arXiv:0801.4197v3 [astro-ph] 29 Apr 2008

Thermal Inflation and the Gravitational Wave Background

Richard Easther^1, John T. Giblin, Jr^1, Eugene A. Lim^2, Wan-Il Park^3 and Ewan D. Stewart^3

1 Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, CT 06520, USA 2 ISCAP and Physics Department, Columbia University, New York, 10027 NY. 3 Department of Physics, KAIST, Daejeon, South Korea

Abstract. We consider the impact of thermal inflation – a short, secondary period of inflation that can arise in supersymmetric scenarios – on the stochastic gravitational wave background. We show that while the primordial inflationary gravitational wave background is essentially unchanged at CMB scales, it is massively diluted at solar system scales and would be unobservable by a BBO style experiment. Conversely, bubble collisions at the end of thermal inflation can generate a new stochastic background. We calculate the likely properties of the bubbles created during this phase transition, and show that the expected amplitude and frequency of this signal would fall within the BBO range.

1. Introduction

In the coming decades, it is very likely that gravitational waves will be observed by direct-detection experiments. These include the presently operating LIGO and VIRGO observatories, and proposed experiments such as LISA [1], BBO [2] and DECIGO [3]. It is likely that the first sources to be detected will be localized, transient events, but many cosmological processes yield a stochastic background of gravitational waves. These backgrounds are a key target for the nascent field of gravitational astronomy, since they probe the primordial universe in ways that are presently impossible.

The most widely discussed cosmological signal is the inflationary gravitational wave background, generated by quantum fluctuations of spacetime. The amplitude of this signal decreases with the inflationary energy scale, rendering it effectively invisible in models where inflation occurs well below the GUT scale. A stochastic background of gravitational waves can also be generated whenever the universe undergoes a phase transition. Unlike the inflationary background, which is scale invariant, these backgrounds will be peaked at a wavelength correlated with the characteristic scale of the transition. In these scenarios, the gravitational waves are sourced by the non-zero quadrupole (and higher) moments of the matter distribution [4].

Recently, several groups have investigated the possibility that gravitational waves are produced during the preheating phase at the end of inflation [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. The momentum modes of fields coupled to the inflaton undergo resonant pumping, which renders the universe highly inhomogeneous, and sources the emission of gravitational radiation. Intriguingly, this signal is easier to detect in models where the inflationary scale is substantially below the GUT scale, as first argued in [6], and confirmed in [7]. Moreover, it probes the mechanism that ends inflation, which is normally assumed to be inaccessible to direct observational tests.

In addition, a second (and not entirely unrelated) mechanism could generate a significant background – namely the collision of percolating bubbles formed during a first order phase transition [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. As we will see, it has the same scaling properties as the preheating signal – namely the amplitude need not depend on the energy scale, but its (present-day) wavelength decreases linearly with this scale. Assuming an energy scale somewhere between the electroweak and GUT scales, the Hubble scale will lie between 10^{−5} eV and 10^{14} GeV. We will see that if the characteristic bubble radius is within a few orders of magnitude of the Hubble scale at which they form, the resulting gravitational wave background will have a present-day frequency in the range 10^{−3} to 10^9 Hz [6, 16].

To predict the primordial background, one must know the transfer function, which is determined by the effective equation of state of the universe between the epoch when the signal is generated and the present day. A further complication is that there is no guarantee that inflation happens only once in the early universe. One may imagine primary and secondary periods of inflation – where the primary period is responsible for solving the usual cosmological initial conditions problems and laying down the perturbations that seed large scale structure, and the secondary period lasts for ≤ O(10) e-foldings, and occurs at some energy scale below that of the first inflationary period and above (or at) the scale at which baryogenesis takes place. If significantly more than O(10) e-folds occurs in the secondary phase, it will erase all relics of the previous phase, returning us to what is effectively a single phase model. In addition to modifying the mapping between scales in the present epoch and the moment these (comoving) scales leave the horizon during the primary phase, a secondary phase of inflation also erases the primordial inflationary background of gravitational waves at wavelengths which have reentered the horizon before the secondary phase begins. This leads to a situation where a high scale primary phase would generate a gravitational wave background visible in the B-mode of the CMB polarization, but completely invisible to direct detection experiments operating at solar system scales, such as BBO.

A cosmological model with multiple inflationary phases may appear baroque. However thermal inflation [18, 19] is a secondary period of inflation that arises in supersymmetric theories when some (almost) flat direction with negative mass-squared at the origin – which we will call the flaton – acquires a thermal contribution to its effective potential, giving it a positive effective mass. The flaton is thus pinned at the origin, and the finite potential energy at this point drives a secondary period of inflation. Once thermal inflation sets in, the temperature falls rapidly and when it drops below the flaton’s mass scale (usually assumed to be a typical soft supersymmetry breaking mass scale ∼ TeV) the flaton rolls aways from the origin, and thermal inflation naturally shuts off. The total amount of inflation is typically small, about 10 e-folds or less.

Thermal inflation requires only a flat direction with negative mass-squared at the origin, both of which are natural in supersymmetric models. From the model building perspective, its importance lies in its ability to dilute the moduli and gravitinos, which are generically produced after the primary period of inflation in supersymmetric theories. These particles either decay, wrecking the successful predictions of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, or provide a dark matter density that massively overcloses the present universe [20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. These particles are produced before thermal inflation begins and are too weakly coupled to be produced after it ends, so their contribution is thus diluted to safe levels. Thermal inflation is perhaps the best-motivated solution to the moduli problem, which is endemic to supersymmetric models of the early universe, including many of those derived from string theory. Thermal inflation has a relatively low reheating scale (typically O(10) GeV) but it can give rise to baryogenesis [25, 26].

Unfortunately, as we will show in Section 4, thermal inflation wipes out any primordial inflationary gravitational wave signal in the range of frequencies accessible to BBO ‡. Thus, even if the primary phase of inflation occurs at a high enough scale to produce a detectable tensor background, thermal inflation erases it at short scales [27]. If this was the end of the story, one might regard it as an unfortunate side-effect

‡ Indeed it also wipes out the primordial density spectrum at the same frequencies, although the scales affected are not important cosmologically and hence not constrained by large scale structure observations.

of solving the moduli problem, but there is a final piece to the puzzle: thermal inflation ends via bubble nucleation, and the collisions between these bubbles as they percolate produces a significant stochastic gravitational wave background. We will see that this process may generate Ω_{GW}h^2(f ≈ 1 Hz) ∼ 10^{−17}, and is potentially detectable by BBO.

