sm allR region,m arking the

end ofination at� = 1.

Thenum berofe-foldingsfrom the end ofination is

N �

Z tf

t

H dt’

Z T

Tf

V 2

M 2
pVT

dT

= s

Z x

xf

(x2 + 1)3=2dx: (23)

Thisisintegrated to give

N = s[f(x)� f(xf)]; (24)

where

f(x) =
1

4
x(x2 + 1)3=2 +

3

8
x
p
x2 + 1

+
3

8
ln

�
�
�x +

p
x2 + 1

�
�
�: (25)

Thefunction f(x)growsm onotonically from f(0)= 0 to

f(1 ) = 1 with the increase ofx. In principle we can

obtain a su�cientam ountofination to satisfy N > 70

ifeithers orx islarge.

In orderto confrontwith observationsweneed to con-

siderthespectra ofscalarand tensorperturbationsgen-

eratedin ourm odel.Thepowerspectrum ofscalarm etric

perturbationsisgiven by [33,34,35]

PS =
1

12�2M 6
p

�
V 2

VT

� 2

=
�23L

2

12�2M 6
p

 
~V

~Vx

! 2

=
s2

12�2kgs(lsM p)
2
x
2(x2 + 1)2 : (26)

TheCO BE norm alization correspondsto PS = 2� 10�9

around N = 60 [8],which gives

kgs(lsM p)
2 =

109

24�2
s
2
x
2

60(x
2

60 + 1)2 : (27)

Thespectralindex ofcurvatureperturbationsisgiven by

[33,34,35]

nS � 1 = � 4
M 2

pV
2
T

V 3
+ 2

M 2
pVT T

V 2

= �
2

s

1+ 3x2

x(1+ x2)5=2
; (28)

whereasthe ratio oftensorto scalarperturbationsis

r= 8
V 2
T M

2
p

V 3
=
8

s

1

x(x2 + 1)5=2
: (29)

W e shallstudy the case in which the end ofination

correspondsto the region with an exponentialpotential,

i.e.,xf � 1. W hen s = 1,Eq.(21)showsthatination

endsaroundxf � 0:5.Hencetheapproxim ation,xf � 1,

isvalid when s islargerthan oforderunity.In thiscase

one has xf ’ 1=2s from Eq.(21). Since f(x) ’ x for

x � 1,we�nd

f(x)= (N + 1=2)=s: (30)
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FIG .2:The spectralindex nS ofscalarm etric perturbations

as a function ofs with three di�erent num ber ofe-foldings

(N = 50;60;70).This�gurecorrespondsto thecasein which

ination endsin the region xf � 1.

0 . 0

0 . 0 5 0

0 . 1 0

0 . 1 5

0 . 2 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
4

1 0
5

1 0
6

N = 5 0
N = 6 0
N = 7 0

r

s

FIG .3: The tensor-to-scalar ratio r as a function ofs with

three di�erentnum berofe-foldings(N = 50;60;70).

In the regim e ofan exponentialpotential(x � 1)we

havesx ’ N + 1=2.In thiscaseEqs.(28)and (29)give

nS � 1 = �
4

2N + 1
; (31)

r =
16

2N + 1
: (32)

Hence nS and r are dependent on the num ber of e-

foldings only. From Eqs. (31) and (32) we �nd that

nS = 0:9669 and r= 0:1322 forN = 60.Itwasshown in

Ref.[35]thatthiscaseiswellinsidethe1� contourbound

com ing from the observational constraints of W M AP,

0 . 0

5.0 10
9

1.0 10
1 0

1.5 10
1 0

2.0 10
1 0

2.5 10
1 0

3.0 10
1 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
4

1 0
5

1 0
6

k
 g

s 
(l

sM
p
)2

s

FIG .4: The quantity kgs(lsM p)
2
as a function ofs. Thisis

derived by the CO BE norm alization atN = 60.

SDSS and 2dF (see also Ref.[34]).

O fcourse there isa situation in which cosm ologically

relevantscales(55 <� N <
� 65)correspond to the region

x >
� 1. In Figs.2 and 3 we plotnS and r asa function

ofs for three di�erent values ofN . For large s(� 1),

we �nd that the quantity x is m uch sm allerthan unity

from the relation (30). Hence nS and r are given by

the form ula (31) and (32). For sm aller s the quantity

x becom eslargerthan oforderunity,which m eansthat

theresults(31)and (32)can no longerbeused.In Fig.2

we �nd that the spectralindex has a m inim um around

s = 70 for N = 60. This roughly corresponds to the

region x = R=L � 1.Asweseefrom Fig.1 thepotential

becom esatterforx >
� 1. This leadsto the increase of

the spectralindex toward nS = 1 with the decreaseofs.

