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Metastable EW Vacuum
Near-criticality of the Standard Model?
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Figure 2: Upper: RG evolution of � (left) and of �� (right) varying Mt, ↵3(MZ), Mh by
±3�. Lower: Same as above, with more “physical” normalisations. The Higgs quartic coupling
is compared with the top Yukawa and weak gauge coupling through the ratios sign(�)

p
4|�|/yt

and sign(�)
p

8|�|/g2, which correspond to the ratios of running masses mh/mt and mh/mW ,
respectively (left). The Higgs quartic �-function is shown in units of its top contribution, ��(top
contribution) = �3y4t /8⇡

2 (right). The grey shadings cover values of the RG scale above the
Planck mass MPl ⇡ 1.2⇥ 1019 GeV, and above the reduced Planck mass M̄Pl = MPl/

p
8⇡.
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Figure 3: Left: SM phase diagram in terms of Higgs and top pole masses. The plane is
divided into regions of absolute stability, meta-stability, instability of the SM vacuum, and non-
perturbativity of the Higgs quartic coupling. The top Yukawa coupling becomes non-perturbative
for Mt > 230 GeV. The dotted contour-lines show the instability scale ⇤I in GeV assuming
↵3(MZ) = 0.1184. Right: Zoom in the region of the preferred experimental range of Mh and Mt

(the grey areas denote the allowed region at 1, 2, and 3�). The three boundary lines correspond
to 1-� variations of ↵3(MZ) = 0.1184±0.0007, and the grading of the colours indicates the size
of the theoretical error.

The quantity �e↵ can be extracted from the e↵ective potential at two loops [112] and is explicitly
given in appendix C.

4.3 The SM phase diagram in terms of Higgs and top masses

The two most important parameters that determine the various EW phases of the SM are the
Higgs and top-quark masses. In fig. 3 we update the phase diagram given in ref. [4] with our
improved calculation of the evolution of the Higgs quartic coupling. The regions of stability,
metastability, and instability of the EW vacuum are shown both for a broad range of Mh and
Mt, and after zooming into the region corresponding to the measured values. The uncertainty
from ↵3 and from theoretical errors are indicated by the dashed lines and the colour shading
along the borders. Also shown are contour lines of the instability scale ⇤I .

As previously noticed in ref. [4], the measured values of Mh and Mt appear to be rather
special, in the sense that they place the SM vacuum in a near-critical condition, at the border
between stability and metastability. In the neighbourhood of the measured values of Mh and
Mt, the stability condition is well approximated by

Mh > 129.6GeV + 2.0(Mt � 173.34GeV)� 0.5GeV
↵3(MZ)� 0.1184

0.0007
± 0.3GeV . (64)

The quoted uncertainty comes only from higher order perturbative corrections. Other non-
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All these observations approximately carry over to ~Mcri
t

and ~Mcri
H .

Apart from the issue of gauge dependence, our analysis
differs from that of Refs. [10,11] in the following respects.
In Refs. [10,11], the OðααsÞ term in δαsðμÞ [13] and the
Oðα4sÞ terms in δαsðμÞ [17] and δqðμÞ [18] were not
included; μthr was affected by the MMC

t variation, which
explains the sign difference in the corresponding shift in
Mcri

H ; and the scale uncertainties were found to be approx-
imately half as large as here for reasons unknown to us.
In Fig. 1, the RG evolution flow from μthr to μcri and

beyond is shown in the ðλ; βλÞ plane. The propagation with
μ of the 1σ and 3σ confidence ellipses with respect toMMC

t
and MH tells us that the second condition in Eq. (2) is
almost automatic, the ellipses for μ ¼ 1018 GeV being
approximately degenerated to horizontal lines. For default
input values, λðμÞ crosses zero at μ ¼ 1.55 × 1010 GeV.
The contour of Mcri

t approximately coincides with the right
envelope of the 2σ ellipses, while the one of Mcri