Thermal inflation is a complicated scenario, at least when compared to simple toy models of inflation. However, it relies on generic ingredients found in many supersymmetric or stringy models of the early universe; it is the intrinsic richness of these models that generates their complicated phenomenology. In particular, the moduli problem is robust enough to have survived 25 years. Conversely, thermal inflation does not require any exotic physics, unnatural parameter values or initial conditions, and the complexity of this scenario may in fact be typical of realistic models of the early universe. Finally, while the primordial gravitational background is erased, it would need to have been near the top of its plausible range to have been observable even without dilution, and furthermore in supersymmetric and stringy models the bottom of this range is arguably more natural [28, 29, 30]. The bubble collision signature is generic to thermal inflation and effectively expands the list of the models probed by BBO.

In Section 2 we summarize thermal inflation, and describe the process of bubble nucleation that occurs as it ends. In Section 3 we describe the production of gravitational waves by bubble collisions and estimate the expected spectrum. In Section 4 we compute the suppression to the primordial inflationary background by a secondary period of inflation, combine this with the likely spectrum from bubble collisions, and assess the prospects for detecting this signal in future observatories, the likelihood it can be distinguished from other stochastic astrophysical backgrounds, and the likely tensor signal from the primary inflationary phase, which would be undiluted at CMB scales, or via pulsar timing experiments [31]. Finally we sum up in Section 5.

2. Thermal inflation

2.1. Motivation

The main motivation for thermal inflation [18, 19, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38] is to solve the moduli problem [20, 21, 22], though it also solves the gravitino problem [23, 24] and provides a mechanism for baryogenesis [25, 26, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44]. Irrespective of these uses, thermal inflation is sufficiently natural that it might occur anyway.

Moduli are scalar fields with Planckian vacuum expectation values, and hence gravitational strength interactions. Their potential arises due to supersymmetry breaking, and assuming supersymmetry breaking is transmitted to the observable sector via gravitational strength interactions, moduli have vacuum masses of order the soft supersymmetry breaking scale in the observable sector

m_{moduli} ∼ m_s ∼ 10^2 to 10^3 GeV . (1)

However, in the early universe, the finite energy density breaks supersymmetry. When H ≳ m_s this supersymmetry breaking dominates over the vacuum supersymmetry breaking and hence determines the moduli potential. When H drops below m_s the moduli potential reduces to its vacuum form, but with the moduli typically displaced by a Planckian distance. The moduli then start oscillating with Planckian amplitude and immediately dominate the energy density of the universe. Thanks to the relatively low moduli mass and their very weak interactions, these oscillations persist beyond nucleosynthesis with disasterous consequences [20, 21, 22].

Inflation is typically invoked to rid the universe of unwanted relics, but one would expect an inflaton to have a mass ≳ m_s and so primordial inflation to occur at scales H ≳ m_s. The moduli are generated at H ∼ m_s, and to a lesser extent by any phase transition at H ≲ m_s. Thus one wants inflation at H ≪ m_s to dilute the moduli, but it is very difficult to realize primordial inflation at these scales. On the other hand, thermal inflation [18, 19] automatically occurs at H ≪ m_s. For a thermal inflation scale

V^{1/4} ∼ 10^6 to 10^7 GeV (2)

thermal inflation provides enough dilution to rid the universe of moduli, but has a low enough scale not to regenerate them afterwards. Furthermore, as thermal inflation lasts about 10 e-folds or less, it does not destroy the primordial perturbations needed for structure formation. While thermal inflation provides a very natural solution to the moduli problem, it is incompatible with most baryogenesis scenarios since it will dilute baryons produced before it begins, and the reheat temperature after thermal inflation is very low (O(10 GeV)). Fortunately, a baryon asymmetry is almost automatically generated at the end of thermal inflation [25, 26], solving this difficulty.

2.2. Particle physics model

Like the Standard Model Higgs field, the flaton has a negative mass-squared at the origin

V (ϕ) = V_{TI} − 1 2 m^2_ϕϕ^2 + . . . (3)

with m_ϕ ∼ m_s, the soft supersymmetry breaking mass scale. Unlike the Standard Model Higgs field, but like many scalar field directions in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) §, the flaton does not have a stabilizing ϕ^4 term. Instead, nonrenormalizable higher order terms stabilize its potential at a large field value ϕ_0 ≫ m_ϕ, as illustrated in Figure 1. The potential energy at the origin

V_{TI} ∼ m^2_ϕϕ^2_0 (4)

is tuned to give zero vacuum energy density. For thermal inflation to solve the moduli problem, we require [19]

V^{1/4}_{TI} ∼ 10^6 to 10^7 GeV , (5)

§ For example, if the MSSM constraints m^2_{Hu} + m^2_{Hd} + 2|μ|^2 > 2 |Bμ| and (m^2_{Hd} + |μ|^2 − m^2_L)(m^2_L + m^2_{Hu} + |μ|^2) > |Bμ|^2 were not satisfied, then the MSSM would have a flaton.

ϕ V 0 ϕ_0 V_{TI}

Figure 1. Thermal inflation occurs when a flaton ϕ is held at the origin by its finite temperature potential and V_{TI} dominates the energy density.

corresponding to

ϕ_0 ∼ 10^{10} to 10^{12} GeV . (6)

The flaton is a Standard Model gauge singlet, since it would otherwise break the Standard Model gauge group at the scale ϕ_0, but has unsuppressed Yukawa couplings to non-MSSM fields Ψ and Ψ̄, which acquire masses M_Ψ ∼ ϕ_0 once the flaton reaches the minimum of its potential. Ψ and Ψ̄ are constrained by gauge coupling unification, and at least some of their Yukawa couplings to the flaton should be strong enough to drive the flaton’s mass-squared negative at low energies, in the same way as the top Yukawa coupling drives the Higgs mass-squared negative at low energies. Such a strong Yukawa coupling will be attracted to its renormalization group infrared fixed point, allowing one to relate its value at low energies to the strong gauge coupling and the choice of Ψ and Ψ̄ representations. See Appendix C for more details and numerical estimates for this Yukawa coupling.