Recent observations show that nS = 0:98� 0:02 at the

95% con�dencelevel[36](seealso Refs.[37]).Aswe�nd

in Fig.2 thiscondition issatis�ed forN >
� 60.

Thetensor-to-scalarratio isgiven by Eq.(32)fors�

1.Fora �xed valueofN thisratio getssm allerwith the

decreaseofs.Thisisunderstandable,sincethepotential

becom esatterasweentertheregion x >
� 1.Thetensor-

to-scalarratio isconstrained to be r < 0:36 atthe 95%

con�dencelevelfrom recentobservations[36].Henceour

m odelsatis�esthisobservationalconstraint.

W hen x60 � 1 the condition ofthe CO BE norm aliza-

tion (27)gives

kgs(lsM p)
2 ’

109

24�2
(60+ 1=2)2 ’ 1:55� 1010 ; (33)

which is independent ofs. As we see from Fig.4 the

quantity kgs(lsM p)
2 departs from the value (33) for

sm allers.Howeverkgs(lsM p)
2 isoforder1010 fors>� 1.

It is interesting to note that the CO BE norm alization

uniquely �xes the value ofthe potentialat the end of

ination ifit happens in the regim e ofan exponential
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potentialindependently ofthe fact where ination had

com m enced.In factusing Eq.(17)gives

Vend ’ xf�3 =
1

2kgs(lsM p)
2
M

4

p ’ 3:2� 10�11 M 4

p :(34)

Thissetsthe energy scaleto be V
1=4

end
’ 2:3� 10�3 M p.

Theabovediscussion correspondsto thecasein which

ination ends in the region xf � 1. In orderto under-

stand the behavior ofanother asym ptoticalregion,let

us considera situation when ination ends for xf � 1.

In this case the end of ination is characterized by

x6
f
’ 1=(2s).Sincexf � 1,weareconsideringaparam e-

terranges� 1.W hen x � 1 thefunction f(x)behaves

as f(x) ’ x4=4,which gives the relation x4 ’ 4N =s.

Hence weobtain

nS � 1 = �
3

2N
; (35)

r =

p
s

N 3=2
; (36)

kgs(lsM p)
2 =

109
p
2N 3=2

6�2

p
s: (37)

W hile nS isindependentofs,both r and kgs(lsM p)
2

are dependent on s and N . For exam ple one has nS =

0:975,r = 0:003
p
s and kgs(lsM p)

2 = 1:11� 1010
p
s for

N = 60.From Fig.2 we �nd thatnS increaseswith the

decreaseofsin theregion 1 <� s<� 50 fora �xed N .This

tendency persistsfors<� 1and nS approachesaconstant

valuegiven by Eq.(35)ass decreases.W enotethatthe

spectralindex nS satis�es the observationalconstraint

com ing from recent observations. The tensor-to-scalar

ratio is strongly suppressed in the region s < 1,which

also satis�esthe observationalconstraint. The quantity

kgs(lsM p)
2 getssm allerwith the decreaseofs.

W ecan estim atethethepotentialenergy attheend of

ination in the regim edescribed by xf � 1,as

Vend ’ �3 ; (38)

�3 =
s

kgs(lsM p)
2
M

4

p ’ 9:0� 10�11
p
sM

4

p : (39)

In thiscaseVend dependson thevalueofs.Theorderof

the energy scale doesnotdi�erfrom (34)provided that

s isnottoo m uch sm allerthan unity.

In sum m ary we �nd thatnS and r in our m odelsat-

isfy observationalconstraints ofCM B for any values of

s,which m eansthatwe do notobtain the constrainton

s.Thisisdi�erentfrom thegeom etricaltachyon ination

with potentialV = V0 cos(T=
p
kl2s)in which thespectral

index nS providesconstrainson m odelparam eters[26].

The only constraintin ourm odelisthe CO BE norm al-

ization. Ifwe dem and thatthe value ofR atthe end of

ination islargerthan ls,thisgives

k < 16�6gs

�
M p

M s

� 4

; (40)

whereweused �3 = M 4
s=(2�)

3gs.

Com bining this relation with the condition of the

CO BE norm alization: kgs(lsM p)
2 ’ 1010 for s >� 1,we

�nd

gs >
105

4�3

�
M s

M p

� 3

: (41)

Since we requirethe condition gs � 1 forthe validity of

the theory,thisgivesthe constraint

M s=M p � 0:1: (42)

After the �eld reaches the point R = ls,we assum e

that the �eld T is frozen at this point,which is a rea-

sonable assum ption given whatwe understand from the

bulk description ofthedynam ics.Thisgivesusapositive

cosm ologicalconstantin the system .