H , which
relies onMMC

t , is driven outside the 3σ band as μ runs from
μcriH to μthr.
Our upgraded and updated version of the familiar phase

diagram [10,11,20,24] is presented in Fig. 2. Besides the
boundary of the stable phase defined by Eq. (2), on which
the critical points with Mcri

t and Mcri
H are located, we also

show contours of λðμ0Þ ¼ 0 and βλðμ0Þ ¼ 0. The demar-
cation line between the metastable phase and the instable
one, in which the lifetime of our vacuum is shorter than the

age of the Universe, is evaluated as in Ref. [20] and
represents the only gauge-dependent detail in Fig. 2. The
customary confidence ellipses with respect to MMC

t and
MH, which are included Fig. 2 for reference, have to be
taken with caution because they misleadingly suggest that
the tree-level mass parameter MMC

t and its error [2]
identically carry over to Mt, which is actually the real
part of the complex pole position upon mass renormaliza-
tion in the on-shell scheme [25]. In view of the resonance
property, a shift of order Γt ¼ 2.00 GeV [2] would be
plausible, which should serve as a useful error estimate for
the time being.
In conclusion, we performed a high-precision analysis of

the vacuum stability in the SM incorporating full two-loop
threshold corrections [5,12–14], three-loop beta functions
[6], and Oðα4sÞ corrections to the matching and running of
gs [7,17] and yq [8,18], and adopting two gauge-indepen-
dent approaches, one based on the criticality criterion (2)
for λðμÞ [5] and one on a reorganization of VeffðHÞ so that
its minimum is gauge independent order by order [20]. For
the Mt upper bound we thus obtained Mcri

t ¼ ð171.44$
0.30þ0.17

−0.36Þ GeV and ~Mcri
t ¼ ð171.64$ 0.30þ0.17

−0.36Þ GeV,
respectively, where the first errors are experimental, due
the 1σ variations in the input parameters [2], and the second
ones are theoretical, due to the scale and truncation
uncertainties. In want of more specific information, we
assume the individual error sources to be independent and

FIG. 1 (color online). RG evolution of λðμÞ from μthr to μcri and
beyond in the ðλ; βλÞ plane for default input values and matching
scale (red solid line), effects of 1σ (brown solid lines) and 3σ
(blue solid lines) variation in MMC

t , theoretical uncertainty due to
the variation of ξ from 1=2 to 2 (upper and lower black dashed
lines with asterisks in the insets), and results for Mcri

t (green
dashed line) and Mcri

H (purple dashed line). The 1σ (brown
ellipses) and 3σ (blue ellipses) contours due to the errors in
MMC

t andMH are indicated for selected values of μ. The insets in
the upper right and lower left corners refer to μ ¼ MMC

t and
μ ¼ 1.55 × 1010 GeV, respectively.

FIG. 2 (color online). Phase diagram of vacuum stability (light-
green shaded area), metastability, and instability (pink shaded
area) in the ðMH;MtÞ plane, contours of λðμ0Þ ¼ 0 for selected
values of μ0 (purple dotted lines), contours of βλðμ0Þ ¼ 0 for
selected values of μ0 (solid parabolalike lines) with uncertainties
due to 1σ error in αð5Þs ðMZÞ (dashed and dot-dashed lines), critical
line of Eq. (2) (solid green line) with uncertainty due to 1σ error
in αð5Þs ðMZÞ (orange shaded band), and critical points with Mcri

t
(lower red bullet) and Mcri

H (right red bullet). The present world
average of ðMMC

t ; MHÞ (upper left red bullet) and its 1σ (purple
ellipse), 2σ (brown ellipse), and 3σ (blue ellipse) contours are
marked for reference.
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[Bednyakov+, PRL115(2015)201802]

• λ < 0 at ~ 1010 GeV for the center value of Mt.

[Buttazzo+, JHEP12(2013)089]

๏v.s. Cosmology; Stability against cosmological evolution

• v.s. New Physics; modify the effective potential.

Mh GeV

Mt GeV

µGeV

- High scale inflation v.s. Metastable electroweak vacuum

[Many works…]
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Chaotic Inflation
Large Hubble parameter during inflation: Hinf ~ 1013-14 GeV.
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• Smoking gun signature: large tensor to scalar ratio:

Planck Collaboration: Constraints on inflation 55

Fig. 54. Marginalized joint 68 % and 95 % CL regions for ns and r0.002 from Planck alone and in combination with its cross-
correlation with BICEP2/Keck Array and/or BAO data compared with the theoretical predictions of selected inflationary models.

further improving on the upper limits obtained from the different
data combinations presented in Sect. 5.