The flaton’s Yukawa terms couple it strongly to the thermal bath, so its finite temperature effective potential is

V (ϕ, T ) = V_{TI} + { −AT^4 +^1_2 ( BT^2 − m^2_ϕ ) ϕ^2 + . . . for ϕ ≪ T −^1_2 m^2_ϕϕ^2 + . . . for ϕ ≫ T (7) where the values of A and B depend on the details of the thermal bath and the flaton’s coupling to the thermal bath, as we will see in Appendix B. The potential in Eq. (7) has a global minimum at ϕ = ϕ_0 for T ≪ ϕ_0 and a local minimum at the origin for

T > T_{c2} = m_ϕ √ B (8) where T_{c2} is the critical temperature for the would be second order phase transition. However, we will find that thermal inflation always ends slightly before the temperature drops far enough for the quadratic term to change sign. The field is thus trapped at the origin and the phase transition is first order, leading to bubble formation at a temperature T_{c1} > T_{c2}. Since T_{c1} ∼ T_{c2}, when the difference between the temperatures is unimportant we will simply denote them by T_c.

Ω t ln a 1 e^{−12}e^{−36}e^{−30}e^{−52} t_mt^b t_ct^d

-22-10 012 ? GUT INFLATION + RADIATION DOMINATION ?

? MODULAR INFLATION ?

H_m ∼ 10^2 to 10^3 GeV

MODULI DOMINATION

THERMAL INFLATION

V^{1/4}_{TI} ∼ 10^6 to 10^7 GeV

T_c ∼ 10^2 to 10^3 GeV baryogenesis

FLATON DOMINATION

T_d ∼ 1 to 10^2 GeV dark matter generated

RADIATION DOMINATION nucleosynthesis

Figure 2. History of the universe with thermal inflation. The fractional density Ω_X ≡ ρ_X /ρ of moduli , potential , flaton and radiation is plotted against the number of e-folds of expansion ln a.

2.3. Cosmological history

The overall history of a universe which undegoes thermal inflation is summarized in Figure 2. The primordial inflationary phase, which lays down the perturbation spectra, ends at some time t ≤ t_m. In supersymmetric theories, the moduli are produced at the time t = t_m when H ∼ m_s. At this time the moduli potential switches from its finite energy density form to its vacuum form, leaving the moduli oscillating with Planckian amplitude and ρ_{moduli} ∼ ρ_{rad}. However, the moduli quickly dominate, as ρ_{moduli} ∝ a^{−3} and ρ_{rad} ∝ a^{−4}.

Thermal inflation begins at t_b, at which point ρ_{moduli} ∼ V_{TI} and ρ_{moduli} ρ_{rad} ∼ a_b a_m ∼ ( H_m H_b )_{2/3} ∼ ( m^2_s M^2_{Pl} V_{TI} )_{1/3} (9) where M_{Pl} ≡ 1/ √ 8πG = 2.4 × 10^{18} GeV, and

T_b ∼ ( ρ_{rad} ρ_{moduli} )_{1/4} V^{1/4}_{TI} ∼ ( V^2_{TI} m_sM_{Pl} )_{1/6} . (10)

Thermal inflation ends at t_c when T = T_c ∼ m_ϕ . (11)

During thermal inflation, the temperature of the thermal bath drops as T ∝ a^{−1}, assuming the effective number of degrees of freedom does not change significantly. Therefore, from Eqs. (10) and (11), thermal inflation lasts for less than 10 e-folds ‖, since

N_{TI} ≃ ln ( T_b T_c ) ≃ 1 6 ln ( ϕ^4_0 m^2_ϕm_sM_{Pl} ) ≃ 6 to 9 . (12)

After thermal inflation, the universe is dominated by the flaton and ρ_ϕ ∝ a^{−3} ¶. Finally, the flaton decays at t = t_d leaving a radiation dominated universe at temperature T_d ∼ 1 to 10^2 GeV . (13) At this point, the stage is set for the standard hot Big Bang.

2.4. The first order phase transition at the end of thermal inflation

The origin is always only a local minimum of the flaton’s finite temperature effective potential, all the way down to the temperature T_{c2}, so the phase transition that ends thermal inflation will be first order. We therefore apply the thermal tunnelling formalism of Refs. [45, 46, 47]. After nucleation, there is a very large pressure difference across the bubble wall due to the deep vacuum of the flaton field, hence we expect the bubble wall propagation to proceed as a detonation [48], and the walls rapidly accelerate to relativistic speeds. Finally, the bubbles will percolate, ending thermal inflation.

The bubble nucleation rate is

Γ(T ) ∼ T^4 exp [ − S_3(T ) T ] , (14)

where S_3(T ) is the energy of a bubble. The temperature T_{c1} at which the dominant bubbles nucleate is given by

Γ(T_{c1}) ∼ [ Γ̇(T_{c1}) Γ(T_{c1})

]_4

, (15)

see Appendix A. The timescale of the transition, from nucleation to percolation, and hence the characteristic size of the bubbles at percolation, is given by the important parameter β^{−1} β H_c ≡ Γ̇ HΓ | | | | |_{Tc1} ≃ − [ 1 H d dt ( S_3 T )] T_{c1} ≃ [ T d dT ( S_3 T )] T_{c1}

, (16)

where

H_c = √ V_{TI} 3M^2_{Pl}

(17)

is the Hubble parameter at the time of nucleation and percolation. The exact value of β depends on the strength of the phase transition, which in turn depends crucially

‖ This estimate could be increased by about 5 e-folds in the baryogenesis scenario of Refs. [25, 26]. ¶ Preheating may alter this equation of state slightly.

on the details of the thermal bath which holds the flaton at the top of its potential. In Appendix D, we use the constraints on the flaton’s Yukawa couplings, obtained in Appendix C, to derive estimates for β/H_c, finding β H_c

∼ 10^3 to 10^4 . (18)

3. Gravitational wave production during bubble percolation

Gravitational waves are generated when the bubble walls collide [14], and there may be an additional contribution from turbulence [16]. The ratio β H_c ≡ Γ̇ HΓ | | | |_{Tc1} (19)

determines both the peak frequency and amplitude of the gravitational wave spectrum generated by bubble percolation. Our result for β/H_c, Eq. (18), tells us that the bubble radii at percolation are much smaller than the Hubble radius. This justifies the use of the gravitational wave spectrum derived numerically in Ref. [16] which assumed that the gravitational waves are generated in an effectively flat background. Physically, β/H_c determines the peak frequency because the size of the bubbles determines the characteristic lengthscale of the quadrupole moment that generates the gravitational waves, and hence the frequency at which we observe them today.