IV . A FT ER T H E EN D O F IN FLA T IO N

The �rst phase driven by the �eld T is triggered by

the second phase driven by the �eld �.Introducing new

variables� = �1 + i�2,X
2 = �21 + �22,

~X = M pX and

~v = M 2
pv,the potential(13)ofthe �eld X reducesto

U (~X )=
1

4�4(lsM p)
4gsk

h

�(k+ 1)~X 4 � ~v~X 2

i

: (43)

This potential has two local m inim a at ~X c =

�
p
~v=(2�(k+ 1))with negativeenergy

U (~X c)= �
~v2

16�5k(k + 1)(lsM p)
4gs

: (44)

O ne can cancel(or nearly cancel) this term by taking

into accountthe energy ofthe �eld T atR = ls. Since

this is given by V (R = ls) = �3=
p
kgs, the condition

V (R = ls)+ U (~X c)= 0 leadsto

~v2 = 16�5(k+ 1)�3(lsM p)
4
p
kgs: (45)

Using the relation �3 = M 4
s=(2�)

3gs,thiscan be written

as

~v2 =
2�2

p
k(k+ 1)
p
gs

: (46)

Then the totalpotentialofoursystem is

W = A

�
~X 2 � ~X 2

c

�2
; (47)

where

A �
k+ 1

4�3(lsM p)
4gsk

: (48)

Them assofthe potentialat ~X = 0 isgiven by

m
2 �

d2W

d ~X 2
(~X = 0)= � 4A ~X 2

c : (49)
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M eanwhile the square ofthe Hubble constantat ~X = 0

is

H
2

0 =
A ~v2

12�2(k + 1)2M 2
p

: (50)

Then weobtain the following ratio

jm 2j

H 2
0

=
24�(k+ 1)

v
=
12
p
2(k+ 1)1=2

k1=4
g
1=4
s ; (51)

whereweused Eq.(46)in the second equality.

Asweshowed in the previoussection,the CO BE nor-

m alization giveskgs(lsM p)
2 ’ 1010 fors >� 1. Then the

ratio (51)can be estim ated as

jm 2j

H 2
0

’ 5� 103
�
k+ 1

k

� 1=2 �
M s

M p

� 1=2

’ 5� 103
�
M s

M p

� 1=2

: (52)

Then wehavejm 2j> H 2
0 for

M s=M p > 4� 10�8 : (53)

Thism eansthatthesecond stageofination doesnotoc-

curforthe�eld � provided thatthestring m assscaleM s

satis�esthecondition (53).W hen 4� 10�8 < M s=M p �

10�1 ,ination endsbefore the �eld T reachesthe point

R = ls,which is triggered by a fast rollofthe �eld �.

This situation is sim ilar to the originalhybrid ination

m odel[38].

W hen M s=M p < 4� 10�8 ,doubleination occurseven

aftertheend ofthe�rststageofination.In thiscasethe

CM B constraintsdiscussed in the previoussection need

to be m odi�ed. Howeverthe second stage ofination is

absentforthe naturalstring m assscalewhich isnottoo

m uch sm allerthan the Planck scale.

W enotethatthevacuum expectation valueofthe�eld
~X isgiven by

~X c = 2
p
3
H 0

jm j
M p : (54)

W hen jm j>� H 0 we �nd that ~X c is less than oforder

the Planck m ass. W hen double ination occurs (jm j<�
H 0),theam plitudeofsym m etry breaking takesa super-

Planckian value ~X c
>
� M p. In this sense the lattercase

doesnotlook naturalcom pared to thecasein which the

second stageofination doesnotoccur.

Sincethe�eld� hasastandardkinem aticterm ,reheat-

ingproceedsasin thecaseofpotentialswith spontaneous

sym m etry breaking.Thisisin contrastto atachyon �eld

governed by the DBIaction in which the energy density

ofthetachyon overdom inatestheuniversesoon afterthe

end ofination. Thusthe problem ofreheating present

in DBItachyon m odels [16,17]is absent in our m odel.

Since the potentialofthe �eld X has a negative m ass

given by Eq.(49),thisleadsto theexponentialgrowth of

quantum uctuationsofX with m om enta k < jm j,i.e.,

�Xk / exp(
p
jm 2j� k2 t)[39]. Thisnegative instability

is so strong that one can not trust perturbation theory

including the Hartree and 1=N approxim ations. W e re-

quire lattice sim ulations in order to take into account

rescattering ofcreated particles and the production of

topologicaldefects[40].