By directly constraining the tensor mode, the BKP likeli-
hood removes degeneracies between the tensor-to-scalar ratio
and other parameters. Adding tensors and running, we obtain

r0.002 < 0.10 (95 % CL, Planck TT+lowP+BKP) , (168)

which constitutes almost a 50 % improvement over the Planck
TT+lowP constraint quoted in Eq. (28). These limits on tensor
modes are more robust than the limits using the shape of the
CTT
` spectrum alone owing to the fact that scalar perturbations

cannot generate B modes irrespective of the shape of the scalar
spectrum.

13.1. Implications of BKP on selected inflationary models

Using the BKP likelihood further strengthens the constraints
on the inflationary parameters and models discussed in Sect. 6,
as seen in Fig. 54. If we set ✏3 = 0, the first slow-roll pa-
rameter is constrained to ✏1 < 0.0055 at 95 % CL by Planck
TT+lowP+BKP. With the same data combination, concave po-
tentials are preferred over convex potentials with log B = 3.8,
which improves on log B = 2 obtained from the Planck data
alone.

Combining with the BKP likelihood strengthens the con-
straints on the selected inflationary models studied in Sect. 6.
Using the same methodology as in Sect. 6 and adding the BKP
likelihood gives a Bayes factor preferring R2 over chaotic in-
flation with monomial quadratic potential and natural inflation
by odds of 403:1 and 270:1, respectively, under the assumption
of a dust equation of state during the entropy generation stage.
The combination with the BKP likelihood further penalizes the
double-well model compared to R2 inflation. However, adding

Table 17. Results of inflationary model comparison using the
cross-correlation between BICEP2/Keck Array and Planck. This
table is the analogue to Table 6, which did not use the BKP like-
lihood.

Inflationary Model ln B0X

wint = 0 wint , 0

R + R2/6M2 . . . +0.3
n = 2 �6.0 �5.6
Natural �5.6 �5.0
Hilltop (p = 2) �0.7 �0.4
Hilltop (p = 4) �0.6 �0.9
Double well �4.3 �4.2
Brane inflation (p = 2) +0.2 0.0
Brane inflation (p = 4) +0.1 �0.1
Exponential inflation �0.1 0.0
SB SUSY �1.8 �1.5
Supersymmetric ↵-model �1.1 +0.1
Superconformal (m = 1) �1.9 �1.4

BKP reduces the Bayes factor of the hilltop models compared
to R2, because these models can predict a value of the tensor-to-
scalar ratio that better fits the statistically insignificant peak at
r ⇡ 0.05. See Table 17 for the Bayes factors of other inflationary
models with the same two cases of post-inflationary evolution
studied in Sect. 6.

13.2. Implications of BKP on scalar power spectrum

The presence of tensors would, at least to some degree, require
an enhanced suppression of the scalar power spectrum on large
scales to account for the low-` deficit in the CTT

` spectrum. We
therefore repeat the analysis of an exponential cut-off studied
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FIG. 7. Constraints in the r vs. ns plane when using Planck
plus additional data, and when also adding BICEP2/Keck
data through the end of the 2014 season including new 95 GHz
maps—the constraint on r tightens from r0.05 < 0.12 to
r0.05 < 0.07. This figure is adapted from Fig. 21 of Ref. [2]—
see there for further details.

also thank the Planck and WMAP teams for the use of
their data.
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Metastability v.s. Cosmology
Thermal History of Universe
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Time
Inflation Radiation 

dominated
Inflaton oscillation 

dominated

Non-thermal equil. Thermal equil.

Preheating Reheating

• Vacuum decay (in finite temp.)

h

V (h)

h

V (h)

• Vacuum decay during 
inflation

• Vacuum decay during 
preheating?

?

- Long enough life time even at T ~ 1018GeV 
for the center value of the top quark mass.