The peak amplitude is a little more subtle. The total energy radiated in gravity waves, per bubble, per frequency interval dω and solid angle Ω̃ is [4] dE_{gw} dωdΩ̃ = 2Gω^2Λ_{ij,lm}(k)T^∗_{ij}(k, ω)T_{lm}(k, ω) (20)

where Λ_{ij,lm} is the projection tensor that picks up the traceless and transverse component of the source stress tensor, with k̂ ≡ k/|k|

Λ_{ij,lm} = δ_{ij} δ_{jm}−2k̂_jk̂_mδ_{il} + 1 2 k̂_ik̂_jk̂_lk̂_m− 1 2 δ_{ij}δ_{lm}+ 1 2 δ_{ij}k̂_lk̂_m+ 1 2 δ_{lm}k̂_ik̂_j .(21)

T_{ij} (k, ω) is the fourier transform of the source stress tensor for each nucleating spherical bubble with size R [16] T_{ij}(k, ω) = 1 6π ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{iωt} ∫ dΩ̃ R^3ρ_v κx̂_ix̂_j . (22)

κ ≤ 1 is the efficiency factor for the conversion of the vacuum energy ρ_v into the kinetic energy of the bubbles. This imply that, per bubble, dE_{gw}/dω ∝ (R^3κρ_v )^2. Notice that it is a product of the vacuum energy density which can be traced back to the fact that the quadrupole moment of a gravitational source is proportional to the source energy density. Meanwhile, the total energy is simply E_v ∝ R^3ρ_v, and substituting the lengthscale of the relativistic bubble R ∝ β^{−1} and integrating over the peak production frequency ω ∝ β we get E_{GW} E_{total}

= Ω_{GW} ∝ κ^2 ( H β )_2 . (23) recalling that H^2 ∝ ρ_v . This relation was first derived semi-analytically and checked numerically in references [15, 14]. In particular, the total energy in gravitational waves generated by thin-wall bubble collisions is well-fitted by the heuristic formula [16] E_{GW} E_{total}

≈ 0.07κ^2 ( H β )_2 ( α 1 + α

)_2 ( v^3 0.24 + v^3 ) (24)

where α is the ratio of vacuum energy to thermal energy before the phase transition occurs α = V_{TI} ρ_{rad}(T_c)

∼ 10^{15} , (25)

v is the wall velocity, and as discussed in Section 2.4 we expect v ≃ 1, and since the thermal energy is negligible we expect κ ≃ 1.

In order to assess the observability of this signal by a given detector we need the spectrum

Ω_{GW}(ω) ≡ dE_{GW}/E_{total} d ln ω . (26)

This spectrum has been numerically computed for transitions of the sort we are concerned with here [15, 16]. In particular, looking at Figure 7 of Ref. [16] with v = 1, the peak value for Ω_{GW} is

Ω_{GW}(ω ≈ β) = 0.03 ×

H^2 β^2 κ^2 α^2 (1 + α)^2

. (27)

In other words, the peak power is at a characteristic frequency ω = β. This is then rescaled by the subsequent cosmological expansion, so the frequency today is

f(t_0) =

H_c 2π ( β H_c ) ( a_c a_0 ) (28)

≃ 0.7 Hz ( β/H_c 1000 ) ( V^{1/4}_{TI} 10^6 GeV

)_{2/3} ( T_d 10^2 GeV

)_{1/3} ( V^{1/3}_{TI} a_c ρ^{1/3}_d a_d ) . (29)

The last factor is unity if the universe is dominated by non-relativistic flaton matter after thermal inflation, but bubble collisions and other preheating effects would be expected to heat up the flaton matter at least initially, making this factor greater than unity. However, these effects are very difficult to estimate so we assume the most conservative value of unity. Assuming a more favorable set of thermal inflation parameters for the remaining factors (β/H_c = 10^3, V^{1/4}_{TI} = 10^6 GeV, T_d = 10^2 GeV), the peak frequency today is about 0.7 Hz, well within the spectral range of future space-based gravitational wave detectors such as LISA [1] and BBO [2]. Similarly, we can map the power spectrum into its present day form

Ω_{GW}(f_{peak}, t_0) h^2 = Ω_{GW}(f_c, t_c) h^2 ( a_c a_0

)_4 ( H_c H_0

)_2 (30)

≃ 5 × 10^{−18} ( β/H_c 1000 )_{−2} ( V^{1/4}_{TI} 10^6 GeV )_{−4/3} ( T_d 10^2 GeV

)_{4/3} ( V^{1/3}_{TI} a_c ρ^{1/3}_d a_d

)_4 .(31)

With the same parameters as above, we find a peak gravitational wave power of Ω_{GW}(f) h^2 ∼ 5 × 10^{−18}, which is close to BBO’s design sensitivity, and well below that of LISA.

This amplitude is lower than the Ω_{GW}(f) h^2 ∼ 10^{−11} seen after preheating or some turbulent processes [5, 7, 6, 8, 9, 10, 54, 55]. The bubbles are initially small, since β/H_c ∼ 1000, which leads to a slight suppression of power, via Eq. (31). More importantly the period of flaton matter domination following bubble nucleation dilutes the power by a redshift factor of a_c/a_d ∼ 10^{−5}, relative to what would be seen if the universe became radiation dominated immediately after the bubble collisions. On the other hand, we have not considered gravitational waves sourced by turbulent mixing well after the bubble collisions, which is a potential source of additional power – especially as these gravitational waves would be less diluted by the flaton dominated epoch. Eq. (31) is thus a lower bound for the gravitational wave power. Further, much of the energy of the universe is contained in the walls, which are moving at relativistic speeds. This should help to make the initial preheating of the flaton very efficient, and the details of this will need to be carefully studied in order to determine the gravitational wave spectrum generated in the post-collision universe.

In addition, Caprini, Durrer and Servant [17] have recently given an elegant analytic discussion of gravitational wave production during bubble collisions. The amplitude and shape they obtain for the resulting spectrum is broadly similar to the numerical results of [16] (note that [17] assumes there is no matter-dominated phase after percolation), adding support to our estimate. They also note that bubble collisions can in fact be a sub-dominant source of gravitational waves following a phase transition, and a full analysis of this signal will require further study.

4. Forecasts for Observations

If a CMB B-mode is sourced by a primordial spectrum of gravitational waves, the properties of this signal do not depend strongly on the details post-inflationary physics, since the relevant modes are outside the horizon until after matter-radiation equality. Conversely, direct detection experiments are sensitive to modes with much smaller wavelengths, and their current amplitude can depend strongly on the expansion history of the post-inflationary universe [61, 62]. In particular, since gravitational waves scale like radiation with ρ_{GW} ∝ 1/a^4, any phase in which the universe is dominated by a component whose density scales away less rapidly than radiation will suppress the gravitational background on sub-horizon scales, as first discussed by [27]. Looking at the cosmological history implied by thermal inflation, we find three distinct epochs during which the short wavelength primordial gravitational wave background can be diluted: moduli matter domination, thermal inflation itself, and flaton domination after thermal inflation.