Itwasshown in Refs.[40]thatsym m etrybreakingends

afterone oscillation ofthe �eld distribution asthe �eld

evolvestoward the potentialm inim um . Thisrefectsthe

fact that gradient energies ofallm om entum m odes do

notreturn back to the originalstate atX = 0 because

ofa very com plicated �eld distribution afterthe violent

growth ofquantum uctuations.

Finally we should m ention that de-Sitter vacua can

be obtained provided that the potentialenergy V (R =

ls) does not exactly cancelthe negative energy U (~X c).

In orderto m atch with the currentenergy scale ofdark

energy,we require an extrem e �ne tuning V (R = ls)+

U (~X c)’ 10�123 M 4
p. Howeverthiskind of�ne tuning is

a genericproblem ofdark energy.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we studied the m otion of a BPS D3-

brane in the presence ofa stack ofk parallelD5-branes

in type IIstring theory. Ination is realized by the po-

tentialenergy ofa radion �eld R which characterizesthe

distance ofD3 and D5 branes. This potentialis not in

generalwritten explicitly,butisapproxim ately given by

(10)forR �
p
kgsls and (11)forR �

p
kgsls.W eeval-

uated the spectralindex ofscalar m etric perturbations

and the tensor-to-scalarratio togetherwith the num ber

ofe-foldingsunderthecondition thatination endsin the

region R �
p
kgsls. This m odelsatis�es observational

constraintscom ing from CM B,SDSS and 2dF indepen-

dently ofthevalueofsde�ned by Eq.(22).W ealsonote

thatthisresultdoesnotchangeeven when ination ends

in the region R �
p
kgsls.

The only strong constraint com ing from CM B is the

CO BE norm alization,i.e.,kgs(lsM p)
2 ’ 1010 fors >� 1.

If we dem and that the inationary period is over be-

fore the radion reachesthe point R = ls,this gives the

constraint on the num ber of D5-branes; see Eq.(40).

Com bining this with the condition of the CO BE nor-

m alization, the string m ass scale is constrained to be

M s=M p � 0:1 for the validity ofthe weak-coupling ap-

proxim ation (gs � 1).

W hen theradion �eld enterstheregion R <
� ls,thede-

scription ofclosed string background isno longervalid.

Instead the dynam ics should be studied using a com -

plex scalar �eld � living on the world volum e ofopen

strings stretched between the probe D3-brane and the

D5-branes. W e assum ed that the radion �eld is frozen

in the region R <
� ls,which givesrise to a positive cos-

m ologicalconstant.The potentialofthe �eld � isgiven

by Eq.(13),which hasa negativeenergy atthepotential
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m inim um .Ifthisenergy iscancelled by thepositivecos-

m ologicalconstant,we obtain the double-wellpotential

given by Eq.(47).

W e found thatthe absolute value ofthe m ass ofthis

double-wellpotentialat� = 0 islargerthan the Hubble

param eter provided that M s=M p > 4 � 10�8 . Hence

in thiscase the second stage ofination doesnotoccur

and the evolution ofthe �eld � is described by a fast

roll.Sincetheaction ofthecom plex �eld hasa standard

kinem aticterm ,theproblem ofreheating presentin DBI

tachyon m odels is absentin our scenario. Reheating in

ourm odelisdescribed by tachyonicpreheating in which

quantum uctuations grow exponentially by a negative

instability.The sym m etry breaking would end afterone

oscillation of the �eld distribution as the �eld evolves

toward the potentialm inim um .

Itisalsopossibletoexplain theorigin ofdark energy if

a positive cosm ologicalconstantdoesnotexactly cancel

the negative potentialenergy ofthe �eld �. Although

thisrequiresa �netuning,itisintriguing thatourm odel

provides a num ber ofprom ising ways to provide viable

cosm ologicalevolution.

O ne ofthe potentialproblem swith ourm odelisthat

the com pacti�cation is not necessarily realistic. Al-

though we can encode the physics ofthe gravity back-

ground asa non-trivialscalar�eld on aatbrane,weare

treatingthislatterobjectasbeingfundam ental.Thusby

com pactifying thison a T 6 wewillbem issing higheror-

der term s com ing from the fullcom pacti�cation ofthe

D5-solution. These term s m ay play a m ore im portant

rolein the cosm ologicaltheory on the D3-brane.Itm ay

be useful to com pare the results obtained in this pa-

per with a fullstring com pacti�cation by sm earing the

SUG RA harm onic function on a T 4 and com pactifying

the rem aining directions on the two-cycles of a torus.

Theresultantanalysisiscom plicated sincetheDBIm ay

not be valid, however this is beyond the scope of the

currentendeavor.
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