[e.g. Espinosa, Giudice, Riotto, JCAP05(2008)002;
Rose, Marzo, Urbano, 1507.06912]

[Hawking, Moss, PLB110(1982);
Starobinsky, Yokoyama, PRD50(1994)] Our Work!
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During Inflation
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Higgs-Inflaton Coupling
Light fields, m ≪ Hinf, acquire fluctuations during inflation.
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• Stochastic fluctuation v.s. Potential force

h

V (h)

h
max

Vacuum decay

[Hawking, Moss, PLB110(1982); Starobinsky, Yokoyama, PRD50(1994)]

- To avoid the vacuum decay

H
inf

Æ 10

9

GeV

Å
h

max

10

10

GeV

ãTension w/ High scale inflation

✦Observed patches ~exp(3N) should not exhibit the vacuum decay.
➡ One order of magnitude severer bound is obtained. [e.g. Espinosa+, JHEP09(2015)174]

Heavy fields fluctuations, m ≫ Hinf, are suppressed.
๏Higgs-inflaton coupling can save the EW vacuum!

- Quartic coupling

- Curvature coupling

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

m2
H;h = c2�2

inf

m2
H;h = 12⇠H2

inf

during inflation

h

V (h)

h
max

Vacuum decay

mH;h

H2
inf

Stabilized if

¶
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Outlook during Inflation
High scale inflation v.s. Metastable EW vacuum
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�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

c�inf

⇠
⇠ 0.2

⇠ Hinf

Unstable during 
inflation

[(e.g.) Espinosa, Giudice, Riotto, JCAP05(2008)002]

[(e.g.) Lebedev, Westphal, PLB719(2013)]

Stable during 
inflation

• Small Higgs-inflaton coupling can save the EW vacuum

- Quartic coupling

- Curvature coupling

๏Lower bound on the couplings from mH;h > 3Hinf/2

- Quartic coupling - Curvature coupling

⇠¶ 3
16
⇠ 0.2c ¶ 3Hinf

2�inf
⇠ 3⇥ 10�6
⇣ m�

1013 GeV

⌘
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During Preheating

Based on 1602.00483.
In collaboration with Y.Ema and K.Nakayama.

Related works:
[Herranen et al., PRL115(2015)241301; Kohri, Mastui]
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Parametric Resonance

10

๏Non-adiabatic change of the effective mass → Large Higgs fluctuations

Non perturbative Higgs production

�����
!̇k;h

!2
k;h

�����> 1

inflaton oscillation

!
k;

h
(t
)

• Inflaton oscillation → Higgs mass oscillation → Higgs production

m�
�

depends on 
inflation 
models

�ini

�(t)' �(t) cos

�
m� t
�

�(t) =
�ini

a3/2(t)

- Quartic coupling :  c2φ2h2/2

- Curvature coupling :  ξRh2/2

‣ “Ordinary” resonance:

‣ “Tachyonic” resonance:
where

m2

H;h(t)'
c2�2(t)

2

⇥
cos

�
2m� t
�
+ 1

⇤

m2

H;h(t)'
⇠m2

��
2(t)

2M2

pl

⇥
3 cos

�
2m� t
�
+ 1

⇤

q(t)⇠ ⇠�2(t)/M2
pl

!2
k;h(t) = m2

H;h(t) + k2

q(t)⇠ c2�2(t)/m2
�

[Kofman, Linde, Starobinsky]

[Bassett, Liberati]

q(t)> 1
Condition for explosive Higgs Production
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 Resonance is Inevitable
Higgs production via Parametric Resonance:

11

• Parametric resonance is almost inevitable!

⇠ Hinf

Unstable during 
inflation

Parametric 
Resonance

c�ini

c�ini ¶ Hinf

- Required coupling

- Condition for resonance

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

• Tachyonic resonance is almost inevitable!

- Required coupling

- Condition for resonance ⇠
⇠ 0.2

Unstable during 
inflation⇠¶ 0.2

Tachyonic 
Resonance

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2Higgs production via Tachyonic Resonance:

q(tini)> 1! ⇠¶ M2
pl/�

2
ini

q(tini)> 1! c�ini ¶ m�
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Vacuum decay via Resonance

12

• Tachyonic effective mass < Inflaton induced mass.

Vacuum decay during resonance: 1 < q(t)∝Φ2(t)

• Upper bounds on Higgs-inflaton coupling.