In Figure 3 we show the history of five representative modes. All modes reenter the horizon after the primary phase of inflation, with an amplitude determined by standard ln λ t ln a

-70 18 t_m t_bt^c t_d -22 -100 12 ? GUT INFLATION + RADIATION DOMINATION ?

? MODULAR INFLATION ?

H_m ∼ 10^2 to 10^3 GeV

MODULI DOMINATION

THERMAL INFLATION

V^{1/4}_{TI} ∼ 10^6 to 10^7 GeV

T_c ∼ 10^2 to 10^3 GeV

FLATON DOMINATION

T_d ∼ 1 to 10^2 GeV

RADIATION DOMINATION

Hubble radius

1 comoving modes

2345 peak gravitational wave generation

Figure 3. We illustrate the evolution of five representative gravitational wave modes (dotted lines) and the Hubble radius (solid line) in a universe with thermal inflation. Physical wavelength λ is plotted against the scale factor a. The axes are natural logarithm scales normalized so that the scale factor and the Hubble radius are unity at the end of thermal inflation. For β/H_c ∼ 10^3, the bubbles are about e^7 times smaller than the horizon. The violet patch indicates the times and scales at which bubble collisions generate gravitational waves. The wavelength of Mode 1 is large enough to keep it outside the horizon until well after thermal inflation, and it is thus unaffected by the turmoil within the horizon. Mode 2 enters the horizon during moduli matter domination, and its amplitude is diluted during this phase and during thermal inflation, but it freezes out when it re-exits the horizon. Mode 3 resembles Mode 2 except that it reenters the horizon during flaton matter domination, and is thus suppressed a second time. Mode 4 remains within the horizon during thermal inflation, and is this maximally suppressed. Conversely Mode 5 also remains within the horizon, but is short enough to be sourced by the bubble collisions.

inflationary perturbation theory [56], Ω^{inf}_{GW}(k) ∝ H^2_{inf} . During moduli matter domination a mode inside the horizon will be diluted by a factor of a^{−1}. As soon as thermal inflation kicks in the suppression factor is a^{−4}, dropping back to zero if the mode re-exits the horizon and re-freezes. Modes inside the horizon are further diluted by a factor of a^{−1} during the flaton dominated phase, but this extra suppression is largely academic, other than for modes which are sourced by the bubble collisions. A schematic plot of the final

Figure 4. The expected gravitational spectrum for a universe with a thermal inflationary phase, with projected sensitivities of future planned experiments. The black line shows the upper bound on the primordial gravitational wave spectrum from CMB data at the time of writing. For reasonable parameter values, thermal inflation leads to a suppression of the primordial signal for f > 10^{−6} Hz, rendering it invisible to direct detection experiments. The cyan line indicates the spectrum generated by bubble collisions at the end of thermal inflation, using the fiducial values of β/H ≈ 1000, V^{1/4}_{TI} ≈ 10^6 GeV and T_d ≈ 10^2 GeV. The magenta line is the expected GW spectrum from parameteric resonance [59, 60] after modular inflation [28, 29, 30]. It gets wiped out by thermal inflation.

spectrum is given in Figure 4. Note that the primordial gravitational wave spectrum is unsuppressed on long scales, so the constraint on the inflationary scale implied by the upper bound on the CMB B-mode is still valid [57].

For a fixed value of Ω_{GW}(f), gravitational waves are easier to detect at long wavelengths, as the required strain-sensitivity scales as f^3 [58]. Via Eq. (29), we see that the peak frequency scales as H^{1/3}c , and a lower thermal inflation scale leads to a redder peak, and thus a more detectable signal. Further, for fixed T_d, lowering the thermal inflation scale shortens the flaton dominated period, which, from Eq. (31), increases the present day amplitude by a factor H^{−2/3}c . On the other hand, if T_d is increased, the amplitude is boosted by a factor of T^{4/3}_d , while the peak frequency grows as T^{1/3}_d . Thus, low scale thermal inflation with a short period of flaton matter domination is the optimal prescription for generating an observable spectrum of gravitational waves during the bubble nucleation phase. In terms of the thermal inflation parameter space, this situation is equivalent to having a small value of ϕ_0.

For generic parameter values, this signal will peak at around frequencies of 1 Hz, as shown in Figure 4. This corresponds to a wavelength on the order of 10^5 km, which is characteristic of BBO or DECIGO style space-based proposals [63, 61]. Moreover, the strong spectral dependence of the bubble collision signal will differentiate it from that the featureless primordial spectrum.

5. Discussion

This analysis draws on a number of apparently disparate topics in theoretical cosmology. Firstly, it looks carefully at thermal inflation, considering both its expansion history and the properties of the bubbles created by the phase transition that marks its end. Historically, the primary motivation for considering thermal inflation is that it provides a natural solution to the moduli problem, which is endemic to supersymmetric models and arises from the production of a condensate of long-lived moduli particles which either disrupt nucleosynthesis as they decay or massively overclose the universe. Thermal inflation dilutes these unwanted particles to acceptable levels. However, we show that thermal inflation also dilutes the primordial gravitational wave background at small scales, rendering it effectively unobservable by direct detection experiments such as BBO, but preserving any signal that is present in the CMB B-mode. The detailed dependence of the BBO signal on the effective equation of state in the primordial universe has been discussed elsewhere (e.g. [61]) but the dilution factor implied by thermal inflation would effectively erase any primordial signal.

Conversely, thermal inflation ends via a first order phase transition, so the percolation of the resulting bubbles can generate a new background of gravitational waves. This spectrum is confined to a few decades in frequency – unlike the scalefree inflationary background – and is potentially detectable by BBO style experiments. While the detailed mechanism is different, this signal has much in common with the gravitational wave background that can be generated during preheating or parametric resonance [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. Further study will be needed to see if the characteristic spectra can be easily distinguished from one another.

The analysis here only considers the background generated by the bubble collisions themselves – a period of turbulent mixing after the bubble collisions would also source gravitational waves, and this signal has not yet been computed. It has the potential to significantly enhance the gravitational wave signal, since the bubble nucleation phase is followed by a period of flaton domination, mimicking a matter dominated universe, and diluting the background produced by colliding bubbles. If the turbulence lasts well into effective matter dominated phase, any gravitational waves sourced via the turbulent mixing will be less strongly diluted. Consequently, the spectrum computed here represents a lower bound on the total signal. Further, the background will be strongly inhomogenous on small scales due to the bubble collisions and other preheating mechanisms. It is unclear exactly how efficient this preheating is and so how much it changes the effective equation of state, hence the last factor in Eq. (31) which may be significant. Thus, the suppression factor could again be reduced, leading to a stronger gravitational wave signal in the present epoch. These questions will most likely be settled via direct numerical simulations, and we will tackle these projects in future work.

Acknowledgments

We thank Kenji Kadota for drawing our attention to an important error in an earlier draft of this paper. We would also like to thank Geraldine Servant for her comments on a draft of this paper. WIP thanks Tufts University and Yale University for hospitality, and Jose Blanco-Pillado for encouraging this collaboration. RE and JG are supported in part by the United States Department of Energy, grant DE-FG02-92ER-40704. WIP and EDS are supported in part by the Astrophysical Research Center for the Structure and Evolution of the Cosmos funded by the Korean Government (MOST) via the Korea Science and Engineering Foundation grant R01-2005-000-10404-0, the Korea Research Foundation grant KRF-2005-201-C00006 funded by the Korean Government (MOEHRD), and Brain Korea 21. EAL is supported by the Institute of Strings, Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics at Columbia University, and would like to thank the Kavli Institute of Theoretical Physics (China) for its hospitality where some of this work was done.

Appendix A. Thermal tunnelling of the flaton

The bubble nucleation rate is [45, 46, 47]

Γ ∼ T^4 exp [ − S_3(T ) T ] (A.1)

where S_3(T ) = S[ϕ_c(r), T ] − S[0, T ] (A.2) S[ϕ(r), T ] = 4π ∫_∞ 0 r^2dr [ 1 2 ( dϕ dr )_2 + V (ϕ, T ) ] (A.3)

is the energy of a nucleated bubble, and ϕ_c is the critical bubble (bounce solution) which minimizes the energy. ϕ_c satisfies d^2ϕ_c dr^2 + 2 r dϕ_c dr − ∂V ∂ϕ = 0 (A.4)

with boundary conditions dϕ_c dr (0) = 0 (A.5) ϕ_c(∞) = 0 (A.6) Before percolation, the fraction of the universe consumed by bubbles is [49] F (t) ≃ ∫_t −∞ dt^′ Γ(t^′) 4π 3 a(t)^3 (∫_t t^′ dt^{′′} a(t^{′′}) )_3 (A.7)

and the time of percolation, t_p, is given by F (t_p) = 1 (A.8)

During thermal inflation a(t) = e^{Hct} (A.9) where H_c is given by Eq. (17). Therefore Eq. (A.7) becomes F (t) = 4π 3 ∫_t −∞ dt^′ Γ(t^′) 1 H^3_c [ e^{Hc(t−t′)} − 1 ]_3 (A.10) Assuming^+ β H_c ≡ Γ̇ H_cΓ

≫ 1 (A.11) then Eq. (A.10) is dominated by bubbles nucleated at times t^′ well within a Hubble time of the final time H_c (t − t^′) ≪ 1 (A.12) and so F (t) ≃ 4π 3 ∫_t −∞ dt^′ Γ(t^′) (t − t^′)^3 (A.13) = 4π 3 ∫_∞ 0 ds s^3 Γ(t − s) (A.14) where s = t − t^′. Taylor expanding ln Γ about the time of dominant bubble nucleation t^′ = t_n gives Γ(t − s) = Γ(t_n) exp [− β(t_n) (s − t + t_n) + . . .] (A.15) where the higher order terms are small if ∗ |β̇| (t^′ − t_n)^2 ∼ |β̇| β^2

≪ 1 (A.16) Then Eq. (A.14) becomes F (t) = 4π 3 ∫_∞ 0 ds s^3 Γ(t_n) exp [− β(t_n) (s − t + t_n)] (A.17) = 4π 3 Γ(t_n) β(t_n)^4 e^{β(tn)(t−tn)} ∫_∞ 0 du u^3e^{−u} (A.18) where u = β(t_n) s. Therefore F (t) =

8π Γ(t_n) β(t_n)^4 e^{β(tn)(t−tn)} (A.19) with the dominant contribution coming from u = 3. Therefore the dominant bubbles at percolation are nucleated at t_n = t_p − 3 β(t_n)

(A.20)

+ See Appendix D for numerical estimates. ∗ Numerical estimates give |β̇|/β2 ∼ 10−2 to 10−3.

and their size at percolation is R = 3 β(t_n)

(A.21)

From Eqs. (A.8), (A.19) and (A.20), t_n is given by

Γ(t_n) = β(t_n)^4 8πe^3 (A.22)

Taking t_{c1} = t_n, reexpressing the time in terms of the temperature and using Eq. (A.1), we define the β parameter used in the body of the paper as β H_c ≡ Γ̇ HΓ | | | |_{Tc1} ≃ [ T d dT ( S_3 T )] T_{c1}

(A.23)

with T_{c1} determined by solving exp [ − S_3(T_{c1}) T_{c1} ] = 1 8πe^3 ( β H_c

)_4 (

H_c T_{c1}

)_4 (A.24)

Appendix B. Flaton finite temperature effective potential

Before the phase transition, the flaton ϕ is strongly coupled to the thermal bath and its finite temperature effective potential is given by V (ϕ, T ) = V^{(0)}(ϕ) + V^{(1)}_T (ϕ, T ) (B.1)

V^{(0)}(ϕ) = V_{TI} − 1 2 m^2_ϕϕ^2 + . . . (B.2)

V^{(1)}_T (ϕ, T ) = T^4 ∑ p g_pJ_p ( m^2_p(ϕ, T ) T^2 ) (B.3)

where the sum is over all the particles in the thermal bath, g_p is the number of degrees of freedom of the pth particle, J_p = J_± for bosons and fermions respectively, and [50]

J_±(y^2) = ± 1 2π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dxx^2 ln ( 1 ∓ e^− √_{x2+y2} ) (B.4)

The thermal effective mass-squareds of the non-MSSM quark superfields (which dominate the flaton’s couplings to the thermal bath - see Appendix C) are [51, 52] m^2_p(ϕ, T ) ≃ { m^2_ψ +^1_2 λ^2ϕ^2 +

(_1 4 λ^2 +^2_3 g^2 ) T^2 for bosons 1 2 λ^2ϕ^2 +^1_6 g^2T^2 for fermions

(B.5)

where we assume the boson masses m_ψ ∼ m_s and the fermion masses are negligible.