⇠ Hinf

Unstable during 
inflation

Stable?

c�ini⇠ 10Hinf

Unstable during 
preheating

⇠
⇠ 0.2 ⇠ 10

-  

-  

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

⇠Æ 10⇥
ï

1
µcrv

ò2 ñp2Mpl

�ini

ô2
c Æ 10�4 ⇥


0.1
µqtc

�h m�
1013 GeV

i
;

|�m2
self;h|⌘ 3|�|
⌦
h2
↵
/ |�|p2

⇤

(
e2µqrtm� t

eµcrv

p
⇠
�ini
Mpl

m2

H;h =

8
<
:

c2�2(t)
2

⇥
cos(2m� t) + 1

⇤

⇠m2

��
2(t)

2M2

pl

⇥
3 cos(2m� t) + 1

⇤v.s.
e2µqtcm� t
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- Stable: c = 1 × 10-4 - Unstable: c = 2 × 10-4

Resonance is over: 
p* < mΦ

Resonance is over: 
p* < mΦ

Vacuum decay via Parametric Resonance: �Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

• To check                                         , we performed a classical lattice simulation.

Numerical Simulation
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- Stable: ξ = 10 - Unstable: ξ = 20

Resonance is over: 
p* < mΦ

Resonance is over: 
p* < mΦ

• To check                                      , we performed a classical lattice simulation.

Vacuum decay via Tachyonic Resonance: �Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

Numerical Simulation
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Summary
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Depend on reheating/thermalization in        . 

Higgs-inflaton coupling may destabilize it at the preheating. 

We have obtained upper bounds on Higgs-inflaton couplings.

Summary

⇠ Hinf

Unstable during 
inflation

Stable?

c�ini⇠ 10Hinf

Unstable during 
preheating

⇠
⇠ 0.2 ⇠ 10

-  

-  

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

It is not easy to reheat the universe “adiabatically”.

• Towards precise bounds → Full inclusion of EW gauges on the lattice.

• Bounds could be severer if you look at all the observable patches ~ e3N.
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What we have discussed

Simple Scenario

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation 

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

Chaotic MD RD
Time

V (�)

�

• Resonance is almost inevitable.

⇠ Mpl

q ⇠
⇠�2

ini

M2
pl

¶ 1
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Simple Scenario

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation + New inflation 

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- New inflation: avoid the resonance + provide the dominant component of DM as PBHs

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

Chaotic New MD RD
Time

h'i ⌧ Mpl

• Resonance does not take place.

• Higgs is stabilized at its origin 
during the new inflation.

Simple scenario consistent with the metastability

[Kawasaki, KM, Yanagida; 1605.04974]

N ⇠
Ç

v2

8g✏2M2
pl

å1/3
⇠ O (10) ✏⇠ v2

M2
pl

for

'

v4
v ⇠ 1016 GeV

V (') =

Ç
v2 � g

'4

M2
pl

å2
� v4 '

2

2M2
pl

� "v4 '

Mpl

q ⇠ ⇠ h'i
2

M2
pl

Ó 1
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Simple Scenario

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation + New inflation 

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- New inflation: avoid the resonance + provide the dominant component of DM as PBHs

Chaotic New MD RD
Time

P⇣(k)

k
10�9

10�2

⇠ 1Mpc�1

PBH formationPlanck

P⇣ ⇠
Ç

1
2
p

3⇡
v2

✏M2
pl

å2 Kepler

Hawking

Star Formation

Femtolensing

MACHO/EROS

FIRAS

WMAP3

NS in GCs

ΩPBH/Ωc

Simple scenario consistent with the metastability

[Kawasaki, KM, Yanagida; 1605.04974]

k ⇠ 1011Mpc�1
Å

MPBH

1024 g

ã�1/2

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

⌦PBH,tot = ⌦c
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Higgs-inflaton coupling may destabilize it at the preheating. 

We have obtained upper bounds on Higgs-inflaton couplings.

Summary

⇠ Hinf

Unstable during 
inflation

Stable?

c�ini⇠ 10Hinf

Unstable during 
preheating

⇠
⇠ 0.2 ⇠ 10

-  

-  

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2

c2�2h2

�Lint(�, h) =
1
2
⇠Rh2

It is not easy to reheat the universe “adiabatically”.

• Bounds could be severer if you look at all the observable patches ~ e3N.

• Towards precise bounds → Full inclusion of EW gauges.

• See however1605.04974 (and also 1605.07342.)