Appendix C. Flaton couplings to the thermal bath

The flaton must have unsuppressed interactions with the thermal bath in order to be held at the origin during thermal inflation. It is a gauge singlet so the interactions should be Yukawa couplings in the superpotential ∑ i λ_iΦΨ_iΨ̄_i (C.1)

where Φ is the flaton superfield. After thermal inflation, once the flaton has reached its vacuum value ϕ = ϕ_0, the superfields Ψ_i and Ψ̄_i acquire masses

M_{Ψi} = λ_iϕ_0 √ 2 ∼ 10^{10} to 10^{12} GeV (C.2)

and so are not part of the MSSM.

The Ψ_i and Ψ̄_i should form complete representations of SU(5) in order to preserve gauge coupling unification, and the size of the representations should be limited to at most two 10’s and two 10’s in order to preserve perturbative gauge coupling unification [53]. The Ψ_i and Ψ̄_i affect the renormalisation of the gauge couplings and their masses are proportional to ϕ, therefore the gauge couplings will acquire a logarithmic dependence on ϕ. In particular, the strong gauge coupling during thermal inflation, g_3(0), is related to the strong gauge coupling in the vacuum, g_3(ϕ_0) ≃ 1.2, by 1 g^2_3(0) = 1 g^2_3 (ϕ_0) + n_q 16π^2 ln ( ϕ^2_0 + m^2_s m^2_s ) (C.3)

where 3n_q is the number of colored superfields in Ψ. For example, n_q = 1 for Ψ = 5 and n_q = 3 for Ψ = 10.

At least some of the Yukawa couplings λ_i should be strong enough to drive the flaton’s mass-squared negative at low energies. The renormalisation of the Yukawa couplings is given by dλ_i d ln Λ = λ_i 16π^2 [ 3λ^2_i + ∑ j≠i λ^2_j − 4 ∑ a C_a(R_i) g^2_a ] (C.4)

where C_a(R_i) is the quadratic Casimir invariant for the superfield i in representation R_i, for example C_a = 4/3 for a superfield in a 3 of SU(3). Therefore the quark superfields will have the largest Yukawa couplings. However, quarks in different multiplets could have different Yukawa couplings, so the number of quarks with strong Yukawa couplings n_λ could be less than the total number of quarks n_q. Strong quark Yukawa couplings will be pulled close to their renormalization group infrared fixed point

(3n_λ + 2) λ^2_{FP} = 16 3 g^2_3 (0) (C.5)

where 3n_λ is the number of colored superfields with strong Yukawa couplings and λ_{FP} is the infrared fixed point of their Yukawa coupling. Therefore, from Eq. (C.3),

λ_{FP} =

4 g_3(ϕ_0) √ (9n_λ + 6) [ 1 +^{nq}_{16π2} g^2_3 (ϕ_0) ln

(_{ϕ20+m2s}

m^2_s

)] (C.6)

Thus the strongest Yukawa couplings can be estimated and these will be the couplings that dominate the coupling of the flaton to the thermal bath. Values of λ_{FP} for the plausible choices of representations are shown in Table C1.

Ψ 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 2 × 10 n_q 1 2 3 4 6 g_3(0) 1.05 0.94 0.85 0.79 0.69 Ψ_{eff} 5 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 10 2 × 10 n_λ 1 1 2 3 4 3 6 λ_{FP} 1.09 0.97 0.77 0.59 0.49 0.48 0.36

Table C1. The infrared fixed point Yukawa couplings, λ_{FP}, for ϕ_0 = 10^{11} GeV and m_s = 10^3 GeV. Ψ_{eff} are the representations with strong Yukawa couplings.

In the case of the baryogenesis scenario of Ref. [25], the Affleck-Dine field LH_u has an expectation value l_0 ∼ 10^9 GeV at the end of thermal inflation, temporarily giving a large mass to some of the MSSM superfields. Eq. (C.3) then becomes 1 g^2_3(0, l_0) = 1 g^2_3 (ϕ_0, 0) + 1 16π^2 [ n_q ln ( ϕ^2_0 + m^2_s m^2_s ) − ∑ q=u,c,t ln ( λ^2_ql^2_0 + m^2_s m^2_s )] (C.7)

with λ_u ∼ 10^{−5}, λ_c ∼ 10^{−2} and λ_t ∼ 1, and Table C1 is replaced by Table C2.

Ψ 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 2 × 10 n_q 1 2 3 4 6 g_3(0) 1.31 1.11 0.98 0.88 0.76 Ψ_{eff} 5 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 10 2 × 10 n_λ 1 1 2 3 4 3 6 λ_{FP} 1.35 1.14 0.90 0.68 0.54 0.53 0.39

Table C2. The infrared fixed point Yukawa couplings, λ_{FP}, for ϕ_0 = 10^{11} GeV, m_s = 10^3 GeV and l_0 = 10^9 GeV in the case of the baryogenesis scenario of Ref. [25].

Appendix D. Estimation of β/H_c

We obtained the estimates for β/H_c given in Table D1 by numerically integrating Eq. (A.4) and solving Eq. (A.23) for T_{c1}, using the finite temperature effective potential given in Appendix B with the gauge couplings g = g_3(0) and Yukawa couplings λ = λ_{FP} given in Table C1.

In the case of the baryogenesis scenario of Ref. [25], using Table C2, Table D1 is replaced by Table D2.

Thermal Inflation and the Gravitational Wave Background 20

Ψ 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 2 × 10 Ψ_{eff} 5 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 10 2 × 10 0.5 900 1100 1600 3100 5600 6100 16000 m_ψ m_ϕ 1 1000 1300 1900 3800 7800 8300 23000 2 1200 1600 2600 5700 12000 14000 39000

Table D1. Estimates of β/H_c for H_c/T_{c1} = 10^{−8}. m_ψ is the Ψ boson mass and we set the Ψ fermion mass equal to zero.

Ψ 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 2 × 10 Ψ_{eff} 5 5 2 × 5 10 5 + 10 10 2 × 10 0.5 600 800 1100 2000 3700 4500 11000 m_ψ m_ϕ 1 700 900 1300 2500 4800 5900 17000 2 800 1100 1600 3400 7100 9100 26000

Table D2. Estimates of β/H_c in the case of the baryogenesis scenario of Ref. [25].

References

[1] http://lisa.nasa.gov/ [2] http://universe.nasa.gov/program/vision.html [3] S. Kawamura et al., Class. Quant. Grav. 23, S125 (2006). [4] S. Weinberg Gravitation and Cosmology John Wiley and Sons. (1972) [5] J. Garcia-Bellido, D. G. Figueroa and A. Sastre, arXiv:0707.0839 [hep-ph]. [6] R. Easther and E. A. Lim, JCAP 0604, 010 (2006) [arXiv:astro-ph/0601617]. [7] R. Easther, J. T. . Giblin and E. A. Lim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 221301 (2007) [arXiv:astroph/0612294].