Depend on reheating/thermalization in        . 
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Back up
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Simple Scenario

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation + New inflation 

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- New inflation: avoid the resonance + provide the dominant component of DM as PBHs

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

Chaotic New MD RD
Time

h'i ⌧ Mpl

• Resonance does not take place.

• Higgs is stabilized at its origin 
during the new inflation.

Simple scenario consistent with the metastability

[Kawasaki, KM, Yanagida; 1605.04974]

N ⇠
Ç

v2

8g✏2M2
pl

å1/3
⇠ O (10) ✏⇠ v2

M2
pl

for

[Izawa, Kawasaki, Yanagida]v ⇠ 1016 GeV

V (') =

Ç
v2 � g

'4

M2
pl

å2
� v4 '

2

2M2
pl

� "v4 '

Mpl

q ⇠ ⇠ h'i
2

M2
pl

Ó 1
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Simple Scenario

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation + New inflation 

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- New inflation: avoid the resonance + provide the dominant component of DM as PBHs

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

Chaotic New MD RD
Time

h'i ⌧ Mpl

• Resonance does not take place.

• Higgs is stabilized at its origin 
during the new inflation.

Simple scenario consistent with the metastability

[Kawasaki, KM, Yanagida; 1605.04974]
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Simple Scenario

- Chaotic inflation: solve initial condition + provide the density fluctuations observed by Planck

- New inflation: avoid the resonance + provide the dominant component of DM as PBHs

Chaotic New MD RD
Time

k ⇠ 1011Mpc�1
Å

MPBH

1024 g

ã�1/2

P⇣(k)

k
10�9

10�2

⇠ 1Mpc�1

PBH formationPlanck

P⇣ ⇠
Ç

1
2
p

3⇡
v2

✏M2
pl

å2

Simple scenario consistent with the metastability

[Kawasaki, KM, Yanagida; 1605.04974]

Kepler
Hawking

Star Formation

Femtolensing
MACHO/EROS

FIRAS
WMAP3

NS in GCs

ΩPBH/Ωc

- Curvature coupling: stabilize the EW vacuum during inflation

• Curvature coupling + Chaotic inflation + New inflation 

⌦PBH,tot = ⌦c
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• To mimic it, we have introduced another scalar χ via g2χ2h2.

Higgs’s number
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Electroweak gauges
EW gauge production from Higgs

• g2A2h2  might stabilize the Higgs.

• Same for the curvature coupling.

• χ-production is suppressed due to g(<h2>)1/2 → Higgs dynamics is not altered.
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χ’s number
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Electroweak gauges
EW gauge production from Higgs

• To mimic it, we have introduced another scalar χ via g2χ2h2.

• χ-production is suppressed due to g(<h2>)1/2 → Higgs dynamics is not altered.

• g2A2h2  might stabilize the Higgs.

• Same for the curvature coupling.
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Inflaton decays into other SMs
Caution: relevant time scales are quite short, and thus 
instantaneous thermalization assumption is questionable…

1. Perturbative inflaton decay: TR < 1010 GeV.

2. Non-perturbative inflaton decay: TR > 1010 GeV.

✴ Here we naively assume instantaneous thermalization, but Tmax may be much lower.

- Thermal mass is always smaller: p⇤(t)> m� ¶ gT
max

' 10

13

GeV⇥ g
Å

T
R

10

10

GeV

ã 1
2

Å
H

inf

10

14

GeV

ã 1
4

- Quartic coupling - Curvature coupling

m� t Æ O (10)⇥
⇣ c

10�4

⌘✓1013 GeV
m�

◆
m� t Æ 10 !

!
⇠

10

" 1
2

[Harigaya, KM, JHEP05(2014)006 ;KM, Yamada, JCAP02(2016)003; (cf.) Ellis+, JCAP03(2016)008]

- Parametric resonance of other SM particles (χ) becomes relevant.

- Large χ fluctuations with long wave length modes are produced.

- They might “kick” the Higgs towards True Vacuum(?).

10-10

10-8

10-6

10-4

10-2

100

102

104

 0  20  40  60  80  100
N

or
m

al
iz

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
in

iti
al

 in
fla

to
n 

am
pl

itu
de

 Φ
in

i
mφt

a3<φ>2

a3(<φ2> - <φ>2)
a3<h2>
a3<χ2>

prelim
inary