[8] S. Y. Khlebnikov and I. I. Tkachev, Phys. Rev. D 56, 653 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9701423]. [9] J. F. Dufaux, A. Bergman, G. N. Felder, L. Kofman and J. P. Uzan, arXiv:0707.0875 [astro-ph]. [10] J. Garcia-Bellido and D. G. Figueroa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 061302 (2007) [arXiv:astro-ph/0701014]. [11] R. Easther, J. T. . Giblin and E. A. Lim, arXiv:0712.2991 [astro-ph]. [12] A. Kosowsky, M. S. Turner and R. Watkins, Phys. Rev. D 45, 4514 (1992). [13] M. S. Turner, E. J. Weinberg and L. M. Widrow, Phys. Rev. D 46, 2384 (1992). [14] A. Kosowsky, M. S. Turner and R. Watkins, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2026 (1992). [15] A. Kosowsky and M. S. Turner, Phys. Rev. D 47, 4372 (1993) [arXiv:astro-ph/9211004]. [16] M. Kamionkowski, A. Kosowsky and M. S. Turner, Phys. Rev. D 49, 2837 (1994) [arXiv:astroph/9310044].

[17] C. Caprini, R. Durrer and G. Servant, arXiv:0711.2593 [astro-ph]. [18] D. H. Lyth and E. D. Stewart, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 201 (1995) [arXiv:hep-ph/9502417]. [19] D. H. Lyth and E. D. Stewart, Phys. Rev. D 53, 1784 (1996) [arXiv:hep-ph/9510204]. [20] G. D. Coughlan, W. Fischler, E. W. Kolb, S. Raby and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 131, 59 (1983). [21] T. Banks, D. B. Kaplan and A. E. Nelson, Phys. Rev. D 49, 779 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9308292]. [22] B. de Carlos, J. A. Casas, F. Quevedo and E. Roulet, Phys. Lett. B 318, 447 (1993) [arXiv:hepph/9308325].

[23] M. Y. Khlopov and A. D. Linde, Phys. Lett. B 138, 265 (1984). [24] J. R. Ellis, J. E. Kim and D. V. Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett. B 145, 181 (1984). [25] D. h. Jeong, K. Kadota, W. I. Park and E. D. Stewart, JHEP 0411, 046 (2004) [arXiv:hepph/0406136].

[26] G. N. Felder, H. Kim, W. I. Park and E. D. Stewart, JCAP 0706, 005 (2007) [arXiv:hep-

Thermal Inflation and the Gravitational Wave Background 21

ph/0703275].

[27] L. E. Mendes and A. R. Liddle, Phys. Rev. D 60, 063508 (1999) [arXiv:gr-qc/9811040]. [28] L. Randall, M. Soljacic and A. H. Guth, Nucl. Phys. B 472, 377 (1996) [arXiv:hep-ph/9512439]. [29] K. Kadota and E. D. Stewart, JHEP 0307, 013 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0304127]. [30] K. Kadota and E. D. Stewart, JHEP 0312, 008 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0311240]. [31] B. Allen, arXiv:gr-qc/9604033.

[32] K. Yamamoto, Phys. Lett. B 161, 289 (1985). [33] K. Yamamoto, Phys. Lett. B 168, 341 (1986).

[34] K. Enqvist, D. V. Nanopoulos and M. Quiros, Phys. Lett. B 169, 343 (1986). [35] O. Bertolami and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 183, 163 (1987).

[36] J. R. Ellis, K. Enqvist, D. V. Nanopoulos and K. A. Olive, Phys. Lett. B 188, 415 (1987). [37] J. R. Ellis, K. Enqvist, D. V. Nanopoulos and K. A. Olive, Phys. Lett. B 225, 313 (1989). [38] L. Randall and S. D. Thomas, Nucl. Phys. B 449, 229 (1995) [arXiv:hep-ph/9407248]. [39] E. D. Stewart, M. Kawasaki and T. Yanagida, Phys. Rev. D 54, 6032 (1996) [arXiv:hepph/9603324].

[40] M. Kawasaki and K. Nakayama, Phys. Rev. D 74, 123508 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0608335]. [41] G. Lazarides, C. Panagiotakopoulos and Q. Shafi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 557 (1986). [42] K. Yamamoto, Phys. Lett. B 194, 390 (1987).

[43] R. N. Mohapatra and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 186, 303 (1987). [44] G. Lazarides, C. Panagiotakopoulos and Q. Shafi, Nucl. Phys. B 307, 937 (1988). [45] A. D. Linde, Phys. Lett. B 100, 37 (1981).

[46] A. D. Linde, Nucl. Phys. B 216, 421 (1983) [Erratum-ibid. B 223, 544 (1983)]. [47] A. D. Linde, arXiv:hep-th/0503203. [48] P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 25, 2074 (1982). [49] C. J. Hogan, Phys. Lett. B 133, 172 (1983). [50] L. Dolan and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 9, 3320 (1974).

[51] D. Comelli and J. R. Espinosa, Phys. Rev. D 55, 6253 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9606438]. [52] J. F. Donoghue and B. R. Holstein, Phys. Rev. D 28, 340 (1983) [Erratum-ibid. D 29, 3004 (1984)]. [53] D. E. Morrissey and J. D. Wells, Phys. Rev. D 74, 015008 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0512019]. [54] C. Grojean and G. Servant, Phys. Rev. D 75, 043507 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0607107]. [55] L. Randall and G. Servant, JHEP 0705, 054 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0607158]. [56] V. F. Mukhanov, H. A. Feldman and R. H. Brandenberger, Phys. Rept. 215, 203 (1992). [57] D. N. Spergel et al. [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 170, 377 (2007) [arXiv:astroph/0603449].

[58] M. Maggiore, arXiv:gr-qc/0008027.

[59] F. Finelli and R. H. Brandenberger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 1362 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9809490]. [60] L. Kofman, A. D. Linde and A. A. Starobinsky, Phys. Rev. D 56, 3258 (1997) [arXiv:hepph/9704452].

[61] L. A. Boyle and P. J. Steinhardt, arXiv:astro-ph/0512014. [62] L. A. Boyle and A. Buonanno, arXiv:0708.2279 [astro-ph].

[63] N. Seto, S. Kawamura and T. Nakamura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 221103 (2001) [arXiv:astroph/0108011].